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THE AMERICAN JEW:
SOME DEMOGRAPHIC FEATURES *

•->( OMPRISING the largest Jewish national grouping in the world, American
\_J Jews are as yet unable to ascertain with any degree of precision how many
persons make up that grouping, where they live, how old they are, where they
came from, and how they earn their livelihoods.1 Full and detailed demo-
graphic information comparable to the census data which is available about
Canadian Jewry is almost entirely lacking. And in the absence of sufficient
and reliable data, the interested person—who may be a scholar preparing a
treatise on some special phase of Jewish life or a community leader responsible
for certain aspects of local social planning—must depend on well-informed
guesses advanced by well-informed observers.

For a detailed discussion of the various devices utilized to arrive at these
guesses, the reader is referred to Ben B. Seligman and Harvey Swados, "Jewish
Population Studies in the United States," AMERICAN JEWISH YEAR BOOK,
Volume 50, page 663. The earlier article discussed the use of the Yom Kippur,
death record, master list, polling, and complete census methods as devices for
estimating the size of the Jewish population, but it must be repeated that only
the last two offer satisfactory means for obtaining demographic data.

Not only are demographic data needed for the planning and setting up of
such services as aged programs, youth activities, and group work, but such
information is often required by national agencies operating in special areas.

In fact, the study of almost any problem in Jewish social research must
either be based on population data, or needs population data as background.2

The major problem, then, is one of gathering and refining data which will
command the confidence of the local community and national agency leader-
ship and which will also yield statistical indices and precise information on
Jewish age distribution, family size, education, etc.

Community Surveys

It is not suggested here that knowledge of the demography of American
Jewry is completely lacking. Local Jewish communities have from time to time
conducted surveys to ascertain their Jewish population characteristics. In

• The writer wishes to express his thanks to Alvin Chenkin for his useful suggestions on analy-
tical method, and to Harvey Swados for his suggestions on presentation.

1 A recent article on Jewish demography emphasized the lack of sufficiently reliable information
on the major population characteristics of American Jews. (Sophia M. Robison, "How Many Jews
in America?" Commentary, August, 1949, p. 185.)

2 Robison, ibid., p. 186.
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1948, for example, it was reported that some sixty-six communities had con-
ducted population surveys during the past decade. But unfortunately it was
found that there was ". . . far less homogeneity, in survey techniques them-
selves, in findings, or in population estimates founded on the techniques,
than we might at first expect." 3 Despite these technical problems, it seems
possible to construct some comparative demographic indices, particularly for
surveys in which the techniques employed provide at least a partial basis of
comparability.

The discussion below should be viewed by the reader as an exploratory
effort in this direction. In addition to reviewing here the more recent com-
munity population surveys, comparisons will be made at various points with
the demographic information as set forth in Jewish Population Studies, edited
by Sophia M. Robison.4 It will thus be possible to compare the demographic
structure of the Jewish population in the 1930's with that of the 1940's and
in this way perhaps -to underscore some significant changes by utilizing data
directly relating to Jews rather than employing surmises derived from general
population statistics.

TABLE 1

JEWISH POPULATION STUDIES

Jewish Year of Auspices
City Population Study

Newark

suburbs' ;.".•;;.•;;;;;." US} 1948 J e w i s h c ° m m u n i t y c°u n c i i
Miami 40,000 1949 Jewish Federation
Atlanta 10,217 1947 National Jewish Welfare Board (JWB)
Worcester 9,750 1942 Jewish Community Council
Portland, Oregon 7,128 1947 JWB
Camden 6,517 1948 JWB
Toledo 6,500 1944 JWB
Indianapolis 6,268 1948 JWB
Scranton 5,610 1945 JWB
Tucson 3,500 1948 Jewish Community Center
Jacksonville 3,095 1945 Jewish Community Council
Utica 3,024 1948 Jewish Community Center
Charleston, S. C 1,838 1948 Charleston Bi-Centennial Committee
Erie 1,750 1940 Jewish Community Council
Grand Rapids 1,300 1944 JWB

While more than sixty Jewish population studies were made at different
times and by different persons since 1939, it was found that not all of these
lent themselves to comparative analysis. In many, the gaps in the data were
sufficiently serious as to require their elimination from the present survey.
From these sixty-six Jewish population studies, fifteen in which the informa-

3 Seligman and Swados, op. cit., p. 657. For a discussion of various sampling techniques employed
in Jewish population research, see Robison, Towards a Bureau for Jewish Demography, pp. 14-23
and the same author's "Problems and Techniques in Jewish Demography," Jewish Social Service
Quarterly, June, 1949, p. 458.

4 Published by Conference on Jewish Relations, New York: 1943. The studies included in this
volume covered the Jewish communities of Trenton and Passaic, N.J.; Buffalo, N.Y.; Norwich and
New London, Conn.; Pittsburgh, Pa.; Detroit, Mich.; Chicago, 111.; Minneapolis, Minn.; and San
Francisco, Cal. These were all done prior to 1939.
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tion and manner of presentation were not so disparate, were selected for
detailed examination. In one, Jacksonville, the data were available in sum-
mary form only. Few of the studies which employed a sampling technique
presented the data in a manner that might permit a test as to their adequacy.
While it is quite conceivable that some of the samples were obtained in an
accidental rather than random fashion, the final data in most of the com-
munity studies are of such a character as to suggest that the former was minimal.
The criteria employed for selecting these studies were based then on ex-
pediency: wherever data were available, the study was chosen for review. On
this basis the Jewish community population studies listed in Table 1 were
included in this survey.

While the bulk of the data utilized below has been drawn from the com-
munity studies listed, an effort has been made to relate this material to other
studies undertaken by independent scholars on such special problems as Jewish
birth rates and fertility. Wherever possible, data on Jewish demography ap-
pearing in general sources have been employed as well.

Age Composition

Most Jewish demographic studies begin, and justifiably so, with an analysis
of the age structure of the population.5 While the United States for many
years has enjoyed a relatively youthful population, specialists in recent years
have become increasingly concerned with its progressive aging. Jewish com-
munity leaders too have had to address themselves to this question, for more
and more communities have had to face up to the problem of pediatrics versus
geriatrics. It is well known that with shifts in age composition and structure,
there will occur changes in the likes, dislikes, and interests of the members of
the community. But with data on the nature of these population shifts, com-
munity leadership is more apt to anticipate such alterations in tastes.

Tables 2 and 3 present the percentage distribution of the Jewish popula-
tion in the communities listed in Table 1, by age groups (for all communities)
and by age and sex (for communities where such information was available).
As a means of illustrating significant characteristics of a given population, the
age-sex pyramid is clearly unexcelled, and such figures are presented where-
ever possible. Figures 1-5 and 15-19 are bar graphs showing age composition
for the total Jewish population wherever data on distribution by sex were not
available. Figures 6-14 and 20-24 are age-sex pyramids corresponding to the
data in Tables 3 and 5. Table 4 shows the percentage distribution by age
groups of a number of Jewish communities for which studies were made prior
to World War II. Table 5 gives percentage data for age-sex distributions for
several of these communities.6

5 For a discussion of urban-rural distribution, see Robison, Commentary, ibid., p. 188, and Selig-
man and Swados, ibid., p. 652 ft. The criteria used by the Census Bureau for distinguishing between
urban and rural places suggest that virtually all American Jews are urban or suburban. Also, analy-
sis of census data indicates that those whose native tongue was Yiddish remain in urban centers in
greater proportions than other groups.

6 In only one of the community studies reviewed here, that for Indianapolis, were single year age
groupings included in the statistical report. Lacking such primary information, it was difficult to
compare the various studies because of the varying age class intervals established by each investiga-
tor. Special local problems apparently motivated the particular choice of an age class interval. Thus,
one investigator might be interested only in those persons under 25 years for purposes of studying



J> OQ OO ^_ OCI >-; C C j r i O CO f~. r j - T)^ 00 • * 00_

o

"a •§. S

• J

M

n
Z J

s g
A O

A
0
0.
o
V

O



THE AMERICAN JEW: DEMOGRAPHIC 7

A perusal of Figures 6 to 14 should reveal to the reader some interesting
aspects of the Jewish populations of these communities. Virtually all show
significant gaps or "hollow classes" in the young and teen-age groups. That
these "hollow classes" exist also in the general population is shown in the
Census Bureau's diagrams for 1945 estimates. Yet for the Jewish communities,
the "hollowness" seems more marked and appears to extend beyond the 20-
year group. While all eight communities for which such diagrams are presented
here exhibit a strong pyramidal base, thereby indicating a larger number of
births in recent years, the "hollow classes" often extend to the 35-year groups.
This is in sharp contrast to the native-white general population where the
largest class percentages occur in the 15- to 19-year and 20- to 24-year age
groups.

Does this then indicate that American Jews began to have fewer children
sooner than the general population? Or does it show that Jews marry at a
later age than the rest of the population and consequently have smaller
families? Or do Jews in this country curtail family size as a response to un-
favorable economic conditions more quickly than is the case in the general
population? While these may possibly be partial explanations for the demo-
graphic characteristics described above, they cannot be considered conclusively
so without further detailed study. Furthermore, the extent to which wars,
epidemics, or variations in births and deaths may affect specific Jewish age-
sex patterns is difficult to assay.

Comparison with the age composition of Jewish communities a decade
earlier (Tables 4 and 5; Figures 15-24) shows clearly enough that the present
"hollow classes" in the Jewish population were predominantly reactions to
economic depression. Apparently the middle class, the largest part of the
Jewish population included in these surveys, readily restricts family size dur-
ing severe economic conditions. Thus invariably the age group under five
years in the earlier studies was relatively a narrow one; this was true in
Chicago, Detroit, Pittsburgh, Buffalo, Minneapolis, Passaic, Trenton, New
London, Norwich, and San Francisco. The more recent studies (Figures 1-14)
show an expansion in the infant-age groups. This, of course, is also char-
acteristic of the general population in the United States, is a result of the
wartime spurt in the birth rate, and may be viewed as purely a temporary
phenomenon.

For Jewish communities, this relative increase in births may entail con-
tinuing responsibilities for such fields as Jewish education and youth programs.
Any hasty de-emphasis of these aspects of community planning may prove to
be premature, for in the next few years at least, and in the absence of any
severe depressions, there may be increasing numbers to whom such programs
are addressed. In the long run, however, the younger groups in the popula-
tion, both general and Jewish, will in all probability continue to decline.
According to a statistical report of the Metropolitan Life Insurance Company,

youth activities or another in those persons between ages six and fourteen in order lo help analyze
a problem relating to Jewish education.

polated reading back to a uniform age grouping established for all the studies. Where data were
available for both age and sex, it was a relatively simple matter to construct age-sex pyramids.
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THE AMERICAN JEW: DEMOGRAPHIC 9

for example, marriages in 1949 declined 12 per cent as compared with the
previous year.

A decade or more ago the Jewish population, to judge by the early studies
reviewed here, was relatively a youthful one. In Chicago, for example, con-
siderably more than one-third of the Jewish population was under the age of
30. The median age, on either side of which lies 50 per cent of the total, was
under 30 in all cases except San Francisco. The more recent studies show
median ages ranging from 28.4 for the Newark suburbs to 36.3 for Miami,
Florida. This compares with an estimated median age in 1946 for the general
white population in the United States of 30.4.7 Perusal of the figures and
diagrams given here emphasizes the continuous aging of the Jewish popula-
tion, a process which appears to be more marked than in the general
population in this country.

The age groups over 25 or 30 are relatively larger in the recent studies; this
is true for Newark,8 Atlanta, Worcester, Portland, Ore.; Camden, Indianapolis,
Utica, Charleston, S. C; Grand Rapids and Erie. Tucson and Miami exhibit
similar features, but.in these instances the number of middle-aged persons has
been increasing through inward migration. In Miami, male migrants ap-
parently have been older than female migrants, while at the same time the
latter have outnumbered the men, particularly in 20- to 50-year age groups.

It has also been shown that the almost exclusively urban concentration of
American Jewry suggests a smaller average family size and a lower birth rate
than in the general population. This, together with the fact that the few Jews
in small communities may intermarry more readily or postpone marriage be-
cause of a lack of available partners, suggests further an inability of the smaller
Jewish population centers to fill the gap created by the desire for smaller
families. All this intensifies the aging process in the Jewish population.

This aging carries with it implications of considerable significance for local
social planning. Aside from the broader problems such as types of housing,
social security, and the effects on national productivity, there are such ques-
tions to be resolved as kinds of hospital services, institutional care for the aged,
leisure-time programs for adults, and the like.

Comparison with several Canadian Jewish communities would seem to
indicate that the American Jewish population is a somewhat "older" one.9

Yet in Canada, too, the "aging" process was apparent; the teen-age groups
invariably declined from 1931 to 1941 as a proportion of the total Jewish
population.

Sex Ratios

The proportions of males and females in a population are important
features of its composition, for these ratios markedly affect birth rates, death

7 The average age for the Jacksonville Jewish population was given as 39, but the type of average
was not indicated. See W. I. Boxerman, Statistically Speaking, Jacksonville Jewish Community
Council, 1945.

8 In Newark an interesting shift is discernible. The highly productive age groups, 25 to 35, appar-
ently prefer to reside in the city rather than in the suburbs, whereas the 35 to 45 age group exhibit
a contrary preference.

9 See L. Rosenberg, "Age Distribution of the Jewish Population in Ontario," Information and
Comment (Canadian Jewish CongTess; No. 8, March 1949), especially Table 2. The largest age
groups in 1941 were 20 to 34 years.
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12 AMERICAN JEWISH YEAR BOOK

rates, marriages and migrations.10 Where certain age groups are predominantly
of one sex, it is conceivable that the character of community activities will
be subject to change. In the case of Miami, for example, the proportion of
females to males in the 20- to 50-year age groups is on the whole greater than
in the other Jewish communities. In fact, for all age groups, except for those
over 65, the Miami Jewish population appears to have a higher proportion of
females to males. In terms of the total Jewish population, Atlanta and Wor-

TABLE 6

SEX RATIOS

JEWISH POPULATIONS"

Community Year Ratio

Atlanta 1947 95.8
Buffalo 1938 96.8
Camden 1948 102.4
Charleston 1948 110.1
Chicago 1930 104.1
Detroit 1935 98.8
Grand Rapids 1944 100.4
Indianapolis 1948 103.8
Jacksonville 1945 106.6
Miami 1949 97.9
Minneapolis 1938 101.4
Newark

City 1948 105.7
Suburbs 1948 105.7

New London 1938 106.9
Norwich 1938 109.4
Passaic 1937 100.1
Pittsburgh 1938 99.7
Portland, Oregon 1947 103.6
San Francisco 1938 96.9
Toledo 1944 109.8
Trenton • 1937 104.7
Utica 1948 103.1
Worcester 1942 97.1

U. S. Foreign-born White
Population (urban) 1940 106.8

• Sources: Jewish population studies as described in Tables 2 and 4, and Sixteenth
Census of the United States, quoted by Smith in Jewish Population Studies, p . 123.

cester also exhibit sex ratios below 100, as shown in Table 6. Curiously enough,
the high proportion of males in the over-70 groups, which is found in Miami
and Worcester, does not at all conform to the general pattern, either for
other Jewish communities or for the native-white general population of the
United States. Such demographic peculiarities must influence community
thinking on social planning questions.

10 The statistical device employed for analyzing this aspect of population structure is the sex ratio
expressed as the number of males per 100 females. The sex ratio for the native-white population in
the United States in 1940 was 100.1; the ratio for the total population was 100.7. See Census data
for 1940 quoted in T. L. Smith, Population Analysis, p. 123 and U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical
Abstract of the United States: 194S, (Government Printing Office; 1948), p. 169.
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More detailed data on sex ratios for certain Jewish communities are
presented in Table 7. Here information on specific age groups was available
in the various studies. These data show that in the main the communities
conformed to the general sex ratio pattern, especially in the younger age
groups. Toledo, however, exhibited a higher proportion of males in all age
groups. The general population (native-white) in 1940 had a larger proportion
of males to females in the under-20 age groups, a characteristic consistently
true for six out of eight Jewish communities for which data after 1940 were
available. In the Jewish communities which had population studies prior to
1940 and for which specific age group sex ratios could be obtained, four out
of five conformed to this general pattern. As we move to the older age groups,
we find the proportion shifting; the general (native-white, 1940) population
shows more women than men in the age groups between 20 and 40. This
appears to be currently true in four Jewish communities: Miami, Worcester,
Portland, and Camden. The same condition apparently existed also in Detroit,
Pittsburgh, San Francisco, and Norwich. In Indianapolis, Utica, Charleston,
and Grand Rapids there appears a more equal male-female balance in this
age group.

Beginning with about age 40, virtually all the studies indicate a marked
shift in the sex balance toward the male side. This too approximates the
pattern exhibited by the general (native-white) population in the United
States. In the age groups over 60, however, the general population ratios again
shift to the female side. This occurs also in the Jewish population, but for the
two exceptions noted above. It is also interesting to note that all but three of
the Jewish community studies reviewed (Norwich, New London, and Toledo)
have lower sex ratios (and consequently a more even balance between the
sexes) than the foreign-born white population residing in urban areas. The
Jewish ratios, however, are higher than that for the native-white urban
population.

The significance of these figures is emphasized when we realize that any
disproportions or unbalance, particularly in the procreative age groups,
reduces the possibilities of single people finding a suitable marriage partner.
The large proportion of females in the 25-, 30-, and 35-year age groups in such
Jewish communities as Camden, Worcester, and Utica can make it difficult for
them to find husbands without crossing religious, cultural, and ethnic lines.
Such disproportions consequently result in lower marriage rates and in all prob-
ability lead to lower birth rates for the Jewish population in the United
States.

Marital Status

Information on marital status in Jewish populations is unfortunately
neither as extensive nor as detailed as is the case with age composition. In-
vestigators for one reason or another have felt that this demographic measure
was not nearly as important as age structure or occupational categories. While
it is true that the ". . . married condition is the normal status for the majority
of human beings who have reached the age of adulthood," and that this is
equally true for the Jewish and for the general population, it ought to be
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THE AMERICAN JEW: DEMOGRAPHIC 15

recognized that variations might yield interesting and perhaps significant
statistical facts.

Should there be, for example, an unusual proportion of single and widowed
persons such a fact ought to be taken into account by community leadership.11

This might require certain emphasis on leisure-time programs or adult group
activities. Or, if the data on married persons were shown with spouse present
or absent, it would be possible to inquire further into certain group psycho-
logical problems. But to be most useful, the data would have to be tabulated
according to age groups. While most modern censuses have recognized this,
the studies examined here failed to analyze this aspect of their demographic
problems. Further analysis will demand not only the kind of approach
suggested above, but also tabulations of marital status by sex, by community
areas, and perhaps by nativity.

Of all the community studies examined here, only six yielded data on
marital status, and that in but crude form, as may be seen in Table 8. Yet even
these appear to conform to the national pattern, insofar as the majority of the
population is in the married class. One might suspect that as in the case of
other indices, the Jewish populations would have a higher percentage of
single persons than the general population, but such a generalization cannot
now be established conclusively. All that can be suggested at this time is that
future Jewish population investigations include information on marital status,
so that a more complete picture of Jewish demography will be developed and
data useful for Jewish community organization and planning will be made
available.

Family Size

The average size of the Jewish family has been a favorite item of discussion
among population experts in Jewish social research. Prevailing opinion adopts
the view that the Jewish family is smaller than that of the general native-white
population. If this is so, then further evidence could be adduced concerning
the relatively smaller growth of the Jewish as compared with the general
population.

While size of family in the general population is important when decisions
are to be made on types of housing to be provided or on the location of
shopping areas, it is of particular interest for those local Jewish communities
which are concerned with such questions as youth programs, leisure-time
activities, location of Jewish center buildings, and related communal prob-
lems.

Average family size in the United States declined between 1930 and 1940
and probably will have become even smaller in the present decade. For
example, both as a proportion of the total number of families and in absolute
numbers, six-persons-and-larger families in the general population have de-
creased. This trend is further emphasized by the fact that the number of
persons in the total population per family declined from 4.9 in 1890 to 3.8 in
1940. At the present time, the average family size for the general population

11 Table 8 would indicate that in some communities at least the proportion of divorces in the
Jewish population is much smaller than in the general population.
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ranges from 3.6 to 3.8.12 Tables 9 to 12 present data on average family size in
Jewish populations as revealed in the various studies published in the 1943
Robison volume and the individual community surveys being reviewed here.

A few exceptions to the uniformity of analysis which is being attempted here
should be noted. In the Newark survey, the data were presented in terms of
the "number of children ever born." Thus, though a child had reached matu-
rity, married, and established his own household, he was still to be counted into
this particular enumeration, even though he might now be a parent himself.
A similar approach was utilized in the Charleston study; several of the earlier
studies also employed this approach {see Tables 10 and 12). The United States
Census Bureau also makes use of this classification; it is, however, broken
down into age groups and is considered to be suggestive of fertility trends.13

As might be expected, such Jewish communities as Miami and Tucson tend
to have smaller families than the others; in each of these the two-persons
family represents the largest group. While a community such as Indianapolis,
which is less subject to inward migration than either Tucson or Miami, also
has more two-persons families than any other group, other Jewish com-
munities, such as Worcester, Atlanta, Camden, Utica, Toledo, and Grand
Rapids, have larger family groupings. It might be thought at first that the
communities with more two-persons family groupings are younger or have
"incomplete" families, but the information on age structure belies this sup-
position. On the contrary, these communities are older and probably have a
larger number of "completed" families. In these communities the median
family size is considerably lower than in both the general population and in
other Jewish communities, a fact which underscores a basically different socio-
logical tendency; such a statistic indicates that it is the single-person and
two-persons families that migrate to these cities.

The average (median) family size for the general population in the United
States in 1940 was 2.65. The only Jewish community of the more recent studies
which had a higher median family size was Grand Rapids with a median of
2.82 as shown in Table 9. In all other instances, the Jewish communities
exhibit a lower median family size than the 2.65 average for the general popu-
lation. This would seem to bear out the supposition that Jews tend to have
smaller families. If we employ the 3.6-3.8 average suggested by Census Bureau
sample studies then it might be stated categorically that Jewish families are
smaller than families in the general population.

13Seligman and Swados, op. cit., p. 656. The median family sire in the 1940 census was 2.65.
Cf. J. F. Dewhurst and associates, America's Needs and Resources, p. 38. Statistical Abstract for
1948 gives a national average (population per household) for April 15, 1947, of 3.63. See Table 46,
p. 46, in the Abstract.

• younjje
might still have children in the future would be subsumed into the total picture. Further, this
approach excludes the "single person" families, which is a sociological fact of some significance. It
does help, however, in giving some idea of fertility in the Jewish population.

It ought further be noted that differences in the definitions of "household" and "family" as
utilized in the various decennial censuses and in Jewish population studies may exaggerate the
divergence between the average family size of Jewish and non-Jewish families. For example,
grandparents may remain in the same domicile with children and grandchildren in rural and
suburban areas to a greater degree than in urban areas, thus markedly increasing the average
"household" size. With the Jewish population predominantly urban, and taking into account
the urban predilection for small apartments, we may have here a factor explaining in part the
ostensibly smaller Jewish family. This, of course, requires further investigation.
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This would of course parallel age composition statistics: American Jewry is
becoming older and is replenishing itself at a rate slow enough to cause
concern to community leadership.

Occupational and Industrial Classification: Economic Status

Although the analysis of occupational status is primarily useful in evaluat-
ing economic status, occupation exerts so strong and varied an influence on
demography that it is difficult to exclude it from consideration in a population
study. The nature of work affects the social and cultural environment of a
people; the occupation and industry into which a person enters may be
affected by a special system of values; personality traits and, in the long run,
marital status, health, and reproduction rates are influenced by working
conditions.

The community surveys offer at best but a partial picture of the occupational
and industrial patterns of American Jewry, and as is true of many of the
indices described here, their data must be cautiously employed. The com-
munities which have conducted useful studies in recent years do not represent
a majority of the Jewish population in the United States; as was indicated
above, the survey methods utilized varied from study to study, again impelling
caution.

The failure, for example, to classify Jewish mercantile and industrial estab-
lishments according to the number of workers employed and by volume of
business, as is done in the Census Bureau investigations, makes it difficult to
assay the relative position of Jewish entrepreneurs in the total business com-
munity. Most authorities suggest that Jewish businessmen are to be found
largely in small enterprises, a conclusion that might be established without
question by data on the number of workers and volume of business. Yet, lack-
ing such information, it is patently unfair to compare the relative number of
Jews and non-Jews engaged in industry and trade.

The labor force as usually denned includes persons 14 years old and over
who are working or are seeking work at the time an enumeration is made.
The 1940 census classified 52.7 per cent of the general population as being
in the labor force; this consisted of 76 per cent of males and 24 per cent of
females: Jewish population statistics, even where community studies were
made, do not yield such detail on the Jewish labor force. Whereas it is possible
to say, for example, that 6.3 per cent of the male labor force in the United
States is in the age groups, 14-19, no such statement can be made about the
Jewish population. Were such information available it might show, for
example, whether or not significant differences exist in the ages at which
Jewish children enter employment.

Most of the data on labor force in the community studies reviewed here are
crude and lacking in sufficient detail to warrant comparative analysis. The
only survey in the older group which presented fairly adequate labor force
tables were those for Buffalo (gainfully occupied), San Francisco, and Detroit.
Of the later studies, only that of Newark offers usable information.1* In the

" It might be noted that Camden, a heavily industrialized city, has a higher labor force ratio for
the Jewish population than the other Jewish communities. This is true also in San Francisco and
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TABLE 13

A—LABOR FORCE—NEWARK (CITY) (1948)
JEWISH POPULATION: AGE 14 AND OVER

Male
No.

Employed 17,188
Unemployed 576

Total Labor Force 17,764
Not in Labor Force 3,959

Total 21,723

Per Cent
79

2,

81.
18.

.2

.6

8
2

Female
No. Per Cent
5,195 21.2

211 .9

100.0

5,406
19,105

24,511

22.1
77.9

100.0

Total
No.

22,383
787

23,170
23,064

46,234

Per Cent
48.4

1.7

50.1
49.9

100.0

B—LABOR FORCE—NEWARK (SUBURBS) (1948)
JEWISH POPULATION: AGE 12 AND OVER

Male Female
No. Per Cent No. Per Cent

Employed 8,251 77.1 1,452 13.3
Unemployed 147 1.4 112 1.0

Total Labor Force 8,398 78.5 1,564 14.3
Not in Labor Force 2,298 21.5 9,353 85.7

Total 10,696 100.0 10,917 100.0

Total
No. Per Cent
9,703 44.9

259 1.2

9,962
11,651

21,613

46.1
53.9

100.0

C—LABOR FORCE—SAN FRANCISCO (1938)
JEWISH POPULATION: AGE 15 AND OVER

Male Female
No. Per Cent No. Per Cent

Employed 8,838 77.0 3,040 24.1
Unemployed 806 7.0 684 5.4

Total Labor Force 9,644 84.0 3,724 29.5
Not in Labor Force 1,834 16.0 8,887 70.5

.Total 11,478 100.0 12,611 100.0

Total
No. Per Cent

11,878 49.3
1,490

13,368
10,721

24,089

6.2

55.5
44.5

100.0

D—LABOR FORCE—DETROIT (1935)
JEWISH POPULATION: AGE 15 AND OVER 3

Male Female
No. Per Cent No. Per Cent

Employed 21,700 70.3 7,600 24.2
Unemployed 3,200 10.3 1,800 5.7

Total Labor Force 24,900 80.6 9,400 29.9
Not in Labor Force 6,011 19.4 22,009 70.1

Total 30,911 100.0 31,409 100.0

Total
No. Per Cent

29,300 47.0
5,000

34,300
28,020

62,320

8.0

55.0
45.0

100.0

E—GAINFULLY EMPLOYED—BUFFALO (1938)
JEWISH POPULATION11

Male Female Total
No. Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent

Employed 4,496 77.8 1,266 21.5 5,762 49.4
Unemployed 155 2.7 164 2.8 319 2.7

Total Labor Force 4,651 80.5 1,430 24.3 6,081 52.1
Not in Labor Force 1,124 19.5 4,462 75.7 5,586 47.9

Total 5,775 100.0 5,892 100.0 11,667 100.0
a The data for "Not in Labor Force [Market]" and "Total" were derived by eliminating those under age 15

from the total estimated Jewish population and applying the appropriate over-all sex ratios to the remainder.
The given data for employed and unemployed were then subtracted to give the "Not in Labor Force [Market]"
estimates.
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TABLE 14

EMPLOYMENT STATUS
JEWISH LABOR FORCES

Employers
and
Self- Unpaid

Wage Workers Employed Workers Total

Per Per Per Per
City No. Cent No. Cent No. Cent No. Cent

Newark
City" 12,446 55.6 9,353 41.8 584 2.6 22,383 100
Suburbs" 4,160 42.9 5,397 55.6 146 1.5 9,703 100

Atlanta" 309 47.6 340 52.4 — — 649 100
Worcester11 1,952 63.7 1,113 36.3 — — 3,065 100
Indianapolis0 1,134 47.2 1,269 52.8 — — 2,403 100
Tucson 135 58.9 94 41.1 — — 229 100
Charleston 291 45.0 356 55.0 — — 647 100
Grand Rapids 169 46.1 195 53.3 2 .6 366 100
Erie 116 31.9 248 68.1 — — 364 100
Pittsburgh 1,500 66.7 748 33.3 — — 2,248 100
San Francisco 7,464 62.8 4,414 37.2 — — 11,878 100
Buffalo 5,112 88.7 650 11.3 —' — 5,762 100
New London0 219 367 378 63.3 — — 597 100

a Fourteen years of age and over.
b Eighteen years of age and over.
c Fifteen years of age and over.

TABLE 14A
ESTIMATED PERCENTAGE OF JEWISH POPULATION IN LABOR FORCE

City Per Cent
Newark

City 50.1
Suburbs 46.1

Jacksonville 50.0
Portland, Ore 40.0
Camden 57.9 °
Grand Rapids 31.8
Charleston 36.2 •
Indianapolis 48.9b

Norwich 37.6 • b

New London 31.1 * b

Detroit 41.8
San Francisco 55.6 b

a Gainfully employed.
b Population 15 years and over.
c Over 21.

absence of more detailed information, it would be difficult to suggest any
useful generalizations on this point.

Table 14A shows the estimated percentage of the total Jewish population in
the various communities listed, which may be counted as part of the labor
force.

Newark, both large cities and industrial centers. Also, the data on Newark show a smaller propor-
tion of the suburban Jewish population in the labor force. This raises the interesting question
whether, for Jewish populations, inclusion in the labor force might not vary inversely with dis-
tance from industrial centers.
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In a broad sense, then, it might be said that smaller proportions of total
Jewish populations are part of the labor force than is the case in the general
population. Whether this is due to a longer school period for Jewish children
or to more Jewish women being engaged in housework, or other factors, is
'difficult to say in the absence of more information.

What is required here is an analysis of the age and sex pattern of the
Jewish labor force such as is done for the general labor force by the Census
Bureau. Such data, too, can clarify the Jewish occupational pattern in relation
to the general pattern. We do know that Jews as a group have a higher average
age than their neighbors. We also know that the older age groups in this
country tend to have higher proportions of professionals, semi-professionals,
proprietors, managers, and officials. It seems reasonable, then, to suggest that
the failure to take the age factor into account exaggerates to some degree the
representation of Jews in such occupations.

Yet it is instructive to analyze occupational status; although not available
for all the Jewish communities included here, it reveals some interesting dis-
parities from general population characteristics. When the labor force was
classified in 1940 into wage workers, employers and self-employed, and unpaid
family workers, the greatest proportion, 77 per cent, of the general popula-
tion was to be found in the first category. The employing and self-employed
group represented but one-fifth of the total labor force. As would be expected,
there were more female wage workers in proportion to the total female labor
force than was the case among the male labor force. For urban areas the
proportion of wage workers was even greater than for the general labor
force in the United States. Male wage workers were 87.4 per cent of the male
urban labor force; female wage workers were 92.1 per cent of the female urban
labor force.

In the Jewish populations for which data are available, only the female
labor force approaches the proportions found in the 1940 general labor force.
This appears to be the case in Newark (city), Atlanta, Worcester, Grand
Rapids, San Francisco, and Buffalo. The Jewish male labor force in most of
these communities appears to be much more in the employer and self-em-
ployed class; one interesting point to be noted is that the proportion of male
wage workers increases as we come closer to industrial and commercial centers,
with the highest percentage being found in Buffalo. If one were to attempt a
broad generalization with respect to employment status, it might be suggested
that in the middle-sized towns the tendency in the Jewish labor force is in the
direction of the "employer and self-employed" category.

Classifications by industry, while not always of a uniform character, were
made in most of the older studies and in four of the more recent ones. They
indicate a predilection on the part of the Jewish labor force for the wholesale
and retail trades. Whether any definite geographic pattern underlies the rather
wide range of participation in such industries (from 33 per cent in the city
of Newark to 63 per cent in Jacksonville) is difficult to estimate at the
present time. Yet it has been suggested that the emphasis on the trades tends
to decline in the larger population and industrial centers. In the latter type
of community (such as Worcester, Newark, Detroit, and Passaic) where some
great manufacturing industry dominates the economic and social life of the



28 AMERICAN JEWISH YEAR BOOK

Category of Workers

Professional and Semi-
Professional

Proprietors, Managers,
Officials

Clerical, Sales, Kindred
Craftsmen, Foremen,

Kindred
Operatives, Kindred.. .
Protective Service
Service (except

Protective)
Laborers (inch farm) . .
Others
Not Reported

TABLE 16

OCCUPATIONAL CLASSIFICATION
JEWISH LABOR FORCES

Newark
Newark {City) {Suburbs) Jacksonville Miami Portland

No. PerCent No. Per Cent Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent

3,141 14.03 1,623 16.72

7,137
5,892

2,151
1,293

323

31.89 4,397
26.32 2,011

9.61
5.78

1.44

489
181

67-

45.31
20.73

5.04
1.87

.69

13.00

48.00
31.00

5.00
3.00

583 13.44 362 15.13

1,132
1,653

26.11
38.12

57l{ 13.17J

502" 2.24" 226 2.33
393 1.76 52 .54

1,551 6.93 657 6.77

— 374 8.63 — —

.21

.32

890
842

78
78

16

36
10

— — 80

37.21
35.20

3.26
3.26

.67

1.51
.42

3.34

Total 22,383 100.00 9,703 100.00 100.00 4,336 100.00 2,392 100.00

Camden

Category of Workers No.

Professional and Semi-
Professional 81

Proprietors, Managers,
Officials 203

Clerical, Sales, Kindred 107
Craftsmen, Foremen,

Kindred 20
Operatives, Kindred.. 14
Protective Service
Service (except

Protective)
Laborers (incl. farm) . .
Others
Not Reported

Per Cent

18.75

46.99
24.77

4.63
3.24

1.62.

Indianapolis

No. Per Cent

302

1,234
697

70
100

23

3

12.43

50.81
28.69

2.88
4.12

.95

.12

Utica Charleston

No. Per Cent No. Per Cent

117

576
371

59
16

19

44

37

9.44

46.49
29.94

4.76
1.29

1.53

3.55

3.00

92 13.81

349 52.40
164 24.63

37 5.56

Grand Rapids

No. Per Cent

31 8.78

204 57.79
73 20.68

17 4.82
28 7.93

Total 432 100.00 2,429 100.00 1,239 100.00

3 .45 — —

21 3.15 — —

666 100.00 353 100.00.

Erie Detroit
No. Per Cent Per CentCategory of Workers

Professional and Semi-
Professional

Proprietors, Managers,
Officials

Clerical, Sales, Kindred
Craftsmen, Foremen,

Kindred
Operatives, Kindred.. .
Protective Service
Service (except

Protective)
Laborers (incl. farm) . .
Others
Not Reported

Total 400 100.00

34

42
223

31
70

8.50

10.50
55.75

7.75
17.50

7.6

26.8
39.1

8.9
14.8

2.8

100.0

Pittsburgh

No. Per Cent

271 10.8

559
1,069

249
35

48
58

217

22.3
42.7

9.9
1.4

1.9
2.3
8.7

San Francisco

Per Cent

11.4

30.8
40.2

5.6
9.4

1.4
.6
.6

No.

809

1,465
2,015

919
353

34

64

Per Cent

14.3

25.9
35.6

16.3
6.2

1.1

2,506 100.0 100.0 5,659 100.0

town, a fairly large proportion of the Jewish labor force, together with general
labor, will be found to be part of the community's industrial organization.
Examination of Table 15 shows this to be true of Atlanta, Newark, Worcester,
Chicago, Detroit, Passaic, Trenton, Pittsburgh, New London, and Norwich.

It has been often remarked that, in addition to the trades, Jews are to be
found most heavily in the professions. Yet, in the community studies which
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provide such information, the manufacturing group is greater than the pro-
fessional group in seven cases, while the reverse is true in but four instances
(see Table 15). This, taken together with the information in Table 16, indi-
cates that the vaunted occupational emphasis of Jews on the professions as
compared with other occupations is considerably less than the stereotype.

There is no denying the fact that the industrial distribution of the Jewish
labor force exhibits marked differences from the distribution in the general
population. While 20.8 per cent of the general population labor force in 1940
was found to be engaged in the extractive industries (agriculture, forestry,
fishing, mining), the percentages for Jewish communities range from .02 per
cent to .16 per cent. This particular variation, however, can be ascribed to the
urban character of the Jewish population. In many of the Jewish communities,
the percentage of the labor force engaged in trade is over 50 per cent; in the
general population it is 16.7 per cent. For manufacturing, the percentage
figures are much closer: 23.4 per cent for the general population as compared
with such figures as 20.8 per cent in Worcester, 33.8 per cent in Chicago (male
population), 22.8 per cent in Detroit, 22.7 per cent in Norwich, and 22.5 per
cent in Passaic.15

Examining the classification of the Jewish labor force by occupation (Table
16), we find the major clusters to be around "clerical, sales, and kindred
workers," "proprietors, managers, and officials," and "professional and semi-
professional workers." The other classifications are apparently less significant
for the Jewish populations; on the other hand, population data for the United
States show clerical work to be fourth in importance and professional posi-
tions seventh. Proprietorship ranks second generally, as was the case in four
Jewish communities during the decade of the thirties. In more recent years
proprietorship has been of first rank in all but one of the Jewish population
studies included here, with clerical occupations second and professional work
in third position (see Table 17). Kingsley Davis once suggested that Jewish im-
migrants started in the trades and then educated their children for the pro-
fessions; this, however, does not seem to be the complete explanation, for it
overlooks the relatively high proportion of Jews in the clerical and sales field.
Hence, this pattern requires some modification of the usual stereotype.

Aside from some percentage distribution for a few communities, the lack
of complete and fully comparable data makes it virtually impossible to develop
an adequate picture of trade or professional occupation breakdowns for all
the studies included here. What seems to be characteristic, despite the con-
centration on retail trade as opposed to wholesale trade (as in the Newark
suburbs, Worcester, Jacksonville, Portland, San Francisco, Passaic, Trenton,
and Norwich) is the smaller ratio for the former as compared with the United
States as a whole. In most of the Jewish communities the proportion of those
engaged in trade who were in retail enterprises approximated 75 per cent; in
the United States the number in retail trades approximated 85 per cent. Where

15 This by no means implies that the Jewish population exhibits an "hereditary" predilection for
certain occupations and industries. It should be obvious that the reasons why Jews follow particular
pursuits must be ascertained through economic, social, and political inquiry. Some social scientists
have argued that other ethnic groups also exhibit special tastes in occupational patterns. See
L. Rosenberg, Canada's Jews (Canadian Jewish Congress, 1939) chap, xy., p. 151 if., and W. L.
Warner and L. Srole, Social Systems of American Ethnic Groups (Yale University Press, 1945) chap.
iv, p. 53 ff-
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industry breakdowns were given, it seemed clear that the most popular enter-
prises were food, clothing, furniture, and dry goods establishments. There are
insufficient occupational data, however, to set this forth as a general or usual
pattern.16

A few of the studies also classified that part of the Jewish labor force engaged
in manufacturing and mechanical industries in terms of specific industries
(Newark, Miami, Portland, Detroit, Passaic). Again, the food processing,
textile, and clothing industries appear predominant. In Detroit, the auto-
mobile industry, the major industrial activity, absorbed more than one-third
of the Jewish workers who were in manufacturing.

A detailed percentage classification of Jewish professional and semi-pro-
fessional workers is given in Table 18. This tabulation indicates that the most
popular professions are medicine, law, dentistry, and teaching. This is not un-
expected in view of the traditional system of values with which Jewish persons
have frequently measured these occupations. Aside from teaching, which prob-
ably derives its high status value (despite the notoriously low remuneration)
from the characteristic respect for learning to be found among Jewish parents,
these professions possess certain common features: there are more latitude,
more independent action, and more freedom from petty discriminations in
these professions than in others, with the result that Jewish students tend to
enter them.

Occupation represents but one index of economic condition: To fully
describe the position of Jews in the American economy, one would have to
know the income levels of Jewish groups, their buying and consuming habits,
and a variety of other indices of economic position. Such data, however, are
extremely difficult to obtain in a survey; they are the kind of information that
only the tax collector seems able to secure. One research expert once remarked
in connection with opinion polling: "People do not always give their true
opinions even to a stranger who does not know their names and addresses and
has no way of checking up on them again." 17 How much more difficult it is,
then, to obtain income and other economic data which in this country is con-
sidered confidential.18

Only one comparative measure of economic position, and that a rather
crude one, is available for some of the population studies: home ownership.
For the general population of the United States, owner-occupied dwelling
units represent 43.6 per cent as compared with 56.4 per cent for tenant-
occupied units. In the nine studies on Jewish population tenant-occupied
units range from 27.0 per cent in Camden to 74.3 per cent in Worcester; owner-
occupied homes, however, are more than half the reported cases in six of the
communities (see Table 19). This information by itself does not lend itself
to further interpretation, for one must know mortgage values, rentals paid,
size of dwellings, heating, and sanitation facilities, as well as home ownership
patterns in the entire community.

10 Cf. Statistical Abstract, 1948, Table 208, p. 193. The only studies which provided such detailed
information were those for Newark, Portland, and Charleston.

17 J. S. Stock, "Some General Principles of Sampling," chap. 10, p. 139, in H. Cantril's Gauging
Public Opinion (Princeton University Press, 1944).

18 See U.S. Department of Agriculture, Misc. Publications No. 465: "Family Income and Expendi-
tures," Part 2, p. 332; and Misc. Publications No. 462, "Family Income and Expenditures,"
P. 187.
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Education: Secular and Religious

The various studies under review yield less and less information once the
reader leaves behind such demographic measures as age, sex, and occupation.
The reasons why investigators have not looked into such population char-
acteristics as education, religious preference, and the like with the same
thoroughness as with other measures of population, are varied: inadequately
designed questionnaires, feelings that certain questions might be considered
ill-advised in the enumeration, or simply a lack of funds and time. One in-
vestigator, after completing a detailed analysis of age composition and occupa-
tion, remarked: "This concludes the analysis of the statistics that were drawn
from the schedules. Material of population mobility and length of residence
. . . did not yield data of sufficient accuracy to justify statistical analysis."
While this in itself might have indicated some weakness in the original ques-
tionnaire, the investigator apparently felt that age and occupational informa-
tion were sufficient.

TABLE 19

HOME OWNERSHIP

JEWISH POPULATIONS

Tenant-occupied Owner-occupied No Report

No. of No. of No. of
City Families Per Cent Families Per Cent Families Per Cent

Newark
City 9,829 60.7 3,969 24.5 2,402 14.8
Suburbs 4,166 55.5 3,344 44.5 — —

Atlanta 209 44.5 254 54.0 7 1.5
Worcester 2,030 74.3 702 25.7 — —
Camden 89 27.0 238 72.1 3 .9
Indianapolis 816 40.5 1,201 59.5 — —
Tucson 112 35.6 203 64.4 — —
Utica 448 43.6 538 52.3. 42 4.1
Grand Rapids 117 36.3 205 63.7 — —

As for secular education, some data were available in seven of the more
recent studies; none of the older studies yielded usable information. To demo-
graphic experts, educational attainment represents a rough measure of
population quality; it also indicates in a large measure the efforts a community
makes on behalf of its growing generation.

Comparisons of educational attainment between the Jewish populations
and the general native-white population in the United States are difficult: the
data in the Jewish community studies are seldom set up by age groups, and
there often exist inconsistencies in the lower age limits.19 It would also have
been useful if all the studies set up the information by sex. However, only
three studies set forth the data in this way: Worcester, Newark, and Indian-
apolis. The Worcester study also provided educational information by native
and foreign-born persons.

For the general native-white population in the United States, the average
18 It is because of this that the columns in Table 20 are not strictly comparable.
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(median) number of years of school completed (for persons 25 years old and
over) in 1940 was 8.8 years. To judge from the data in Table 20, the average
for the Jewish populations is a higher one. While a lack of sufficient data
prevents the computation of exact medians, inspection indicates that the
average in these studies would fall into the high school and/or high school
graduate group. Furthermore, the proportions of the Jewish populations for
high school and college are somewhat higher than in the general population.
The few cases which show the data by sex reveal nothing that might be
interpreted as a notable difference as between males and females. In Worcester,
where data were available for native and foreign-born, the median year of
general schooling completed for the latter group was from 2 to 3, with a large
number reporting no formal general education. However, the data on Jewish
education of adults in that community indicate a median age for Jewish
schooling of 4.2 years, so that while the foreign groups in Worcester had little
formal general education, Jewish education may have served as a substitute
(see Table 22 A and B).

With respect to Jewish education of both children and adults there is again
a dearth of information. Only the studies for Newark (city and suburbs),
Camden, Indianapolis, and Utica provide information on this point (see
Table 21). One conclusion is evident: the majority of Jewish children in these
communities receive their Jewish education through weekday and Sunday
schooling and not through all-day parochial schools.20 Two of these studies,
Camden and Utica, indicated the number of years of Jewish schooling for
those over six years of age.21 The average (median) number of years of Jewish
education were 1.2 and 1.6 respectively. For adults also, we find but sparse
information on Jewish education. Again, as indicated in Table 22, weekday
and Sunday schools were the major means through which Jewish education
was obtained; however, the older generation, at least in Camden, appears to
have a higher proportion of adults who had attended yeshivot or parochial
schools. Also, for two communities where data by years of Jewish education
were available—Worcester and Indianapolis—the adult groups, which con-
sisted of persons 18 years and older, had an average (median) number of years
of Jewish education of 4.3 and 5.5 years respectively.

What is perhaps most interesting in these statistics on Jewish education, is
the large percentage of persons for whom we have information who receive
or have received no instruction. Table 22 shows that in Atlanta 11.8 per cent
of adults reporting received no Jewish training. For the age group 6 to 16,
the Utica study revealed that 23.7 per cent of those reported on received no
Jewish instruction; in Camden, this figure rose to 31.5 per cent. In the Jackson-
ville study it was reported that one out of three children between the ages of
six and sixteen did not attend either Hebrew school or Sunday School. If these
ratios are indicative of a general pattern, then it might be suggested that
perhaps one-fifth to one-third of American Jews receive no instruction in
things Jewish.

20 For a more detailed analysis of Jewish education, see the periodic reports of the American
Association for Jewish Education (AAJE), especially All-Day Schools in the United States- 1048-1040
by U. Z. Engelman and C. M. Horowitz, March, 1949.

21 The Camden data were for 6-13 years; in the Utica study the age range was 6-16 years.
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This situation was felt to be sufficient cause for further investigation in at
least two Jewish communities—Newark and Utica. In Utica it was found that
of 363 children between the ages of six and fifteen, almost half did not attend
any Jewish school, although 79 of these 165 non-attenders did receive some
Jewish instruction. The reasons given by parents for this non-attendance
ranged from "had enough" and "child has too much to do" to "don't like
present program." In Newark it was found that the vast majority of parents
were either enthusiastic or satisfied with the program of Jewish education;
critical responses were but 24 per cent in the city of Newark and 17.7 per cent
in the suburbs. Here, too, inquiry was also made on the type of Jewish educa-
tion planned for children in the future.22

TABLE 21

TYPE OF INSTRUCTION OF THOSE ATTENDING JEWISH SCHOOLS

Newark"-
Type City Suburbs Camdend Indianapolis'' Uiica*

Weekday or Weekday and
Sunday ' 87.58b 54.85" 45.95 27.03 64.98'

Sunday School 5.36 36,07 45.95 72.97 33.94
Private Instruction 4.29 5.69 — — 1.08
Yiddish School 2.77 3.39 — — _
Other — — 8.10 — —

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
a Includes persons 6-16 years old.
b Includes afternoon and all-day school.
0 Afternoon school.
d Includes persons 6-13 years of age.
• Includes persons 5-14 years of age.
1 Includes 3-day-a-week and 5-day-a-week schools.

Nativity and Citizenship

Although the decennial census makes no classification according to religious
denomination, classification of the population by nativity is one of its major
subdivisions. For the white population, a division is made into native white
and foreign-born white, and in the 1930 census especially, the native-white
population was further subdivided into persons of native parentage and those
of foreign or mixed parentage. Classifications by country of origin and by
mother tongue of the foreign-born population have also provided useful
information.23

22 These questions illustrate the tremendous possibilities existing in Jewish communities for
opinion polling on specific problems. With the development of demographic data on age, sex, resi-
dence, and the like, the necessary control factors for stratified sampling can be made available. This
would then make it possible to utilize small samples for the purpose of discovering what the mem-
bers of the community think about a center program, leisure-time activity, an aged or health
program, etc.

23 Nathan Goldberg has made considerable use of these tabulations in his studies of the relation
between family size, nativity of parents, and mother tongue. See his "Jewish Population in Amer-
ica," in Jewish Review, Jan.-Dec, 1948, p. 39; Population Trends Among American Jews, "Jewish
Affairs Pamphlet," II, No. 5 (American Jewish Congress; April, 1948); and "The Jewish Popula-
tion in the United States," in The Jewish People: Past and Present, II, p. 25 (Central Yiddish
Culture Organization, 1948).
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General data, other than local community studies, on the national origin of
the American Jewish population are of course not available. At times, re-
searchers have equated the Jewish population in an area with Russian immi-
grants.2* This certainly is not a valid procedure, and in the absence of
continued immigration from Eastern Europe becomes even less valid and less
useful as time goes on. Also, the mother tongue classification in the decennial
census is apparently becoming a less fruitful source of information.25 The best
source of information on this question, then, would be the various community
population studies. Unfortunately, less than a third of the surveys reviewed
here sought information on nativity and citizenship. However, the data that
was obtained (in Newark, Worcester, Charleston, Scranton, Pittsburgh, San
Francisco, and Buffalo) is of considerable interest (see Tables 23 and 24).

In the more recent surveys (Newark—city and suburbs, Worcester, Charles-
ton, and Scranton) the proportion of native born in the Jewish population
ranged from 63.7 per cent to 77.8 per cent. As might be expected, the propor-
tions of native born in the three older surveys (Pittsburgh, San Francisco, and
Buffalo) are smaller, yet in these communities too the native born represented
over half the Jewish population. In four of the five studies, the largest pro-
portion of foreign born, ranging from 30.8 per cent in Charleston to 67.2 per
cent in Worcester, indicated that they came from Russia; in Charleston, the
greatest percentage stated their origin to be Poland. Other major areas listed as
birthplaces were Austria, Lithuania, Rumania, Germany, Czechoslovakia, and
Hungary.26 The three older studies which provided data on this point indi-
cated a similar pattern.

A few of the investigators obtained data on citizenship status of the foreign
born.27 In the three recent studies which gave this information the percentages
of foreign born who were now citizens were 82.3 in Scranton, 68.9 in Erie, and
89 per cent in Jacksonville. These figures are considerably higher than the 73
to 77 per cent which were obtained in the older population studies in Pitts-
burgh, San Francisco, Passaic, and Trenton.

The increasing proportions of native born to foreign born show the effects
of lower migration; the recent influx under President Harry S. Truman's
Directive of 1945 and the Displaced Persons Act of 1948, which amounts to a
little over 1 per cent of the total estimated Jewish population in this country,
will hardly alter this tendency. And the increasing citizenship percentages
together with the declining importance of Yiddish as a mother tongue may be
indicative of a high degree of assimilability.

Communal Activity
As indicated in the section on education, not very many of the surveyors

took the opportunity made available by a population study to seek responses
24 An example of outright identification of persons of Russian origin as Jewish may be found in

Social Areas of Los Angeles, by E. Shcvky and M. Williams, published by the University of Cali-
fornia Press.

25 Yiddish-speaking groups appear to perpetuate their native tongues to a lesser degree in the
second and succeeding generations than in other groups; Cf. T. L. Smith, Population Analysis
(McGraw-Hill, 1948), p. 86. '

26 See Table 21. The Jacksonville report indicates that 75 per cent of Jews in that community were
native born.

27 See Table 24. In Jacksonville 89 per cent of the foreign born were said to be naturalized
citizens.
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on attitudes and activities. However, the Newark, Atlanta, Camden, Indian-
apolis, and Grand Rapids surveys did try to obtain information on certain
phases of communal life, particularly on membership organizations and leisure-
time activity.

Comparisons between the communities cannot be made, for one cannot be
certain that organizational definitions and classifications are similar. It could
be suggested however that fraternal and congregational bodies are the kind of
organizations to which most persons in the community turn. In some, Zionist
organizations are also well represented. Generally speaking, the average
(median) number of organizations to which individuals affiliate ranges between
one and two, although there are a few persons in each community who have
joined as many as ten membership groups. The data on this aspect however is
as yet too sparse to yield valid generalizations.28

Vital Statistics: Fertility and Mortality

The central fact in all demographic studies is the rapidity with which a
population reproduces itself. While statistics on age composition and changes
in age structure lead to the surmise that Jewish population growth in this
country is rapidly declining, conclusive evidence on this can be supplied only
through specific measurements of births and deaths. Without such information
it is virtually impossible to determine the dynamic changes taking place. Un-
fortunately, data on births are quite faulty; it is a known fact that birth
registration statistics are often incomplete, especially in small areas. This
makes the ordinary birth rate of doubtful validity. Furthermore, for Jewish
populations a birth rate would be even more dubious since the estimates of
total Jewish population itself are so often open to question. In addition, regis-
tration of births by Jewish communities has seldom been attempted.

A more satisfactory approach at the present time is the fertility ratio, defined
as the number of children under the age of 5 per 1,000 women of child-
bearing age. An alternative concept is the number of young children per
1,000 persons of procreative age. These indices are easily derived from the
data on age structure and are set forth in Table 25. In all but one case (Charles-
ton) the fertility ratios for Jewish populations computed on either basis are
lower than the figure for the general white population of the United States.
A second outstanding point shown in Table 25 is the fact that the earlier
surveys revealed lower fertility ratios than those conducted in the 1940's. How-
ever, we should not conclude from this that Jewish births will continue to in-
crease; the spurt in fertility was but a wartime phenomenon affecting Jewish
as well as general populations. According to a recent Census Bureau report,
the American birth rate in the last two years has already begun to decline.29

The probability is that the fertility trend in the Jewish population will decline
in the coming years.

Some further materials on Jewish population growth are available through
28 It is possible through careful design of questionnaires to devise a standardized investigation

of this aspect of Jewish communal life. Here, of course, the sampled responses must be carefully
stratified, a technique which is made possible only through the demographic survey.

29 U.S. Bureau of the Census, "Current Population Reports," Series P-25, No. 27, August 19
1949.
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the studies made by Nathan Goldberg. Goldberg employs the data gathered
by the U. S. Census Bureau on the "number of children ever born according
to the country of origin of the female respondents." From this, Goldberg
suggests that the birth rate for the Jewish population is declining. The
younger generation of Jewish immigrants, he says, had a lower birth rate than
the native-white population, and the downward trend in the birth rate for
younger age groups was more pronounced for the Jewish than for the non-
Jewish population. Goldberg states: "In the twenty years to 1940, the Jewish

TABLE 25

FERTILITY RATIOS
JEWISH POPULATIONS"

Children per 1,000 Children per 1,000
females age 20-44 persons age 20-54

U.S. (white—general) 1940 400.0 153.5
U.S. 1945—forecast 470.6 181.7
Newark

City — 134.1
Suburbs — 189.1

Miami 380.0 147.4
Atlanta —• 120.8
Worcester 329.9 135.5
Portland , 387.7 139.3
Camden 354.6 138.0
Indianapolis 399.8 147.9
Tucson — 164.0
Utica 395.3 142.1
Charleston 524.2 201.2
Grand Rapids 381.0 141.0
Erie — 83.9
Toledo 359.1 129.6
Chicago 283.6 115.6
Detroit 262.7 107.6
Pittsburgh 238.9 93.2
San Francisco 196.5 74.8
Buffalo — 112.0
Minneapolis — 97.2
Passaic — 81.2
Trenton — 84.7
New London — 101.3
Norwich 309.7 122.2

» Sources: Smith, op. cit., X; Forecasts of the Population of the United States, 1945-75, by P. K. Whelpton and
associates (United States Department of Commerce, 1947), and community studies of Jewish populations.

birth rate fell 37 per cent. This decline was more than double the 15 per cent
fall in the birth rate of the native white population."

It is unfortunate that little more than the foregoing can be said about birth
rates and fertility of the Jewish population in this country. Mr. Goldberg's
analyses, while valuable, have become less useful with time because the
number of persons reporting Yiddish as a mother tongue declines in each
succeeding generation. Furthermore, these data cannot be employed to develop
specifically Jewish mortality rates because the foreign-born population has
now moved up the age ladder to a point where high death rates apply.
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The kind of data on natural growth that ought to be developed is illustrated
by the brief study of Jewish population increase in Montreal prepared by
Louis Rosenberg of the Canadian Jewish Congress.30 In this report vital
statistics were available for Jewish and two other ethnic groups in Montreal;
it was noted that the rate of natural increase decreased from 1911 to 1946
among all groups, but more so for the Jewish population. It has as yet been
impossible to construct tables of life expectancy for Jewish populations such
as was done for Canada by Mortimer Spiegelman, assistant statistician of the
Metropolitan Life Insurance Company.31 To compute such tables it is
essential to have age-specific mortality rates, data which again are lacking for
Jewish communities in the United States.

Previous studies of Jewish mortality, aside from Canada, have all had
inherent weaknesses which made their conclusions dubious. However, the one
general pattern that seems to be characteristic is the relatively lower death
rates for Jews as compared with other groups up to middle age, with mortality
increasing in old age. This conclusion was arrived at in the Canadian study
as well as by Goldberg.32

Internal Migration

Movements of large masses of population have always been events of con-
siderable meaning for society. The surge across the North American continent
by the white man, the migrations of East Europeans in the 1880's, the ex-
changes of populations after the great wars, have affected social processes as
well as individuals. In these gigantic waves in which people sought new homes
and escaped old ones there arose problems of status, position, adjustment, and
acclimatization. Today there are problems of carry-over from one generation
to the next, with tension existing between parent and child, and movement
from small cities to large cities, from large cities to suburbs.

However, the largest part of the movements of people consists of "milling
around in local areas." This is probably true also for the Jewish populations.
In five Jewish communities in which data on planning to move were obtained,
those who indicated a move to some other city ranged from 2.3 per cent in
Newark (suburbs) to 17.3 per cent in Camden (see Table 26). By far the
greatest proportion moving said that they would remain in their respective
cities, although high "uncertain" percentages were recorded.

None of the Jewish community studies offered information on "state of
birth," which can be used to demonstrate internal migration, at least for the
native-born Jewish population. A number of the surveys did, however, in-
clude data on length of residence. Table 27 shows the median number of years
of residence in the Jewish communities which presented such information. In
the earlier studies, the average (median) length of residence ranged from 13.2
in Norwich to 24.0 in New London; the more recent studies indicate a slightly

30 Information and Comment, No. 7, June 1948, published by Canadian Jewish Congress.
31 Mortimer Spiegelman, "The Longevity of Jews in Canada, 1940-1942," in Population Studies,

December, 1948, p. 292 ff. Goldberg in The Jewish People, op. cit., comments briefly on Jewish
longevity, but his data go back to 1910 and 1931.

32 The writer suggests that specific death rates for Jewish populations might be arrived at through
a population survey by asking respondents for information on recent deaths in the family. This
implies, of course, a well-designed questionnaire as well as skillful interviewing.
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higher average, with the exception of Miami, in which the average (median)
is but 5.1 years. About 70 per cent of the Miami Jewish population was esti-
mated to have resided there less than ten years. This may be contrasted with
Indianapolis where about one-fourth of the Jewish population has been in
residence for ten years or less. Such figures, of course, emphasize the tremen-
dously rapid growth of Miami's Jewish population in the last decade.

Yet these data fail to tell us anything really significant about the internal
migration of Jews in the United States. We cannot say that Jews are moving
out of the large metropolitan areas to smaller communities, and if so, whether
such persons are young or old, or middle-aged; nor can we say that young

TABLE 27

AVERAGE LENGTH OF RESIDENCE

Median No. Years
City of Residence

Newark3

City 25.08
Suburbs 18.75

Miami" 5.11
Atlanta0 23.10
Worcester"1 28.78
Camden" 21.93
Uticad 17.17
San Franciscoe 20.82
Minneapolis11 23.32
Passaic' 16.26
New Londond 24.06
Norwich6. . . 13.22

» Number of years of residence of family in Essex County.
b Number of years of residence of family in Dade County.
0 Number of years of residence of family in city.
d Foreign born by number of years in city.
e Husbands and wives (excluding those born in San Francisco)

by number of years in San Francisco.
* Individuals by number of years in city.
8 Native born by number of years in city.

Jewish persons prefer the big city. In a general way, it is noted that Miami and
Tucson's rapid growth in Jewish population is probably due to inward
migration from other areas. But the character of that migration, an important
local question, is unknown. Yet these are the questions which might have im-
portant implications for community planning. Internal migration, like the
other demographic features of American Jews, remains to be explored.

Conclusion

What then stands out in this rather large collection of conglomerate data?
It is clear that the Jewish population in the United States is an aging one,
and one which probably is replenishing itself at a rate slower than the general
population. It is also clear that Jews are predominantly an urban popula-
tion; those who go to the smaller towns do so for the sake of a greater measure
of economic independence. The latter, too, motivates to some degree the urge
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to have smaller families; and most of the indications are that Jews do tend to
have fewer children.

It ought to be noted that most of the communities for which occupational
and economic data are available are the so-called intermediate cities with total
populations ranging from 71,000 for Charleston, S. C , to more than 430,000
for Newark. It is in these communities that the Jewish population tends
toward commerce and trade. In the larger cities, such as New York, Chicago,
and Philadelphia (for which the data on Jewish demography is either too old
to be useful or nonexistent, but where the largest number of Jews do reside)
the probability is that the occupational pattern among Jews comes much closer
to that of the total population.

While it might be said that the foregoing data on age, sex, and occupation
are fairly extensive and usable, the same cannot be said of the other demo-
graphic measures. Communities are not interested in the same social prob-
lems; or if they are, they do not ask the same questions; or if they do, the data
are not uniformly presented. Thus, while one survey will inquire about Jewish
education, it may fail to relate this aspect to other significant population
features, such as age, sex, or general educational levels. It cannot be emphasized
too strongly that a uniform, standard approach to the problem of Jewish
demography is desirable; this would not only provide more reliable informa-
tion for national bodies, but would also permit the development of
information for local community organizations. These agencies need not only
population data; they need information on attitudes and opinions; they need
to know what people in local communities are thinking.

BEN B. SELIGMAN
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ECONOMIC STATUS
AND OCCUPATIONAL STRUCTURE

I NFORMATION on the occupational structure of American Jews is un-
fortunately limited to occasional studies undertaken by individual com-

munities, supplemented by periodic national surveys of specific occupations
or problems, and by the judgments of informed observers. Whatever con-
clusions may be obtained in these ways must be accepted with reservations.
Community studies, for example, while providing some insight into the
economic structure of American Jewry, do not cover all Jewish communities,
or enough areas so that a complete picture might be obtained. Furthermore,
as is admitted by most authorities, the quality of and methodology in these
studies vary.1

The gaps in our knowledge suggest the need for more serious attention to
a comprehensive scientific inquiry into the position of the Jew in the American
economy. Defense against the hate-monger's falsehoods, while important, is
not the only justification for such an investigation. It is needed to enrich our
own understanding, to improve our programs of service and action in this
sphere, and to anticipate and prepare for future trends.

The occupational preferences of the Jews are to a very large extent the
result of their socio-cultural heritage, the attitude of others toward them,
and the economic development of the countries in which they live. Because of
religious considerations, Jews have preferred to live and work in places where
they could observe the Sabbath, dietary laws, and other traditions and cus-
toms. They consequently tended in the past to patronize their own butchers,
bakers, tailors, and teachers. The various laws regulating their domicile, eco-
nomic activities, sources of income, and property rights have had a definite
effect on the development of their economic behavior. They have been forced
to enter the peripheral and marginal economic areas, those in which the
members of the majority group have not been sufficiently interested either be-
cause they were comparatively less lucrative or because of the social stigma
attached to them. As "marginal men," Jews have not infrequently been led to
invest in risky commercial and industrial enterprises, as typified by the early
days of the motion picture industry in this country. Necessity has taught them
to keep their capital fluid and to be on the alert for new economic oppor-
tunities, to take chances, to experiment, and to pioneer.

Early Immigration

In Colonial America, the chief economic contribution of the small Jewish
community appeared to be in foreign trade, which was a vital necessity in a
predominately agricultural economy. Because they were prohibited from en-
gaging in retail enterprises, the Jews in New York were especially active in
inter-colonial trade.

1 See p. 23.
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In early America, Jews also played an important role in the sperm oil and
candle industry. There were Jews who were bankers, butchers, tailors, shoe-
makers, braziers, soap boilers, brass workers, goldsmiths, watchmakers, saddlers,
and distillers. Others were shipowners and brokers.2 Some of the Jews in the
South were vine growers, while others raised rice, cotton, corn, tobacco, and
indigo.

The Jews who migrated to America from 1820 to 1860 were largely of Ger-
man origin. They sought freedom in a vigorously expanding economy; they
were determined to achieve a permanent and secure adjustment for them-
selves and their children. In terms of economic activity, most spectacular were
the Jewish immigrants who began their occupational life in America as
peddlers in urban and rural communities on the Atlantic coast, in the South,
and in the Midwestern states; others followed the covered wagons headed for

TABLE 1

OCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF JEWISH MALES IN 1889, BY PERCENTAGE

Occupation Per Cent
Retail business 34.9
Accountants, bookkeepers, clerks, copyists 17.0
Wholesale business 12.9
Skilled and semi-skilled workers 11.9
Salesmen and commercial travelers 9.9
Professions 4.7
Bankers, brokers, and company officials 2.3
Collectors, auctioneers, and agents 2.3
Farmers, stock raisers, drovers 2.1
Others 2.0

the West. Many carried packs on their backs; the more successful used horse-
drawn wagons. In time, they opened stores in the settlements in which they
had peddled. In addition to their contribution to the development of Amer-
ican commerce at that time, these stores provided the modest beginnings of
many of today's leading department stores. Some of these successful merchants
subsequently became brokers and bankers. Ot'hers became manufacturers of
clothing, underwear, cigars, and many other articles. With very few exceptions,
Jewish manufacturers and merchants were engaged either in the production
or distribution of consumer goods.

However, not all Jewish immigrants commenced as peddlers and graduated
to prosperous merchants, bankers, or manufacturers. A good number were
skilled, semi- or unskilled workers—not only butchers, bakers, and tailors, but
also machinists, metal workers, gold and silversmiths, carpenters and cabinet
makers, paper hangers, painters, glaziers, printers, cigar makers, and the like.
Few of them were professionals or farmers.

In 1889 a survey of 18,115 gainfully-employed Jewish males, more than four-
fifths of whom were either immigrants from German-speaking countries or
their American-born children, revealed that most of them were engaged in

2 Freund, Miriam K., Jewish Merchants in Colonial America, 1939; Broches, S., Jews in New
England, II, "Jewish Merchants in Colonial Rhode Island," 1942.
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commercial pursuits, as shown in Table I.3 It is interesting to note that not
more than 0.9 per cent of them were hucksters and peddlers and that only
3 per cent were tailors. It is not known, however, whether this group con-
stituted a representative sample.

Eastern-European Immigration

The economic situation confronting Eastern-European Jews, who began to
arrive here in large numbers in the 1880's, was quite different, however, from
that which existed during the earlier period of German Jewish migration. The
American economy was at that time undergoing some important changes:
the westward movement was coming to an end; large urban and metropolitan
centers were beginning to develop as millions of immigrants began to stream
to American shores; new inventions were making a larger variety of goods

TABLE 2
OCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF "RUSSIAN" IMMIGRANTS, 1900 CENSUS

Occupation Total
Manufacturing and construction 60.6
Trade 19.9
Domestic and persona! service 7.9
Clerical 6.7
Professions 2.6
Transportation and communication 1.6
Agriculture, fishing, forestry, mining 0.4
Public service 0.3

available and changing the habits of American consumers; the output of com-
modities was increasing at the same time as the cost of production was de-
clining; better means of transportation were facilitating the widespread dis-
tribution of goods, while the number of those in manufacturing, trade,
transportation, communication, and in clerical and professional occupations
was steadily increasing; and department and chain stores, corporations, trusts,
and monopolies were beginning to play an important role in American life.

Unlike the immigrants from Germany, Eastern-European Jewish immigrants
preferred to remain where they had landed or to settle in some other large
city. At the beginning of this mass immigration, the large cities on the Eastern
coast in particular already had relatively large Jewish communities. New
immigrants apparently felt more at home and more secure among their own,
and probably thought that they had a better chance of finding employment in
factories and stores owned by Jews. Orthodox Jews actually preferred to work
in places where they could observe the Sabbath and other religious customs
and traditions and to live where it was possible to observe the dietary laws.
Others remained in the large cities because of the colleges and professional
schools which they wished to attend or because of their general interest in
the arts and sciences.

Per Cent
Male
58.1
22.6

6.8
6.8
2.9
1.9
0.5
0.4

Female

70.1
9.8

12.1
6.1
1.4
0.5

3 Billings, John S., United States Census Bulletin, "Vital Statistics of the Jews," xix, pp. 7-8.
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Most of these later immigrants began as wage workers. Table 2 is based on
the 1900 census data4 concerning 143,337 gainfully employed persons classed
as "Russians," virtually all of whom were Jewish, who lived in the seven largest
cities (New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Boston, Pittsburgh, and
St. Louis).

About 36 per cent of the total worked in the apparel industry. They con-
stituted 27 per cent of the shirt, collar, and cuff makers, 29 per cent of the
tailors and seamstresses, and 34.5 per cent of the persons employed in the hat
and cap industries, although the "Russians" accounted for only 3.9 per cent
of the gainfully employed in these seven cities. A large proportion of the
Jewish immigrants from the other Eastern-European countries worked in
the same industries.

Another 25 per cent worked in other industries. Thus, 3.4 per cent were in
the tobacco industry; 2.6 per cent were metal workers; about 2 per cent were
in the leather industry; 4 per cent were in the building trades. About three-
fifths of the entire group were in the manufacturing and construction in-
dustries.

Of all the gainfully employed, less than 5 per cent of the total—4.7 per
cent—were peddlers; they constituted about one-fourth of all the hucksters
and peddlers in these cities. One out of ten was an owner of some retail
store. About 4 per cent were salesmen and saleswomen. All of the other occu-
pations combined, excluding manufacturing and trade, comprised about 20
per cent of the total group. The especially light representation in the pro-
fessions was probably due to the fact that not many immigrants knew English
and few of them had had an opportunity to obtain professional training.

The apparent concentration of Jewish immigrants in the apparel industry
may be explained by several factors. A relatively large number of these immi-
grants were originally needle workers; it was also possible to learn this kind
of work in a short time. Also, many of the clothing manufacturers were Jews
who had successfully entered an industry which happened to be located in
the large cities where Jews had settled. But not all were satisfied to remain
in the garment industries. Those who were able to save enough succeeded in
becoming owners' of small stores or shops in a Jewish neighborhood. Others
were determined to become physicians, dentists, lawyers, engineers, teachers,
or artists. Virtually all tried to improve the status of their children. Thus, even
in 1900, according to the United States Census Bureau, the American-born
sons of the "Russians," most of whom were Jews, had six times as many lawyers
and seven times as many bookkeepers and accountants, but only one-third as
many garment and millinery workers and cap makers, as the Russian-born
immigrants. Similarly, there were five times as many stenographers and typists
among the native-born daughters of the "Russians," three times as many clerks
and copyists, and about twice as many saleswomen, but only about one-half
as many garment workers, as the "Russian-born" women.5

Jewish immigrants sent their children to college and to the several pro-
fessional schools in increasing numbers. In the academic year 1908-1909,
according to the United States Immigration Commission, 95 per cent of the

4 United States Bureau of the Census. 12th Census, "Occupations."
6 United States Immigration Commission, Reports, XXVIII, Table IVa-IVb.
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foreign-born students at the College of the City of New York (CCNY), 35
per cent of such students at Columbia University, and almost 30 per cent of
the foreign-born students at Harvard University, were Jewish immigrants.
Native-born Jews of foreign parentage constituted at that time about four-
fifths of the American-born students of immigrant parents at CCNY and about
one-fifth of such students at Columbia and Harvard.6 Many of them were
enrolled in medical, dental, pharmacy, and law schools.

Between Two Wars
In the years between the two world wars, several changes occurred in the

occupational distribution of the American Jews. The proportion of those in
manufacturing declined, while the percentage of those in trade, clerical occu-
pations, public service, and in the several professions increased. Similar changes
took place in the occupational distribution of the general population, the
trend being from the farm and factory to the office and store.

INDUSTRY

Jews continued to be located primarily in the "light" industries and con-
sumer-goods industries. It was estimated, for instance, that three-fourths of
the New York City Jews engaged in manufacturing in 1937 were in the cloth-
ing and headwear industries, where they constituted more than one-half of
the total number employed in these industries. According to the same estimate,
6 per cent of the New York City Jews in industry were furriers, and they
constituted about four-fifths of those in the fur industry; approximately one-
fifth of the New Yorkers engaged in the production of food and kindred
products were Jewish. However, only 18 per cent of those in the metal and
metal products industries, and not more than 4 per cent of those in the
machine shop industry, were Jewish.7 The industrial concentration of Jews in
other communities was in many respects similar to that of the New York group.

TRADE

In trade, Jews were to be found engaged in the distribution of consumer
and non-durable goods. In New York City, it was estimated in 1937 that Jews
constituted about 80 per cent of those in the retail apparel business, almost
two-thirds of the druggists, and about three-fifths of those in the retail food
business; only about one-third of the proprietors of wholesale establishments
and their employees were Jews.7

PROFESSIONS

In the professions Jews seemed to prefer those in which they could be self-
employed—medicine, dentistry, pharmacy, law. According to one estimate,
almost two-thirds of the lawyers in New York City in 1937 were Jews, 64 per

6 United States Immigration Commission, Reports, XXXIII, pp. 716, 721-722, 725, 743-744 758
672, 780, 781, 791, 792, 793, 800.

7 Committee on Economic Adjustment Information Service in cooperation with the Conference
on Jewish Relations, "Industrial Classification of Jewish Gainful Workers in New York City,l9S"?," typescript; Fagen, Melvin M., "Jewish Workers in New York City," Notes and News'
January 3, 1938, pp. 7-8.
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cent of the dentists, and 56 per cent of the physicians, but only 34 per cent of
the architects, and 29 per cent of the engineers.7 They constituted 21 per
cent of the physicians in Greater Cleveland in 1938, but only 2-6 per cent of
the engineers.8

The concentration of Jews in the self-employed professions was to a great
extent due to the desire to avoid the discrimination which existed in salaried
pursuits. Discrimination also accounted, at least in part, for the greater interest
of Jews in public service. Some of the Jewish lawyers, engineers, accountants,
and other professionals became federal, state, or municipal employees.

It might be indicated as a general comment that since the Jewish population
is concentrated in the very large cities, it is to be expected that an insignificant
number of Jews would be found in agriculture, fishing, forestry, and mining.
As compared with the general population a relatively smaller percentage of
Jews was engaged in manufacturing, in transportation and communications,
and in domestic and personal services. Jews, however, had a larger percentage
than the general population in trade, clerical occupations, and in the pro-
fessions. In 1930 they had almost three times as many in trade and more than
twice as many in the professions as the general male population.9 About one-
sixth of the gainfully employed Jews were in the clerical occupations.

To report a national Jewish occupational pattern, however, obscures varia-
tions from locality to locality. In general, a larger percentage of Jews who
lived in the large cities were engaged in manufacturing and a smaller pro-
portion in trade than was the case with those who lived in smaller com-
munities. Moreover, a smaller proportion of Jews who lived in centers of heavy
industry were engaged in manufacturing than those who lived in cities where
they could find employment in the light industries. For example, New York
City had a larger percentage of Jews in industry than Detroit, and the latter
a larger percentage than Pittsburgh. New York, however, had a relatively
smaller number of Jews in business than the other cities.10 In addition, ap-
proximately 70 per cent of the New York City Jews engaged in trade were
employees, whereas the proportion in trade was probably less in the other
communities.

As in the case of the general population, the occupational pattern of the
Jewish males was not the same as that of Jewish females. A larger percentage
of the latter were in the clerical occupations and a smaller proportion were
either self-employed or proprietors of industrial or commercial enterprises. A
relatively larger number of the Jewish women were teachers and social
workers. Moreover, the occupational pattern of Jewish women was not the
same as that of the total female population. The latter had a larger percentage
in manufacturing, domestic and personal service, and in communication.11

There were also significant differences between the immigrant and native-
born Jews. A larger percentage of the former were in manufacturing and trade;
not many of the American-born Jews became garment workers or proprietors
of candy and cigar stores, groceries, and similar undertakings. Native-born

8 Levinger, Lee J., "Jews in the Liberal Professions in Ohio," Jewish Social Studies, II, pp.
401-434.B Goldberg, N., Occupational Patterns of American Jewry, p. 41.

10 Robison, Sophia M., ed., Jewish Population Studies, pp. 104, 121.11 Goldberg, N., op. cit., pp. 40-41, n. g.
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Jews were more heavily represented in public service, clerical occupations,
and the professions.12

The distribution pattern of Jewish entrepreneurs was presented in the
well-known Fortune study of 1935 which indicated that Jews had appreciable
interests only in textiles, scrap iron, apparel, liquor, and cigar manufacturing.
They were represented to a lesser extent in the entertainment industry, par-
ticularly radio broadcasting and motion picture distribution. According to
Fortune, they were also important in the wholesale and retail trades dealing
in these goods.

World War II
During World War II, general employment in the United States rose from

47,520,000 in 1940 to 53,960,000 in 1944; during the same period, unemploy-
ment dropped from 8,120,000 to an apparently irreducible minimum of ap-
proximately 670,000. War industries expanded at the expense of non-war
economic activities. With the development of labor shortages, hiring standards
were relaxed, discrimination was reduced, and skilled jobs were broken down
into relatively simple tasks. Under the circumstances, employment was readily
available to marginal and handicapped workers, among whom were many
Jews whose sole handicap was their minority group status.

Precise information is not available on the occupational movement of Jews
during the war years. It is known, however, that some Jews who had been
engaged in small retail businesses or other forms of selling were frequently
unable to continue their normal occupations. Gasoline and rubber shortages
closed sales-driver routes; rationing of material in luxury lines, soft goods, and
other consumer items caused many business firms to close their doors. Reports
from Jewish Vocational Service agencies in various parts of the country dis-
closed a definite trend in the direction of training and employment in war
production industries, although the extent of this movement was difficult to
measure. In the war centers, the agencies reported that a large number of
placements were made in the factories, shipyards, and airplane production
plants. Many of these jobs previously considered "closed" to Jews were filled
by Jewish salesmen, office workers, and insurance agents. For the first time, a
number of non-Jewish employers hired Jewish workers, and learned to
recognize that individual Jews were perfectly capable of handling skilled and
technical jobs. While Jewish men shifted to factory employment, Jewish
women tended to remain in clerical positions; the need for clerical workers
became acute because of the war effort.

Thus, because of war production needs and the removal of restrictions
upon many employment opportunities, Jews became draftsmen, machinists,
physicists, etc. In the Twin Cities of St. Paul and Minneapolis, more than a
thousand white collar Jewish workers—bookkeepers, school teachers, small
businessmen, delicatessen clerks, pharmacists, and hotel managers—used picks
and shovels, mixed mortar, and carried bricks ten hours a day, seven days a
week, to help build a large munitions plant. When the construction job was
done, more than half of them found jobs in the new plant and in other war

12 Goldberg, op. ell., pp. 50-53.
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industries.13 In New York City, the Federation Employment Service, in co-
operation with the War Manpower Commission, set up temporary centers in
Jewish neighborhoods to recruit workers for war industries. Almost seven
thousand Jewish workers responded to a fifty-five-day recruitment program,
and more than a thousand immediate placements resulted.13

Further confirmation of these trends was contained in a number of com-
munity studies conducted under the auspices of the National Conference of
Jewish Social Welfare during the war years of 1943 and 1944. Cleveland, for
example, reported that "there has been a noticea*ble increase of Jewish women
in Federal Government positions; a significant number of Jewish men have
gone into war plants; and there has been a marked decrease in the number of
Jewish employees in department and chain stores." 14

Postwar

When the war ended, the readjustment to a civilian economy was accom-
plished with a minimum of occupational displacement. The factories stopped
producing munitions and transferred with remarkable speed to the manu-
facture of such items as washing machines, automobiles, and electrical
appliances. Consumer demand both at home and abroad kept the American
economy operating in high gear. At the end of 1947, when the armed forces
were reduced from 11,000,000 to less than 2,000,000, approximately 60,000,000
persons were employed. By the Summer of 1948, the Census Bureau reported
employment at 61,500,000, the highest peak in the history of the United States.
However, by September, 1949, employment had dropped to 59.4 million and
unemployment had risen to 3.4 million, although economic activity continued
high.

In the immediate postwar period, some Jews possessing new skills learned
during the war remained in mechanical and technical jobs. But the great
majority, in common with the trend in the total population, apparently
returned to prewar occupations. They shared with their fellow Americans the
generally beneficial economic conditions of the first few postwar years. There
are indications, however, that Jews may have been affected more adversely by
the economic declines which started in 1947. While steel, auto, and other heavy
industries—in which Jews were lightly represented—maintained a relatively
favorable economic level, the industries in which Jews were heavily concen-
trated were affected by these declines.

The apparel manufacturing industry, for example, was one of the first to
return to the prewar seasonal lay-off pattern. During the first six months of
1949, earnings in the apparel industry dropped 81 per cent in comparison
with the first six months of 1948, according to a study made by The New York
Times. The declining situation in retail trade—another field in which Jews are
concentrated—was reflected .in the Federal Reserve Board report that depart-
ment store sales in July, 1949, dropped 10 per cent below the same month in
1948. The somewhat unfavorable job outlook predicted by the United States

13 "Jewish Vocational Services in Wartime," Jewish Occupational Bulletin, III, 1; Summer,
1944, P- 6.

11 Community Study of Cleveland, National Conference of Jewish Social Welfare, 1944, (Mimeo-
graphed).
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Department of Labor for college graduates in June, 1949, may be another
indication of the weakening of the economic position of American Jewry, be-
cause of the high percentage of Jews in colleges. As a final illustration, ap-
proximately 80,000 Jews in 1947 and almost 90,000 Jews in 1948 sought help
in finding jobs and in related problems from Jewish Vocational Service
agencies in twenty large cities, the largest numbers in the history of these
agencies.

These indications are not cited as conclusive evidence of a serious deteriora-
tion of the economic status of the American Jewish population. Rather, they
show a relative decline which, if unchecked, may assume more serious pro-
portions. Nor is it suggested that Jews as a whole are economically weaker
than in prewar days; on the contrary, they seem to be better off in 1949 than
they were in the prewar years, but, as was the case with the general population,
not as well off in comparison with the war and immediate postwar periods.

Occupational Changes

The largest relative increase in an occupational category for the total
United States population in the years 1940-48 was in the category of non-farm
proprietors, managers, and officials, undoubtedly a reflection of the large
number of new businesses established after the war. Other categories which
increased relatively during the eight-year period were clerical workers, crafts-
men, and operatives (largely semi-skilled workers). Farming occupations, con-
sistent with the trend of the past several decades, declined substantially in
relative importance. Other proportionate decreases occurred among laborers
and domestic service workers. Professionals, sales persons, and service workers
other than domestics were approximately the sarrie proportion of the labor
force in 1948 as in 1940.

An examination of data derived from community studies15 suggests that
the prewar concentration of Jews in trade, white collar, and professional occu-
pations is continuing. There also appears to be an increase over the years in
the proportion of proprietors, managers and officials, but a decline in the
proportion of clerical, sales, and factory workers—the decline in the pro-
portion of the latter being contrary to trends in the general population.
However, the fact that recent community studies have not included the
larger industrial towns may distort the picture; it is conceivable that the Jewish
population in such areas as Detroit, Pittsburgh, and Buffalo conforms to recent
occupational trends in the general population.

Reports from Jewish Vocational Service agencies seem to confirm the fact
that the Jewish occupational distribution in the postwar period approximates,
with some exceptions, the prewar distribution. In the larger cities at least,
an increased number of Jews—predominantly male—was employed in manu-
facturing, although it is impossible to determine the exact increase. The
number of self-employed also seems to have increased. The demand for college
education, particularly on the part of male veterans, seems to have grown.
Employment continues in government service at approximately the same
level as in the past.

™See pp . 23-32.
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Studies of the occupational pattern of Jewish welfare fund contributors in
St. Paul (1949) and Minneapolis (1945) indicate that the proprietorship group
(probably all of whom were included in the class of contributors) are con-
centrated largely in the food trades, with substantial numbers in clothing,
furniture, and auto accessory stores. Considerable numbers were also clothing
manufacturers and in building construction.

A study of the occupational classification and placement of persons register-
ing with the Jewish Vocational Service of Chicago during the first six months
of 1949, admittedly not a cross-section of the total Jewish working population
of that community, revealed the distribution shown in Table 3.

TABLE 3
OCCUPATIONAL CLASSIFICATION AND PLACEMENT OF JOB APPLICANTS, JANUARY-JUNE, 1949,

BY PERCENTAGES
(JEWISH VOCATIONAL SERVICE OF CHICAGO)

Applicants Placements
Occupation (Per Cent) (Per Cent)

Office and secretarial 49.0 50.0
Sales 13.0 8.0
Professional 11.0 4.0
Skilled and semi-skilled 10.0 11.0
Unskilled 9.5 9.0
Stock-shipping 6.5 16.0
Service V 1.0 2.0

Data for 1942-48 from the Federation Employment Service of New York
City (FES) show a similar distribution. Approximately half of the applicants
and placements were in clerical occupations. About 10 per cent applied for
sales positions and less than half of these were placed as salesmen. An even
greater discrepancy appeared between applicants and placements in the pro-
fessions—10 to 15 per cent of the former as compared to less than 5 per cent
of the latter. Skilled, semi-skilled, and unskilled workers constituted 15 to 20
per cent of the applicants and placements. Compared with the war period,
placements at FES in the postwar years increased for clerical workers, sales
persons, and semi-skilled workers, while they declined among the unskilled
workers and skilled workers and in the professions. These data are not
atypical; similar occupational patterns and job placements were evident in
other Jewish Vocational Service bureaus.

Comparison ivith Other Religious Groups
Table 4, based on a 50 per cent sample, gives the occupational distribution

by religion of the gainfully employed workers in Madison, Wis., in 1944. The
distribution of the Jewish group reveals the familiar pattern of concentration
in the professional, commercial, and clerical occupations. In comparison with
the other religious groups in this survey, Jews have the highest proportion in
"business" and the second lowest in "laborer" occupations. Although the Jews
rank seventh of the nine groups in the proportion of clerical workers, the dif-
ferences in this category are slight among all groups. What is surprising about
this table is the relatively low proportion of Jews in the professions. Although
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15.6 per cent in the professions is a high proportion in comparison with that
of the national population, the percentage of Madison Jews in the professions
exceeds only that of the Catholics and Lutherans. The probable explanation
lies in the fact that Madison is the home of the University of Wisconsin and
capitol of the state, and the large number of faculty members and state em-
ployees raises the total proportion in the professions.

While the occupational pattern for Jews, according to Table 5, seems to be
generally consistent with what is known about the Jewish occupational struc-
ture, it is doubtful whether a sample of 515 Jews can adequately represent the
group nationally in view of the differences which have already been pointed

TABLE 4
OCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTION BY RELIGION, MADISON, WISCONSIN, 1944 a

Denominations

No-Church
Catholics
Jewish
Protestants

Baptists
Congregational
Episcopal
Lutheran
Methodist
Presbyterian

N
o.

 o
f

in
di

vi
du

al
s

in
 s

am
pl

e 
18

ye
ar

s 
o
f 

ag
e 

or
 o

ld
er

7,343
6,515

235
10,280

400
1,423

626
4,389
1,338
1,267

Occupations (Per Cent)
P

ro
fe

ss
io

ns

B
us

in
es

s 
O

cc
up

at
io

ns

C
le

ri
ca

l 
O

cc
up

at
io

ns

"L
ab

or
er

" 
O

cc
up

at
io

ns

15.9 11.7 22.0 50.4
9.2 11.8 28.7 50.3

15.6 32.3 25.2 26.9
17.1 12.1 25.9 44.9
24.5 15.8 25.5 34.2
29.6 15.5 26.0 28.9
36.1 18.9 23.3 21.7
8.2 9.4 25.6 56.8

16.1 11.7 27.3 44.9
28.4 15.9 26.4 34.3

T
O

T
A

L

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

a Source: Bultena, Louis, "Church Membership and Church Attendance in Madison, Wiscon-
sin," American Sociological Review, June, 1949; XIV, 3, p. 385.

out between Jews in large and small communities, in industrial and non-
industrial communities, and between those who are foreign born and native
born.

The significance of both tables, 4 and 5, lies in the fact that other groups
besides the Jews show deviations from the occupational pattern of the total
population. In Madison, for example, more than half of the Lutherans and
Catholics were laborers, whereas the Episcopalians and Presbyterians had twice
as many professionals as the Jews. On the other hand, in the national sample
almost 50 per cent of the Mormons were either farmers or unskilled laborers.
The distribution of the Episcopalians in general paralleled that of the Jews,
except that fewer of the Episcopalians were in business, and more in the
services and in farming.



64

U
u
O

w
n

s
o

g

1

13
~

13-5

ki
lh

m
i-

£

W
hi

C
ol

t

<2
c
scq

"3

io
n

&

a
o

to

W

c

o
<

d

CJ3

o

to

d
<

o
'<

C T

<

<a

0 0

o
<o

CM
t ^
CM

t -

<M

o
CO

o

m
00CO
CM

00

IT)
O>

c>

i n

o

oCM
CM

O
o
o

)'II

P
L

E
 

.
SA

M

-

IO
N

A

t-
y,

ot~=o<
0 0 CM CM I

o to o
CM • * C

0 0 ^H £"~-

in *n ô
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Professions
Studies made by the Conference on Jewish Relations and other organiza-

tions have revealed that, in general, during the period before World War II
Jews occupied a marginal position in the professions. Although a number of
Jews had achieved considerable status in such fields as law and medicine, the
majority of Jews in the professions were excluded from what were considered
the more important practices, specialities, and positions.16 This relationship
did not change basically during the war and postwar periods, but the favorable
conditions generally prevailing in the professions naturally benefited Jews
as well as non-Jews.

Hence, for example, Jewish engineers found it relatively easy to obtain
employment and to achieve promotion and advancement in these positions.
Nevertheless, according to a study made in 1948, engineering college pro-
fessors admitted that Jewish graduates received fewer opportunities and less
favorable consideration than non-Jews, although evidently most of the Jewish
students were ultimately placed.17

In accounting, too, Jews were successfully employed, but for the most part
they were not employed in public accounting (especially by national firms)
and were instead concentrated in private accounting and government service.
In a survey similar to the engineering study mentioned above, college account-
ing professors testified that it was harder to place Jewish accounting graduates
than non-Jews.18 A survey made in Cincinnati in 1948 revealed that out of
a total of 286 accountants only three Jewish accountants were employed in
the fifteen largest public accounting firms (including one in Dayton). One
of the three Jews was a partner in one of the firms. Exclusive of these three,
a total of eleven Jews had been employed in these accounting firms over a
period of approximately thirty years.19

The legal profession followed a similar pattern. Jewish lawyers were
accepted in government service and were successful in tax law, labor law, and
general commercial practice, but relatively few Jews were successfully engaged
in corporation law and other more lucrative legal practices.

In medicine the pattern was perhaps even sharper. In 1948, Alfred L.
Shapiro reported that it was difficult for Jewish physicians to become specialists
in surgery, urology, and orthopedics, and, to a lesser extent, in other
specialities. According to Shapiro, of the several thousand physicians who had
graduated from medical school since 1927, only ten Jewish physicians in
Brooklyn were certified as fellows in general surgery; and only two of these
had served approved residencies. In fact, "there are less than 40 surgeons duly
certified" among Brooklyn's 4,000 Jewish physicians, in contrast to 130
surgeons among Brooklyn's 1,500 non-Jewish physicians. Shapiro estimated

18 Fagen, Melvin M., "The Status of Jewish Lawyers in New York City," Jewish Social Studies,
I, I ; Goldberg, Jacob A., "Jews in the Medical Profession—A National Survey," Jewish Social
Studies, I, 3.

17 Engineering Professors Talk, A Study of Discrimination in the Employment of Jewish Graduates
of Engineering Schools, B'nai B'rith Vocational Service Bureau, 1948.

18 Accounting Professors Talk, A Study of Discrimination in the Employment of Jewish Graduates
of Accounting Schools, B'nai B'rith Vocational Service Bureau, 1948.

18 Survey of Opportunities for Jews in Public Accounting in Cincinnati, Jewish Vocational
Service, 1948, (Mimeographed).
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that there were "at least" 20,000 Jewish physicians in this country (which
would mean that Jews constitute roughly 10 per cent of all physicians), and
that "a minimum of 8,000 and more likely over 10,000" of New York City's
17,000 doctors were Jewish.20

Social work and teaching—two professions suffering from severe shortages
of personnel—have been favorable fields for Jews. In the former, most of the
Jews have been employed in Jewish or in government agencies. Journalism,
according to college professors queried in 1948, was "one of the professions
most open to Jewish college graduates," although it was noted that "perhaps
this is because journalistic success depends so heavily on the ability to write." 2X

The future status of Jews in the professions is dependent upon a number
of factors. Of primary importance to Jews and non-Jews alike is the main-
tenance of "consumer demand" and the ability to "buy" professional services,
a factor largely dependent upon general economic conditions. Related to this
factor is that of the future supply of professionals. Shortages in engineering,
for example, are expected to be transformed into surpluses; according to the
United States Department of Labor, 45,000 to 60,000 engineers will graduate
from colleges in 1950, while jobs will be available for a maximum of 17,000.
The ensuing sharper competition in this and other fields is unlikely to be to
the advantage of members of minority groups.

A final factor is the nature of the future relationship between Jews and
non-Jews in the professions. The continued marginal status of Jews in the
professions has already been noted. Equally disturbing is the fact that Jewish
youth are encountering increasing difficulties in obtaining training for the
professions. Three studies in 1946 and 1947 have produced evidence of dis-
crimination in the admission of Jews to college.22 Despite the higher rate of
rejection of their applications for college admission, Jews nevertheless have
persisted in their drive for higher education, have applied to more colleges
than non-Jews, and have settled for second or third choice schools or courses.
In 1946, as a result, 200,000 Jewish students were enrolled in the colleges,
according to a census of Jewish college students conducted by the B'nai B'rith
Vocational Service Bureau.23

Although the vast majority of the Jewish youth desiring a college education
have succeeded somehow in obtaining admission to an institution of higher
education, the proportion of Jewish youth studying for the professions has
been declining. In 67 out of 89 medical schools, Jewish enrollment dropped
from 3,179 in 1935 to 2,737 in 1946, despite the fact that total enrollment in
these schools increased during this period from 20,039 to 21,575. In 31 dental
schools, the total enrollment increased from 6,068 in 1935 to 6,320 in 1946,
while the number of Jews declined from 1,715 to 1,196. In pharmacy schools,
Jews comprised 27.9 per cent of all students in 1918, 22.3 per cent in 1935,

20 Shapiro, Alfred L., "Racial Discrimination in Medicine," Jewish Social Studies, X, 2, 1948.
21 Roper, Elmo, A Study of Discrimination in the Employment of Students Graduating from

Schools of Journalism, B'nai B'rith Vocational Service Bureau, March, 1948.
22 On Getting Into College, American Council on Education, 1949; Berkowitz, David S.,

Inequality of Opportunity in Higher Education, Temporary Commission on the Need for a State
University, New York State, 1948, Chapter v; Stetler, Henry G., Summary and Conclusions of
College Admission Practices with Respect to Race, Religion, and National Origin of Connecticut
High School Graduates, State of Connecticut Interracial Commission, 1949.

23 Shosteck, Robert, in consultation with Max F. Baer, Two Hundred Thousand Jewish Col-
legians, B'nai B'rith Vocational Service Bureau, 1948. See also AMERICAN JEWISH YEAR BOOK, Vol.
50, p. 767 fj.
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and only 12.2 per cent in 1946; in 77 out of 160 law schools, Jewish student
enrollment declined from 5,884 in 1935 to 2,862 in 1946, while total enroll-
ment over the same period increased from 22,809 to 25,796. Despite the fact
that the proportion of all Jewish students to the total college population was
approximately the same in 1935 (8.8 per cent) as it was in 1946 (9 per cent),
the proportion of Jewish students enrolled in professional schools and depart-
ments dropped from 8.8 per cent in 1935 to 7.0 per cent in 1946.23

There is no evidence to support any conclusion that the interest of Jewish
youth in the professions has declined. On the contrary, the available evidence
suggests a continuing and perhaps greater drive for professional careers on
the part of both Jewish and non-Jewish youth. When, for example, Jewish
students have had to apply to ten times as many medical schools as white
Protestants before getting admitted,2* it becomes clear that there is no lack of
interest in the professions, but rather that discrimination is being practiced.

As has already been pointed out, one of the principal reasons why Jews
have been attracted to the independent or self-employed professions (medicine
and law, for example) has been the fact that they provided an opportunity to
avoid discrimination. Unlike the engineer, the dentist in private practice has
not had to be concerned that his livelihood depended largely upon the good
will of an employer. If fewer Jews are going to be allowed to prepare for the
independent professions, obviously fewer Jews will be able to enter these
professions. In this sense, the quotas established by professional schools
threaten the present economic status of American Jewry, because frustrated
Jewish applicants to medical schools, for example, will probably have to
compromise their career plans at a lower economic level.

Discrimination

The problem of discrimination exists not only in the professions and
in professional schools but in other economic areas as well. While the evidence
suggests some increase in the extent of discrimination in the postwar period,
the generally favorable economic conditions and the establishment of a
number of public bodies to deal with discrimination have combined to keep
overt manifestations below the prewar level at least. In states and municipal-
ities which have adopted legislation prohibiting employment discrimination,
employers have been inhibited from making direct inquiry regarding race
and religion. On the other hand, Jewish job-seekers (perhaps because of habit
conditioned by unpleasant prewar experiences) have confined their search
for work largely to Jewish or friendly employers, and have succeeded for the
most part in obtaining employment. In these circumstances, latent discrimina-
tion has remained dormant, since apparently a considerable proportion of
unfriendly employers have had little or no opportunity during this period
to reject Jewish applicants.

To a considerable extent, discrimination has shaped the occupational
structure of American Jewry since the turn of the century. As has been noted,
self-employment in the professions and in retail trade has been popular with

MLeskes, Theodore, Multiple Applications for Admission to American Medical Schools, Com-
mission on Law and Social Action, American Jewish Congress, June, 1948.
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Jews as means, in part at least, for avoiding prejudiced employers. Similarly,
Jews in manufacturing have been concentrated in consumer goods factories,
such as apparel, which are chiefly owned by Jews. Employment in govern-
ment service has likewise been attractive because of its relative freedom from
bias. On the other hand, Jews have been excluded or have not sought employ-
ment in large numbers in industries known or suspected to be discriminatory,
such as durable goods manufacturing, banks, public utilities, transportation,
communication, and in large corporations generally. The trend in both em-
ployment and educational discrimination will be a critical factor in future
changes in the Jewish occupational structure.

Recent Immigrants
From the time of the end of the World War II to September, 1949, an

estimated 87,500 Jewish immigrants entered the United States. Of these, 22,114
arrived under the provisions of the Displaced Persons (DP) Act of 1948 which
required assurances of jobs and housing. The employment of the group of
postwar immigrants in general was even more difficult than the employment
of those who arrived during the prewar period. In addition to their un-
familiarity with the language and working conditions of the United States,
the more recent arrivals were even more destitute; they suffered from the
physical and psychological effects of concentration camp experiences and many
years of removal from normal jobs or education, with an ensuing deterioration
of skills.

Some indication of the occupational background of the DP immigrants is
contained in an analysis of the work skills of 170,000 Jews out of a total of
330,000 DP's in European DP camps made in 1947 by the Preparatory Com-
mission for the International Refugee Organization (IRO). It was revealed
that Jewish males "have an average proportion of professionals, are much less
likely to be agricultural workers and have a high proportion of skilled work-
men. . . . Jewish women are represented to an average degree in the professions
and clerical work, to a lower degree in agricultural work, but to a very much
higher degree in the skilled group." 25

Data on the occupational characteristics of the Jewish immigrants who
arrived in the United States in the postwar period is provided by a study of
1,800 refugees registered for employment at the United Service for New Amer-
icans (USNA) in June, 1947. (It is estimated that 60 to 70 per cent of all
Jewish refugees in this country apply to USNA for employment.) The largest
number were salesmen and office workers; the next largest number were
doctors, lawyers, managers, etc. In terms of their qualifications for work in
the United States, 55 per cent lacked well-defined occupational skills. Forty-two
and one-half per cent were 40 years of age or over; 22 per cent were over 50.
About one in five had not completed grammar school; two out of three were
not high school graduates; approximately 15 per cent had attended univer-
sities, and slightly more than 10 per cent had obtained professional degrees.

25 Shaughnessy, Win. K., Report on Occupational Skills of Refugees in PCIRO Assembly Centres
in Europe, Preparatory Commission for the International Refugee Organization, 1948, pp. 5, 6.
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Thirty per cent were Sabbath observers. Eighty-two per cent had been in this
country one year or less, and most of them knew little or no English.26

The types of employment that immigrants obtained in this country are
reflected in the comparison presented in Table 6 between 454 immigrant place-
ments with 3,060 total placements (including immigrants) made in 1948 by
the Jewish Vocational Service of Chicago. Almost three-fourths of the im-
migrant placements were in skilled, semi-skilled, and unskilled, and stock and
shipping jobs. In each of these categories, the proportion of immigrant place-
ments exceeded that of total placements. On the other hand, there were three
times as many proportional total placements in office jobs and twice as many
in sales jobs as there were of immigrants.27 This is not surprising in view of
the language handicap of the immigrants. The data from Chicago are con-
sidered typical of other communities.

TABLE 6

TOTAL AND IMMIGRANT PLACEMENTS, BY OCCUPATION, 1948
(JEWISH VOCATIONAL SERVICE, CHICAGO)

Occupational Classification Total Placements Non-Citizen Placements
(Per Cent) (Per Cent)

Office, clerical, and secretarial 53 18
Stock and shipping 16 22
Skilled and semiskilled 11 27
Unskilled 8 24
Sales 7 4
Professional 3 1
Service 2 4

Reports from Jewish Vocational Service agencies reveal an understandably
high rate of turnover among DP's as they move up the economic ladder but a
generally excellent work adjustment after they have solved the initial prob-
lem of orientation to the American job market. Most DP's are placed on jobs
within one month or two after arriving in their community of residence. On the
other hand, older immigrants or those with serious emotional problems find
it difficult to obtain or to continue in employment. In 1948, 21 Jewish Voca-
tional Service agencies registered 9,735 emigres and filled 5,752 job openings
with emigre applicants, according to the Jewish Occupational Council; in
comparison with 1947, this represented an increase of 16.8 per cent in
registrations and 84.7 per cent in placements. Obtaining employment for
immigrants became increasingly difficult by the Summer of 1949, as job
opportunities decreased and as the influx of DP's to this country increased.

The postwar group on the whole has followed the pattern of its prewar
predecessor in accepting menial and unskilled jobs at first, working hard,
becoming acclimated to American working conditions, and subsequently
achieving individual economic and occupational status approximating that
which they had achieved in their native countries.

26 Karp, Win., Vocational Adjustment Services for Newcomers, paper read at United Service
for New Americans New York City Regional Conference, October 29, 1947, (Mimeographed).

27 Monthly Bulletin of Statistics, Jewish Vocational Service of Chicago, January, 1949.



7O AMERICAN JEWISH YEAR BOOK

Summary
There exist two diametrically opposed points of view regarding the security

of the American Jewish population's economic position. One contends that
its distribution is abnormal because the concentration in relatively few occu-
pations and industries differs from the pattern of the total population. It is
argued that this concentration is economically unsound, for in times of eco-
nomic crisis tradesmen and professionals are less well protected than, for
example, factory workers; moreover, being concentrated in a relatively few
fields of economic endeavor makes Jews extremely vulnerable to drastic
declines in those fields. In addition, it is contended, "maldistribution" exposes
Jews to anti-Semitic charges that Jews are "clannish," are "parasites" not
engaged in productive work; the concentration of Jews in retail sales, and
hence the more frequent contact with consumers, tends to evoke anti-Jewish
sentiments, particularly in periods of economic unrest.

The other point of view holds that the Jewish occupational distribution is
not abnormal. On the contrary, it is said, the distribution is a natural result
of various factors, which include Jewish socio-cultural background, exclusion
from many occupations and industries through discrimination, and trends in
the American economy away from agriculture and, to a lesser extent, manu-
facturing, and toward the professions, trade, and service and clerical occupa-
tions. In addition, modern economists regard the middleman and service
workers (including professionals) as essential to the economy and their increased
numbers as a criterion of the higher stage of development of the economy.
Moreover, it is argued, Jewish occupational distribution is an effect rather than
a cause of anti-Semitism, and if Jews did redistribute themselves, the anti-
Semites would seize upon another pretext.

Whatever one's point of view, it is clear that Jews in America have, on the
whole, achieved a living standard certainly no lower than that of the average
American—a significant accomplishment considering all the obstacles. The
fact that the national Jewish community was able to raise very large sums
for philanthropic purposes in the past decade testifies to its favorable eco-
nomic position, even after making allowance for the psychological pull of the
urgency of the need for funds.

At the same time, it is equally clear that some threats to the economic
position of American Jewry do exist. Discrimination in employment and the
apparent drive to limit the number of Jews in the various professions at
the very vital point of admission to training are cases in point. In business,
industry, and the professions, too many Jews are in a marginal position; where
the risk element is great, these enterprises will obviously be more adversely
affected than others in time of economic decline.

In a very large measure, the future economic position of American Jewry
depends on developments in the nation as a whole. Stable and healthy eco-
nomic, social, and political relations will result in increased prosperity and
decreased discrimination for all Americans.

ELI E. COHEN *

* In collaboration with Nathan Goldberg and Preston David.



JEWISH POPULATION

JEWISH POPULATION ESTIMATES
OF SELECTED CITIES

DESPITE the fact that estimates of the numbers of Jews in the different com-
munities of the United States—derived as they are from guesses by in-

formed community persons or from more or less well-constructed population
surveys—must often be used with much circumspection, they are nevertheless
frequently essential for various communal purposes. An alphabetical listing of
such estimates in 720 communities with Jewish populations over 100 was pub-
lished in Volume 50 of the AMERICAN JEWISH YEAR BOOK, together with a list
of communities with 1,000 or more Jewish population arranged by region,
state, and county. These estimates, it will be recalled, were obtained from the
files of the United Jewish Appeal (UJA); from surveys conducted by the
Bureau of War Records of the National Jewish Welfare Board (JWB); from
the files and field reports of the Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare
Funds (CJFWF); and 152 responses to a questionnaire on population esti-
mates prepared by Sophia M. Robison and mailed to member agencies of
the CJFWF.

Persons making use of these lists have indicated, however, a preference for
an arrangement by city and state. It was felt that this enhances the usefulness
of the lists, since so much communal work is organized on state-city rather
than county lines. In view of these many requests, the following tabulation
has been prepared. Wherever possible, the most recent population estimate
has been substituted for the one published in Volume 50. For the complete
list of communities with Jewish populations over 100, the reader is referred
to Volume 50.

TABLE 1
CITIES WITH 1,000 JEWS OR MORE (ESTIMATES)

Total
Population

State and City 1940
ALABAMA

Birmingham 267,583
Montgomery . . . . 78,084

ARIZONA

Phoenix 65,414
Tucson 36,818

ARKANSAS

Little Rock 88,039
CALIFORNIA

Berkeley • 105,698
Fresno 60,685
Long Beach 164,271
Los Angeles 1,504,277
Oakland 302,163
Pasadena 81,864
Sacramento 105,958
San Diego 203,341

Jewish
Population

1948

4500
1,200

3,500
3,500

1,143

1,800
1,200
4,500

225,000
7,500
1,500
1,800
6,000

State and City
San Francisco
San Jose
San Leandro and
Hayward

Santa Monica
Stockton .

COLORADO

Denver
CONNECTICUT

Bridgeport
Danbury
Hartfor 1 . ,
Meriden
Middletown
New Britain
New Haven
New London . . . .

Total
Population

1940
634,536
68,457

21,337
53,500
54,714

322,412

147,121
22,339

166,267
39,494
26,495
68,685

160,605
30,456

Jewish
Population

1948
50,000

1,200

1,500
5,000
1,200

16,000

11,550
1,000

26,000 b

1,200
1,000
2,500

20,000
2,200

ville.
Includes Albany, El Cerrito, and Emery- b Includes West Hartford, East Hartford,

Newington, Bloomfield, and Glastonbury.
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State and City
Norwalk
Norwich
Stamford
Waterbury . . . . . .

DELAWARE
Wilmington

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Washington

FLORIDA
Hollywood
Jacksonville
Miami
Tampa
West Palm Beach

Total
Population

1940
39,849
23,652
47,938
99,314

Jewish
Population

1948
2,300
2,000
5,500
4,000

112,504 6,500

663,091 30,000

6,239
173,065
172,172
108,391
33,693

GEORGIA
Atlanta 302,280
Savannah 95,996

IDAHO

ILLINOIS
Chicago 3,396,808
Peoria 105,087
Rock Island 42,775
Springfield 75,503

INDIANA
Evansville 97,062
Fort Wayne 118,410
Gary 111,719
Hammond 70,184
Indianapolis 386,972
South Bend 101,268

IOWA
Des Moines 159,819
Sioux City 82,364

KANSAS
Kansas City 121,458
Wichita 114,966

KENTUCKY
Louisville 319,077

LOUISIANA
New Orleans . . . . 494,537
Shreveport 98,167

MAINE
Bangor 29,822
Lewiston 38,598
Portland 73,643

MARYLAND
Annapolis 13,069
Baltimore 859,100

MASSACHUSETTS
Boston 770,816
Brockton 63,343
Fall River 115,428
Haverhill 46,752
Holyoke 53,750
Lawrence 84,323
Lowell 101,389
Lynn 98,123

1,500
3,095

40,000
1,800
1,900

10,217
4,000

300,000
1,550
2,000
1,200

1,350
1,200
2,500
1,200
6,268
2,500

3,500
3,200

1,140
1,000

9,000

7,500
1,800

1,200
1,100
3,300

1,000
75,000

137,345
2,400
4,000
2,500
1,400
2,800
2,000

10,000

Total
Population

State and City 1940
New Bedford 110,341
Peabody 21,711
Pittsfield 49,684
Salem 41,213
Springfield 149,554
Worcester 193,694

MICHIGAN
Detroit 1,623,452
Flint 151,543
Grand Rapids 164,292

MINNESOTA
Duluth 101,065
Minneapolis 492,370
St. Paul 287,736

MISSISSIPPI

Jewish
Population

1948
3,200
1,200
1,600
1,200
10,000
9,750

90,000
2,200
1,300

2,800
21,000
12,000

MISSOURI
Kansas City 399,178
St. Joseph 75,711
St. Louis 816,048

MONTANA

NEBRASKA
Omaha

NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Manchester . .
NEW JERSEY

Atlantic City . . . .
Asbury Park
Bayonne
Bloomfield
Camden
East Orange
Elizabeth
Englewood
Fair Lawn
Hackensack
Hightstown
Hillside
Hoboken
Irvington
Jersey City
Lakewood
Linden
Long Branch . . . .
Maplewood
Morristown
Newark
New Brunswick ..
North Bergen . . . .
Orange
Passaic and Clifton
Paterson
Perth Amboy . . . .
Plainfield
Red Bank

64,094
14,617
79,198
41,623

117,335
68,945

109,912
18,966

9,017
26,279
3,486

18,556
50,115
55,328

301,173
8,000

24,115
17,408
23,139
15,270

429,760
33,180
39,714
35,719
64,394

139,656
41,242
37,469
10,974

20,000
1,100

44,000

223,844 8,000

77,685 1,485

9,000
2,500

12,000
1,681
6,517
4,585

10,000
2,000
1,000
1,200
1,100
4,087
1,300
7,388

18,000
1,400
2,500
2,000
2,240
1,000

56,800
7,500
1,980
1,403

12,000
20,000
4,500
3,900
1,000
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State and City
Roselle
South Orange . . .
Teaneck
Toms River . . . .
Trenton
Union City
Vineland . . .
West New York .
West Orange . . .

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK
Albany . .
Binghamton
Buffalo
Elmira . . .
Gloversville
Kingston
Middletown
Monticello
Mount Vernon .
Newburgh
New Rochelle . . .
New York
Niagara Falls . . .
Port Chester . . . .
Poughkeepsie . . .
Rochester
Rockville Centre
Schenectady . . . .
Spring Valley .. .
Syracuse . . .
Trov
Utica
White Plains . . .
Yonkers

Total Jewish
Population Population

1940
13,597
13,742
25,275
3,290

124,697
56,173

7,914
. • 39,439
. 25,662

130,577
78,309

575,901
45,106
23,329
28,589
21,908

3,737
. 67,362

31,883
. 58,408

1948
1,500
2,298
2,100
1,000
8,233 c

4,000
2,000
2,410
1,295

9,000
3,000

19,600
1,300
1,300
2,400
1,000
1,200

10,000
2,200
3,960

7,454,995 2,000,000
78,029
23,073

. 40,478
324,975

18,613
87,549
4,308

205,967
70,304

100,518
40,327

142,598

1,200
2,700
2,500

20,000
2,000
3,725
2,100

10,000
2,275
3,024
3,000
6,750

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA

OHIO
Akron . .
Canton
Cincinnati
Cleveland
Columbus
Dayton
Toledo
Youngstown

OKLAHOMA
Oklahoma City ..
Tulsa

244,781
108,401
455,610
878,336
306,087
210,718
282,349
167,720

204,424
142,157

6,500
3,500

22,000
80,000
7,200
5,500
6,500
5,500

1,600
1,750

OREGON
Portland

PENNSYLVANIA
Allentown .

305,394 7,128

96,904 2,900

73
Total Jewish

Population Population
State and City 1940

Altoona 80,214
Bethlehem 50,190
Braddock 18,326
Chester 59,285
Easton 33,589
Erie 116,955
Harrisburg 83,893
Hazleton 38,009
Johnstown 66,688
Lancaster3 61,345
McKeesport 55,355
Philadelphia 1,931,334
Pittsburgh 671,659
Reading 110,568
Scranton 140,404
Sharon-Farrell . . . 39,521
Wilkes-Barre 86,236

RHODE ISLAND
Pawtucket 75,797
Providence 253,504

SODTH CAROLINA
Charleston . . .

SOUTH DAKOTA

1948
1,200
1,000
1,000
2,100
1,500
1,750
3,500
1,600
1,300
2,000
2,400

245,000
54,000
3,000
5,610
1,000
5,062

1,200
25,000

71,275 1,838

TENNESSEE
Chattanooga 128,163
Memphis 292,942
Nashville 167,402

TEXAS
Dallas 294,734
El Paso 96,810
Fort Worth 177,662
Galveston 60,862
Houston 384,514
San Antonio 253,854
Waco 55,982

UTAH
Salt Lake City .. . 149,934

VERMONT
Burlington 27,686

VIRGINIA
Newport News . . . 37,067
Norfolk 144,332
Portsmouth 50,745
Richmond 193,042

WASHINGTON
Seattle 368,302

WEST VIRGINIA
Charleston 67,914

WISCONSIN
Madison 67,447
Milwaukee 587,472

WYOMING

2,200
6,500
2,900

10,000
2,000
1,800
1,200

14,000
6,250
1,000

1,450

1,000

1,600
7,500
1,500
7,750

9,500

2,000

1,200
30,000

c 1949 estimate.

d Includes Lititz, Mount Joy-Paradise, Colum-
bia, Elizabethtown, New Holland, Manheim,
and Denver.
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JEWISH IMMIGRATION

PRESENTED in Table 1 is a summary of Jewish immigration to the United
States during the period 1908-1943. The figures in this table are based on

official figures of the United States Immigration and Naturalization Service
(I&NS). It has not been possible to extend this table beyond 1943 because
the I&NS ceased keeping data on "Hebrew" immigrants in that year. How-
ever, estimates—of questionable statistical validity—have been made by such
unofficial sources as United Service for New Americans (USNA), Hebrew
Sheltering and Immigrant Aid Society (HIAS), Council of Jewish Federations
and Welfare Funds (CJFWF), and the American Jewish Committee for the
calendar years 1946 (13,000-14,000), 1947 (23,000-25,000), and 1948 (14,000-
15,500). No figures were available for 1944 and 1945, but the number of Jewish
entrants was small.

General Immigration: July, 1947—December 31, 1948

A total of 170,570 immigrants was admitted to the United States during
the fiscal year 1948 (July 1, 1947-June 30, 1948), and 88,157 during the first
half of fiscal year 1949 (July 1, 1948-December 31, 1948). During the calendar
year 1948 (January 1, 1948-December 31, 1948), 170,420 immigrants were
admitted.

Of the 88,157 admitted during the period July 1-December 31, 1948, 38,055
were quota and 50,102 non-quota immigrants. The two largest groups of
non-quota immigrants were wives of American citizens (23,547)—mainly war
brides, many of them natives of Germany—and natives of non-quota countries
(19,322), principally from Canada, Mexico, and the West Indies.

Of the 88,157 immigrants, the numbers and country of birth were: 14,987,
Germany; 11,778, Canada; 10,170, United Kingdom; 6,669, Italy; 4,345,
Poland; 4,111, Mexico and 3,540, Ireland.1

DP Immigration: July 1, 1948—June 30, 1949

As of June 30, 1949, the end of the first year of operation of the Displaced
Persons Act of 1948, 55,631 visas were issued to DP's. (The act provided for
the issuance of up to 205,000 visas during the two fiscal years ending June 30,
1950.)

Of the visas issued, 24,468, or 44 per cent, were assigned to displaced per-
sons of the Catholic faith; 15,676, or 28 per cent, of the Jewish faith; 14,639,
or 27 per cent, of the Protestant or Orthodox faiths; and 511, or 1 per cent,
of other or unknown faiths.2

Of the 55,631 DP's who received visas under the 1948 Act, 40,435 had arrived
in the United States by June 30, 1949. As the operation of the displaced
persons program, which did not get under way until October, 1948, pro-

1 Interpreter Release, Common Council for American Unity, New York, XXVI, No. 33, July
26, 1949.

1 This breakdown by religion does not include visas issued to displaced orphans.
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gressed, it gained momentum, as indicated in Table 2 in a month-to-month
breakdown of the number of arrivals. As the number of general DP immigrants
rose, the number of Jewish entrants among them increased, representing
almost 30 per cent of the total.

TABLE 2
DP IMMIGRATION TO THE UNITED STATES, OCTOBER, 1948-JUNE, 1949

Month General * Jewishb

October, 1948 813 161
November 805 273
December 889 409
January, 1949 1,021 486
February 2,661 1,134
March 6,125 2.287
April 6,432 1,561
May 11,190 2,775
June 10,499 2,775

Total 40,435 11,861
a Interpreter Release, XXVI, No 31, July 18, 1949
b These estimates of monthly Jewish arrivals were derived from a report by

the Institute of Overseas Studies of the Council of Jewish Federations and Wel-
fare Funds, New York, August 19, 1949.

From the time of its establishment in 1948 until June 30, 1949, the Dis-
placed Persons Commission validated more than 100,000 assurances covering
an estimated total of 190,000 persons.

In July, 1949, a record monthly total of 3,200 Jewish DP's entered the
United States, bringing the total since October, 1948, to 15,061, and since
January, 1949, to 14,218.3 The total number of Jews who arrived from the
Spring of 1946 through June 30, 1948, under the directive issued by President
Harry Truman on December 22, 1945, was 28,000.

At the time of writing no usable estimate of non-DP Jewish immigration
for the same period was available.

SIDNEY LISKOFSKY

3 Ibid.




