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. . . data [in this study] suggest that those Jews who have the least commitment and 
involvement are at the greatest risk to divorce. This group provides the most difficult 
challenge. Although the wholesale return to traditional Judaism among American Jewry is 
unlikely, the values and principles at the basis of traditional Judaism still may serve as a 
valuable resource for those desiring to promote family stability and integrity. 

Introduction 
T h e status o f t h e J e w i s h fami ly c o n 

t i n u e s t o b e a n i m p o r t a n t area o f in
teres t for the J e w i s h pro fe s s iona l c o m 
m u n i t y . 1 Typ ica l ly , this c o n c e r n wi th the 
fami ly r e v o l v e s a r o u n d its central f u n c 
t ion as a t ransmi t ter o f re l i g ious a n d 
e t h n i c ident i ty , s o crucial for t h e per 
p e t u a t i o n o f t h e c o m m u n i t y itself. T h i s 
f o c u s inevi tably l eads to a c o n c e r n with a 
part icular facet o f the ins t i tut ion o f t h e 
fami ly—its stability. I n c r e a s i n g marital 
instabi l i ty a n d d i s s o l u t i o n is s e e n as 
w e a k e n i n g t h e family's capaci ty to p r e 
serve t h e c o m m u n i t y . In a d d i t i o n , m a r 
ital d i s so lu t ion serves as a m a n i f e s t a t i o n 
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me for analysis. I also wish to thank Sherry Israel, 
B e r n a r d Re i sman , Lawrence S ternberg and 
Jonathan Woocher for their helpful comments on 
earlier drafts o f the paper. 
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o f t h e w e a k e n i n g o f g r o u p va lues . Di
v o r c e , t h e r e f o r e , m a y b e s e e n b o t h as a 
c o n s e q u e n t o f the d i m i n u t i o n o f the i m 
pact o f J e w i s h v a l u e s a n d c o m m i t m e n t 
a n d as a c h a l l e n g e to t h e p e r p e t u a t i o n 
o f the c o m m u n i t y itself. T h u s , u n d e r 
s t a n d i n g the c o n t o u r s a n d c a u s e s o f di
v o r c e a m o n g A m e r i c a n J e w r y is o f i m 
p o r t a n c e in t h e c o m m u n a l a g e n d a o f 
re search a n d r e s p o n s e . 

I n fact, w e k n o w very little a b o u t t h e 
deta i l s o f h o w d i v o r c e is d i s t r ibuted 
a m o n g A m e r i c a n J e w r y . T h o s e prac
t i t ioners w h o serve t h e c o m m u n i t y di 
rectly a n d c o m e in contac t wi th t h e 
p r o b l e m o f d i v o r c e dai ly (e .g . c o u n 
se lors , rabbis , lawyers etc.) r e p o r t a n 
a l a r m i n g increase in t h e rate o f di
v o r c e . 2 Mos t o b s e r v e r s a r g u e that this 
increase is large ly a f u n c t i o n o f ass imi
la t ion a n d t h u s s i m p l y ref lects t h e g e n 
eral societal t r e n d t o w a r d g r e a t e r di
v o r c e . 3 A l t h o u g h w e a re sa fe in a s s u m 
i n g that d i v o r c e a m o n g A m e r i c a n J e w s 
h a s b e e n i n c r e a s i n g s i n c e t h e m i d 
1960's , in t a n d e m with t h e t r e n d in 
A m e r i c a n society as a w h o l e , 4 t h e best 
empir i ca l r e search still s h o w s A m e r i c a n 
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J e w s are less l ikely to d i v o r c e t h a n o t h e r 
A m e r i c a n s . 5 

O n e di f f icul ty wi th s tud ies that c o m 
p a r e J e w s wi th o t h e r A m e r i c a n s is that 
they t e n d t o treat A m e r i c a n J e w s as a 
m o n o l i t h i c g r o u p . I n this analys is w e 
wish to d i f f e r e n t i a t e among J e w s o n a 
cri t ical f a c t o r : t h e i r c o m m i t m e n t t o 
J u d a i s m a n d the J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y . It is 
e x p e c t e d that t h o s e J e w s w h o h a v e the 
s t r o n g e s t c o n n e c t i o n t o t h e J e w i s h 
c o m m u n i t y will h a v e a l o w e r probabi l i ty 
o f d ivorce . T h i s is d u e to a c o m b i n a t i o n 
o f factors . First, t h e s e J e w s h a v e p r o b a 
bly b e e n m o r e l ike ly t o i n t e r n a l i z e 
J e w i s h v a l u e s s tress ing t h e i m p o r t a n c e 
o f f a m i l y . 6 Re la ted ly , t h e y are probab ly 
a lso a w a r e o f t h e i m p o r t a n c e o f fami ly 
stability to g r o u p survival a n d g i v e n 
the ir grea ter g r o u p c o m m i t m e n t , t h e y 
m i g h t h a v e a n i n c r e a s e d stake in fami ly 
stability. 

M e t h o d 

T o g e t a d e t a i l e d p i c ture o f t h e distri
b u t i o n o f d i v o r c e a n d its var iat ion by 
J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t w e will ana lyze data 
f r o m t h e 1 9 8 1 G r e a t e r N e w Y o r k 
P o p u l a t i o n s tudy . T h i s data b a s e o f 
4 , 5 0 5 h o u s e h o l d s r e p r e s e n t s the largest 
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a n d o n e o f t h e m o r e s o p h i s t i c a t e d 
r a n d o m l y s a m p l e d J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n 
s tud ie s o f a n y A m e r i c a n J e w i s h c o m 
m u n i t y . 7 A l t h o u g h G r e a t e r N e w York 
J e w r y is n o t necessar i ly e q u i v a l e n t to 
A m e r i c a n J e w r y as a w h o l e , it is still the 
m o s t d e m o g r a p h i c a l l y s ign i f i cant c o m 
m u n i t y in t h e D i a s p o r a . T h e e i g h t -
c o u n t y r e g i o n is h o m e to 1.7 mi l l ion 
J e w s , r e p r e s e n t i n g a l m o s t 3 0 p e r c e n t o f 
J e w s in t h e U n i t e d States . 

T h e di f f icul ty o f c o n c e p t u a l i z i n g the 
n a t u r e o f J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t a n d i d e n 
tity is well k n o w n b o t h in t h e r e s e a r c h - 8 

a n d prac t i ce -or i en ted" l i t erature . T h u s , 
w e will m e a s u r e J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t 
broad ly , with s u c h i t e m s as: d e n o m i 
nat ional aff i l iat ion, d e g r e e o f ritual o b 
s e r v a n c e , s y n a g o g u e a t t e n d a n c e , 
s y n a g o g u e m e m b e r s h i p , p r o p o r t i o n o f 
c losest f r i e n d s J e w i s h , desirabi l i ty o f 
l iv ing in a J e w i s h n e i g h b o r h o o d , travel 
to Israel , m e m b e r s h i p in a J e w i s h o r g a 
n izat ion , a n d c o n t r i b u t i o n to a J e w i s h 

7 Paul Ritterband and Steven M. Cohen, "Sam
ple Design and Population Estimation: the Expe
rience of the New York Jewish Population Study," 
in Steven M. Cohen, Jonathan S. Woocher and 
Bruce A. Phillips (eds.), Perspectives in Jewish 
Population Research. Boulder: Westview, 1984. 

T h e results reported here are based on weight
ing of responses to correct for undersampling of 
certain segments of the community (though all 
statistical tests are based on unweighted data). A 
detailed explanation of the sampling and data 
collection strategy is offered by Cohen and Ritter
band in the above book. This volume, an out
growth of the Workshop in Jewish Population 
Studies held at the Center for Modern Jewish 
Studies at Brandeis University, focuses on im
proving the quality and utility of current Jewish 
population research. It features detailed essays on 
every step of the research process, written from 
the perspectives o f both planners and researchers. 
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Transaction, pp. 5 6 - 9 5 . 
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charity . G i v e n the r a n g e o f b e h a v i o r e n 
c o m p a s s e d by t h e s e i t e m s , w e c a n b e 
a s s u r e d that a w i d e variety o f styles o f 
e x p r e s s i o n o f J e w i s h n e s s is b e i n g cov
e r e d . T h e s e i t e m s will b e u s e d t o d i v i d e 
t h e s a m p l e in to s u b g r o u p s , e .g . , C o n 
serva t ive s , t h o s e n o t b e l o n g i n g to a 
s y n a g o g u e , e tc . 

I n this analys is w e will f o c u s o n the 
p r o p o r t i o n in a part i cu lar s u b g r o u p 
w h o h a v e ever b e e n d i v o r c e d , i n c l u d i n g 
t h o s e l i s t ing t h e m s e l v e s as c u r r e n t l y 
s e p a r a t e d . U s i n g this m e a s u r e o f marital 
d i s s o l u t i o n , ra ther t h a n the current ly 
d i v o r c e d , w e avo id the p r o b l e m o f dif
ferent ia l s u b g r o u p r e m a r r i a g e rates . I n 
a d d i t i o n , this way o f m e a s u r i n g d i v o r c e 
g ives us the m o s t c o m p r e h e n s i v e indi 
cat ion o f marital instabil ity in the c o m 
m u n i t y . 

Divorce and Jewish Commitment 

Let us n o w e x a m i n e in grea ter detai l 
t h e e x t e n t o f d i v o r c e in this c o m m u n i t y , 
wi th part icular a t t e n t i o n to its re la t ion
s h i p to J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t . T a b l e 1 
( a p p e n d i x ) p r e s e n t s a b r e a k d o w n o f 
p e r c e n t a g e e v e r - d i v o r c e d for t h e vari
o u s s u b - g r o u p s o f J e w i s h n e s s . T h e first 
v a r i a b l e is t h e r e s p o n d e n t s ' s e l f -
ident i f i ca t ion in t erms o f d e n o m i n a t i o n . 
A s o n e m i g h t e x p e c t , w e see the l owes t 
rate o f d i v o r c e a m o n g the O r t h o d o x . I n 
c o m p a r i s o n , w e see a s l ight rise a m o n g 
t h e C o n s e r v a t i v e , a d o u b l i n g a m o n g t h e 
R e f o r m , a n d a q u a d r u p l i n g for t h o s e 
w h o d o not ident i fy t h e m s e l v e s as m e m 
bers o f t h e major d e n o m i n a t i o n s . It is 
the O r t h o d o x c o m m u n i t y that is m o s t 
f r e q u e n t l y h e l d u p as the most e f f ec t ive 
t ransmi t ter o f tradit ional J e w i s h fami ly 
v a l u e s , 1 0 a n d t h e s e resul ts are cons i s t en t 

1 0 Schiff, op. cit. Also, Fredda M. Herz and El
liott J. Rosen, "Jewish Families," in Monica 
McGoldrick John Pierce and Joseph Giordana 
(eds.), Ethnicity and Family Therapy. New York: 
Guilford, 1982, pp. 3 6 4 - 3 9 2 . 

with o u r thes is o f a r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n 
J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t a n d d i v o r c e . 

A s imilar p a t t e r n o c c u r s w h e n w e l ook 
at re l ig ious o b s e r v a n c e m o r e direct ly . 
R e s p o n d e n t s w e r e a s k e d t e n q u e s t i o n s 
a b o u t r e l i g i o u s o b s e r v a n c e in t h e i r 
h o m e s . T h e s e i n c l u d e d o b s e r v a n c e o f 
var ious h o l i d a y s (Passover , C h a n u k a h , 
Y o m K i p p u r ) , Shabat , Kashrut , h a v i n g a 
m e z z u z a h , a n d fas t ing o n t h e Fast o f 
Es ther . R e s p o n d e n t s w e r e d i v i d e d i n t o 
t h r e e g r o u p s a c c o r d i n g to t h e e x t e n t o f 
the ir ritual o b s e r v a n c e . I n s p e c t i o n o f 
T a b l e 1 revea l s a d r a m a t i c r e l a t i o n s h i p 
b e t w e e n ritual o b s e r v a n c e a n d d i v o r c e . 
T h e p e r c e n t a g e o f e v e r - d i v o r c e d is low
est a m o n g the h i g h o b s e r v e r s , near ly 
q u a d r u p l e s a m o n g t h e m e d i u m g r o u p , 
a n d t h e p r o p o r t i o n o f e v e r - d i v o r c e d 
a m o n g the low ritual g r o u p , w h e r e o n e 
o u t o f t h r e e repor t s h a v i n g b e e n di
v o r c e d , is near ly e i g h t t i m e s t h e p r o 
p o r t i o n f o u n d a m o n g the h i g h l y obser 
vant g r o u p . 

T h i s t r e n d a l s o a p p e a r s a m o n g 
s y n a g o g u g e m e m b e r s h i p a n d a t t e n d 
a n c e . S y n a g o g u e m e m b e r s are h a l f as 
l ikely t o h a v e b e e n e v e r - d i v o r c e d . S imi
larly, the p r o p o r t i o n e v e r - d i v o r c e d d e 
c l ines wi th f r e q u e n t s y n a g o g u e a t t end
a n c e . T h u s , the overal l p a t t e r n r e v e a l e d 
by these variables indicates that re l ig ious 
o b s e r v a n c e has an i m p a c t o n d i v o r c e 
rates . 

As i n d i c a t e d earl ier , w e d o n o t wish t o 
e q u a t e J e w i s h n e s s strictly wi th re l i g ious 
a f f i l i a t i o n a n d p r a c t i c e . A f r e q u e n t 
i n d e x o f what m i g h t b e ca l led the e t h n i c 
c o m p o n e n t o f J e w i s h ident i ty is t h e na
ture o f o n e ' s f r i e n d s h i p n e t w o r k . 1 1 A n 
i t e m a s k e d the r e s p o n d e n t s : "Of y o u r 
t h r e e c losest f r i e n d s , h o w m a n y are 
J e w i s h ? " A l m o s t t h r e e - q u a r t e r s o f 
e v e r - m a r r i e d r e s p o n d e n t s r e p o r t that 
t h r e e o u t o f the ir t h r e e c losest f r i e n d s 

" Marshall Sklare and J o s e p h Greenb lum, 
Jewish Identity on the Suburban Frontier, 2nd edition. 
Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press, 1979. 
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are J e w i s h . T u r n i n g t o T a b l e 1, w e s e e 
that the p e r c e n t a g e o f e v e r - d i v o r c e d is 
lowes t a m o n g this s u b g r o u p . A l t h o u g h 
the p e r c e n t a g e s in the o t h e r g r o u p s d o 
n o t p r o g r e s s in strict l inear f a s h i o n , t h e 
overal l p a t t e r n is c o n s i s t e n t wi th the 
t r e n d o b s e r v e d s o far. C o m b i n i n g to 
g e t h e r all t h o s e w h o d o n o t r e p o r t that 
all three o f the ir c loses t f r i e n d s are 
J e w i s h w e find that 2 5 . 5 % o f this s u b 
g r o u p r e p o r t h a v i n g b e e n e v e r -
d i v o r c e d , w h i c h is twice as h i g h as t h e 
1 2 . 5 % o f t h o s e w h o s e t h r e e c loses t 
f r i e n d s are J e w i s h . 

A d d i t i o n a l e v i d e n c e o n this d i m e n 
s ion c a n be g a r n e r e d f r o m an at t i tudinal 
i t e m w h i c h assesses the r e s p o n d e n t ' s 
p e r c e p t i o n o f the i m p o r t a n c e o f l iv ing 
in a J e w i s h n e i g h b o r h o o d . R e s p o n d e n t s 
w e r e a s k e d h o w i m p o r t a n t "a s izeable 
n u m b e r o f J e w s in the n e i g h b o r h o o d " is 
as a factor "in m a k i n g a n e i g h b o r h o o d 
attractive to y o u a n d y o u r h o u s e h o l d ? " 
In e x a m i n i n g T a b l e 1, w e s e e a d irec t 
r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n the d e g r e e o f i m 
p o r t a n c e a t tached t o a J e w i s h n e i g h b o r 
h o o d a n d a l o w e r p e r c e n t a g e o f ever -
d i v o r c e d . T h e l o w e s t p e r c e n t a g e 
(11 .5%) is a m o n g t h o s e w h o p e r c e i v e 
this factor as "very i m p o r t a n t , " w h i c h is 
o n c e a g a i n a b o u t ha l f the p e r c e n t a g e o f 
t h o s e w h o see it as o n l y " s o m e w h a t " or 
"not i m p o r t a n t " ( 2 2 . 1 % , as a c o m b i n e d 
g r o u p ) . W h e n w e c o m p a r e s u b g r o u p s at 
t h e e x t r e m e s w e s e e that t h o s e w h o v i ew 
the J e w i s h n e s s o f a n e i g h b o r h o o d as not 
i m p o r t a n t h a v e t w o - a n d - o n e - h a l f t imes 
the p r o p o r t i o n o f e v e r - d i v o r c e d as t h o s e 
w h o s e e that factor as very i m p o r t a n t . 

O t h e r b e h a v i o r was a lso u s e d to assess 
J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t . R e s p o n d e n t s w e r e 
asked w h e t h e r t h e y b e l o n g e d to a vari
ety o f J e w i s h o r g a n i z a t i o n s (e .g . B'nai 
B'rith, H a d a s s a h , Z ion i s t g r o u p s , o r 
J e w i s h o r g a n i z a t i o n s o f the ir o w n spe 
cif icat ion) . W e see in T a b l e 1 that t h o s e 
w h o b e l o n g to at least o n e s u c h o r g a n i 
zat ion r e p o r t a n e v e r - d i v o r c e d rate that 
is l o w e r than t h o s e w h o d o not b e l o n g to 

any s u c h o r g a n i z a t i o n s . Similarly , t h o s e 
w h o h a v e t rave l l ed to Israel at least o n c e 
a n d t h o s e w h o s e h o u s e h o l d has contr ib 
u t e d a total o f at least 1 0 0 dol lars to 
J e w i s h char i t ies o v e r t h e p r e v i o u s twe lve 
m o n t h s h a v e a re lat ively l o w e r p r o p o r 
t ion o f e v e r - d i v o r c e d t h a n t h o s e w h o 
h a v e no t . T h e d i f f e r e n c e in p r o p o r t i o n 
o f e v e r - d i v o r c e d for t h o s e w h o d o or 
d o n ' t d o n a t e a total o f at least $ 1 0 0 to all 
chari t ies is smal l er ( 1 6 . 2 % vs 19 .5%) 
t h a n t h e d i f f e r e n c e o b s e r v e d for J e w i s h 
chari t ies . T h u s , this d i f f e r e n c e probab ly 
d o e s p ick u p s o m e var iat ion in J e w i s h 
c o m m i t m e n t , a n d n o t j u s t s o m e o t h e r 
factors l ike i n c o m e . 

T h u s , a c o n s i s t e n t t r e n d is r e f l ec t ed 
by t h e data p r e s e n t e d in T a b l e 1 o f a 
l o w e r p e r c e n t a g e o f e v e r - d i v o r c e d 
a m o n g t h e m o s t J e w i s h l y i d e n t i f i e d 
s e g m e n t s o f t h e s a m p l e . O f t e n t imes , 
g r o u p d i f f e r e n c e s in d i v o r c e pa t t erns 
are e l i m i n a t e d 'when o n e takes in to ac
c o u n t d i f f e r e n c e s in social s t a t u s . 1 2 T h e 
analysis p r e s e n t e d in T a b l e 1 was r e r u n 
u s i n g M u l t i p l e Class i f icat ion Analys i s 
a n d c o n t r o l l i n g for t h e r e s p o n d e n t ' s 
e d u c a t i o n . E d u c a t i o n w a s u s e d b e c a u s e 
i n c o m e w o u l d b e t o o c o n f o u n d e d with 
marital s tatus . I n a l m o s t all cases , the 
p e r c e n t a g e s a d j u s t i n g f o r e d u c a t i o n 
w e r e ident ica l t o t h e p e r c e n t a g e s d e 
p i c t e d in T a b l e 1; in t h e f e w cases w h e r e 
d i f f e r e n c e s o c c u r r e d they w e r e n e v e r 
larger t h a n o n e p e r c e n t a g e p o i n t . T h u s , 
w e are safe in c l a i m i n g that t h e s e sub
g r o u p d i f f e r e n c e s a m o n g N e w York 
J e w r y are n o t a n artifact o f d i f f e r e n c e s 
in e d u c a t i o n . 

A g e a n d S e x D i f f e r e n c e s 

It is i m p o r t a n t t o ask w h e t h e r t h e s e 
d i f f e r e n c e s h o l d across a g e , a n d a g e a n d 
sex g r o u p s . I n c o n s i d e r i n g a g e , w e 

1 2 Bumpass and Sweet, op.cit., Also, John Wil
son, Religion in American Society. Englewood Cliffs: 
Prentice Hall, 1978. 
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w o u l d n o t e x p e c t the y o u n g e r r e s p o n 
d e n t s to h a v e a n e v e r - d i v o r c e d rate 
equal to the ir o l d e r c o u n t e r p a r t s w h o 
h a v e h a d a g r e a t e r o p p o r t u n i t y t o b e "at 
risk" t o d i v o r c e . S imi larly , w e w o u l d n o t 
e x p e c t t h e o l d e s t a g e g r o u p s to h a v e as 
h i g h a p e r c e n t a g e o f e v e r - d i v o r c e d as 
s o m e o f the ir y o u n g e r c o u n t e r p a r t s , 
s ince the ir c o h o r t was n o t m a r r y i n g 
d u r i n g the rise in d i v o r c e rates w h i c h 
s tarted in t h e m i d s ixt ies . I n d e e d , w e d o 
find a curv i l inear r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n 
a g e a n d h a v i n g b e e n d i v o r c e d . It turns 
o u t that t h o s e e v e r - d i v o r c e d are: 1 4 . 1 % 
o f all r e s p o n d e n t s u n d e r t h e a g e o f 3 5 , 
2 2 . 8 % o f t h o s e b e t w e e n 3 5 a n d 5 4 , a n d 
1 1 . 9 % o f t h o s e 5 5 years or o l d e r . 

I n T a b l e 2 w e e x t e n d the analysis o f 
d i v o r c e t o a c c o u n t f o r t h e i m p a c t o f a g e . 
W h e n w e l o o k at a g e a n d d e n o m i n a t i o n , 
w e s e e that t h e basic p a t t e r n i d e n t i f i e d 
in T a b l e 1 h o l d s across all a g e g r o u p s . 
F u r t h e r e x a m i n a t i o n reveals that a m o n g 
t h e o l d e s t g r o u p , t h o s e 5 5 a n d o l d e r , t h e 
d e n o m i n a t i o n a l d i f f e r e n c e s are least 
n o t i c e a b l e , e spec ia l ly b e t w e e n O r t h o d o x 
a n d C o n s e r v a t i v e J e w s . D e n o m i n a t i o n a l 
d i f f e r e n c e s a p p e a r to b e inverse ly re
lated to a g e , poss ibly a n e x a m p l e o f w h a t 
s o m e o b s e r v e r s o f A m e r i c a n J e w r y h a v e 
cal led t h e t r e n d o f " d e n o m i n a t i o n a l di
v e r g e n c e " . 1 3 T h e data w o u l d a lso s e e m 
to ind ica te that t h e increase in r e c e n t 
c o h o r t d i v o r c e rates has a f f e c t e d O r 
t h o d o x J e w s to a lesser e x t e n t t h a n o t h e r 
J e w s . ( T h e s e data w o u l d n o t s u p p o r t 
Bubis ' s p e c u l a t i o n 1 4 o f a n a r r o w i n g o f 
d i v o r c e rates b e t w e e n O r t h o d o x a n d 
o t h e r g r o u p s . ) T h e relat ive s t a n d i n g o f 
O r t h o d o x a n d C o n s e r v a t i v e J e w s has 
r e m a i n e d s imilar in the two y o u n g e r a g e 
g r o u p s , w h e r e a s t h e relat ive d i f f e r e n c e 
b e t w e e n R e f o r m a n d o t h e r d e n o m i 
n a t i o n s h a s w i d e n e d w i t h t h e latest 
c o h o r t . T h e s e are data co l l ec ted at o n l y 

1 3 Steven M. Cohen, American Modernity and 
Jewish Identity. New York: Tavistock, 1983. 

1 4 Op. cit. 

o n e p o i n t in t i m e , so w e h a v e n o way o f 
k n o w i n g w h e t h e r t h e y o u n g e r R e f o r m 
c o h o r t s will w i n d u p h a v i n g a m u c h 
g r e a t e r re lat ive d i v o r c e rate or w h e t h e r 
t h e y are j u s t d i v o r c i n g ear l ier . 

I n t u r n i n g t o r i t u a l o b s e r v a n c e , 
s y n a g o g u e a t t e n d a n c e , a n d s y n a g o g u e 
m e m b e r s h i p , w e s e e that t h e s t r o n g re 
l a t i o n s h i p wi th d i v o r c e n o t e d in T a b l e 1 
pers is ts . It is o f t e n m o s t s tr ik ing a m o n g 
t h e m i d d l e a g e g r o u p — w h e r e m o s t o f 
t h e d i v o r c e h a s t a k e n p lace . I n this a g e 
g r o u p , for e x a m p l e , o n e o u t o f t w o per 
s o n s w h o r e p o r t a l ow level o f ritual 
o b s e r v a n c e a l so r e p o r t h a v i n g b e e n di
v o r c e d . I n a d d i t i o n , t h e i m p a c t o f rel i
g i o u s a t t e n d a n c e is e spec ia l ly n o t i c e a b l e 
a m o n g t h e y o u n g e s t g r o u p . I n this a g e 
g r o u p o n l y o n e p e r c e n t o f t h o s e w h o 
a t t e n d s y n a g o g u e at least o n c e a w e e k 
h a v e b e e n d i v o r c e d in c o m p a r i s o n to 
2 1 % o f t h o s e w h o r e p o r t n e v e r a t t e n d 
i n g s y n a g o g u e serv ices . 

I n m o v i n g to t h e m e a s u r e s w h i c h d o 
n o t f o c u s exc lus ive ly o n t h e r e l i g i o u s 
d i m e n s i o n a n d c o n s i d e r t h e i m p a c t o f 
a g e , o n c e a g a i n , t h e basic p a t t e r n h o l d s 
u p . W i t h r e s p e c t to J e w i s h f r i e n d s , b o t h 
t h e re lat ively low level o f d i v o r c e a m o n g 
t h o s e w h o r e p o r t that t h r e e o f the ir 
c losest f r i e n d s are J e w i s h a n d t h e n o n 
l inear r e l a t i o n s h i p o f this var iable wi th 
d i v o r c e h o l d s u p across all a g e s . F o r t h e 
i t e m a s s e s s i n g a t t i tudes a b o u t t h e i m 
p o r t a n c e o f a J e w i s h n e i g h b o r h o o d , 
t h e r e s e e m s to b e a d irec t r e l a t i o n s h i p t o 
a g e . T h a t is, t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n 
this a t t i t u d e a n d d i v o r c e is w e a k e s t 
a m o n g t h e y o u n g a n d b e c o m e s a m o r e 
i m p o r t a n t d i f f e r e n t i a t i n g fac tor as a g e 
increases . 

T h e last t h r e e i t e m s h a v e the least 
d r a m a t i c r e l a t i o n s h i p to d i v o r c e t h o u g h 
it is p r e s e n t across all a g e g r o u p s . T r a v e l 
t o Israel loses its d i f f e r e n t i a t i n g p o w e r 
a m o n g all but t h o s e in t h e y o u n g e s t a g e 
g r o u p . M e m b e r s h i p in a J e w i s h o r g a n i 
zat ion has a g r e a t e r i m p a c t a m o n g t h e 
m i d d l e - a g e d . C o n t r i b u t i n g at least .100 
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dol lars to a J e w i s h chari ty d i f f eren t ia t e s 
d i v o r c e a m o n g the y o u n g to t h e grea tes t 
d e g r e e . 

T a b l e 2 ( A p p e n d i x ) also present s di
v o r c e b r o k e n d o w n by a g e a n d sex si
m u l t a n e o u s l y . It is i m p o r t a n t to n o t e 
that the basic overal l r e l a t i o n s h i p be
t w e e n d i v o r c e a n d J e w i s h n e s s still per 
sists. H o w e v e r , several p o i n t s s h o u l d b e 
h i g h l i g h t e d . W h e n w e l o o k at d e n o m i 
n a t i o n w e see that the p r o p o r t i o n o f 
e v e r - d i v o r c e d a m o n g the y o u n g e s t Re
f o r m m e n is u n u s u a l l y h i g h re lat ive 
t o o t h e r d e n o m i n a t i o n a l l y - i d e n t i f i e d 
y o u n g e r m a l e s . T h u s , t h e i n c r e a s e in the 
relat ive s t a n d i n g o f y o u n g e s t R e f o r m 
r e s p o n d e n t s d i s c u s s e d , a b o v e a p p e a r s to 
b e large ly d u e to t h e males . It is pos s ib l e 
that this is ref lect ive o f d e n o m i n a t i o n a l 
d i f f e r e n c e s in i n t e r m a r r i a g e 1 5 ; u n f o r t u 
nate ly , t h e s e data d o n o t a l low for a test 
o f this h y p o t h e s i s , s ince w e d o not k n o w 
the re l i g ion o f e x - s p o u s e s . T h e g a p in 
e v e r - d i v o r c e d a m o n g t h e m i d d l e a g e 
g r o u p is grea ter b e t w e e n C o n s e r v a t i v e 
a n d O r t h o d o x w o m e n t h a n b e t w e e n 
C o n s e r v a t i v e a n d O r t h o d o x m e n . 

With r e s p e c t to s o m e o f the o t h e r 
variables w e see that ritual o b s e r v a n c e , 
s y n a g o g u e a n d organ iza t iona l m e m b e r 
s h i p all h a v e a relat ively large i m p a c t o n 
m i d d l e a g e w o m e n . M e n o v e r a g e 3 5 
w h o fee i that a s izeable n u m b e r o f J e w s 
in t h e n e i g h b o r h o o d is n o t a n i m p o r t a n t 
factor in at tract ing t h e m to t h e n e i g h 
b o r h o o d h a v e a n u n u s u a l l y h i g h p r o 
p o r t i o n o f e v e r - d i v o r c e d . S y n a g o g u e 
a t t e n d a n c e d o e s n o t s e e m to h a v e t h e 
d i f f e r e n t i a t i n g p o w e r a m o n g w o m e n in 
t h e y o u n g e s t g r o u p that it has a m o n g 
the o t h e r s ; y o u n g m e n w h o r e p o r t at
t e n d i n g serv ices o n l y o n the h i g h hol i 
days r e p o r t a n u n u s u a l l y l ow rate o f di
v o r c e ( 4 % ) re lat ive t o the ir p e e r s ; a n d , 

1 5 Bernard Farber and Leonard Gordon, "Ac
counting for Jewish Intermarriage: An Assess
ment of National and Community Studies," Con
temporary Jewry 6(Spring/Summer) 4 7 - 7 5 . 

a n u n e x p e c t e d l y h i g h p r o p o r t i o n 
(16 .4%) o f m e n in the m i d d l e a g e g r o u p 
w h o a t t e n d w e e k l y o r m o r e h a v e b e e n 
d i v o r c e d . 

All t h i n g s b e i n g equa l , t h e r e o u g h t 
n o t to h a v e b e e n d i f f e r e n c e s in ever -
d i v o r c e d by s ex . H o w e v e r , t h e r e c o u l d 
b e several r e a s o n s for s u c h d i f f e r e n c e s : 
in t erac t ion b e t w e e n d i v o r c e a n d s e x dif
f e r e n c e s in i n t e r m a r r i a g e , d i f ferent ia l 
m i g r a t i o n a n d d i f ferent ia l morta l i ty , for 
e x a m p l e . A t t e m p t i n g t.o u n d e r s t a n d t h e 
r e a s o n s for t h e s e d i f f e r e n c e s is b e y o n d 
t h e s c o p e o f this p a p e r . H o w e v e r , they 
are p r e s e n t e d in T a b l e 2 in o r d e r to 
descr ibe in g r e a t e r detai l t h e dis tr ibu
t ion o f d i v o r c e in this c o m m u n i t y a n d to 
u n d e r s c o r e t h e p o i n t that the basic re 
la t i onsh ip b e t w e e n d i v o r c e a n d J e w i s h 
ness h o l d s across a g e a n d g e n d e r . 

The Ethnic Dimension 

Overa l l , w e find a cons i s t en t re la t ion
s h i p b e t w e e n t h e p e r c e n t a g e e v e r -
d i v o r c e d a n d t h e r e s p o n d e n t ' s J e w i s h 
ness . T h i s p a t t e r n a p p e a r s in a variety o f 
d i f f e r e n t variables w h i c h re late t o dif
f e r e n t d i m e n s i o n s o f J e w i s h ident i ty . I n 
s p e c t i o n o f T a b l e s 1 a n d 2 , h o w e v e r , 
reveals that t h e i t e m s as se s s ing t h e reli
g i o u s d i m e n s i o n ex h i b i t the m o s t c o n 
s is tent a n d d r a m a t i c results . O n e c a n 
ask, t h e r e f o r e , w h e t h e r the r e l a t i o n s h i p 
to d i v o r c e is strictly a f u n c t i o n o f reli
g i o u s o r i e n t a t i o n ; that is to say, is t h e r e 
a n e t h n i c c o m p o n e n t to this p h e n o m e 
n o n ? A s i n d i c a t e d ear l ier , t h e s e p a r a t i o n 
o f J u d a i s m i n t o re l i g ious a n d e t h n i c 
c o m p o n e n t s is a di f f icul t mat ter , but 
f u r t h e r i n s p e c t i o n o f t h e data c a n s h e d 
s o m e l ight o n this matter . 

O n e o f t h e m o s t s o p h i s t i c a t e d at
t e m p t s at f u r t h e r c o n c e p t u a l i z i n g this 
e t h n i c c o m p o n e n t is Sklare's c o n c e p t o f 
"associat ional J e w i s h n e s s . " Sklare a n d 
G r e e n b l u m 1 6 u s e d this c o n c e p t to e x -

1 6 Op. cit. 
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p l o r e b a s e s o f J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t 
a m o n g t h e re l ig ious ly unaf f i l i a ted . W e 
h a v e c o m b i n e d t h e t w o m e a s u r e s o f 
e t h n i c ident i ty d i s c u s s e d ear l ier i n t o o n e 
m e a s u r e o f a s s o c i a t i o n a l J e w i s h n e s s . 
T h o s e w h o r e s p o n d e d that all t h r e e o f 
the ir c losest f r i e n d s are J e w i s h and that 
l i v ing in a J e w i s h n e i g h b o r h o o d was 
v e r y i m p o r t a n t w e r e s e e n as h i g h o n 
assoc iat ional J e w i s h n e s s . T h i s m e a s u r e 
p r o v i d e s u s w i t h a basis f o r s e e i n g 
w h e t h e r assoc ia t ional J e w i s h n e s s has a n 
i m p a c t o n t h e d i v o r c e e x p e r i e n c e o f 
J e w s w h o s e r e l i g i o u s i n v o l v e m e n t is 
m i n i m a l . 

T a b l e 3 ( A p p e n d i x ) p r e s e n t s t h e e x 
t e n t o f d i v o r c e a m o n g t h o s e J e w s w h o s e 
re l ig ious o b s e r v a n c e is m i n i m a l w h i l e 
t a k i n g i n t o a c c o u n t the ir leve l o f associ
at ional J e w i s h n e s s as wel l . T h e overa l l 
p a t t e r n i n d i c a t e s t h a t a s s o c i a t i o n a l 
J e w i s h n e s s d o e s m a k e a d i f f e r e n c e in 
d i v o r c e e v e n w h e n t h e level o f r e l i g ious 
o b s e r v a n c e a n d a f f i l i a t i o n is l o w . 
A m o n g t h o s e w h o r e p o r t little o r n o 
ritual o b s e r v a n c e , J e w i s h assoc iat ional 
ties a n d a t t i tudes resul t in a 16% r e d u c 
t ion in t h e p r o p o r t i o n e v e r - d i v o r c e d , 
n e a r l y h a l v i n g that p r o p o r t i o n f r o m 
3 7 . 5 % to 2 1 . 5 % . A s e p a r a t e analys is re
vea l s , as o n e w o u l d e x p e c t , that a m i d -
g r o u p o f this var iab le : t h o s e w h o s e 
t h r e e c loses t f r i e n d s are J e w i s h or w h o 
fee l that l i v ing in a J e w i s h n e i g h b o r h o o d 
is very i m p o r t a n t p lace b e t w e e n t h e t w o 
r e p o r t e d c a t e g o r i e s i n p r o p o r t i o n 
e v e r - d i v o r c e d . W e g e t a s imilar resul t 
w h e n w e l o o k at re l i g ious a t t e n d a n c e : 
a m o n g t h o s e J e w s w h o r e p o r t that they 
"never" a t t e n d s y n a g o g u e serv ices t h e r e 
is a n a p p r e c i a b l e d i f f e r e n c e b a s e d o n 
t h e i r l e v e l o f a s s o c i a t i o n a l J e w i s h 
n e s s — 3 0 % o f t h a t g r o u p w h o d o 
n o t m e e t o u r d e f i n i t i o n o f assoc iat ional 
J e w r e p o r t h a v i n g b e e n d i v o r c e d , 
w h e r e a s o n l y 17% o f the s a m e g r o u p 
w h o d o qual i fy u n d e r o u r d e f i n i t i o n re
p o r t h a v i n g e v e r b e e n d i v o r c e d . A s imi
lar t r e n d is p r e s e n t w h e n w e e x a m i n e 

t h e d e n o m i n a t i o n a l y n o n - a f f i l i a t e d . 
A m o n g t h o s e w h o r e p o r t that t h e y d o n ' t 
c o n s i d e r t h e m s e l v e s as b e l o n g i n g to a n y 
o f t h e major d e n o m i n a t i o n a l g r o u p i n g s , 
t h e p r o p o r t i o n e v e r - d i v o r c e d d e c r e a s e s 
f r o m a h i g h o f 3 7 . 1 % to 1 7 . 2 % 1 7 S imi
larly, a m o n g t h o s e w h o d o n o t b e l o n g to 
a s y n a g o g u e , t h e p r o p o r t i o n e v e r -
d i v o r c e d is r e d u c e d f r o m 2 9 . 6 % a m o n g 
t h e n o n - a s s o c i a t o r s to 1 3 . 5 % a m o n g 
t h o s e w h o d o . T o s u m u p , assoc ia t iona l 
J u d a i s m resul ts in h a l v i n g t h e p r o p o r 
t ion e v e r - d i v o r c e d a m o n g re l ig ious ly in 
act ive J e w s . T h u s , it is u n l i k e l y that t h e 
b a s i s f o r t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n 
J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t a n d low d i v o r c e is 
b a s e d exc lus ive ly o n mat ter s r e l a t i n g to 
re l i g ious pract ice: t h e r e still is a n i m p a c t 
o f assoc iat ional J e w i s h n e s s e v e n a m o n g 
t h o s e w e fee l c o m f o r t a b l e as ca tegor i z 
i n g as n o n - r e l i g i o u s . 1 8 

S u m m a r y a n d I m p l i c a t i o n s 

W e h a v e s h o w n that a c lear re la t ion
s h i p ex is t s b e t w e e n J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t 
a n d d i v o r c e . T h e s u b g r o u p s o f N e w 
York J e w r y that c a n b e i d e n t i f i e d as 
J e w i s h l y c o m m i t t e d : t h o s e w h o a re r i tu-
ally o b s e r v a n t , b e l o n g t o a n d a t t e n d 
s y n a g o g u e s , are d e n o m i n a t i o n a l l y affili
a t e d ( a n d w h i c h d e n o m i n a t i o n is a fac-

1 7 T h e denominationally unaffiliated is a com
bined group representing those who see them
selves as "secular" Jews and those who view them
selves as "something else." Their divorce rate is 
similar; however, associational Jewishness has a 
larger impact amon g those calling themselves 
"secular" reducing their percentage of ever-
divorced from 36.1% to 13.4% whereas the per
centages amon g the "something else" group was 
reduced from 38.5% to 21%. It is probable that 
secular Jews who are high in associational Jewish
ness come closest to the conception of the areligi-
ous "purely" ethnic committed Jew. 

1 8 Although not considered here, associational 
Jewishness has an impact on the religiously com
mitted as well, but the differences are not as large. 
It does reinforce the basic point that both factors, 
observance and association, have an impact. 
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tor) , w h o s e f r i e n d s are J e w i s h , w h o s e e 
l iv ing in a J e w i s h n e i g h b o r h o o d as very 
i m p o r t a n t , w h o j o i n a n d c o n t r i b u t e to 
J e w i s h o r g a n i z a t i o n s , a n d w h o h a v e 
trave l led to Israel , are cons i s t en t ly less 
l ike ly to h a v e e x p e r i e n c e d d i v o r c e . 
F u r t h e r m o r e , a l t h o u g h t h e b i g g e s t dif
f e r e n c e s o c c u r a m o n g s u b g r o u p s dif
f e r e n t i a t e d o n the re l ig ious ax is , w e 
h a v e s h o w n that "associat ional J e w i s h 
ness" can h a v e a n i n d e p e n d e n t e f f ec t as 
w e l l . 1 9 S u c h resul ts l e n d c r e d e n c e to the 
a s s e r t i o n that J e w i s h fami ly stabil ity 
c o n t i n u e s to b e a part icular c o n c e r n for 
J u d a i s m a n d for t h o s e s e g m e n t s o f the 
c o m m u n i t y w h o h a v e a h i g h c o m m i t 
m e n t to J u d a i s m a n d the J e w i s h c o m 
m u n i t y . 

W h a t are the impl i ca t ions o f s u c h 
f ind ings? Most obv ious ly , it is i m p o r t a n t 
to r e c o g n i z e t h e b r o a d divers i ty o f e x p e 
r i ence wi th d i v o r c e that exis ts in var ious 
s e g m e n t s o f t h e J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y . 
T h u s , w h e r e a s near ly six o u t o f t e n 
w o m e n in the 3 5 - 5 4 a g e r a n g e w h o per 
f o r m very f ew J e w i s h rituals h a v e b e e n 
d i v o r c e d , o n l y f o u r o u t o f a h u n d r e d 
s imilarly a g e d w o m e n w h o p e r f o r m all 
or m o s t o f the l i s ted rituals h a v e b e e n 
d i v o r c e d . S u c h d r a m a t i c d i f f e r e n c e s 
m a k e it i n c u m b e n t u p o n all o f us to 
a v o i d a s s u m p t i o n s o f h o m o g e n e i t y 
w h e n w e r e s e a r c h , p l a n , a n d p r o g r a m 
for d i v o r c e a n d re la ted i s sues in work
i n g in the c o m m u n i t y . 

In f u r t h e r b r i n g i n g to bear the i m 
p o r t a n c e that fami ly stability plays in 
o u r tradi t ion , t h e s e results m a y alert 
t h o s e o f us w h o are in a pos i t i on to 
c o u n s e l o n fami ly -re la ted i ssues to b e 

l s It may be argued that the causal ordering 
presented here is incorrect—that this relationship 
between Jewish commitment and divorce results 
from a diminution in Jewish commitment after 
people divorce. While it is likely that such a pro
cess occurs, a more detailed analysis shows that 
such an explanation probably does not account for 
this relationship. 

sens i t ive to t h e va lue -re la t ed i s sues that 
m a y b e i n v o l v e d . A n e m p h a s i s o n fami ly 
stability m a y be at the c o r e o f w h a t has 
m o t i v a t e d p e r s o n s to s eek h e l p , a n d a n 
a p p r e c i a t i o n o f t h e ro l e J e w i s h c o m 
m i t m e n t plays in the p r o c e s s is a use fu l 
r e s o u r c e to d r a w u p o n as well as af fect 
i n g a coup le ' s r e s p o n s i v e n e s s to var ious 
types o f t r e a t m e n t . 2 0 

Similarly , p r o g r a m s that s eek to p r o 
m o t e fami ly stability t h r o u g h fami ly l ife 
e d u c a t i o n w o u l d d o well to e m p h a s i z e 
a n d draw u p o n J e w i s h s o u r c e s . T o the 
e x t e n t that s u c h p r o g r a m s a lso establ ish 
l inks to the J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y a n d p r o 
v ide s o m e e x p o s u r e to J e w i s h tradi t ion , 
the results may h e l p in c o p i n g wi th the 
p r o b l e m o f d ivorce . I n d e e d , o n e c o u l d 
a r g u e that t h e p r o m o t i o n o f fami ly sta
bility a n d the m a i n t e n a n c e o f J e w i s h 
c o m m i t m e n t g o h a n d in h a n d . W e n e e d , 
o f c o u r s e , to d i s t i n g u i s h b e t w e e n family 
stability a n d t h e quality o f fami ly l i fe. 
Fami ly stability a n d c o h e s i o n , as indi 
ca ted by l o w e r i n g o f d i v o r c e rates , is a 
crucial goal in t h e c o m m u n a l a g e n d a . It 
is i m p o r t a n t t o r e c o g n i z e , h o w e v e r , that 
s u c h stability d o e s n o t always ind ica te 
s t r o n g a n d pos i t ive famil ial re lat ion
s h i p s . 2 1 

Finally, t h e s e data s u g g e s t that t h o s e 
J e w s w h o h a v e the least c o m m i t m e n t 
a n d i n v o l v e m e n t are at the greates t risk 
to d ivorce . T h i s g r o u p p r o v i d e s t h e 
m o s t di f f icult c h a l l e n g e . A l t h o u g h t h e 
w h o l e s a l e r e t u r n to tradit ional J u d a i s m 
a m o n g A m e r i c a n J e w r y is un l ike ly , the 
va lues a n d pr inc ip l e s at the basis o f 
tradit ional J u d a i s m still m a y serve as a 

2 0 Fredda M. Herz and Elliott J. Rosen, op. cit. 
2 1 Cha im W a x m a n , " T h e Family and the 

American Jewish Community on the Threshold of 
the 1980s; an Inventory for Research and Plan
ning" in M. Sklare (ed.), Understanding American 
Jewry. New Brunswick: Transaction, pp. 163 -185 ; 
R. A. Lewis and G. B. Spanier, "Theorizing about 
the Quality and Stability of Marriage," in W. R. 
Burr et al, (eds.), Contemporary Theories About the 
Family, Vol. I. New York: Free Press, 1979. 
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va luab le r e s o u r c e for t h o s e d e s i r i n g to 
p r o m o t e fami ly stability a n d integr i ty . 
T h i s is t h e s trategy a d v o c a t e d by G e r a l d 
B u b i s 2 2 — t h e s e a r c h f o r " i n f o r m i n g 
p r i n c i p l e s " d r a w n f r o m t r a d i t i o n a l 
J u d a i s m w h i c h c o u l d s e r v e t o 
s t r e n g t h e n h o m e a n d c o m m u n i t y , e v e n 
a m o n g J e w s w h o w o u l d n o t c h o o s e t o 
m a k e a c o m m i t m e n t to a tradi t ional 
J e w i s h life. It a p p e a r s that fami ly c o h e 
s ion a n d stability are a n area r ipe for 
this t y p e o f a p p r o a c h . I n a d d i t i o n , w e 
h a v e p r e s e n t e d e v i d e n c e that a J e w i s h 
c o m m i t m e n t that is assoc iat ional ra ther 
t h a n re l ig ious ly b a s e d is a l so re la ted t o 
l o w e r d i v o r c e rates . It is poss ib le that 
p r o g r a m s a n d a p p r o a c h e s that h e l p 
s h o r e u p t h e assoc iat ional d i m e n s i o n o f 
J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t m i g h t a lso h a v e a n 
i m p a c t o n d i v o r c e . 

W e h a v e o n l y b e g u n to o u t l i n e t h e 
i m p l i c a t i o n s o f o u r f i n d i n g s . A l t h o u g h 
w e h a v e s tres sed v a l u e s a n d a t t i tudes in 
o u t d i s c u s s i o n o f d i v o r c e a n d J e w i s h 
c o m m i t m e n t , it is c er ta in that v a l u e s 
w i t h o u t a c o m m u n a l in fras t ruc ture t o 
s u p p o r t t h e m will h a v e o n l y a l i m i t e d 
i m p a c t . A n overal l po l i cy impl i ca t ion o f 
t h e s e resul ts w o u l d ind ica te that t h o s e 
w h o are i n t e r e s t e d in m a i n t a i n i n g a h i g h 
level o f J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t a n d a c o m 
m u n i t y w o r t h y o f s u c h a c o m m i t m e n t 
a n d t h o s e w h o d e s i r e t o k e e p fami ly d is 
s o l u t i o n d u e t o d i v o r c e to a m i n i m u m 
are w o r k i n g t o w a r d c o m p a t i b l e goa l s . 
T h u s , it is l ikely that f u r t h e r work , b o t h 
in r e s e a r c h i n g in g r e a t e r detai l the re 
l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n J e w i s h c o m m i t m e n t 
a n d d i v o r c e a n d in t rans la t ing t h e s e re
sults i n t o po l icy a n d p r o g r a m s , is a 
p r o m i s i n g a n d u s e f u l c o m m u n a l goa l . 

2 2 Op. cit. 

A P P E N D I X 
T a b l e 1. P e r c e n t E v e r - D i v o r c e d b y 

J e w i s h V a r i a b l e s 

Percent 
Ever-

Divorced Base N 

D E N O M I N A T I O N 
Orthodox 7 562 
Conservative 10.8 1388 
Reform 18.1 1057 
N o Denominat ion* 28.8 771 

R I T U A L OBSERVANCE 
Low 32 438 
Medium 16.2 2282 
High 4.6 862 

SYNAGOGUE A T T E N D A N C E 
Never 25 .9 1066 
High Holidays 15.3 961 
T h r o u g h o u t Year 11.1 1303 
Weekly or more 6.1 441 

BELONG T O A SYNAGOGUE 
N o 20.9 2063 
Yes 9.8 1708 

CLOSEST FRIENDS JEWISH 
0 out o f 3 22.7 131 
1 out of 3 31.6 246 
2 out o f 3 23.8 612 
3 out o f 3 12.5 2788 

JEWISH N E I G H B O R H O O D 
Not Important 28.7 549 
Somewhat Important 18.8 1043 
Very Important 11.5 2165 

BELONG T O JEWISH 
O R G A N I Z A T I O N 

N o 18.5 2473 
Yes 11.2 1367 

HAS BEEN T O ISRAEL 
N o 17.7 2341 
Yes 13.3 1433 

C O N T R I B U T E JEWISH 
C H A R I T I E S 

N o 20.8 1249 
Yes 13 1312 

Note: All differences within variables are signifi
cant with a chi square p < . 0 0 0 1 . 
Unweighted N's o f ever-married for each 
category. 

* T h e denominationally unaffiliated category 
represents those who did not check off one of the 
major denominations but rather indicated that 
they were "secular" (27.9% ever-divorced) or 
"something else" (30% ever-divorced). T h e s e two 
categories have been combined for these analyses. 
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Age and Sex 

Age Under 35 3 5 - 5 4 55 + 

< 3 5 3 5 - 5 4 5 5 + M F M F M F 

D E N O M I N A T I O N 
10.1 Orthodox 3.4 7.8 8.3 1 4.2 12.4 6 10.1 7.5 

Conservative 7.9 17.8 7.1 2.9 11.3 18.8 17.6 7.8 6.8 
Reform 18.9 23.2 13.3 17.5 20.2 24.7 23 15.9 11.6 
Non-Affil. 25.9 37 .9 22.9 25.8 26 33.9 41 .6 23.3 23.7 

R I T U A L OBS. 
23.8 Low 27.8 51.3 23.5 37.2 23.4 47 57.8 24.3 23.8 

Medium 15.1 22.6 11.2 9.8 18.9 22.1 23 11.1 11.7 

High 2.2 6.4 4.9 1 2.8 14.8 3.8 6.4 4.1 
S Y N A G O G U E A T T . 

18.1 Never 21.7 38.4 19.1 25.8 19.5 39.5 39.3 21.9 18.1 

High Hoi. 10.9 23.8 10.8 3.9 15.5 25.9 22.6 14.8 8.8 
Throughout yr. 13.8 13.3 8.9 12.4 14.6 12.6 14.4 10.8 7.6 

Weekly* 1.1 9.5 6.2 0 2.2 16.4 4 5.4 7.2 
BELONG SYNAGOGUE 

N o 17 32.7 15 14.9 18.8 31.2 34.4 18.8 13 

Yes 8.5 13 8.3 6.6 9.6 15.9 11.9 8.1 8.5 
FRIENDS JEWISH 

37.7 0 /3 11.3 32 .6 19.5 — — 29 37.7 — — 
1/3 22.4 39.1 31.1 7.3 35.8 30.9 47.1 23.2 40.2 

2/3 20 31.9 14 20.8 19.9 37.4 29.2 23.3 7.9 

3 /3 10.2 17.1 10.7 8.8 11.2 17.5 17.1 11.7 10.3 
JEWISH 

N E I G H B O R H O O D 

Not imp. 23.9 36.7 26.1 21.1 26.7 41.1 32.9 34.5 21.7 

Some imp. 12.7 29.1 11.3 13.2 12.6 24.8 32.3 13.8 9.6 
Very imp. 12.7 15.4 8.7 8.5 14.6 16.4 15.3 8 9.3 

BELONG ORG. + * + * 

N o 15.3 26.6 13.7 13.4 16.9 26.5 27.3 16.3 12.2 
Yes 10.1 14.9 9.5 9 10.7 18.4 13.8 10.1 9.4 

ISRAEL + + , + + + + 

N o 16.6 24.8 11.8 16.9 16.9 24.7 25.9 14.4 10.5 
Yes 9.4 18.9 12.1 3.6 12.9 23 17 12.9 11.6 

C H A R I T Y + + * + 

N o 17 29.3 15.6 14.8 19.2 27.3 32.2 19.8 13.4 
Yes 5.6 16.7 11.5 4.6 6.5 17.1 16.6 11.9 11.4 

Note: All differences within variables and sub-categories are significant with Chi square p < .05 unless 
otherwise indicated on top of relevant column: * . 0 5 < p < . 1 0 , + p « = . 1 0 . 

T a b l e 3 . 

P e r c e n t a g e E v e r - D i v o r c e d o f R e l i g i o u s l y N o n - O b s e r v a n t J e w s b y 
A s s o c i a t i o n a l J e w i s h n e s s 

Associational N o Denominational Low Ritual Never Attends Doesn't Belong 

Jewishness Affiliation Observance Synagogue Services T o a Synagogue 

Low c 37.1 37.5 30.0 29.6 
(291) (177) (382) (526 ) a 

High" 17.2 21.5 16.7 13.5 High" 
(190) (61) (276) (742) 

x 2 p level .0000 .0214 .0000 .0000 

a Unweighted N's, number of Ever-Married in each category. 
" Both 3 out of 3 closest friends Jewish and Jewish neighborhood 'very important'. 
c Neither 3 out of 3 closest friends Jewish nor Jewish neighborhood 'very important'. 
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T a b l e 2. 

P e r c e n t E v e r - D i v o r c e d b y J e w i s h n e s s V a r i a b l e s , A g e , A g e & S e x 1 


