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PREFACE

Although issued two years following the gathering of the data, the
picture in most essentials has probably not changed except perhaps in the
field of employment., It is likely that there is less unemployment today,
though it has by no means diminished in the same degree ss in the community
generally. The areas in which defense activities have created more jobs
are not those usually frequented by Jews. The other data covering vital
statistics and occupational distribution change but slowly.

I regret the unavoidable delay that an already busy life made
necessary in formally presenting the material.  This, however, has not in
the meantime prevented its use on several occasions. Its preliminary preszv-
tation at the Annual Meeting of the Federation of Jewish Philanthropies two
years ago arbused real interest, which I hope this document will revive,
Cocmmunal, like all stock taking, is an arduous task but a necessary one.
Whether it shows progress or the reverss depends on many factors and points
of view, In either event it answers a great many questions and offers a
factual basis for opinion and action. Studies such as this acquire ad-
ditional meaning as they are repeated, Only thus will we be aware of
changes and trends, which in themselves are facts equally as important as
the data from which they are measured,

For assistance in planning and preparation, 1 am mainly indebted
to Ralph C. Fletcher, Director of the Bureau of Social Research of the
Federstion of Social Agencies, and to Mrs. Lesh 8. Freedlander. The maps
were prepared under the direction of Mr., Edward Olds of iMr, Fletcher's staf:’,
My efficient secretary, Miss Elsie Guggenheim, supervised the iremendous
clerical task, I am also indebted to Mr., Karl J. Kaufmann ang Miss Powers

of Gimbel's for the use of their Hollerith tabulating equipment. Without
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the interest and financiegl participation of the Conference cf Jewish Re-
lations this work probably would never have been begun. To Professor iorris
R, Cohen end Mrs. Sophia M. Robison of the Confercnce, I am deeply indebted.
Finally, more than honorable mention must go to my family, whose patience
has been tried for many months, If this opus shall have contributed a
little to the sum total of human knowledge, then I hope they will not con-

sider their secrifice to have veen in vain.

Maurice Taylor
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

January 9, 1941
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A STUDY OF THE JEWISH POPULATION OF PITTSBURGH--DECEMBER 1938

by ¥aurice Taylor, Exscutive Dirsctor

Federation of Jewish Philanthropics

I. An Estimate of the Size of the Jewish Population

GENESIS OF THE STUDY:

The prosent report completes a project hegun three years ago
looking towsrd a comprelensive understanding ef the composition and dis-
tribution of the Jewish Community. It is accepted as an elementary maxim
in modern sociml service that such knowledge is a necessary precedent to
sound community planning. Within recent years, much has happened to call
to the attention of Jewish communities throughout the land the real nec-—
ossity of knowing mueh more about themselves. Just as frontiers have
largely disappeared in the Anwrican scense which previously made possible
the developrment of our country in almost every dirsction, so have the
seemingly limitlsss bounds for financing Jewich noceds in the Unitod States
comg into view. There is mmch more competition today for funds than cver
befors. Local, national and international caunses have multiplied to an
extont whoro wo can no longer base our communal gifts on special pleading.
Facts properly evaluated are the neod of the day if we arc to mako our do~
cisions with some semblance of rclationship to ralative ncod.

Many programs exist aimply because there was no real knowledge
of tholr necessity to the well-being of our community. Frequently thoy
roprosent nothing more than tangible ovidence of the ambition of an indi-~
vidual or group for a place in the sun., In the vast the c¢ffcet of this may
not have bocn so bads Social horizons wore lower and the numbcr of cuuses
for which poople wore called upon to provide funds vms less. Many needs
were quite obvious and could be considered und met without much proliminary

fact-finding., Of tho many things still to bc done, some arc not so visible
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to the rank and {3le ol persons who are interested to parform good works.
Many new projects follow old lines and are set up to provide services
which are already in existence and will result in nothing more than du-
plication, But whether tie programs are necessary or not, today we are
so burdenod with demands upon our time and pocketbooks, that even the
simplest propositior is deserving of a good deal of study before it is
actually put into effect.

Any social program necsssarily deals with people; 1t is devised
to serve some growp or other, It should be self-ovident, thercfore, that
one should know approximately how many there are %o be survod before plan-
ning and oxecuting such a projocte In the absonce of such information it
iz clear that community planning cannot be as mood as it would be were the
facts availablo.

Agoin, like tlo business man, wo must know the market for the
services that aro to bo provided. This is nll in the direction of a grove
ing scientific attitudo toward dealing with social questions. A sound
business dictum today states: "Bofore you invest, investigate." In the
social field there is no less responsibility for such procodure, particu-
larly when it is romeombercd that it is the community's money that is being
oxpended.

Under the stimulus of tho Conferonce of Jewish Rolations, headed
by Professor Liorris Cohen, the American Jowish Community is waking up to
the need for more and betier population statistics. With their help and
guidance several communitios have alroady undertalun o securo such infor-
mation. Wo, in Pitbsburgh, were fortunate to bo able to onll upon the Con-
ferenco for material assistance in earrying through this project and our

dobt Yo it is horewith recorded.
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BRIEF HISTORY OF JEWISH PCPULATION STUDIES:

There have been many attempts to estimate Jewish population in
the United Stvates. An excellent summary of the subject can be found in
the Year Book of the Yiddish Scientific Institute for 1938, in an article
by Dr. Horman Frank entitled "Jewish Demography in the United States."

The first estimate was nade as far back as 1818 when it was determined
that there were approximately 3,000 Jews in the United States. From time
to time various individuals undertock approximations. later this task was
carried on mainly under the auspices of the Armerican Jewish Committee and
the Bureau of Jewish Social Rescarch, now a port of the Couneil of Jewish
Federations and Welfare Funds.

Thore has never been any governmental census of Jews. Whethey
there should be is a moot question although the evidence is largely ageinst
it, partiocularly es things aro in the world today. The only attempt by
the government in the field of roligion is a docennlal census of religious
bedies and omong tho Jows it is carriod on for the govornmont by the statis-
tician of the American Jowish Committee, Dr. Hs S. Linfield, For this
purpese ho is a regularly designeted agont of the United States Census Bu-
roaus This count insofar os it applies to the Jewish group is quite inade-
quato. It is based largely upon an attompt to sccure the nams, location
and membership of the Jewish synagoguos. Anyono who is acquainted with
Jowish life in the United States knows thut but o amall fraction of tho
Jewish community is formally affiliated with any synagoguo, that is, as o
duos paying momber. Tho largest attondance at synagogues is at the High
Holiday somson when persons purchase their tickots oand thoreaftor have
little or no further contact with ths synagogues thoy attend. There has
been considerable stimulus to affiliaction with synapgogues in rocent yeoars

by reason of the wish of parents to have their children attond Sunday and
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Hebrew Schools conducted by these institutions. In order to avail them-
selves of this privilege they ordinerily have to become members. In spite
of this, however, the proportion of Jews formally associated with religious
bodies is small and no census carried out in this way c¢ould ever hope even
to approximats the Jewish population in the United States.

The federal government has approached the problem partially in
other directions: first, in classifying immigrants that are Iebrews as such,
and also in attempting to secure in its decennial census information con=
cerning the mother tongue of those not born in the United States. In both
instances the information applies almost solely to thoso eitler that speak
Yiddish or who acknowledse that their parents spoke Yiddish, Here, also,
there is a substantial discrepancy between those who admit that they come
within these classifications and the total Jewish population. In eny svent,
not even an approximation of the total Jowish population can be made from

these statistics.

SPECIAL METHODS DEVISED TO ESTIMATE JEWISH POPULATION:
A. Yom Kippur Methed

This is the device for estimating the totnl Jowish population
from an estimate of the number of Jowish children in tho public schools,
It is basod on the fact that most Jowish children are absent from school on
the High Holideys and particularly on the Day of Atonment, whether or not
they observe othor Jewish holidays. The average annusl absencs is compared
with that of the Day of Atonement and the difforence is mssumed to bo at~
tributable to tho absonce of Jewish childron beeausc of religious obsor-
vance. It is generally ostimated that the childron between five and four-
teon yoars of ago averago botwoen 14 and 16% of tho total population. This

samo ratio is applied to the number of Jowish children ennd o rough estimnbe
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of & totel Jewish population is thus secured,

There are certain weasknesses connected with this method which
male it valueless except for the roughest kind of an approximation., In
the first place, there are, of course, some Jewish children that do at-
tend even on the High Holidays, Secondly, there are non-Jewlsh children
that take advantage of the occasion to absent themselvos particularly in
communlties or soctions where there is a large proportion of Jewish popu-
lation. Thirdly, the assumption that the ratio of Jowish children in the
total Jewish population is the same &s in the general population has by
no means been demonstrated. Weo know that immigrant populations have &
lerger proportion of adults than is true of the native-bern group., Fur-
thermoreo, there areo differences in both the bilrth and death ratos betweon
the Jewish and genoral populations. Fourthly it is assumed that all Jow-
ish children are definitely identifiable. All of these factors tend to
vitiate the assumption undorlying the method.

Be Mothod of Estimetion by Death Statistics:

Wo have already reforrod to the fect that thorc are difforences
betwacn tho birth and doath rates of tho Jewish and goneral population.
There have been nttompts mede to estimmite the total Jowish population on
the assumption that doath rates of Jows arc the same as those of the gen-
eral populetion. Having identified Jowish deaths, mainly by placo of
burial the same foctor is used in making the ostimato, Thore is, of course,
no cortainty that every Jowish doath can be identified. Secondly, the
assurption of tho seme ratio is questionable., Furthermore, thore aro
many other statistical considerations, particularly age distribution, which
must be taken inte account. We never have had accurate onough information
of totel Jewish populations for purposes of testing out these ratios.

Even though wo may know the number of deaths, we hove ho means of computing
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the death~rate because of ocur lack of a base of computation. It is for
the purpose of establisling such a base that these population studies are
being undertaken and when completed will be so valuable for future demo-
graphic studies,

There have been other special methods devised, particulerly in
ths elty of New York., A brief discussion of these may be found In the
monograph by Mrs. Sophia Robison of the Research Burcau of ths Wolfare
Council of Now York City in hor study of "Msthods of Estimating the Jow-
ish Population with Special Referonce to the Census of Jows in Minneapolis,
1936." This may bo socured from the Committes on Population Research of

the Conference on Jowish Relations.

BEGINNTNGS OF THE PRESENT STUDY:

It was not until a specific quostion arosc deeling with the prob-
lem of the aged that the nwed for securing population date became clearly
evident and an appropriation wag made for the purpose. This was in the
spring of 1938, For sovoral months bofore the writor had been engaged in
cortain preliminory studies. The first effort was in the direction of
securing os complote a list as possible of %ha various Jewish orgoni-
zations in the city. The Fedoration nad a partial list, as did others.
Ultimately threo hundred and fifty organizations wore discoverod, diviged
largoly as follows:

Coordinating Agencies, 14

Those includo such organizations as the Fodoration of Jewlsh
Philanthropies, Unite¢d Jowish Fund, American Jewish Congress, Conference of
Jewish Women's Orgenizotions, Jewish Student Council, Vaad Hakashruth,
Jowish Youth Council, etc.

Philanthropic Agencios, 32

These includo tho cloven constituont agencics of tho Fodoration
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and the small non-affiliated organizations of which there are six engaged
in general poor relief, four aiding Jewish echildren, throe local auxili-
ories of national health institubions, three supporting loeal health work,
one assisting the aged, tho Commities on Itinerant Rabbis, ete,

Congrogations, 36

There aro one roform, throe conscrvativo and thiryy-two orthodox

congregations.

Congregatiocnal affilictos, 39
Includos eight ront's clubs, twonty-six women's auxiliaries and
five young poople's clubs.

Froec Loan Associations, 19

In addition to tho Hebrow Froc Loan Association affiliated with
tho Federation, thore are ninsteen small frce loan societios which are
roally mutual ald organizetions. Some of thesc are independont; others
are affiliated with synagogues; still othors are tied up with landsmon=
sechaften groups.

Zionist, 21

In addition to the gonoral Zionist organization, there is theo
Mizrechi with five organizations; the Poale Zion with scven affilinted
groups; tho Jewlsh Netional Fund; four Young Judea branchos; senior and
Jjunior Hadassah; and the Avukah.

Trade, 12

Includos trade urions and morchantst! associations,
Patriotic, &

Includos wor veterans' organizations.

Hobrow Schools, 15

Those arc affiliated for the most part with synagogucs, although

some are conducted under indspondont ousmices. Most of them are under the
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general coordineting supervisiocn of the Hebrew Institute,

Students, 14

Jewish fraternities and sororities,
Fraternal, 28

Includes B'nai B'rith, Jewish lodges of genercl fraternal orders,
Jewish fraternal order lodges, Workmen's Circle brenches, etc,

Social, about 100

Affiligted meinly with the Y.M, & W.H.A. and the Irene Ksufmann
Settlement.
Others, 16

Cultural, politiceel, fund roising for religious institutions, a

cemetery asscciation, etc,

JEWISH CHILDREN IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOIS:

Since 1924, Mr., I. A. Abrems, Principsl of the Hebrew Institute
of Pittsburgh, hes through the cooperation of the Board of Educatlon secured
o list of those children thought to be Jewish. Except for those days upon
which Yom Kippur fell on o week-end, the reports huve been made by each
teacher as of that day, but not necessarily on en absence basise The numbers
as found in the several years since 1924 heve besen as follows: 1924 -~ 9,2005;
1926 - 8,923; 1928 - 8,978; 1930 -~ 8,744; 1932 - 9,018; 1934 - 8,707; 1936 -
8,123; 1937 ~ 8,033; 1938 - 7,967; 1939 ~ 7,658; 1940 - 7,364. While we now
know as a result of our present study that these numbers understate the true
figure (for 1938 we estimote the deficienoy at tem per cent) they do show o
stecady decrease. This phenomencn has, of course, been found to be trusfor
all the children, Jew and non~Jew alike, due largely to the decline in

birthrete and the shutting off of immigration.
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The estimate of 45,000 Jews in this city which has been used for
several years was derived from the figures of 1934. The total number in
school, public and parochial, in that year was given as 135,000 and the
Jewish school population was therefore estimated at six and one-half per
cent, Based upon this assumed ratio which was extended to that between the
Jewish and general population end with our estimate of the totel population
at 682,000, the figure of 44,671 for the Jewish group was derived. These
several assumptions suffer from the various shortcomings that have alresdy
been pointed out, added to which as just indicated, the population for
1334 for ths whole city was also an estimmte.

No reckoning has been mede in thig study based upon the ratioc of
echool children te the total population., On page 60 are given certain data
with regard to the numbers and proportions found in school. An extended
analysis has been ettempted of the modified Yom Kippur method upon which
the 45,000 figure was contrived. Certain facts are as yet lacking, and in
order not further to delay the presentation of this report, it has been de~
cided to omit inelusion of that chapter which when completed will be offered
seperately. Suffice it to say that results founded upon such a method sre
at serious varlance with the conclusions of this study, providing an under-

estimetion of the population of twenty per cent.
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THE MASTBER LIST:

The first step in carrying out the study was to collect as large
a nunber of names of Jews in the city as possible. There was in the pos-
session of the PFederation and the United Jewish Fund a list of approximately
6,000 persons who had been used as prospects for the United Jowish Fund
Cempaign. Added to this were secured the names of the members of most of
the organizations in the ecity. Ths only group which did not furnish their
lists was that of the small orthodox congregations. Otherwise, cooperation
was secured from substantially every group in the city, cortainly every im-
portant group. The third group we already had .in our possession, namely
the names and addresses of the Jewish children in the public schools. In
addition there was included the current clientele of the Jewish Social Ser-
vice Bureau. The final end most substantial list included those who had
rogistered their intention to vote in the Anerican Jewish Congross referon-
dum. Poople bought tickets pormitting thom to vote and on the stub to which
tho tickot was attached tley wrote thoir name ond address. With the coopera-
tion of the local officors of tho American Jewish Congress, we were pore=
mitted accoss to all of the material and in this way sccured the names of
several thousend persons whom we probably would not have boen able to reach
as aasily in any othor way. The large majority of this group wore found
not to be affiliated with any othor organization. We vere alse fortuneto
at this time to have tho cooporation of the Conference of Jewish Women's
Organizations which hnppencd to be compiling its own mastor list. The
tromeondous clorical job involved in clearing cvery list with the already
oxisting list was materially facilitatod with the help of the NYA workers
without whom the study would have been practically impossible, oxcopt at a
much heavier financial cost. No sorious offort was made to scourc homps

other than thoso contained on the lists alrcady reforrod to. During the
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process volunteers agsisted in checking the names in order to cateh in-
accuracies, particularly as to address. Those who helped were very well
acquainted with the particular sections of the city in which they lived
and the names which they examined,

The cards were typed in duplicate and concurrently there was set
up a street file as well as an alphabetical list., In the street file were
combined ell individuals who could be identified as living in the same
household. The cards for each housshold waere clipped together and tabu-
lations were made by census tracts and city blocks. It was from this
distribution that the final sample was chosen. As names already included
were found on subsequent lists, the affiliations were stamped on the al-
phabetical cards, When the procsss was finished, theorefore, the complete
list of organizations of which each person was a member was to be fourd on
the name card for that person. In this process, of course, all duplicate
cards were eliminated.

With the cooperation of Dr. Relph C. Fletcher, Director of the
Bureau of Social Research of the Federation of Sccial Agencies, who
throughout this entire gtudy gave us the benefit of his counsel, both in
the discussion of ideas as well as in the carrying out much of the actual
work, a spot-map was set up. From the City Planning Department there were
securad copies of maps of the various sections of the city in large scale
with block numbers drawn in to identify each bleck in each ward, In esach
block there was indicated every Jewish household included in the master
list, one dot representing one household. This map was pleced together
thus giving at a glance a comprehensive view of the aressof concentration
in the various parts of the city, as well as within each particular ward

and tract.
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CHOICE OF SAMPLE:

The choice of the sample had to be made keeping in mind the
double purpose for which it was to be chosen; first to secure a deserip-
tion of the pepulation and secondly, to meke an estimate of the totval,
Normally for purposes of E;eneralizati_on the msthod of random selection
is used, If the task was merely to securo a description of the popula-
tion, the method of random selection of the individuals in our master
list could have been undertaken, but this would have given us no clue to-
ward the estimated totnl. The basis of selection, therofore, becams not
the: individual, but the blocks, In other words the emphasis was placed
first on securing a block sample for cstimation purposes and secondly, the
individuels to be found in those blocks wero to be usod to discover the
characteristics of the cstimated total. In order to bo sure of a fair de~
grec of ropresertation of the various sections and strets of the population,
it was nocessary to combine tis methods of random and scloctive sampling,
the dotails of which will be cxplained a littlc later on.

As wo have alrcady oxplained, tho master list was set up in du-
plicate, alphabotically and geographically. After the geographical list
was compilad, computation was made of the proportionato numbers in each
ward of the eity to the total known groups Table A in Appondix A and Iap
I (opposite) show tho distribution by ward of the individuals included in
the mastor list. There oan be soon from this that the Jewish populetion
in Pittsburgh {(ond it must bo cmphasizod here that the survey included
only areas within the corporate limits of tho city), is concentrated in
four sections: Ward 3, known as the Hill, Ward 4 and 5, known gonerally
as Oakland, Ward 11, East End, and Wards 14 and 15 being Squirrel Hill and
the aroa known os Greenfields Oubtside thoso arens of cencentration only

four wards have as much as oho percent. of the total population, tho rest
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Weing scattered and for the most part containing but a negligible number.
Because of the limitations of time and money, it was decided

te canvass blocks only in those wards conteining one or more per.cont of

the population included in the master list. Exception was mede to this

in the casss of Wards 16 and 17, located on the South Side, where it was

felt there existed 2 larger proportion than seemsd to be represented in

the master list. The assumption was made that with a master list of tle

size at hand combined with our knowledge of the general distribution of

the population throughout the city, the remainder whose names we did not

have would be distributed in approximately the same proportion as the known

groupe. The correctness of our assumption was borne out by ingquiry made

over the telephone to a large number of those whose nemes we possessed

and who wera the only persons we knew living in their respective blocks.

With very few exceptions they informed us that they were there becauso

they combined their businoss with their living quarters in the same build-

ing., Thus the pgonerally nccopted knowledge of & highly concentrated Jew-

ish population was borne out by tho picture represented on the spot map

of the master list. This fact enabled us to proceed within restricted geo-

graphical limits with the assurance that our ultimate estimate would not

bo soriously in orror on that account.

& sample of approximately 2000 houscholds was decided upon os
sufficient to provide an adequate quantitative cross-section, and csti-
moted to yiold at lonst ten per- camt of the cxpeceted pepulation. Addi-
tionnl houscholds would be discovered in the coursc of the investigntion
and many of those givon would bv found to have moved. Only thosc actunlly

residing within the blocks at the timo of tho survey wore to bo included.
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Thirteen words were chosen for socwmpling in epproximete proporticn to the
number from cceh in the moster list. Actuel selection waos mede of 119
blocks {located in 78 census tructs) (1) by inspeetion of the spot map with
the following principles in mind: to prevent the concentrztion of the en-
tire semple within o werd in o single block (some blocks contained more
houscholds then the slloccted number for the ontirc werd) and to distribute
the sample us widely ns possible throughout the wurd, taking into wccount
whaut was generclly known of the differcnt economic levels. The persons
meking the selection were in possession of no particular infommation con-
cerning the dotails of the residents of the blocks to be coversd. Eoch
zrea was closely imspected mainly from the point of view of concentration
of dots representing houscholds. While it wes thercferc by no means o
rgndom selection in the ordinery use of the term, no conscious bins wus
precgent. A purcly rundom selection wee not edvisable in order to overcome
greater concentr.tion in the more populous words. Cne otker modification
must bo notede There wes o slight over-weighting of tlhc poorer wnrds,
threc und four, in order to offset the inibility of persons in these wroes
to spend the moncy access:zry to belong to organizations znd therefore thcir
possible undsrropreseatrtion in the master lists. This fiet proved to be
of negligible importance, however, beczuse of the proscnce in the master
list of school children, femilies known to the Jowish Social Service Buresau,
end registronts for the Amorican Jewish Congress clections

The estimated number of houscholds by ward, the number sclected
for sampling, ond their finsl disposition will be found in Appendix A,
Table A-1 und the discussion accompenying it. The results of the canvas

according to ward znd block will be found in Appendix A in Teble B,

(l) Ward 1 A,B; Ward 5 A-T; Word 10 A-F; Werd 15 A-E; Ward 19 A-1
3 A-E; 7 A-H; 11 B-J; 16 A-C;
4 4-1; 8 A-H; 14 A-K; 17 A,B;



DATE OF THE STUDY:

The survey was conducted over a period of about & wesk during
the latter part of December, 1938, during the collepge winber recess.
This time was chosen as one in which most people would be found at home.
It vms also most convenient for the use of graduete students as canvassers
on a full time basis, They were chosen mainly from those mejoring in
sociology and tho applied social sciences. In addition, assistance in.
canvassing was given by soeveral staff members of the Jowish Social Ser-

vice Bureau and the Ircne Koaufmann Settlement.

SECURING THE COOPERATION OF TJIE PUBLIC:

Notification of the scope and purpose of tho census was done in
various ways. In the first place, whon the organizations were asked for
their membership lists the roason therefor was explained. The ratbis
were asked to mako ths announcement to tlhoir congregations. A statemont
was preparod for the Anglo-Jewish press, a copy of which together with
other communications is included in the Appondix €. There was no publi-
eity in the goneral pross. The most importent end the most direct announce-
mont went directly through the mail to those who were to be interviewsd.
This was possiblo because the blocks to be canvassed had been decided upen,
and we had the names of thosc in tho mastur list who resided in thoso saroas.
This was done by mail and with tho notification wont o reprint of the press
rolease {Appendix C}. The Yiddish press also cooperated by printing o
summary of the English statemont. Thoe organizations that had cooperatoed
by furnishing their lists werce asked to acquaint their membership, and in
a few instances the writer appeared at meetings in porson to oxplain the
mattere Tho cooporation of all was oxcollent as shown by the vory fow ro-

fusals to give the required information when the solicitor called.
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TIZ SCHEDULE:

The schedule used jin the inquiry is almost identical with that
used in the San Francisco population study. Chorge was made in two or
three items. A difference in definition was also used in one or two.
Otherwise complete advantege wes taken of the excellent work that had gone
into the preparation of that study for which grateful scknowledgment is
herewith made. A copy of the schedulo and instructions governing its use
and definitions of terms as given to tlp enumerators are to be found in
Appe ndix 0. It called for information on the following points:

Namo and address

Relntionship to head of household
Seox

Year of birth

Year of arrival in United Stutes
Yeur of arrival in Pittsburgh
Marital status

Place of birth

Citizenship status

School status

Occupation

Industry

Employmont status

Religious Sohool affiliation
Affiliation with synagogue

The information solicited was such as to alicit o maximum of
response both as to amount and truth of information. It involved a mini-~
num of inguiry into facts the answer to which would causc any embarrassment.

For that reason no offort was made to vlicit data as to income or other fine
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ancial condition or operations. A few persons were finiclky enough not

to want to disclose their age, but beyond that no difficulty was exper~
ienced where information was given at all. Moreover, the questions were
fremod so as to demand a minimum of interpretation. end, therefore, made

possible a high degree of exactness of grouping and comparison.

TABULATION OF DATA:

Data from the schedules were ontered on liollorith punch cards.
Two sets of cards were made, one providing family information and the other
for each individual. The codes used are to be found in Appendix D. Sched-
ules. were completed for 5847 individuals living in 1497 households. These
individuals formed 1540 family wnits according to the definition of a fam-

1ly as used in this study (see Appendix D).(2)

METHOD OF ESTIMATION:

Having selected tho sample blocks, the plan was to make a come
plete canvass of each, The names alrcady in our possession from the master
list were typed on cards with all persons in the samo household on each
cards These were to boe the starting peint of the inguiry. The enumerator
was instructed to cover the block systwmatically making surs that no build-
ing or apartmont was missed. Every Jow in each block had to bo accounted
for. Ropont visits worc made until all wore visitcd. A Jow was defined as
ono born of Jowish paronts or of a mixod marriage or a Gentile married to
a Jew or an in-law %o a Joewish parent living with latter and willing to bo
known as a Jow. No ono, whother born Jowish or not, who was unwilling %o
be go reocognized was to be included. Children of mixed marriages not belng
brought up as Jows and not so considerod by the parent or paronts were not

to be counted.

{2) Explanation of the differcncc between our definition and that of the
United States Consus will be found on Page 26.
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The nemes as given were to be congidered merely as leads. Every
Jewish person in each household regardless of status, except those only
temporerily domiciled, was to be reported, Only those actually residing
in the block, not those merely having their business there, were to be
included. Those who were found to have moved would be counted only if
they Lkad gone to enother block included in the sample, and then in the
latter block. A person or household was counted as new only if not inecluded
anywhere in the master list.

Ratlos between the number of those individuals known and the
total found were to be computed for each block. Ratios were likewlse to
be computed for househclds known and the total found-(S)Discussion of the
results and the estimates made therefrom is given in Appendix B,

During the course of the analysis many methods of estimation
wers attempted, some of which were rather involved. Since it was ilmpossible
to posit their degree of reliability with any assurance, it wag decided to
describe only the simpler procedurcs which ranged between 53,691 and 58,0545,
The steps involved are given in Appendix Bs There is nc warrant for undue
exactness and the final estimate 1s given in the form of the rounded
figure 54,000. Its acceptance depends, of course, on the belisf in the
reagonebleness of the methods znd essumptions. In spite of the wide range
between the lowest ond the highest results, from our generel knowledge of
the community we arc inclined to accept tho greater cecurcey and therefore

the approximetion to the first and basic method of computation.

(3} Sco Appendix A, Table B.
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The estimatoes permit not only =n upproxim:tion to the total
populstion, but clso by wards, particulerly for thoseo included in the
somplse. Besed on a2 totul of 54,000, cnd teking into aecount the ronge of
proportions to the totel cxhibitod by ezch werd both in the moster list
and in the subsequent survey .nd zunclysis, the followlng estimates ure

offered by werds:

1. 1200 10, 1500 19. 1000 28. 50
2. 200 11. 7400 20. 200 29. 50
3. 4500 iz, 300 2l., 400 30. 50
4. 6300 13. 600 B2. 200 3l. 25
5. 4900 14. 19500 23. 150 32. 50
6. 100 15. 2700 4. 25
¥. 700 16 & 17. 400 25. 200
8, 900 18, 175 26, 150
9. 100 27 175

We may divide the city into six mojor sections: the Hill, Oeklnnd
rnd Shudyside, Ewst End, Squirrel Hill end Greenficld, North Side, ond South
Sidos Omitted from these gencral boundaries zrc o few wards along the rivers
and on the cxtreme outskirts in which few Jews live.

The most populous und importsnt section is Squirrel Hill and its
adjoining wren ceclled Greenfield. These include werds 14 aond 15 and con-
tain 22,200 pcrsons or 41 per cent of the entire populetion. Second in numoer-
ical strength is the Hill distriet in which we incluvde wards 1, 3 ond 5,
contuining cbout 11,000. This is the poorest district in which zny sube
stantial portion of the Jowish community lives. It wos formerly the lorgost
suttlement but within the past deccde hes lost most of its inhebitants to
Sguirrel Kill «nd the BE:sst End., The nrca is now lorgely populated by No-

groes, Itzliens wnd other groups. Although the largest proportion of Jews
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has moved, Jewish institutilons, notably Orthedox synagogues, remain, but
exist with difficulty. The centre of Jewish life in this neighborhood is
the Irene Kaufmenn Settlement, which, Liowever, is taking on more and nore
of a non~sectarian character.

The third largest area of settlement is the East End which con-
prises Wards 10 and 11 and includes spproximately 9,000 persons. Between
the Hill and Souirrsel Iill lie OaeXland end Shadyside ineluding approximately
Wards 4, 7, and 8, Oskland accounts for ubout 6300 persons and Shadyside
for 1600. Jews living in Oukland include both economic extremes. Il is
both a residential and business aree, and contains many of the better
gpartment houses. Shadyside likewiée represents but little in the way of
a socisl entity from o Jewish point of view. In OakXlend is situuted the
Y. M. &W. 4. A., and in Shodyside the Rodef Sholom Templs. Both, however,
ere city-wide institutions, draowing their membership from all sections,

The North and South Sides slthough large in area have but few
Jews, The North Side was the original site of Tewish settlement. Today
c£ll of Wards 21 to 87 which represent the entirc creq of the city north of
the Allegheny River contuin only sbhout 130C persons, The population on the
South Side is locgtwd laorgely in Werds 16, 17 «nd 19. 411 told there are
approximately 1950 men, women end children in this area.

& further glance into the degree of concentration of the Jewish
papulation is to be had by comparing the proporticn of the totsl population
in the sseveral political sut-divisions. A rough wpproximetion ot this is
found by relating our 1938 estimates to the preliminary word counts of the
1940 census. The preliminary total population of the city was found to be
665,384 which produces & Jewish ratio of o littlo over eight per cont. Of
the thirty-two wards in the city only seven hcd o grezster percentage than
the avercge.B:)he largest retio wes found in Werd 14 with 45 per cent
followed in order by Ward 11, 31.1 per cent; Werd 4, 228.9 por cert; Ward 3,

{3a} Percentuges based upon preliminary figures, os relecsed in the Pittsburgh
Press, Sunday, July 21, 1940,
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21 per cent; Ward 5, 17 por cent; Werd 1, 13.0 per cent; end Word 15, 9 per
cent.

Ward 10 had 6 per cent and three Werds, 2, 7, and 8, hod betwcen
four smad five per ceat. Words 13 2nd 19 hed between two and three per cont
while Werds 12, 21, 22 ond 25 hcd between one cnd itwo per cent. In the re-
mcining fifteen wards, namely, 6, 9, 16, 17, 18, 20, 23, 24, 26, 27. 28, 23,
30, 31, and 32 less then one per cent of the population was Jewish. Thesoe

focts ere illustrcted grcphicelly on the cccompanying mape
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II. Characteristios of the Jewish Population

Distribution by Household

Probably the simplest manifestation of the group life of a people is
the household which usually consists of & single natural family uvnit mede up of
parents and children. However, modern urban existenco and ecoromie necessity
frequently result in the occcupation of a single dwelling unit by additional
family groups or individuals who may or may rot be related to the primary fam-
ily. The definition of the family group for statistical purposcs is not so
easy to fix as that of the household, which may he said to include all persons
occupying the samc domcstic establishrment nnd enjoying common facilities, ro-
gardless of relutionship.

Table 1 records the distribution of households according to the num-
ber of parsons in the household.(‘) The mediah averege sized household, includ-
ing permanently domiciled relatives, boarders, lodgers, and Jewish scrvents, if
ony, consists of 3479 porsons. 48 housoholds, or 3.3 per cent, consist of
persons living nlone. 1544 por cont are composed of twe porsons each, Nearly
24 per cent of the total consist of three~person houscholds; 26 per cent, the
largoest single group, have four porsons; and 17 per cent have five persons to
cach ostablishmont. Houscholds of six persons cnd over include less than 1§
per cent.

COMPARISON WITH U. S. CENSUS OF PITTSBURGH, 1930

Whercver possible throughout this study comparison has been mnde
with the govornment consus of the general population of the oity in 1930, It
is recognized, of coursae, that the substantial lapso of time betwsen the two
censuses ronders such comparisons inexact. During +this period Pittsburgh, in

common with tho rost of the country, hos gone through violent cconomic changes

(4} For details according to ward seco Appendix A, Table C.
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TABLE 1.

¥umber and Percentage Distribution of Jowish
Households, 1938 (a’compared vith Families
for the Geperal Population, 1930 (b)

Jewish Households General Families

Number of 1938 1930
Persons Number Percent Yar Coent

1 49 3.3 5.8

2 231 1544 2243

3 357 23.9 21.3

4 391 6.1 1842

5 253 16,9 12.8

6 130 8.7 8.3

7 53 345 54,0

8 21 1,4 3.0

g 8 4 1.7
10 & over 8 4 1.7
Total 1497 1 100.,0 100.0

{a) For data by wards, see Appendix A, Table C.
{b) Fifteenth Census of the United States - Fopulation
Bulletin - Families, Pennsylvania - Table 5.

No. of Chart I - agcompanying Table 1

Jewish

[ General

5 20 25 30
Per Cent
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which undoubtedly must have caused shifts in population as well other modifi-
cations in the vital stetistical trend. In the instance under examination,
comparison has been made between houscholds in the Jewish group end femilies

in the general populstion, since the census definition of the latter iz more
comparable with the former then with our definition of a family.

Table 1 and Chart 1 reveal that e iauch smsller proportion of Jews
live alone than is true for the city as a whole.(4a)0nly 3,3 per cent of Jewish
individuals live by themselves as compered with 5.8 per cent of the general
population. Similerly, there is & substantially larger percentage of two-
person households smong the people at large (22.3%) than in the Jewish group
{15.4%). The ratios of three-, four-, and five-person househwlds are larger
among Jews, while the general populution again shows wide margins ebove Jewish
households in the larger groups of seven or more individuals. Tke average
Jewish household in 1538 (3.79 persons! was slightly larger then tiaet of the
waite group in the genersl populstion in 1930, which was found to be 3.34.(5)

An edditionel compurison of interest is possible by reason of recent-
ly published datu ubstrected from the results of the Notional Health Survey
and dealing with the distribution of single-femily hoaseholds in urb.n creas.
While we do aot heve the infornction for Pitisburgh, the wmple, dewdling as
it ¢id with necrly =« million homes, is probubly repregentctive of the country
s « whole at the mid-wny st.ge between the 1930 wund 1940 censuses. To cam-
pors our dote it was necesscry to eliminete 1l households with more thun one

f.mily unit, There rom ined 1274 housebolds or 86.4 nercent of the totel,

(45) On the other hend in ¢ supplemantery cinves (see Appendix B) by volunteurs
covering what w.re purportcd to be 4746 houssholds comprehending 16,504 individ.
urls thoe Pollowing distribution resulted with en avercge household of 3,48

PLISONS:
Size of Hhld. Per Cent Size of Hhld. Per @ont
1 6.74 [ 5,33
2 19.98 7 2.17
3 27.06 8 0.84
4 25,30 9 0.30
5 12.12 104 0.13

() U. S, Census Bulletin, op. cit. p. 8,
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TABLE 2. Comparisom of Porcontage Distribution of Porsons
in Single-Family Housoholds in Pittsburgh Jowish
Population, 1938 Wand Natilﬁna.l Hoalth Survey,

1935~36."""
Sizo of "g:iiﬁzl
nlt
Pamily {|Pittsburgh Survoy
1935~38
1 3.8 5.3
2 17.9 18.2
3 26.1 21.0
4 2745 21.0
5 1542 1443
G 8.0 9.0
7 30 545
8 % 346
9 2 1,9
10 o1 1.1
11 - N
12 or
more - 3

{a) 1275 households out of total of 1497

(b) "Social Security Bulletin,”Sept. 1939: "Income of
Urban Femilies and Individuals in Single-
Family Housoholds" by B. S. Sanders and
A. G, Kantor, p. 28.

Table 2 indicates marked differences in the percentage disiribu-
tions from those in Table l. In this instance the proportion of one and
two-person families is fairly equal. As in Table 1 the percentage of Jewish
three-, four~, snd five-person families 1s groator than for the population
a8 a whole. As before, alse, tho ratio of larger family groups is greater

for the country as a wholo than for our local sample.

THE FAMILY UNIT

In defining the family unit for the purpose of this study, attempt
was made to have it conform as nearly ns possible to tho usunl and notural
conception of the term while at the same timo setting up various cateporiss

of relationship within o singlo housohold containing other porsons so as to
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make possible their combination in order, ms wo have scen, to conform teo
and therefore moko possible comparisen with the U, 5. census dofinitions. (&)
The latter in offeet include what is definod in this study as a housoheld.

The study!s definition of the family includes those within tho
vortical degroe of relationship, namely, father, mothsr, children and grand-
paronts, or any combination of them. A fathor or mothorein-law, or both,
whore there sre no grandohildren in tho household are also counted in the
family units All othor persons living in the household are included in
other units, aa set forth in Appondix &, page 176.

The major difference betwaon the distribution as shown in Table 3
and that which would be found 1f the U, S. census definition were used is
in the much larger numbor and proportion of single individual units. In
the consus definition single person units are for the most pert thoss that
live alone. Rolated individuals living in & household are ocounted as part
of the total group while unroloted boarders or lodgers are not counted at
all in computing the size of the family, In ocur study singlo persons con-
stitute 11 per cent of all units, or more than three timos what would have
been the ratic according te the consus, Of the 190 single individunls we
have seen that 49 live alone. 83 aro related to the primery femily unit
and 58 are unrelatod boarders or lodgers. Assuming the ratio of the latter
holds for the Jowish population as o wholo, it monns that about one per cent
of Jews in Pittsburgh live as unrolatod boarders or lodgers in the housoholds
of others.

The modian average family consists of 3.29 persons comparad with
an avoragoe of 3,79 for households. In Table D of Appendix A wo find thet
Ward 1 shows the smallest average group with 2.64, Nesrly ome-quarter of
those residing in this area are singlo individual units marking it off as

a distinetly differont group from the remnindor of the ¢ity. Within its

(8) Census definition: U. S. Census Bulletin, ope cit. p. 3.
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TABIE 3,

Number and Percentage of Family Units According to Size (a)

Size Number Percent
1 190 11.0
2 328 19.0
3 436 25.3
4 411 23,8
5 228 13.2
6 8% 4,8
7 36 24l
8 9 5
9 2 o1
10 a W1
Total 17256 100.0

{a) For data as to wards, see Appendix A,
Table D.

hart Il - accom; ing Table 3

Size of family

o 5 10 15 20 25 30
Per Cent
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boundaries oro containod large downtown hotols and mapy lodging houses. Tho
largest avorage unit is found in Ward 10. Howevor, the more populous wards
divorge but slightly from the goneral average,

Roforring agrin to the results of the National Health Survey, o
study of this metorial by the Sooinl Socurity Board Dwith a definition of a
family more like our own roveals an avorage of 1.3 familles per household.
Dividing our 1497 households in 1725 family units gives us an average of
1,15 families per household, This comparison, while quite rough, shows a
lesser amount of doubling up among Hhe Jewish population of our city.

The amount of doubling-up in Jewilsh households is further revealed
in Teble 4 which presents details of the composition of the families studied.
For this purpose nine different categories of family and household combina-
tions were devisad, as follows:

(1) The primary femily without rolatives (P1)

(2) The primary family with oither father~ or mother-in-law or both (P2)
(3} Pl plus ono or more secondary family units, as defined in Appendix D,
page 185, but excluding family units of ore individual in the same

household who for this purposc ere classifisd as boarders or lodgers,
{4) P2 plus socondary units exolusive of single 3Individusl units.
(5) classification {3) plus boarders or lodgors.
(6) Classification (4) plus boarders or lodgers.
(7) PY plus boarders or lodgers, i.e., without other secondary units.
{8) P2 plus boarders or lodgors without ather secondary units,

(9) Family units consisting of individuals living alone.

(7) "Social Security Bulleotin,' April 1939: "Fomily Compoesition in the U. §."
by B« S. Sanders, P. 13.
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Table 4, Numbor and Per cont of Kouse=~
holds According to Type (a)

i !

| Typo () Wumber | Per cent:
1 1169 78408 |
2 76 5408 |
3 83 5.54
4 4 .27
5 10 87
8 3 20
7 87 5481
8 16 1,07
9 49 3428

Total 1497 100,00 |

(s) TFor dats by werds soe Appondix A,
Tablo E.
(b) For oxplanation seec pa. 28,

Approximotcly 78 por cent of Jewish families in Pittsvburgh live
by themsolves, i.o0., witheut aither rolatives or boarders or lodgers. If
wo add to those the individual units living by thomsclves we have a pro-
portion of slightly moro than 81 per cont. An additional 6.61 per cont
inelude oither or both paronts-in-law, Thosc family units dosignated as
socondary constitute for tip most part rclativos, such os merriod childron
ond thoir offspring. Doubling-up of unrolated family units oxcopt for
singlo boardors cr lodgers is a rare phonomenon in Jowish life in this city.
Families with no wnrclatod boardors or lodrors accecunt for 96.3 per cont
of nll units comparod to tho 87.5 per cont lor thn cibty as n wholc(s)and
89.7 per cont for the state as a whole in 1930.(9)Boardcrs or lodgers,
both related and unrelated to the primary family unit, are found in 7 per

cent. Thse unattached group living alone includes 3.3 por cent.

(8) Fifteenth Census, Pop, Bull. op, cit., Table 12
(9) Tvid, Table 12.
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Digtribution by aoge and sex

Toble 5 reports the nctual znd percontage distribdution of the
5686 porsons for whom ege informction was given. Of the totnl of 5847 in-
dividuuls in the entire semple this represents 97.2 per cent, The data
have been clagsified nccording to five-yoar intervals up to uge 25 wnd at
ten-year intervels from then on. Chort IIT displays the informcztion graph-
icclly, 2839 moles znd 2847 females represent almost an equsl division of
the sexes.

Up to cge 14 there Is ¢ slight preponderanco of girls, 21.2 per
cent as against 20.2 peér cent for the boys. Between 19 and 19 the majority
is in fovor of the boys, 10.5 per cent end 9.5 per cent respectively. The
cge groups 15 to 19 and 20 to 24 are approximutely cquel in proportion to
the totuls DPersons betwseen 25 and 34 wccount for neczrly 19 per cent; those
between 35 and 44, slightly more thun 15 per cent. From 35 to 65 females src
more numerous then meles. The differonce in thoelr respective rutios, how-
ever, 1s less thun one per cent. Over 65 there is o slightly greater
proportion in favor of the men.

The evercge ugse for the entirs group is 31,30 yerrs; thut for
meles is 31.41 cnd for females, 31.14,(10) The oldest nverage is fownd in
Word 1 with 36.84 years while the youngust is in Ward 15 with 28.18 yesars.
Other wurds with averzge uges below the general wverago core Werd 10 with

29.08, Werd 19 with 29.67, Werd 11 with 30.16 nnd Werd 4 with 30.62.

(10) The average age in 1930 for the white population of Pittsburgh was 29.2
years. JIn a supplementary study {see Appendix B} age returns were
reported for 14,703 individuals giving an average of 29.9 years. The
combined semple and supplementary surveys covered 20,389 individuals and
produced an average uge of 30.3 yecrs. The age distribution by pexcent.-
age for the combined groups was es follows:

Age Per Cent Agu Por Cent
0 -4 5.9 25 - 34 18.8
5-9 7.0 35 - 44 17.7
10 ~14 9.0 45 ~ 54 12,3
15 -19 946 55 ~ 64 847

20 -24 9.8 65 # Be4



10~14

15-19

20-24

2534

35-44

45-54

35-64

65 &
over
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TABLE 5.

Distribution by Age and Sex (s)

Per Per Per

Age Male Cent || Female | Cent || Total| Cent
0 -4 149 5.3 1563 5.4 302 o3
5 -9 180 6.3 187 6.6 367 6,4
10-14 245 8.6 262 9.2 507 8.9
15-~19 297 10.5 268 2.5 566 10.0
20-24 274 3.7 287 10.1 561 9.9
25=-34 544 19,2 533 18.6 1077 18.9
35-44 425 14,9 444 15.6 869 15,3
45-54 354 12.4 379 13.3 733 12.9
55-64 2486 8.7 218 7.7 464 8.2
65 &over 125 4.4 115 4,0 240 4.2
Total 2839 100.0 2847 [100.0 5686 [100.0

{a) For data by ward, see Appendix A, TablesT and G

Male

Age Distribution by Sex

Chart 111

Percentage

Female
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Comparison with gemeral population

Two sets of data are available with which to compare the age dis-
tribution of our Jewish population and that of the peoplse of the city as a
whole, The firat is that of the 1930 populatian census made as a part of
the regular decennial count. The second comes through the semple study of
more than 20,000 households by the Nationel Public Health Service in its
National Health Survey, previously referred to. While the latter is not a
total enumeration 1t was a carefully chosen sample which may be taken as
typicel of the entire community. It has adgitional value of being so much
more Trecent than the 1930 census. The data for both include only the white
population which may be accepted as more comparable with the Jewish group.
The comparison is shown in Table 6 and Chart IV.

Jewish chiléren under 15 represent & amaller share of the Jewish
population than the corresponding groups in the city as a whole., Signify-
ing as it doss in largest measurs a lower birth rate and therefore & dimin-
ished replacement reservoir, it constitutes a rather serious situation from
many points of view. Jewish children under 5 account for 5.3 per cent while
in 1930 the same age class was 60 per cent greater with 8.5 per cent. The
general group from 5-9 included 9,3 per cent of the total in contrast to
that of the parallel Jewish subdivisions which hed 6.5 per cent.

It 13 interesting %o compare the percentages of the general popu-
lation for 1930 and 1935-36. There iz some evidence here of what is known
to be the general trend, namely a further declining birth rate end a con-
sequently older population. Assuming the Natjonel Health Survey figures
are generally appiicable we see that the group under 5 has declined from
8.5 to 6.8 per cent. The $~9 claas has also grown =maller, Jewish children

between the ages of 10 and 15 likewise are less proportionately than those
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TABLE 6

Percentage Distribution by Age of Enumerated Sample
of Jewish Population, 1938, compared with 1930
Census of White Population and 1935-36

sample Enumeration of National Health
(b)

Survey

Age |Jewish |General| N, H. 8.
Group 1938 1930 1835~36
0-4 543 8.5 6.6
5-9 6.5 9.3 8.7
10-14 8.9 9.4 9.7
15-19 10.0 8.5 2.7
20-24 9.9 9.3 9.5
25-34 18.9 18.2 15.8
35-44 15.3 15.0 15.1
45-54 12.9 11.4 12.0
5564 8.2 7.0 7.4
€5 & over] 4.2 4.5 5.3
Total | 10,1 10.1 99.8

(a) Fiftesnth Census, U. S. Population, Vol. II, p. 739.
Data for white persons.

{b) Preliminary Reports, National Health Survey, Popula-
tion Ssries, Bulletin E, p., 8. Data for white persons.

Chart IV

Percentage Distribution by Age, Jewish 1938 and CGensral Population, 1930

Per
Gent I Jewish
i E:j General
20 |
10 |-
0 :

0-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-%4 55-64 65 ¢+
Age Distribution
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in the general rpopulation, with 8.9 per cent compared to 9.5 per cent in
1930 and 9.7 per cent in the 1935-36 study. A legser ratio of extreme
youth necessarily means a disproportionately larger group at the older ages.
This is demonstrated by the greater percsntage in all age classes from 15
to 65 among the Jews than for the entire community. Above 65 we have a
lesser percentage of persons than is true of the general population,

Our proportion of thoss between 25 and 34 is much greatsr than for
the people at large, 18.9 compared with 16.2 in 1930 and 15.8 in 1935-36,
The differencesin the 35-44 groups are nol significant but are fairly size-
able between 45-64. And although our proportion of the aged is less than
in tho population as a whole, ours is & much older group on the average,
with the recaconable zxpectation that it will bacome incrsasingly so in the
years {0 come,

Comparison with othor cities

How does the agz disgtribution of this city's Jewish population com-
pare with that of other cities? Due to the program of the Conference on Jew=
ish Relations which has sponsored szveral studies of the present types, infor-
mation is available which is set forth in Tabls 7,

Table 7

Percentage Distribution by Age of Pittsbursh's Jewish Populsation
Comparcd with that of Sevcral Other Cities

Age  [Pittsburgh San Francisco! Passaic ;ifinneapolis| Trenton | Cincinnati
Group 1938 1938 (a) 1937 (b} 1936 (¢) | 1937 ()] 1935 {e) _ |
0 -4 5.3 1 4.0 4.8 5.4 4,9 3.8 :
5 - 9 6.5 |’ 4,6 6.9 7.1 649 641 ;
10-14 8.9 . 6.0 8,3 8.9 8,0 7.3
15-19 | 10.0 P 7.3 9.2 10.7 9,0 8.0
20-24 9.9 ! 7.8 10.8 117 10.1 9.7
25-34 18,9 I 16.8 19.2 16.2 18,7 17.2
35-44 15.3 'o1s.9 16,0 1502 16.8 16.0
45-54 12.9 I 4.8 12.4 12.6 13,0 14,0
55-64 8.2 10.4 62 7.2 7.2 9.7
65&over] 4.2 8,7 5.5 4.5 | 3.4 gz
{a) The San Francisco Jewish Community Survsy, 1938, Table 10, '

{b} Sophia M. Robison: "4 Report on the ¥numeration of Jews in Passaic,
November, 1937", Table VI.

{c) Sophia M. Robison: "Methods of Estimating the Jewish Population with
Special Raference to the Ceonsus of Jews in Minneapolis, 1936%. Tebls III.

{d) Sophia M. Robison: "Study of the Distribution of Jews in Trenton, June,
1937%, Table VIII,

{e) The Jewish Population of Hamilton County, Ohio, in 1935, Table 1.
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Pittsburgh renks next to Minneapolis in the percentage of children
under 5. Cincinnati has the lowsst with only 3.8 per ocent and San Francisce
comes next with 4 per conte The composition of the population in both these
communities is not at all typical with their extrems deficiency at the young~
or ages and their preponderance of older people. Relative fertility between
these two cities and Pittsburgh is revealod in their respective ratios be-
twoen their pumbor of children under 5 and the number of women of child-beering
age, botweon tho ages of 20 end 44, For every 1000 women betwsen those npes
in Pittsburgh tho numbor of children under 5 was 239; for San Francisco,
197 M upd for Cincinnati in 1985, 17702) Thus the effective fertility of
tho Pittsburgh group is greatost of the three, In comporison with the ropro-
duction rate potontinlities of the general population of each city, however,
the San Francisco Jewish community was higher than the other two. The 1930
census for Pittsburgh showed an effective fertility rate of 403 per 1000
which made the 1938 Jewish rate 59.3 per cent of the total, For San Francisco
the goneral rate was 231 and the Jewish rate, therefore, 85.3 per cent of the
totals In Cincinnati it was 332 per 1000 in 1930 and the Jewish rate, 53.3
of the total. These porcentages are presented merely for broad comparative
purpeses, They are, of course, inexact because 1930 rates, both general and
Jewish, wore undoubtedly higher than for later years. The general Pittsburgh
rate for 1920 was 517 (Phr 25 per cent higher than in 1930.

The six Jewlish communities listed in Table 7 reveal in common with
population generally a lesser number in cach age group than in the succeding
one in the first six groups through age 34. That is to say, thore are less
children in Tho group under five than for 5-9 in spite of the fact that those
in the 5-9 group have lived longer and have, therefore, exporienced lossos

by death. Similarly, there are more in tho 5-9 group than in the 10-14 class,

(11) Sen Francisco study, op, cit., Tablae 11
§12) Basod upoh date in Cincinnati study, op, eit., Tablo 1
15) Lorimer and Ostorn: Dynamice of Popvlation, 1934, p. 353
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and so forth, Thero is omitted from consideration, of aourse, the clemont
of migration to and from communities. The 1930 consus showed this as prac-
tically a universal phenomonon for the first timo. It moans that unless thore
is & radical change wo are facoed as o hation, and cvon more so as a Jowish
poople, with a lesser number of potontial parents in the future and, thore-
fore, with the assuredness of a further doclining population. The diminishing
reproduction rate coupled with tho practioal stoppage of immigration has
oreated a situation which population axperts have warnod will result in a
stationary and oven declining population in the not %oo distant future.

Pittsburgh, Minneapelis, and Passalc havo betwesn 20 and 21 per
cont in tho group under the age of 15. Tronton's ratio is 19.8 por cont,
Cinoinnati, 17.2 per cont and San Froncisco, l4.6 per cente Pittshurgh, with
18.9 por cent, has the largest proportion botwoen the ages of 15 and 25, fol-
lowed in order by Minnonpolis (19.6), Passaic (17.5), Trenton {17.0), Cin-
cinnoti (1543}, and San Franciaco {15.1). Of those 25 to 45, Passaic nnd
Trenton have slightly more than 35 per cent. Pittsburgh is third with 34,2
por cont; Cincinnati, 33.2; and Minnoapolis showod the lowest rato with 31.4
per conts Sar Francisco has the largest proportion of those of middle age,
45 to 65, with 25.2 per cent. Cincinnati comos next with 23.7 per cont
followed by Pittsburgh whioh has 21.1 por cont. Passaic has the smallest
ratio, 19.3 per cont. The highest percontage of those over 65 is found in
Son Francisco (8.7) with Cincinnati as before boing noxt with 7.2 per conb.
Minneapolis has tho third highost (445), Pittsburgh is fourth (4.2) and the
New Jorsey cities oxhibit the lowest ratio,

M¥any factors eonter into an explanation of the differences noted
above, many of which wo have little diroet knowledge. Importent are those of
age and stability., Cincinnati is ome of the oldest Jewish settlements in

this country. Moreover it is kpown that for a long period it has been compsra-



LS

tively static in terms of its population growth. There has evidently been
littds migration to and from it with the result that its marked deficiency

in birth rate has left it with an unusually high incidence of old agee. San
Franciseo Jewry partakes considerably of the population pattern of tho whole
state of California. While it has had a large influx of migrants they have
evidently not been of the group that has contributed substantially to the
birth rate, witnoss the unusual proportion of one-person families. Califernia
is likewiso a hoven of persons who go there upon retirement, nnd thersfore
contribute substantinlly to the larger percontage of older persons, We have,
of course, said nothing in this discussion of the excess of births over
deaths sinco there uare no verified data on such matters. The Naew Jersoey com-
manities, being on tho Atluntic seaboard and near New York‘ City, ore evidont-
ly much more dynamic communitles in torms of movement of population and tlo
scttlement thorein of younger poople and thoso of stocks that contribute to
higher birth rates with consequent lowor porceontagoes of pooplo in middlo and
old ages Pittsburgh would seom to bo somewhore botwoon the foregoing extreres
and thorefore representing moro of an average picturc, having neither o pro-
portional excess of youngstors or those at the lattor stages of life., It is
to be hoped with this rocent stimulation toward faot gathering concorning
population that in the futwre we shall know more both of births and deaths
and migration. Above all, with fairly accurate data as to size and distribu-
tion of population we shall be able to detormine rates for coemparative pur~
posos both as botweon Jowish communitios as well as botween tho Jewish and
gonoral population. Much if not most of what hus been snid and written in
this connocetion in tho past hns beon guess work. We ure morely at the
throshold of renl knowledge so necessary for planning on a locnl and national

basis.
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Age dlstribution by wards

Looking at the more populous sections of the Jowish population of
our ¢ity, wo find certain marked differonces in age distribution (14.) We have
already noted o digproporticnately large share of individwals living alone
in Ward 1 which moans an undue concentration of adults. This woe find verifi-
cation of in tho fact that it containa 11.l1 per cent under 15, compared with
an average of 20,7 por cent for all wards. The Hill, East End and Sguirrel
Hill approximate the everage, but Ward 15 which is probably the most rapidly
growing new aren of settlemsnt, has more than 30 per cent under 15, It like-
wise has a matorially higher percentage of those in the ago groups who are
the parents of those children. For the oity as a whele there are 34.2 per oont
botween the ages of 25 and 45. Ward 15 has 40 por cent while those living
in the Hill district, an older and economically poor section, have only 28.6
por cent. The Bast End and Squirrel Hill percentages are slightly above tho
average with 37.6 and 36.4 respectively.

Pergons in middle age, 45 to 65, account for 21.1 per cent. Those
living on the South Side have a somowhat grester preportion, 23.7 per cent.
Ward 15, howover, is represonted by only 13.9 por oent, Oakland, Ward 4,
also has loss than the city as a whole, while the Hill has 24 per cent, which
is lerger than the average. Word 1, with 28.6 per cont, has the largest pro-
portion in this group. It also has the highost ratio of persons over 65,

8.8 per cont, which more than doubles the percontege for the whole city of
4,2. Word 3, the Hill, comes mext with 6.7 per cent, followed by the South
Side with 5.9 por cont. The East End and Squirrel Hill hawe 3,2 per cent
and 3.6 por cent respectively and Ward 15 has only half the city average, or
2.1 per cent. Word 7 in the Shadyside area showed the lowest proportion of

old persons with 1.9 per ocent,

(14) For details, see Appondix A, Tables F and G.



~39-

Families with children under 10

The U. S. Census for 1930 analyzes family data according to the
aumber of children under 10 and under 21, In order to get a farther un-
derstanding of the Jewish population of Pittsburgh a similar arrangement of
our material was undertaken. In view of ths difference in definition of
"fannlly" from that of the Census, comperison has also been made with & break-
down of the figures op = Jewish household basis.

Tablse 8

Porcentage Distribution of Family and Household Units
According to the Number of Children under 10

Per Cent
Children Tewish Jewish Pittsburgh .
under 10 Femilies | Households | 1930 Census ‘2
b1 21.4 24.4 19.5
2 8.1 9,3 11.7
3 .9 1.1 5.6
4 1 .3 2.5
5 - - 08
6 & over - - 2
All over 10 44,0 ) 47.6 )
No children 25,5 } 17.2 ) L 59.7
Total 7100.0 99,9 100.0

(a}) U. S. Census, 1930, Bulletim on Pennsylvania Families,
op. cit., Table 9.

Table 8 comparss the two sets of figures for our study with those
of the census for the city as & whole on a percentage basis. Becauss of the
overwhelming proportion of single family units comprising Jewlsh households
there is relatively little difference between the percentages they each re-
present except for childless units which imclude 25.5 per cent for family
units as compared with 17.2 per cent for households.

One obvious reason for the higher ratio of families with more chil-

dren in the gsneral population arises out of the ¢ensus definition of family
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which includes all rolated persoms ooccupying the same domestic establishrent.
There is thus included children of more than ono bio-legal ontity as part of
legally defined family, How much of this thore is we are in no position to
sey. Wo have alroedy seon onough, however, to appreciate the likelihood that
thore would be & larger proportion of units in the population as a whole with
more children than in eur own group. Therefore we find the five per cont
difference botwoen Jewish and genersl households with one ohild under 10.
Conversely, the gonoral poroentages of two and more children psr household is
in favor of the whole group, In tho ease of threc-children dllm:l.i:.s there aro
five timos as many in proportion in the caso of the la.ttera:eig}rb times as
meny in feur-childron houscholds. Thero are ne Jewish units with more than
four children undor 10 wherons one por cent of general units are of this
classs Published census date do not distinguish betwoon units all of whose
children are over 10 and those without children altogother. Thoy show near-
ly 60 per cent with no children under 10 compared with nearly 65 per cent of
Jewish housoholds mnd nearly 70 per cont of Jewish fomilies according to the
study definition.

Referring to the Jewish group mlone, the figures show that in 44

in
per oent of femilies and more than 47 per cert of households there are chil-

A

dren all of whom are over 10, Ih 25.5 per cent of Jewish families and 17.2
per cent of househelds +there are ne children whatscever., This may meen
either that there had never been any or that they had grown up, perhaps mar-
ried, and had permanently separated themselves from their ancestral hearth.
Some units, of course, wore non-parental, that is ocomposed of unmarried
friends or relatives or both, including boarders or lodgers.

A clearer pieturs of the twe groups is portrayed in Table 9, Chart V.
This is based solely on those families that have children under 10, Ths great

majority of Jewlsh families (70.3 %) and households (69,5 %) have only one
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TABLE 9.
Comparison of Percentage Distribution of Family

and Household Units with Children under 10,
Jowish, 1938 and General, 1930.

R Per Cent
Ch;ldriré Jewish | Jewish Goneral
wndor 19 panilies | Hhlds | Families
1 70.3 69,5 | 48,3
2 26 04 2646 | 2942
3 i 3 3¢ | 13.9
4 |8 | G.l
2 | 2,0
8 & ovar ' -1
Total |100.0 100.0 | 100.0

Chart V¥V

Comparison of Percentage Distridution of Jewish
Households, 1938, end Families in the Gen-

eral Population, 1930, with children
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ohild which is true of less than half {48.3%) in the general population, a
significant portent of the insufficient replacement potentiml of the Jewish
community, A little over one-quarter have two children under 10 end a small
fraction have three or mors.

In thke city as a whole 29.2 per cent have two children, 13.9 per
cent have three, 6.1 per cent have four, 2 per cent have 5, and a half of
one per cent have six or more, Thus, the general distribution of families
with young children is much mors adequate to the maintenance of & healthy

growth of numbers then is our own.

Families with children under 21

In general the same relationship holds in this instence as in the
case of children under 10. The Jewish percentages are highser in the smaller
groups but there is a rapld increase in favor of the general population for

units with three children and over.

Table 10

Percentage Distribution of Family and Househeld Units
According to the Number of Children under 21

Per Cent
Children Tewish Jewish Pittsburgh
under 21 Femiliaes Househclds | 1930 Census (a)

1 26.1 27.2 21.4

2 20.9 24,9 16.7

3 7.9 9.4 10,4

4 2,2 2.9 6.2

5 .5 .5 3.5

6 .2 ) o3)

7 1) 1) 3.5

8 - ) -)

9 + - - 3
All over 21 16.5 } 17.4 ) 38.0
No children 25.5 ) 17.2 ) *

Unknown «l «l -
Total 100,0 100.0 100.0

{a) U. S. Census, 1930, Bulletin on Pennsylvania Families,
op. c¢it,, Table 10,
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TABLE 11.
Comparison of Percentage Distribution of Family

and Household Units with Children under 21,
Jowish, 1938 and General, 1930.

. Por Cent
g:;:ir;r{ Jewish  Jewish General
Familios Hhlds Families
1 45,1 ° 4l.6 34 4
2 361 38,1 26,9
3 18,7 14 .4 16,8
4 348 4.4 10.0
5 «8 »8 547
6 W) o5 )
7 1) 1) 5.6
; -y =)
9+ - - ]
Total 100.0 §9.9 99.9

Chart VI

Comparison of Fercentage Distribution of Jewish
Househclds, 1938, and Familiss in the Gen~
eral Population, 1930, with children
under 21
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Jewish families defined according to our gtudy have 26.1 per cent
with one child undsr 21 while households have 27.2 per cent. In the city as
a whole thes percentage is 21.,4. Jewish families with two children represent
20,3 per cent; Jewish households have 24.9 per cent; and general units have
16,7 per cent, There is a much sharper drop in the proportion of Jewish
groups (7,9% and 9,4%) with three children than is true for the entire city
{10.4%), Genersal units with four children are nearly three times as many in
proportion as the Jewish; seven times us mapy with five children; and more
than ten times as many reletively with six or more. One Jewish family was
found with as many as seven children undsr 21.

As before, the census does not distinguish betwsen families all of
whose offspring are over 21 and those without any at all. The total of the
two groups together is 38 per cent comparsd with 34,6 per cent of Jewish
households (the category closest to the census definition of “family"} end
42 per cent of Jewlsh families according to our definition. The latter is
divided into 16.5 per cent whose children are all over 21 and living at home
and 25.5 per cent with no issue.

In Tabls 11 and Chart VI the comparison is mede after removing all
units without children under 21, Under these circumstances more than 45 per
cent of Jewish families have only one c¢hild as have 41.6 per cent of Jewigh
households and 34.4 per cent of all families in the community. Jewish fami-
liss with two such children total 36.1 per cent; Jewish households have 38.1
per cent; and all families in this group are represented by 26.9 per cent.
Three-children units appear in 13,7 per cent and 14,4 per cent of the Jewish
group compared with 15.8 per cent in the city as a whole, Jewish families and
households with four or more children under 21 account for slightly more than
five per cent as compared with nearly 22 per cent as found by the govern-

ment census for the entirs population,
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Individual stetus in the hougehold

‘Y{& turn now %o an analysis of various aspects of our population on
an individual basils, Of the totel of 5,847 individuals comprising the
femilies and households in the semple we have inforwetion at hand coneesrning
5,778, details of whom will be set forth in tle pages to follow, Table 12 -
deseribes their familial gtatus in relation to the head of each group, We
have alreedy seen that households are composged of one or rwre family units.
For present purposes they have been divided into four classes: primery units
including persons living clone, gecondary units of more then one person, re-
lated boarders or lodgers, and pergons unrelated to the head of the family
unit,

T4BLE 12. Nunber and Per Cent sccord-
ing to Sex and Status in the Housshold

|
! Individuals in selected Jewish households

Male Female Total
Status in household

Number |Percent [Number|Percent | Nuaber [Percent,
h v =
Total members of primary unit.... 2,684: 93.1 2,699 93.1 5,379 95.28
Hotd,iesavesnnnsnavasnoaencnes 1,267, 43,9 217 7.5 | 1,434 | 23.7
Other member's saeseansnnnvrenss 1,417 49.2 | 2,478] 86.6 | 3,395 | 67.5

i
Totel maubers of secondary unit.. 121 4.2 137" 4.8 258 4.4
HicGevornoensrovsnssnsoanarsna 8l 2.8 19 0.9 100 1.7
Other MaubeTeasesssanvatsarsas 40 1.4 118 4.1 158 2,7
Releted 1086Te ersaneereenronnns | 430 1.9 40| 1.3 83| 1.4
Unreletod 1odgeresiscacerssvarans 35 1.2 25| 0.8 58 1.0

|
TOotelavssusrnsorsnsncanannse 2,483 | 100.0 | 2,898| 100.0 | 5,778 | 100.%

Eech unit bes o head. Usually it is the father or, failing him, the
mother. UOtherwise the main brezdwinner would be so regerded. A persan liv-
ing ulone is, of course, elso the heed. According to tle anclysis in Table
12, negrly 44 per cent of ell zmales cnd 7.5 per cent of all femules were

heeds of primary femily units, and might clso be counted as hesds of
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hougeholds sincs the two are usually identicpl. Of the 1484 households
hers included meles were at the head of 85.4 per cont cnd females of
14.6 por cent compared with 84,5 per coent rnd 15.5 per cent respectively
for the entire populetion in 1930.‘15,

While female heads of primary units conghituted sbout one-seventh
of the total they hecded one-fifth of socondery units. Mele hecds of
socondary units are most frequently married sons or sous-in-lew, whilo
fomales of the same status ere usually widows, divorcces or women scparated
from their husbends who have roturned to the family heorth with their off-
spring. It is netural tbat this group of women comparced te the total number
of gocondary units should be proporticnately more numerous than the ratio of
those who maintain scperate households compared to the totel number of
primpry families. Sons as secondery members of the foamily represented
slightly more then fifty per cent of all males, while wives and daughters
of male fumily heads eccountoed for approximetcly ninoty poer cent of a1l
femeles.

Boarders and lodgers rolated to the families with whom they live
were divided about half end half between the sexcs. Unreleted 1;gtx)1];1§7.r§.'.vzare
80 pcr cont males znd 40 per cent females.

Maritel status

Information conceraning five categories of maritel status wes
gocured for 4578 pergous. Tublo 13 roveals & substantielly larger pro-
portion of single males than of feomales, 38.6 pcr cent as campared with
29,7 per cent, In Teble 14 is to be soen a somowhat similar disparity

for the genmersl populetlon of the city, although noi so marked.,

(15) U. 8. Consus Bulletin on Pennsylvanie Families, op. ¢it., Table 13.
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TARLE 13. Marital Status by Sex of Those 15 and over{a)

ital Per Per Por
Stetus Mnle ! Cent (Famgle | Cent Total | Cent
Single 885 | 38.6 578 29.7 ! 1563 | 34.1
ayrried 1302 56.8 1298 56.8 2600 56.8
Widowed 76 3.3 251 100 5 3’7 7.1
Divoreed 18 8 35 1.5 f 53 1.2
Separated 13 5 22 1.0 35 .8
!
f
Total 2294 ;100.0 2284 | 100.0 | 4578 | 100.0
| |

(2) jaritel status of 15 males and 9 femcles unkaown

and omitted.,

The rotio of merried males and females was identicel {56.8 per
cent) which in view of the elmost equal division of the seoxes was to be
expected. By definition the number of each should have been identical.

The slight disparity, 1302 men and 1298 women, wag probebly due to & few
separated persons hoaving been Iincluded in the mcrrisd classifieation.
Widowsed males wera 3.3 per cent of all males as compured with 11.0 per cent
for femnlos. The substential excess in fevor of the latter is primarily due
to the grecter length of life of womu?n as comparcd with the mmle. Moreover
the husband at merriage is generally pldeor than the wife, Finally, the
groc.ter proportion of single men coupled with the equelity of the percent-
eges of merried males and fermmles nocessarily leaves a lesser proportion of
widowed mmles., Here likewise we found similar relative proportions in the
general population. Divorced malss in our semple constituted eight-tenths
of one per cent of gll males over fifteen. Twiece £s meny women were found
in the seme elassification. Males who were living apert from their wives
but not divoreed represented one-helf of one por cent while women who were
separated constitutod one per cent or twice tho proportion. Stetistics for
those divorced and seperated are not reported separately by the United States

Census, tho latter being included in the "married" cotegory.



TABLE 14.

- 48 -

Percentage Distribution by Jex and Merital Stetus for Jewish
Populetion of Pitisburgh, 1938, compared with that of Pittge

burgh's Total Population, 1930, \%

of Sen Froncisco, 1938,(P

and Cincinneti, 1935.(°

and the Jewish Population

M?h Fomale Total
itel pgn{d) Pgh 'pgh({d) Pgh [Pghld}] Pgh. [San Froa-[ Cin-
Status Tewish General |Jewlsh General|Jowish|General|eiscoi®) |cinnati(@)
Single 38,6  B7.7| 29.7 31.9 | 34.1] 34.8 29.0 33.1

rried 56.8  56,9| 56,8 55.2 | 56.8| 56.1 56.4 57.6
Widowed 3,3 2.5! 11.0 1.8 7.1 8.2 10.9 8,0
Div. 2nd Sep.| 1.3 8led 2,5 1.0(8) 200 ole) 3. 1.2
Total 100.0 99,90 100,60 99.9 | 100.0| 100.0 [ 100.0 99.9

|

Chart VII.

60

Exclusive of unknownsa.
Refers only to divorced.

15 years old and over by Sex
Jewish 1938 and General 1930

Per Cent

Female

) Fifteenth Census of the U. S., 1830, Population, Vol. II, p. 966
) Sen Froneisco Study, op. cit., Table 6
) Cincinnpti Study, op. ¢it,, Table 6
}
)

Comparieson of Merital Condition of the Population

Widowed, Dil
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In Table 14 there are compared the totcl percentnge distiri-
butions for the Jewish and general Pittsburgh populations (Chart VII)
end for the Jewlsh groups in San Frencisco and Cincinnati. Sen Francisco
shows the lowest proportion of single persons, with 29 per cent., Cincin-
nati hes a slightly lower ratio for single persons then Pittsburgh with
33.4 per cent but has the largest proportion of merried persons. Of the
three cities Sen Frencisco likewise haos the smellest proportion of married
persons but has the lorgest percentcge of widowed with 10.8 per cent com-
pared with 8.1 per cent for Cincinnati emd ¥.1 per cent for Pittsburgh.
San Fremeiseo with 3.7 per cont algo has the highest proportion of divorced
and separuted persons. The Pittsburgh ratio is two per cent and Cincinnati
1.2 per cent.
Plece of birth

Nearly 62 per cent of those sampled were ncbive born. ¥For the
city us u whole in 1930 83.6 per cent wers native born; and for tho white
population it was 82,2 per cent.(m) In the Son Franciseo study the pro~-
portion of netive born Jews wes found to be 68.'1 pexr cent ond in Cincin-
nati, 71l.4 per cent.

Chert VIII. Distridution of Notive and Foreigr~-Born Jewish
Population, Pittsburgh, 1938.

Per Cent

= 20

Natfjive Born 61,

(16) Fifteenth Census of the U. S., 1930. Populetion, Vol. II, p. Yi.
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In the various werds sompled the retic veried from 47.4 per

cont in Ward 16 to 71.5 per cent in Ward 19. The second highest pro-
portion was found in Werd 14 whiclhh had 70.6 per cont. The edjacent

Woard 15 came noext with 66.5 per cont. The Bast End rangod betweon 60

and 65 per cent while the Hill had botwoen 50 snd 60 per cont.

TABLE 15. Distribution According to Birthploce

Country Number Per Cent
U. S. 4. 3571 ‘6148
Russia 1216 21.0
Polend 320 5.3
Rumenia 199 3.5
Austrig 141 Red
Lithuania 112 1.9
Hungary 79 l.4
CGermany 85 1.0
Other 57 1.0
Unknown 28 0.5
Total 5778 100.0

The largest single group cmong those of foreign birth wers born
in Russia, They constituted 21 per cent of the entire group including
the native born and 55.8 per cent of the foreign born. Those originating
in Polend were thc noxt largest group with 5.5 per cent of the totanl and
14.7 per cent of all of foreign birth. Rumenia was the birthplace of
3,5 per cent of the toital and 9.1 per cont of those born abroad. Austrias
accounted for 2.4 per cont of the entire sample and 6.5 per cent of the
foreign born. The percentages of Lithuanions wore 1.9 and 5.1; Hungarians
1.4 and 3.6. Gemen Jews comstituted 1 per cent of the totzl population
and 2.5 of the non-native born. German refugees resident in Pittsburgh
since December, 1938, have very likely ralsed these percenteges somewhat.

All other foreign born groups together comprised ono per cent of the whole
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end 2.6 per cent of those born in other lands. Chart IX illustrates
graphically the percontago diastribution of the foreign born group.

CHART IX. Forocign-Born Jewish Population of Pittsburgh by
Country of Birth: 1938

Per Cent

Country Per
of Birth Cent

Russia 55.8

Poland 14.7

Runania

Austria

Lithuanis

Hungary

Germany

All Other

Parental notivity

In counjunction with the subject of birthplace, Table 16 pre-
sents data conccrning tho country of origin of the hoeds of family units.
197 or 11.4 per cent of the 1725 units in the semple were aither living
alone or were boorders or lodgers and werce thug both the head znd sole
membor of the unit sccording to the study definition or wore hecds of
units in which the other memborg wore not legnl depeadents. As indicmtod
ir Apperdix D, Pege 185 the group labeled porents elso included married
couples without children., The largest number toteling 4441 per cent ine
cluded poronts both of whom were foreign-borm. Family units with both
perents native born ceccomted far 23.7 per cont, cnd those of mixed

netivity 18.2 per cent. The lorge majority of heads of households were
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first generction Jews, sixty-nine per cent having beon born clsewhere

than in the Unitod States.

TABLE 16. Number and Per Cent of F.uily Units
According to the Netivity of Parents

Nativity of pcrents Parental fomily units
Number Per Cent
Both perents livinge.oses | 1,309 86.0
Both parents netive.... . 361 23.7
Onc parent foreigh..... 277 18,2
Father foreighececsss 196 12.9
Mother foreighieeeess | 81 5.3
Both purcnts foreign... | 671 44.1
I
One paront livVing.ieessss | 212 14.0
|
Noti¥eiuvoennnseroonnns | 29 2.0
POTEIfN . eesevssorosaons l 183 12.0
Totaluvesssssensesas | 1,521 100.0

longth of Residence in the U, S. «nd Pittsburgh

Chenges in populction oceur through moturcl increase or decreuse
thet is by birth or decth, and through migretion. The data of the preseat
study represent the ond result of ¢ process strotching bock more then 70
yerrs. Ve hove but little knowledge of intervoning movements which have
culmineted in the type ol Jewish group as revecled by our semple. Informa-
tion cs to morricges, births end deeths es well zs of movenent in -mnd out

of the eity is essential to ¢ complste knowledge of our populuation picture,
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Such & goal is probably unatteinable. Meanwihile we have in Table 17
some interesting data as to the composition of our group in temms of

its length of residence both in the country and in the city.

Table 17. Length of Residence in United States and Pittsburgh

me Per Cent In Per Cent
ber In of Pitis- not horn in
of Years U. S.|Foreign Borajburgh Pittsburgh
0 -5 47 2.2 193 Te3
6 - 10 31 led 127 4.8
11 - 20 426 19.8 661 24,9
21 ~ 30 562 26,1 679 25.6
31 - 40 804 37.3 756 28.5
41 - 50 R02 9.4 171 6.4
51 - 60 72 343 57 2.0
61 - 70 7 3 7 3
71 + 2 ol 3 .1
Totel 2153 99.9 2654 99.9
Jat ive 3571 3044
Inknown 54 80 |
Grand Total] 5778 5778 |
|

We have elresdy found that a little iess than 62 per cent
were born in the United States. Slightly over 52 per cent (52.74)
were born in Pittsburgh. The percentuge distribution sccording to
the number of years in residenco refers in ths first instence only to
those not born in the United States and secondly to those not nativo
to the city. Meny of the latter are native born but beve migrated to
Pittsburgh from other places in the country.

An importent finding which may be stated at this point is
that of the 2207 personms not native to the United Stetes and thereforo
not netive to Pittsburgh only 456 or 20.7 per cent did not settle in
the city in ths semo yocr thet they came to this country. We must
assume that in the ordinary course of events es representod by an ox-

preriocnec of more than seventy yoars persons coming as they do dastined
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to relatives or friends in a particular community tend to come and
stay. We heve no meons of kaowing, of course, how meny who came to
Pittshurgh directly upon arrivel in the country left for other parta.
Howeveor, a record of nemrly 8C per cent coming to country end city in
the same yoor shows wn unusually high degree of stability from tho
point of view under discussion. Howsover, of thosc that come to Pitts-
burgh one or more yecrs subsequent to their migration to tho United
Stotes more ther 40 por ceat cocme within five years thereafter, and
more than 58 per cent came within ten years. Tho largest span between
the two detes wes 46 years. Only 15 por cent camo efter twenty years
of regidence in other communities.

The distribution of the foreign born confoyms in general to
the relative proportions that emigreted to this country during the
poriod represented, taking Iinto account losses at tho older ages due to
doath. The largest single group are those who came to this country be-
tween thirty and forty yemrs sgo (37.3%). This was the decade of largest
immigration,u” including Jewish., Those who errived during the succoed-
ing decede from 1909 to 1918 neccount for 26.1 per cent ,or tho second
lergest group, likewise corresponding to the sams relative volume of
total Immigretion. The lest decade of substantial arrivel in this
country was that of 1919 to 1928, the bars having been offectively
erocted in 1924 when tho quota law went into offect. Nearly 20 per
cent of Pittsburgh foreign-born Jewry arrived during this period. The
gharp drop thereaftor is to be seen in the faet thut the group that
arrived between 19292 ané 1933, or from & to 10 years ago, repregsent
only 1.4 per cent of the toteal., Thore were the pre-Hitler deys. Tho

rise duo to forced immigration when Georman cnd other quotes were more

(17) Stetistical Abstrect of the U. S., 1938. p. 97
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CHART X, Percentags Distridution According to Lergth of
Regldence of Those Born Outside the United States
and Pittsburgh

Per Cent

Years of 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Residence

0-5

11 - 20

21 - 30

31 - 40

41 - 50

51 +

Born outside Pittsburgh
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nesrly filled accounts for the increase to 2,2 per cent in the period
from 1933 to 1938, It i1s interesting to note thet nocarly four per cent
of those born abroad ceme to the United Stetes more then fifty years ago.
There is & small fractilon that heve becn hero more than seventy years,

Pittsburgh firet ettracted Jews to its midst about ninety yeers
&go. Our sample shows that there are those still elivo who were not born
in the e¢ity who canme here more then 70 yeers ago. The porcentegesaccord-
ing to length of residence in the city coaform generclly to the various
poeriods of arriwvel in the country. As in the case of the foreign-born,
the lergest group (28.5%) of those born outside the city ceme here fronm
31 tc 40 yeers ago. ©Slightly morc than one-quertor (25.6%) came botweon
2} ond 30 years ogo. 4 slightly smaller fraction (24.9%) settled here
from 11 to 20 ysers ago. Similar to the proviong clessification the group
hers five years or lcss {7.3%) is lorger than thoso who cemo from six to
ton years beforo (4.8%). Betweon six end seven per cent (6.4) settled in
Pittsburgh between 41 and 50 yeers ego. Those who settled here more than
50 years ago comstituta 2.4 per cent,
Citizenship

Teble 18 divides our somple sccording to citizenghip status,
one columa including the nativo born who are citizons by birth end the
second sotting forth the porcentages of those born abroad. If ws in-
cludec the whole group, we find that 61.8 por cont are citizens baceuse
they were born in this country. Slightly loss than 15 por ceat acquired
eitizenship either through marrisge to a citizen or because a parent had
becomoe neturalized. Second pepers bkad been ecquircd also by 14.8 per cent
while thogse whn had declared thoir intention of beconing citizons consti-
tuted 1.8 per ecent. Aliens who ked not itskcn any steps toward citizenship

constitutod 6.4 per cent.
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TABLE 18. Porcentage Distribution According
to Citizenship Stefus

Por Cent Par Cont
Stotus Number of of 2207
Totel Foreign~born
Native born 3571 1.8
Citizen by
role tiongiip 863 14.9 39.1
First pupors 106 1.8 4,8
Neturelized 858 14.8 38,9
Alien 368 6.4 16.
Unicnown 12 .3 o3
Total i 8778 100.0 100.0

It we confine our cnalysis to tlvse who wore born cbroad we
find thet 39.1 per cent had mequired citizenghip through relationship
to ¢ citizon znd 38.9 por cont thirough naturalization., Declarenis nade
up 4.8 per cent and aliens cccounted for ono-sixth, Sinee 1938 thore
hns been @& substential addition to tho nuwbor who hove cither started
toward or achicved citizonship in order to oscapo the peneltics of & state
elien registretion law since doclared unconstitutionel., Recontly cnacted
Fedoral logislation will, no doubt, reduce the nunber of aliens to e nini-
rin, As comperced with 16.7 per cent of glieng cnong tho foreign-born group
in Pittasburgh, the Sen Frunceisco study showed 17.7 per cont, the Possalc
study 23.0 per ccnt, Trenton, 12.3 peor cent, and Cincinnati, B,0 per cent.
If wo omit, becouse of their suallincss of nunbors, Wards 16 &nd
17, whick haveo & bigh percentege of foreign-bora but no aliens in tho
sanple, we f£ind what night be oxpected, nenely, & higlh corrolation between
the proportions of forcign-bora cnd c.lianssla' Teblo 19 givos both por-

contogos by werd.

{18) v =+ .84 + .06
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TABLE 19. Percentuges of Foreign~borm and
of Aliens by Ward

ward | Per Cent Por Cont Aliens of
Foroign-

born Foreign-borm Total

1 41.8 10.7 4.3

3 47.5 29.7 4.1

4 41,0 15,3 643

5 49,4 20,0 10.0

7 38.9 19.0 24

8 49,3 29.4 14.4

10 34 e&k 5.6 2.0
11 38.7 19.7 6.1
14 29.7 8.9 247
15 33.7 15.6 5.3
16 H52.6 0.0 0.0
17 43.8 0.0 i 0.0
19 28.4 8.0 . 23

School status

According to Teblo 20, thosc attending school, whethor public
or privcte, clomontary, college or tredo, day or eveaing ¢lassos, toteloed
1368 or 24.0 per cent of the whole group. Ons-quartor of cll meles and
28.9 per cont of all feneles wore thus ongeged. Of those not in active
attendence at classes of orne sert or enothier a division was nade betwoen
persons undor 30, over 30, and thoso too young to cttend school. Those
under 30 no longer in school wers soparcted from tho rauniander in order to
provide a cluc to the copocelty of those emong thien who might be unconployed.
An anclysis of thoir provious cducation will be givon later. They totaled
1131 or 19.9 per cont of the total, In contrcdistinction to tlhoso in
school, they includod wore wonen thom nen, £0.2 per cont, as ageilnst 19.6
Dor cont. A siniler slighkt prepondercnce of feriales wes found in the case
of wonen over 30 and children wader sehool sge. &ong tho forner wore
48,6 por cont of the nelcsend 50.0 per cent of ell fennlos. Togethcr thoy
forried 49.3 por cent of tho totel. Pro~school children aceounted for

slightly less than 5 per copt.
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TABLE 20. Number and Per Cent Acoording to
Attendance at School by Sex

T In ot 4in sSchool.

Sex School |Under 30| Over 30|Pre-School! Unknown Totg_lq
Mele

Number 714 554 1375 143 46 2832

Per Cont|25.2 19.6 48,8 5.0 1.6 | 100.0
Femsle

Number 654 577 1427 147 49 2854

Per Cent|22.9 20.2 0.0 5.2 1.7 | 100,0
Total

Number 1368 1131 2802 290 95 5686

Per Cent|24.0 19.9 49.3 5.1 1.7 §100.0

According to Table 21, of thoge who actively attended classos
46.3 per cent were youngsters in the elementery grades; 40.1 per cent
went to high school; 2.3 per cent were college students; 3.2 per cent
attended evening school and a little over one per cent were pursuing
vocational or graduate professional courses. The number and proportion
of girls in the gramwar grades exceeded thet of the boys but the latter
were more numerous among those attending high school. Elementary and
high sehool students together constituted 20.8 per cent of the sample.
Boys in colloge medo up 1l.9 per cent of their number compared with 6.4
per cent of the girls. Together they were about 2% per cent of all
persons studied. Assuming that this ratio holds for the entire Jewigh
population of the city, the proportion mey be roughly compared with the
ratio of less than one-half of one per cent that college undergraduate
students contributed for the country as & whole in 1936.(19) The pro-

portion of male and fomales, mainly edults, who attended evening school

clesses was cbout the seme, a little better then 3 per cent. Those attend-

ing trade or vocutional schools were all males. Schools listed under Mother®

included some private instruction and graduete training in professional

(19) Statisticel Abstract of the U. S., 1938. Data of Tebles 110 snd 1i4.
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schools, Trede and other schocl groups together provided but a freetion

of one pcr cent of the total.

TABIE 21. Number and Por Cent of Thosc in School
According to Type of Schooling ond Sox

Type of Per Per Por

School Mele Cont |Female | Cent Total Cent
Elementery 310 | 43.4 323 49.4 633 46.3
High School 288 40.3 261 39.9 549 40.1
Collego 85 11.9 42 6.4 127 9.3
Evening 24 3.4 20 3.1 44 3.2
Trede 4 5 o] .0 4 3
Other 3 4 8 1.2 11 8
Totel 714 | 99.9 654 | 100.0 1368 | 100.0

Schooling of persons under 30

A specicl enalysis {Teble 22) was mede of cll persons ne longer
regulerly in school cnd under thirty yeors of wge to determine their edu-
cational preperction for possible use by the oemployment service of the
Federction of Jewish Philenthropics. In this group we found 1131 persons,
554 male nnd 577 females. A .large perccntege were, of course, marriod and
hed children. JAn excellent record of educational background is revealed
in the feet that more then 83 per coent hud complsted a high sehool course.

TABLE 22. Previous Schooling of Persons under 30
and no longer aAttending School

Per Per Per
Class Male | Cent |Femele | Cent | Total [Cent
Crammar School
not completed 18| 3.3 14 2.4 32 | 2.8
Crammar School .
Greducte 204 3.60 17 | 2.9 37 | 3.3
High School

not completed 64| 11.6 58 | 10.1 12z | 10.8

High Sehool 208 | 53.8] 375 | 65.0] 673 | 59.5

Graduate
Vocational n
Sehool 15 2.7 22 3.8 37 343
College in~ a1l 74| 28 | 4.9 69 { 6.3
complete
College degree 98 | 17.7 53 | 10.9 161 { 14.2

Total 554 | 100.0] 577 |100.0( 1131 |100.0
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Less than three per cent were without on elementery school
diplomg, cnd only 3.3 per cent had not gone further thon gremmor school.
In both instonees men were more numerous thon the women. Of those theot
hod entersd but not completed kigh school there were 11.6 per cent of the
neles end 10,1 per cent of the femeles., Nearly 60 per cent of the total
hed completed their high school educction, In this category ths women
wore represonted by o much higher proportion then the men, 65 per cent s
corparod with 53.8 per coent. The meles corpenscted for thls, however, by
far outnumbering the femcles in the matter of college treoining. Males who
were college graductes totaled nearly 18 per cent of their number while
nearly 1l per cent of the women wore thus clessificd. Soms college prepa-
ration hed becn socured by 7.4 per cont of the men and 4,9 per ceat of the

WOmon «

Religious School Affiliation

Jewish education in Pittsburgh assumeg the pattern comaon to
most American Jewish communities. It revolves largely around the con-
gregations and their teaching program, and somewhat less around Hebrew
schools under comnunal and private auspices. A small fractlon still is
carried on in the hore visited by the private teacher. | The Hebrew Insti-
tute is the coordinating, standard setting, snd stimulating agency, and
provides some subsidy to congregational schools in addition to carrying
on a communal school program of its own.

The division between Orthodox, Conservative, and Reform de=-
termines for the most part the type of instruction given and received.
The latter offers almoat solely the Sunday school cupriculum and little
else. The conservative synagogues conduct a Sunday School in conjunction
with their deily Hebrew clasases.

The Orthodox group for the most part provide congregational
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physicel facilities but no finencizl or ndministrative perticipetion.
The lergest orthodox syncgogue follows in gener.l outline the method of
the Conservitive synsgogues. Otherwise the Orthodox child receives lis
instruction either through communcl or private fucilities. Some children
perteke of more thun one kind of instruction such us through the private
Eebrew teucher at home snd Sund.y school ¢t cne of the congreg.tions,
Conservative or Reform.

For purposes of this study o dividing line wes drawn at :zge
16 to determine whther o child might be exspected to be under some forn
of tutelege. We know thoi most Orthodox and Conservetive boys who learn
Hebrew quit following their Tazr Mitzveh on their thirtecenth birthday. On
the other hand the wge of confimwtien in the Reform Suedcy school is cbout
16 und there wre opportunities for Hebyrsw instruction up to cnd beyond thut
zge, Indeed thc grentest effort here is being mede in the direetion of
intercsting high school students in continuing their Hebrew studies. The
recent unfortuncte incursion of the publie school system into the reclm
of religious sducction is expectad to hkave such o result. Any child be-
tween six =nd sixteen not nursuing some form of instruction wcs counted
in the cutogory of "nonc".

TABLE 23. Boys :nd Cirls Clogsified by Type of Religious Instruction{e)

Boys mznd girls

Type of betwesn € cnd 16 yeors of uge

rcligious ingtruction

Molo i Female Totel .
Numbert ﬁh Number ;755,‘,} Number 5?5 g
Totcl receiving religious :
instructioNessiesesnnones 2o | 52.7 | 276 51,7 | 588 52.2
Sunday school.icavieve lv4 18.8 | 213 33.9 | 31 29.1
Hebrew 5Cho0leserencas 147 26.5 55 10,3 202 8.6
Privet@esivsrncanannes 41 7.4 8 1.5 £9 4,5
Rucciving no religious |
instructionesvecsveianeaes 262 47.3 258 l 48,3 520 47.8
Totel 554 1100.0 | 534  1100.0 1,088 100.0

{e) Exeluding 19 meles cnd 17 femcles for whom affiliction unknown
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Teble 23 gets forth the distribution of 1088 children accord-
ing to the various forms of cttendence. The three categories are not
wutually exclusive ulthough tho classificction hes been made according
to the principal attuchment. Children counted ns attending Sundeay school
for the most part do not recelve any other form of Jewish education.
Those attending Consorvetive or Orthodox Congregationzl Hebrew classes
during week deys and who quite noturelly alse attend the Sunday school
exerciges at these same schools huve been counted under the "Hebrew™
affilintion. 8imilarly, those receiving private Hebrew lessons who
attend & Sunday school have been listed under "privcte®.

Sunday school ehildron constituted 29.1 per cent of the total.
Those receiving Hebrew instruction iIn orgaenized schools accounted for
18.6 per cent, while those bcing teught privately were 4.5 per cent.
Nearly 48 per cent between the ages of six end sixteon were unaffiliated
with any formel process of Jowish education., Meny of the latter had re=
ceived itraining in the past, but at the time of the survey were no longer
pursuing such studieg, An interesting parallel with the above figures is
presented by Mr. I. A. Abrams of the Hebrew Institute who found in his
1939 study of ull children in the city receiving various foms of Jewish
educction thet 20.2 per cent were enrolled in Hebrew schools, 29.5 per
cent in Sunday schools; the balance, 50.3 per cent, were not receiving
any form of instruction.{20)

A revealing comparison ig to be found between the sttendance
of boys and girls. Less then 19 per cent of the boys es compered witk
nearly 40 per cent of the girls attend Sundny scheol, On the othor hand
26,5 per cent of the boys and only 10.3 per cent of the girls sttond

Hebrew ciasses. The disparity between them 1s oven grecter emong those

{20) "A sStudy of Jewish Education in Pittsburgh® by Isreel A. Abroms,
January 1940. Reprinted from the Mereh 8, 15, 22, 29 and
April 5 editions of The American Jowish Cutlook, Pittsburgh.
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who receive privete instruction. This fom included 7.4 per cent of
the boys and l.5 per cent of the girls. The percentages without affili-
ation were mlmost identical, 47.3 per cent of the boys end 48.3 per cent
of ths girls.

Annlyzed slightly differontly the figures showed approximately
two girls to each boy in Sunday school and three boys to eech girl study-
ing Hebrew, with mlgtégghggm?onﬁither. Of those attending
Hebrew classess 72.8 per cent worse boys and 27.2 per cent girls, ond of
those receiving private lessons 83,7 per cent were boys end 16.3 per cent
were girls. 55.8 per cent of children acquiring some form of Jewish
educction attended Sunday school; 35.6 per cent Hebrew school; and 8.6
per cent were tutored privaiely.

TABLE 24, Distribution of Femilies by Number of Children between

S8ix and Sixteer According to their Receipt and
Non-Recelpt of Religious Instruction

Totel
Number of [All Re- |Per None Re-|Per Per |Family | Per
Children |ceiving |[Cent| ceiving ;Cent | Mixed |Cent [Units | Cent
1 172 42.9 229 57.1 401 100.0
2 99 46.7 61 28,8 52 |24.5 | 212 100.0
3 21 34.4 14 23.0 26 (42,6 61 100.0
4 3 18.7 3 18.7 10 i62.6 16 100.0
5 2 2 100.0
6 1 1 100,0
Totel 297 307 89 693

According to Teble 24, there were 693 families with children
from six to sixteen. Nearly 60 per cent hed one such child and 30.6 per
cent had two. Slightly leas than 9 per cent had three and 2.3 per ceat
had four. TFemilies with five and six children represented a fraction
of one per cent. Teble 24 presents an analysis of these femilies from
the viewpoint of their children who were rcceiving or not receiving
formal Jewish education. Of the 401 femilies with one child 172 or 42.9

per cent were attending Sunday or Hebrew school or were being privately
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instructed. On the other hand 229 or 57.1 per cent were not. This is
nearly 10 per cent above the generel propertion of non-perticiponts.
Of the 212 femilies with two c¢hildren 99 or 46.7 per cent hed both re-
colving Jewish educction while 61 or 28.8 per cent had neither so engaged.
In 52 or 24.5 per cent one chilid was attending snd the other was not, due
froguently to one being boyond Bar Mitzveh age. In units with three
children thers was a much larger proportion in which all threo {34.4 per
cent) were being instructed es egeinst those in which none {23 por cent)
was attending. In thirteen instonees two children were roceiving in-
struction and ono wes not and in another thirtecn the reverse wes true.
Among the sixteen families with four children, throe ceases were found in
which all four were roceiving troining and e similer number in which none
were, In ten fumilies some of the children wore attonding class while
others were not, helf of these being divided two und two. In the two
instances of five ehildren ull were recel¥ing some form of Jewish education
and in the single case of six children one was and five wers not.
Percentages of children receiving some form of instruction
according to the vorious werds runged between 77.8 per ceat in Werd 8
and 28 per cent in Ward 1. The other ward on the Hill, Ward 3, gave
31l.4 per cent in gpite of the location there of the Hebrew Institute and
severcl Telmid Torshs and the Sunday school 2t the Irene Koufmenn Settle-
ment. Ward 5 comprising part of the Hill hed & percentege of 46.3. Oek-
land, Ward 4, hoving within its boundaries the Treo of Lifc Synagogue
school had 64.9 por e¢ent. Ward 7 in which is loected the Reform Rodef
Shalom Temple had 62.1 per cent. Tho East End Wards 10 and 11 showed per-
centages of 51,5 and 49,4 respectively. Word 14, Squirrel Hill, the
lergest Jewish scction, reported 62.4 per cent roceiving imstruction,
while 47.3 per cent of the children in edjacent Groenfield Werd 15 wore
likewise 1n zttondancc. The South Sido Wards 16 end 17 being closest to
the Boochviow synagogue showed the excellent record of 75 per ceat compared

with Ward 19 also in thet area which had only 31.2 psr cent.
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III. Religious Organization

One of the items on the census schedule caliled for Information
as to membership in the synagogue., The cnunerators, however, were not
held top strictly for the answers for two reasons: first end most in-
portant, Lecausc under the writer's direction there had been made in 1837
2 rather comprehensive investigation of the religlous institutions of the
city, (21) and secondly, and growing out of the first, recognition was
given to the difficully of sccuring adequate data as to the exact status
of affiliation with the synagogue by an ordinary cenvass ol Jewish nouse-
holds. The repnrts as received from the field staff clearly confirmed
this. No attempt wes made, therefore, to tabulate the data, Because
knowledge of religious life of a community is of the utmest importance
in any descriptive report of this nature, the prcsent chapter 1s ineluded
and contains a summary of the unpublished report of the 1937 survey. It
furthermore tiss in with and provides background for the section on re-
ligious school affilistien,

The 1937 Survey

The 1937 survcy was conducted by the guestionnaire method in
connection with a personal visit to a responsible official of each of the
thirty-six congregations and their affiliztes. Their dates of organizestion
are indicative of the mevement of the Jewish population bothk within and
into the ecity. Twenty-eight were established since 1900 while only eight
originated prior to that dste, Rodef Shalom, the present Reform temple,
and first synagogue to be organized, came into beilng in 1854, Its members
were primarily those of German birth. It was not until ten years later that

the Tree of Life Synagcgue was established.

(R1) Made by Mr, Saul Kaplan in fulfilment of the requirements of a
course in social research at the University of Pittsburgh. I am
also indebted to Mr., I. A. Abrams, Principal of the Hebrew Institute,
for additional information,
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In the lower Hill district, two Orthodox congregations were orgeonized
between 1870 znd 1879 ond two between 1880 cnd 1889. Onc of those loter
moved to Squirrel Hill. Their members came mainly from Lithuania end
Hungary. Two more, onc composed of previous inhecbitents of Galicia,
were started in the luast decode of tho nineteenth century.

Between 1900 ecnd 1909 oight congregations were organized,
one in Hezelwood by the Mlendsloute™ of Lubovitz, Polond; one on the
South Side; one in the East End; end one on Butler strect, then a new
area of gettlement. Nutionel origin, including Rumenien, Russion, end
Polish, was the determining fuctor in the esteblishment of these ed-
ditionel synngogues. There also began in this period the ereetion of
religious institutions resulting from the movement to new scetions of
the city.

Ten new synagogues were orgonized in the decade from 1910 to
1919; nine from 1920 to 1929; cnd ono since 1930. During the first of
these periods, unother was organized in tihwe East Ead, one on the South
Side, end the tirst cae in Squirrsl Hill. A split among the memborship
of the Runanian congregetion, followed by & similar exigency among the
Russian group served ng = stimulus to creeting new congregations. A4d-
ditionel synegogucs were sturted in the Hill district snd still another
on the South Side. The ascendancy of new groups snd their desire to
express themselves, £s well asg differeances s to religious ritusl, pro-
vidod now fuctors behind the establishment of other places of worship.
Butwoen 1920 cnd 1929, threc cume into being in Onklend, one in the
Herron Hill district, two in Squirrel Hill, twe in the Ecst End, cnd ons
in Homewood. MNone of theso rosulted from new inmigratior but were dus
to the movement from older to newer secetions of sottlement.

The earlier ssteblishment of syncgogues, therefore, recorded

the various woves of Jewish imigration into the country cnd city. First
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¢eme those from Gemany in the mlddle of the nineteenth century, then
in the seventies from Lithuania, then from Russie, Poland, Hungary,
and Roumania. The prinéipal lecus of settlement was in the Hill
district. A4s enough Jews to form a congregation were settled in a par-
ticular neighborhood, one was organized and later & synagogue was con-
structed. New immigrents, heving different national origins and there-
fore not feeling completely at home in tho older congregations would
egtablisk their own as soon s their number wes large enough. Moan-
while new gectlons of the city began t0 dbc populated by Jews, and in
oach, congregations woere set up., If tho settlament romained smell,
intornel poece hed to be meinteined willy-nilly; e split would have
resulted not in two congrogations but in none. But whero the gettle-
mont grew the old difforencos which had caused the crcetion of new
congrogations 1n the Hill district asserted themseclves, In Squirrel
Hill there ere now four synegogues: one Conscrvetive and three Orthedox.
In the East End and Onkland there ere thrse and in the Herrom Hill
district, two.

Tho fact thot only one synegogue has been esgtablished since
1830 is due to o number of foctors including the oconomic depression,
stoppege of imuigration, the lessoning cmphesis on ritualistic differ-
onces, the declino in intorest in organized religion, cnd the direction
of Jewish communal snergios into othor cbannels., Affiliation has, for
the most part, becomc e sporadic matter. Attendomice is only occasional
and in greatost number et the High Holidays. The dovelopment of the
congregational religious school for the benefit of the children of
members kas stimuleted some sdditionsl memberskips. Fomie) membership,
however, 1s no necessery criterion of adherence to the faith.

At the time of tie study the combined nambership of the threo

Conservative and one Reform synsgoguc was 2,185 and that of the reneining.
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all of which are Orthodox, was 1,990. This includes u ¢certain amount of
duplicntion since we know thei many persons belong to more thun one syna-
gogue. There is & tendency for memberships to be held in one or more of
the Congervutive synogogues «nd in the Reform temple ot the sime time.
Instunces ere clso konown of simultmneous affiliation with Orthodox and
Reform congregetions. Also, there «re muny who cre cffiliuted with more
then one Ortbodox congregation having reteined their membership in the old
institution even after moving to cnother district wnd joining the new one.
From such dutz s we possess we would estimete this dupliection at as much
es five per cent of the totul mombership, which would reduce the total to
approximately 3,900 persons.

Wh.t proportion of the Jewish populction is defiaitely =ffili-
ated with the syncgogue? Menbership is generully held by the heead of the
family unit or household cnd is usuwlly applicuble to the gpouse and minor
children. The femily unit s defined 1in this study would, therefore,
appecr to be ¢ more recsoncble buse of computition thcn the household. We
have estimeted th.t in 1938 there were 15,005 Jewish household (pzge 141}
and 1,15 families per household (puge 28) which would produce cn cstimate
of 17,256 femily units. Assuming the sume number of syncgogue memberships
in 1938 aos in 1936 ond one member per fimily unit would mecn that epproxi-
mately 23 per cent were formelly wffilicted. On the besis of one mesmber
per household, ibout 26 per cent were thus cttoched. We have also esti-
mated (puge 26} un cvercge of 3.29 persons per fumily which would meen cn
estim=ted totil of 12,800 persons in the families of members or zpproxi-
metely 24 per cent of the estimcted populiticn of 54,000 who mey be scid
to be definitely & port of the orguanized religious community. These fig-
ures while interesting, cnd perhups deprossing, cre obviously ne indica-
tion of the reletive strength of cdbherence to or influence in the life of

the Jewish community. Of only one phase cen we be in the slightest
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bit certain, and that is of the loss in strength of Orthodox Judaism,
Discussion of the reasons for and implications of these trends lie far
outside the scope of this monograph.

Educational Activities

In the main, three types of educational activity are conducted:
daily Hebrew classes for children, Sunday school, and adult activilies.
O0f the thirty-six congregations, thirteen have Hebrew schools that neet
daily; twenty have no such classes. The latter include these that cannct
afford a school; those with too few children; those located in the vicinity
of regularly established schools; and those whose program does not include
the maintenance of this form of instruction on any extended sczle, as for
example, the Rodef Shalom Templc. There is no clear-cut division between
them on these grounds, various reasons frequently overlapping.

The Congregational Hebrew schools are located as follows: two
in Oakland, three in Squirrel Hill (one other, a branch of the Tree of
Life School has since been discontinued), three in the Fast End, two in
the North Side, one in Beechview, and one in Herron Hill. In seven in-
stances the schools are not conducted by the congregation but by a
private teacher, The classes are carried on in quarters provided by the
synagogue but the income of the teacher is derived dircctly from the
parents of the pupils.

Schools affiliated with synagogues have been developed to the
largest degree in the newer arcas of settlement, They vary in size both
according to the numnber of teachers and pupils. In the thirteen congre-
gational schools the former ranged between one and eight, The number of
pupils varied between less than ten to over three hundred for a total of
720, In all of the schools of the c¢ity including the Hebrew Institute

there were 1070, Private schools and private instruction accounted for
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500 mors., (22)

Thers were eighteen Sunday schools, of which four were in

Squirrel Hill, two in the Fast End, two in Oekland, two in Herron Hill,
two in the North Side, and one each in Homewood, Shadyside, Southk Side,
Hazelwood, and Beechview. No gynegogue on the Hill mainteins a Sunday
school, due either to lack of interest in this form of Jewigh education
or to an insufficient number of children. Several attempts to undertake
such a progrem had to be abandoned becsuse of poor attendance. There is,
however, a Sunduy school in the Hill at the Irene Kaufmenn Settlement.
This is conducted under the auspices of the Southwestern District Re-
ligious School Comuittee which maintained et that time four other Sunday
schools in verious synagogues of the city in conjunction with the sister-
hoods who pey the sclaries of the superintendents, (Today this hes been
increased to eleven.} The Committee holds itself responsible for the
rcmainder of the cost, including genercl supervision. Outgide of Pitts-
burgh the Committee maintoins Sunday schools in meny southwestern Penn-

sylvania communitios.

{22} The situction in 1940 is roported by Mz. Abrams (op. cit.,) as
follows:

"In gencral, the picture of Juwish Educution in our community
is as foliows: Thc Hebrew Institute and its Affiliated Schools--the Both
Shalom Habrew School, the Bnai Isrcel Hebrew Institutc and the Tree of
Life Hebrew School--take care of 751 pupils; 1l smallor schools cccommo-
date 348 children znd private teschers instruct an additional 300 boys and
girls. Thus, the totel number rccoiving an intcnsive Hebrew educetion is
1399, In addition, the Rodcf Shnlom Sundny School khas en enrollment of
817 children cnd the other congrogetionsl Sundzy Schools, 1251; e total of
2068.

"That meszns that 3467 children, out of ¢ total child population of
olementery school ege of 5225 receive some instruction in Jewish subjects
snd 1758 childroen of that ago ere uneffiligted with any school, Furtherw
more, therc are elso 2100 children of high school cge whose Jewish edu~
cationnl training is negligible, since only 332 are registered in the
Hebrew and Sunday Schools. While it may be truc that a good number of
those high school students heve at one time or anothor received some troin-
ing along Jewish lines, the fcet remains that ot an age when their studics
would be of the grectest value to them snd to their people, they crc elto-
gether noglected.®
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At the timo of the survey there wore 156 Sundoy school tecchers,
tho largest number being engaged at the Rodef Shaolom Temple with thirty-
five. The total number of pupils in theso clegses was 2,730. The size of
the attendance runged between 22 and 800, Rofersence hms eclready been made
in the proevious chapter to the duplicution in ettendenco between Hobrow
and Sunday schiools.

Adult eduectlonel activities connectod with the synagogue were
to bve found in twenty-one Orthodox institutions. These cro tho treditional
form of daily study classcs. ZEloven of theo thirtcen synegogues on the Hill
meintcined such e progrem even thougi not one hod a Sunday school. This
should not bo tskon to mean, Lowever, tliot they cre more interested in the
education of czdults than in thet of the children. The Hill distriet hes
two commuanl schools including that conducted by the Hebrew Institute as
well as the large indopendent Sunday school et the Ircne Koufmenn Settle-
ment.  Adult educeationel ns well as socinl ccetivities arc also quite
prominont a&s pert of the programs of the Men's Clubs cnd Sistorlwods of
the Congervative and Reform Synagogues.

In addition therc should be montioned the Institute of Jewish
Studios sponsored jointiy by the Y. M. & W, E. 4. and the Hobrew Instituto
whick in 1939 hed an enrollmont of 96 gtudentg. A substentiel number of
these wero Sunday sclhool toeackors end othors scoking certifiention as such.
Tho curriculum inecludes turee coursos in Hebrew, taree in Jowish history,
one on Judaism, one on Hebrow litercture and onc on mothods of fomehing.

Philgnthropic activities

In eddition to thoe Federction of Jewish Philaenthropies, through
the Commmunity Fund, end tic Unitod Jewisk Purd, the two lerge central fund-
raising orgenizetiong for Joewish philentlwopie purpcses, there cre in
Pittsbhurgh ng in gll otier lerge coamunitics e number of smaller efforts

in tlho sene geaneral diroction, end tho synegogues providc an wmpie sharc,
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Giving to cherity is one of the traditional functions of the synagogue
though in some memsure the beneficlaries have changed beccuse of the
devolopment of nodern sociol service organizations created for this
specinl purposc.

Part of the funds contributed is teken directly fram the
treasuries of the congregations, but the larger share is reised through
special sppoals, generally on the coccasion of the High Holidays. In
thirty-one congregations a totsl of approximetely $13,000 renging from
#$20 to $5,000 was thus raisged,

Tiree moin types of beneficiaries are mssisted--theological
gemincries hero and abrozd, nationel tuberculosis senatoris, and the
Hebrew Sheltering and Irmigrant Aid Socicty which has treditionally made
it a practice to socliecit funds in this way. Contributions to the first
were nade by twenty-five synagogues, seventeen to the second, and twenty-
one to the H.I,4.8. Funds were also given to e scattering of other types
of organizations, loeal, nationel, end overscas. Five administered relief
to local poor end transients and six for special Passover relief.

Information received indicated the tremendous pressure on tlcse
institutions for monies for all sorts of purpcses the merits of many of
which were unknown to them, This generally results either in the in-
diserininate giving of small amounts to all snd sundry or the refussl to
pexrmit any sppeals at 21l. Much of tihe money thus given is wrongly spent,
giving either to causes that either no longer exist or 4o not warrant the
sumg contributed, or a large shere of whieh goes to the support of the
solicitor, or is duplicative of other edministration, perticularly in the
field of local philanthropy. Attempts have been mods in the direction of
centralization through clearing house errangenents but thus fer have tiet

with little guccess.
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Auxiliary Bodies

Of the thirty-six congregetions only eigut have no auxiliary
bodies whatsoever. These arc either very small congregutions or old
Orthodox institutions of which a large part of the membersihip has noved
away and t.kes no active pert in its affeirs. Twenty-six comgregations
have lodies'! auxilicries or sisterhoods, eight have men's clubs, cnd five
have young people's clubs.

The sisterboods cre the mogt active organizetions emong the
auxiliaries. Their purposes mey be described in genernl us soclzl, edu~
cutional, and religious. They provide ¢ medium of soclal intercourse. In
some cases they hold regular clesses. consisting of lectures on Jewish
history cnd religion, zs well ws on genercl topics of current interest.

In meny casecs the Sundoy school is entirely supported by the sistorhood.

In the mein, tho primary purpose of the sisterhood is to supplement the
ordinery incane of the congregation. If the funde arc sufficient, ithe
sieterhood also undertakes to do charitoble work whieh consists, in most
cages, of gifts to established philanthropic organizetions. In some cases,
direct poor relisf on u minor scale 1s carried on.

No =zccurate total of tke cnanuul expenditure of the sisterhoods
cen be mede s the figures are incompleto, There is lndividual rengs from
upproximatoly $100 to $2,000. 4 fair guoss, using $500 &s the rnnual
averuge, would be « totul conuel sxpenditure of between twelve egnd fifteen
thousand dolloers,

The men's clubs hove as their msin purpose the orgunizution of the
men sociclly eround the congregution &s o center. A frequently stated
copinion concerning them was that it wes difficult to stimulate intorest in
their ectivities. In genersl, it may be concluded thot the women excced tlio
men in orgraiz.tionel onthusiesm and usetivity and for obvious reasons. The
mon bear the major regponsibility of running the congregution 1tself, and
in genorcl they heve less time to devote to such msctivities than do the

women. Because their progrums ure modcraie in scope, tholr exponditures are
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correspondingly smnll. Ammuel expenditures in 1936 renged from negligivle
amounts to $1,100. Practicelly no philanthropic work wos dono by tho mea's
clubs. Young people’s groups exist in five congregetions. They attenpt
for the youth whnt the sisterhood ond men's clubg do for the adults.

In nine orthodox congregstions there is cnother type of auxiliary
orgenization, a Gemileth Chesod or freec loen orgenization. This is o momber-
ship corgenization which in some cases comprises all the nenbers of the con-
gregation and excludes cutsiders. In other capes, it is open to non-nembers
as well, Fynds are raised by membership dues and interest-free loeng ranging
generally between $85 end $50 are made to menbors on the security of a juig-
ment note.

Buriel of the Dead

Burying thke dead is a treoditionel function of the synagogue and,
at present, is probably the riost lucrative, Several of the respondents
cormented that their congrogation’s main source of revenue is the cemetery
end they added jokingly thot the desed support the living. Thkis is particu~
larly true of several of the 0ld Orthodox congregetions of the Hill distriet,
neny of whose members have noved away to other sections of the eity and who
derive only a amall part of thelr income from membership dues and the sale
of scats.

Twenty-twe congregetions Leve ceneteries. In nineteen the cemetery
is en integrel pert of the corporation; in three it 1s organized ns an inde-
pendent body. In seventeen congregations membership ontitles ome to a buriel
plot for himself, his wife, apd his ninor children. In four cases nembership
nerely entitles one to a reduced price for the »lot. Finally, in one instanco
wherc the cemetery is orgenized as an indepsndent corporation,nembership in
the congregation carries no special burial privileges; sspercte membership
in the cenctory sssociastion is required. Since the cost of buriel is high,
the right to a free plot of ground contributcs g nost significant privilege

end is en Incentive to uemborsiip.
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Finanees

Three items relating to the general finances of the congregations
wore ineluded in the questionnaire; the ennuzl nembership dues, the total
expenditure in 1936, and the financial stetus of the synegogue property.

Annunl ducs vary from notlhing at 2ll to $60. No reguler dues ore
charged by tliree very =iusll congregations. Eight hove dues of less than
ten dollars; nineteen, the largest nunber, have duss of from ten to nineteen
dollars; one congregution charges $25; one, $35; three cherge $50, and one
cterges $60. Where the synagogue meintaing a Hebrew school, en extra assoss—
nent is usually made upon the menbers who send their childrem to the school.

The Jowish congregetions of Pittsburgh ney be divided inte three
catogories with regard to tlielr possossion of property: those whiel rent
thoir querters, tlose which heve o cloar title to their building, and those
whoge property 1s mortgoged. Six congrogsticns, ell smaell, rent the properiy
in which they hold services. The monthly rent veries from $10 to $50. At
this writing, one zad possibly two of these orgenizetions no longer exist.
The others hold services only cn tiac Sabbath and et the High Holideys. Eight
congrogations, ell fairly old, own their property outright. Twenty-fwo of
the thirty-six own nortgaged property. Their total indebtedness anounts to
$578,200. Eight have mortgages of under $5,000; six range from $5,000 to
$8,000; three ore betweer $10,000 cnd {12,500, The remcining norﬁ,gﬁgos
range from $26,500 to $181,000 end erc held by synegogues whick have been
built within recent years. The total oxpenditures of 2ll the congrogations
for all purposes smounted in 1936 to $218,062. Tho range of expenditures
was from $300 to $57,000, with an averwuge of about $6,000. Building upkcep

cnd salarioes constitute the two najor itens of expense.
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IV. Qccupational and Industrisl Stetus

A. Analysgis of the 5,778 persons included in the semple

This section of the report is divided into two parts: (A) an
analysis of the occupaticnal and industrial distribution of those found
in our semple, and {B) a grouping of the economic affiliation of 10,401
perscns, including those in the sample who were occupationally engaged
whose nemes wers secured from all possible sources in meking up = prospect
list for solicitation in the United Jewish Fund campaign of 1939, The
oceupational end industrial codes of both analyses are given in Appendix D.
It will be noted that the code for the letier group is much more detailed

then that of the former elthough founded on the same basic outline.

Table 25. Number and Percentage
Distribution According to Employment Status

I

] . _Per Cent of . . . ..
Employment Status i Number l Totalla} Gainful Workers
Total employedseeseseeoes 2,212 38.8 88.3
Self-employedessnannes 748 13,1 29.8
Bnployed by ancther... 1,464 25.7 58.5
Full timeeeeceansans 1,237 21.7 49.4
Part timGesvsveccsas 227 4,0 9.1
WPAcesencavonastasonsans 36 0.6 1.4
Unemployediassessassssass 258 4.5 16.3
Total Gainful workers. 2,506 43,9
Total not in labor
market 3,203 56,1
Totaloesesesaononas 5,709 100.0 100.0

(a} Not including 69 gainful workers for whom no date were re-
corded

Employers and the self-employsd

In Table 25 is set forth & bored classification of the employment

status of the sample. There are four msjor divisions: those who have
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their own business or profession; those who are employed by others, either
full or pert time; those who seek work but cannot find it; and those who
are not in the market for jobs. Assuming thet the distribution was typical
of the Jewish community as & whole, the figures indicate that persons who
were either working or seeking work constituted approximetely 44 per cent of
the entire population, while those who were not in the labor market, either
because they were tooc old or too young, were occupied as housewives, or for
any other reason were neither working nor sesking work, accounted for 56 per
cent, Those whosse employment status could not be ascerteined have been
omitted from our percentage calculations on the theory that they are dis-
tributed in approximetely the same proportion as those for whom infommetion
was received, and therefore do not appreciably affect the vroportions.
Employers and the self-omployed including sslf-employed professionnl
persons constituted 13.1 per cent of the totcl population and 29.8 per cent
(23)

of the ganinful workers For the country as & whole in 1930 the latter

vercentege was approximately 21.8 including indepondently employed pro-

fegsional persons. (24)

Tho comparison while rough both as to time end place
is nevortheless indieative here of wh.t hns beon gonerally found elsewhere,
namely, the higher proportion of the entrepreneur group =mong Jews. Those
employed by others on a full~time basis made up 21.7 per cont of the entire
group and 49.4 per cent, or nearly half, of tho guinfully occupied. Part-

timo workors were four per cent of the populstion snd S.1 per cent of gainful

workers,

{23) The term "guinful workers" is used here in the same sense as thet of the
U. S. Census, nsmely, all "who usually folleow a gainful occupation, even
though they may not have becn ompléyed when the ceusus wes token. It does
not include women doing housework in their own homes, without wages, and
heving no otheor employment, nor children working at home, mercly on gencral
household work, on chores, or ot odd Times on other work."

{Abstrect of the Fiftcontl Census of the U, S,, 1930, p. 303)

(24) W. S. Woytinsky: Lebor in the United Stcies. 1938. Washington:
Cormittee on Socianl Security, Sociesl Seicvnec Research Council. Computed
from date on pp. 18 and 23.
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Ratio of Unemployment

Four ond one=hslf per cont were totczlly unemployod in Deccmber,
1938, to which should also boc sdded the smull fraction of glx-tenths of oo
par ccent who wore on W.P,A. Compured to this proportion of the Jowish com-
munity tliore was cstinated ct sbout the seme timo by the Pittsburgh Chember
of Commerce a totzl of 85,000 uncmployed in the entire city or aopproximetely
twelvc per cent or more than twice the Jewish rate. Of thosc in the labor
market, tlie percentoge of unemployed wans 10,3 plus 1.4 per coent on W.P.,EL."E':’l

Another comparztive ostimgte of the goneral and Jewish rates of
unemployment is found from the figurcs of the 1937 onumoration of total wnd
purtial unemployment mcde by tle goverament in November of thst ycar. The
number iz Pittsburgk that reported themsclves es eithor totolly unemploycd or
working ns smergency workers, that is, in govermment-made work projects and,
therefore, unomployed os far as private industry is concerned, wes 70,717
(51,343 unewployed and 19,374 emergency workurs).(%) However, os o result
of the enumerative check census conduetcd to tost thie degree of completiencss
of this registrution, it was esgtimated thet in the nation as a whole
only 65.3 per cent of tie tolally uncmployed recorded themsclves while in

{
the case cf emorgeucy workers 97.9 per cent registerad.‘zn

Assuning tiat
these propoptions prevalled in Pittsburgh, tie estincted total uneuployed
would huve been 78,626 :nd the nunber of cmergency workers, 19,790, or a

total of 98,416. The numbor of gninfully occupicd ten yesrs ofagemdover in

(25) 1In comporing Jewish cnd generad rutos of unauploymont it is importent
to remomber thet thie Jewish rate of self-omploymont is substanticlly higher
then the goneral rote (Note 24) thus leeving n lesser proportion upen whon
the incidence of unemployment may fell, Horcover, self-employmeit is 0
barrier cgainst the lack of income whiich loss of ¢ job cnteils. Indoed,
for the cveruge smull busincssman, leck of business mey losve him worse off
sinec he hnas no recoursc to unemployment Insurence benefits, nor is Le
eligible 1o W.P.A. erployment.

(26) Cousus of Portial Euploymont, Unemployment and Occupations, Finael Report
on Total cnd Porticl Unemployment, 1937. Vol. III, p. 212. Washington: 19%€
U. 8. Goverament Printing Ofticc.

{27) Ibid, Vol, IV, p. 6.
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Pittsburgh in 1930 was 208,666.(28) If we assune the seme rete of increase in
the number uvailgble for omployment in Pittsburgh betweon 1930 and 1937 as
wes estineted for the country cs a whole(zg)wc ghould gdd 13 per cent which
would meke the figure 336,108. Of sueh an estinate, 98,418 would bo 29,3 per
cent, Since the 1940 Census revesls o loss in Pittvsburgh's totel population
compared with 1930, the chences arc good that the inercase woas somewhat less
than 13 per cent and the proportion of the unsmployed even larger. This would
make tle general rate in 1937 considerably more than double that of the Jewish

rete found o yeer loter.

Economie status by word

Teble 26 portreys what might heve been forecast taking into account
the generel econonie status of tle vurious sections of the elty, with the
possible exception of the Fest Fnd whieh the writer always had the impression
of being of a higher ocononmic level than is hore rovealed. Tae significant
indices are conteined in the colurms listing the percentages of part-time ci-
ployment and total unemployment ineluding thoso on W.P.A., Self-aaployment
may have but srcll importcnee in differentiating economic stotus gince the
entrepronecur ncy reage from & poor peddler or corner grocery man or iusolvent
morchant to the wealthy owner of a lurge snd progperous ostcblisiment; like-
wise 1% muy include botih the impeocunious struggling professionel rien end tho
powerful nen of finance, ond cll the gradetions in beiween, The percentuges
of those employed full tine edded to those of the self-employed nay bdbe
accepted as indicative of o wore fuvoreble econonmic status and the totel of
the other two as ombodying the roverse.

In the order of the relative favorable and unfavorable ecoromie

{28} Abstroet of the Fifteenth Ceasus, 1930. p. 325.

{29) *®Thc enumerative check estimate of the totsl nuriber of persons 15 to
74 yecrs of age omployed or eveilable for cmployment in the U,S. in
1937 is 54,474,000; wkhile in 1930, the census enuierated 48,102,000
persons between 156 end 74 yours of cge ns geinful workers.™ Consus of
Partiul Baploymendt, Unesployrient end Occupations, Final Report om Totel
end Paertial Unemployment, 1937. op. elt. Vol., IV. p. 109



TABIE 26, ENPIOVMENT STATUS BY WARD OF THOSE T LABOR MARKETs(®)
Ward | Engaged in | Per Employed | Per |Employed | Per Unemployed |Per Per Per B
own Business ! Cent | Full Time § Cent | Part Time | Cent Seeking Work | Cent | W.PaA.| Cont |Total; Cent
1 16 18.4 39 44.9 14 16.1 15 17.2 3 3.4 87 ; 100.0
3 78 24.1 131 40.4 36 1i.2 80 18.5 19 5.8 | 324 | 100.0
4 94 24.8 203 53.8 33 8,7 44 11.6 4 1.1 | 378 { 100.0
5 68 29.2 93 39.9 33 14.2 36 15.4 3 1.3 | 233§ 100.0
7 11 25,0 25 56.8 4 9.1 3 6.8 1 23 44 | 100.0
8 15 42.9 18 81.4 - - 2 5.7 - - 35 | 100.0
10 30 45,4 24 38.3 5 7.6 7 10.7 - - 66 | 100.0
il 130 27.4 244 51.4 51 10.7 50 10.5 - - 475 : 100.0
14 245 35.7 361 52.6 43 6.3 33 4.8 4 «6 | 686 | 100.0
15 37 31.6 &8 58.1 7 6.0 4 Sed 1 <9 | 117 | 100.0
16 & 17 14 96,0 9 36.0 - - 2 8.0 - - 25 1 100.0
19 10 27.8 22 61.2 1 2.7 2 5.6 1 2.7 36 t 100.0
Total 748 29.8 1237 49.4 227 9.1 258 10.3 36 l.4 !2506 100.0

{a) Excluding 6§ unknowns
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condition we found the residents of Ward 8 in the best situation with less
then six per cent unemployed. Wards 16 and 17 caeme next with eight per cent
and the populetion of Ward 15 third with little more then ten per cent among
the unemployed or partly employed. Those of Ward 19 were fourth with eleven
per cent and Ward 14, the largest area of settlement, was fifth with a little
less than twelve per cent. A substantiel increase to more then eighteen ver
cent was found in Ward ?. Wards 10 and 11 in the Esst End were still less
favorably situated with 18.3 per cent and 21.2 per cent respectively followed
by the Cskland Werd 4 with 21.4 per c¢ent. The low economic position of the
Hill district is cleerly revealed by the percentamges of Wards 5, 3, and 1
whieh had 30.9 per cent, 35.5 per cent, and 36.7 per cent respectively of
their employable population working either part time, not at =il, or supported
by the W,P.A. The combined experience fow the city as a whole showed 79.2 per
cent both self-employed and working full time, and 20.8 per cent in the group
including those employed part-time, totelly unsmployed, and on W.P.A.
TABLE £7. Number snd Percentage of Pittsburgh Jewish Meles
ond Females Ten Years 014 ond Over Employed or Avallable for Eu-

ployment Found in u Semple Study, December, 1988, Compared with Per-
centuges of General Populgtlon of Pittsburgh, 1930

Jewish 13838 Totel

Sex Total 10 Nunber Gain- Per Pittsbufgkf
end over | fully Occupisd Cont 1930
Mcle 2510 1871 74,5 76,7
Female 2507 635 25,3 25.1
Total 5017 2506 50.0 50.6

(a) Abstrect of the Fifteeath Census of the U.S., 1930, p. 3285

Proportion geainfully accupied

Two comparisons with the gemsrcl population dealing with the pro-
portions geinfully occupied are sveilable., The first compares the data of
our sumple with thc Pittsburgh statistiecs for 1930 for the popuiation ten

yeers and over {Table 27) ond the second mekes use of the national cstimates
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TABLE 28. Nuuber and Percentoge of Pittsburgh Jewish
Medes ond Fonoles.AS yvenrs old and over Euploved or Available for
Employment Found in o Suuple Study, Decerber, 1938, Compared with Esti:atcd
Percentugos of Genoral Population, Woek of November 14 - 20, 1937,

Pittsburgh Jewisgh,1938 = )
Sex Total 15| Number Gain- Per National
and over | fully Occupiled | Cent Estinate(a)
1937
Male 2265 1871 82.6 85.6
Fanele 2245 635 28.3 31.3
Total 4510 2506 55.6 58.9

(a) Consus of Pertial Eaployment, Unerployuent, and Occuvations
Finrl Report on Total end Partial Unemployment, 1937.
Vol. IV, p. 19
computed in 1937 in conjunction with Federal ceusus on unerployment of those
fifteen ond ovor (Teble 28},
Fifty per cent of our seuple ten yoars old and over were found to
be ot work or evaileble for work. An nlnost identical proportion (50.6 per
cent) was found for Pittsburgh cs « wiole in the decenniel census of 1930.
One might have expected a grecter proportion in fuvor of the genersl population
such as is ropresented in the date of Table 28. The greater measure of equal-
ity botweon the porcontuges of Teble 27 is perhups explainabdle cn the ground
that the intervening deprossion had forced roro than the usual proportion of
Jewish wonen and children into the lebor niarket, a pressure not st all felt
as yet by the genercl population in 1930.

Ad justment to the 1923 level of erployment

This is crply borne out if we nake a reciprocel adjustment of the
percentages of Tuble 27 by the cmployuent indexes for aApril, 1930, the deote
of the decennial census,und for Decenbor, 1938, the dete of our study, both
indexes leving been computed relative to tie monthly everuge of employmont in
1929. By this nethod we uttenpt to componsuto for the ceonomic differcnece of

the two periods and to revegcl their recl diffsorence when oxpressed in tertus
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of 1929 as n common denominator. The employment indexes used are those com-
puted regularly by the Bureau of Business Research of the University of Pitts-
burgh covering all fomms of employment in Western Pemnsylvenia. %Teking the
average level of monthly employment during 1929 as the base of comparison,
and, therefore, equaling 100.0, the employment irdex for April 1930 was

99.1.(30)

In other words, but little effect had as yet cppeared of the 1929
cragh. In December 1938, the level of employment relative to 1929 was ex-
pregsed by the index number 77.9.(31) Therefore, the level of employment &t
this date was 22,1 per ecent below the average for 1929, und as we well know
was indicative of the several years of the depression that had been deeply
felt.

To compare accurately the proportions of those in the lsbor market
at these two widely sepsrate dates we need to express the April 1930 percent-
age in December 1938 torms in reletion to 1922 end conversely to transicte
the December 1938 proportion by dividing it by the c¢mployment index for
April 1930 in 1929 terns. Thus when the 1930 »nte of 50.6 is expressod in
1938 terms by dividing it by 77.9, the adjusted rate becomes 63.5 per cent,
and when the 1938 ruate of 50,0 is divided dy 99.1 thw edjusted rete beccomes
50+5. The gpurious equelity os represented by tho insignificant difference
of gix-tenths of onoc per cent is revecled instecd es & substantiel difforence
of 15 per cent,

In Table 28 we note o consient differcnce of three per cent betweon
the proportions of our sample cnd those of ths gonsrcl population throughout
the country. (Date for Pittsburgh were not cvailable.) Pittsburgh Jewish
males who were golnful workers constituted 82.6 per cont of all malos

fifteen and older. In the nation at large the proportion was estimated ot

{30) 1Index of Employment, All Firms in Western Ponnsylvenia. Avercge
Monmthly, 1929. Industricl Deta Book for the Pittsburgh District.
University of Pittsburgh Buresu of Business Research. Statistical
Hendbook No. 2, 1936. p. 91.

(31) University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh Business Review, Vol, 9,No.Z, p. 6
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83.6 por cent. Jewish women at work or avallable for work were 28.3 per cent

of those fiftesn znd over, while femzle gainful workors nationelly made up
31,3 per cent of the totol of the same cge group., Combined, our Jewish semple
ghowed 55.6 per cent of those fifteen and over at or availnble for work com-
pered with o nationol percentage of 58.5.(32) By repeating tho adjustment
procegss above so that both 1937 ond 1938 percentaoges cre reduced to the commor
level of 1929, the Jewish percentuge of 55.6 beceomes 6l.6 end the nctionel
1937 proportion of 58,5 per cent becomes 75.1£33) a difference of 13.5 per
cent instead of three per cent. While acknowlodging the inexactitude of con-
ditlons of she comperison as between Pittsburgh end the whole country, never-
tholess there appeurs somothing significant in the correspondence botween the
sizes of the differences in the adjusted ratios resulting from the data of the
two tables. Thoy reduce to measurcble, even though broad, terms the kinown
deviations arising out of various non-economic as well as economic fectors ex-
isting in Jewish life.

Further details of employment stetus according to various age
classifications ere contained in the tables below. For our purpose we divided
those in the lebor merket into four groups: {1} those from emge 16, the minimum
working ege, up to snd including the 19th yeoar; {2) from sge 20 to age 29;

(3) from nge 30 to rgo 44; and {4) thoso from cge 45 and over,

Distrivution by age-groups

A broed view of the sgo distribution of the geinful workers of our
sample is set forth in Table 29 which summearizes dnta of Tuble 30, and, for

the purpose of seeing ourselves in relation to the genercl populetion, compares

{32) A close approximgtion to our dcte for Pittshurgh Jewry is reported for
Detroit in 1935 with 81.8 per cont of males wnd 29.3 of femuzles and 54.9
per ceat of all 15 years and over .s workers. (Meyer, Henry J.: The
Eeonomic Structure of the Jowish Community in Datroit. Jewish Social
Studles, April, 1940, Vol, II, No, 2, p. 129.)

{33} The index of auployment for Western Ponnsylvenie for November 1937
relative to the monthly avercge for 1929 was 90.2. Pittsburgh Business
Review, Jenuary 31, 1938, p. 9.
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them with percentages found for Pittsburgh in the decennial census of 1930 end
for & sample of 143,520 persons tcken from eities of from 350,000 to 1,000,000
in 1937 s port of the enumerative check census of the voluntary registration
of tho unemployed during November, 1937. Plttsburgh wos included in urban
comunities of this elass. The dots of those nineteen end under represent a
different runge of uges in each cuse due to differences in reporting. Since
this group includes but = smull fraction of those ectively in the lebor marketl,
perticularly those between the nges of 10 end 15, the discrepancy is fairly
negligible. Because of the difference in age grouping in the 1937 study it
wes necessary to combine the date between cges 20 and 44 into one group in
thet instance.

In exonining the difforences botween the proportions of our semple
and those of the generszl populction, the seme ceaution as heretofore expressed
needs to be takon duc to the difference in time znd economic conditions be-
tween 1930 wpd 1938 as well as that betweon tlose prosent in 1937 cnd 1938,
However, tho wide verietions to be noted between the figurscs of the Jowish
group and both sets of dete of the genersl population coupled with tho similar-
ity between the lattor lends support to the resultent notion of the existence
of g marked differcnce in the relative rutios of the vorious age and sex
clegsificutions in the lador merket.

Agae 19 ond under

With the excoption of the percentuge of femwles in 1930 there was,
as mighit hove been expeceted, in genercl &« much smeller representution of
young people in the labor market. Moreover, there was a substanticlly leasser
proportion of Jews among tliosc nineteen and under thaz for the general popu-
lation. In 1930 the percontnges for tie city cos ¢ wiole were nesrly three
times es greut both for boys and girls, in addition to which we may cssume
thet the 1938 rontio for the Jewish populction was larger then it might heve
been in 1930 due to the economic praessurc of the intorvening ycars which must

have forced more young people into jobs or gt least into seeking work. Tre
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TABLE Z3. Percentage Distribution of Gainfal Workers by Age(a) and Sex. Comparison of
Pittsburgh Jewigh

Sarple, Decenver, 1938, General Population,
Pittsburgh, 1930 { 4 Nati ti 3

te for Cities

of 350,000 to 1,000,000, 1937.%

Male Female Total
Pgh Pgh Pgh Pgh Pgh Pgh
Age Jewish General National | Jewish General Hational | Jewish General Hational
1938 1330 1937 1938 1930 1937 1938 1930 1937
a [} by d
10 ond wnger| 2.5 620 s 5@ g glel o0l L@ g el otn)
20 - 29 29.8 25.1 63.1 8.7 38,1 28.5 )
61.5 > 70.2 ( 64.4
30 - 44 33.4 3.4 | 20.5 26.4 30.2 34,7 |
43 and over 344D 31l.2 33.1 10,0 17.2 19.4 284 27.8 28.6
Totul 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1C0.0 100.0

Excluding uninowns

on Totul and Purticl Unemployment, 1937.

{(a} 16 - 19
(e) 10 - 19
{f) 15 -~ 19

Vol. IV. p. 69

Abstract of tiie Fifteenth Census of bthe U. S., 1930. pp. 370 ~ 375
Census of Purtizl Eaployment, Unemployment, znd Oecupations.

Final Report
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percentoges for tle lerger cities for 1937 were cbout twice as large as

tliose found in the 1938 survoy.

It ig intercsting to note thet the proportion of geinful workers
representod by tic girls is muckh higher then 1ls true of the boys, both in the
Jewish as woll g5 in the gonercl populution. 1In our scrple the girls con-
tributed 6.5 por cont of the total end tiue boys only 2.3 per cent. For the
city as & whole in 1930 thoy formed 17.6 per cent and 6.2 per cent respectively
For the larger cities in 1937 thoy were 10.4 per cont and 5.4 per cent. One
obvious explenction is that while the number of girls who may ho working or
seeking work sbout equals thut of tle boys, women in the years boyond 30
repidly diseppecr from the lubor market s compered with the men, dus to thsir
assuription of housckeeping rcspongibilities in the home, 2nd they therefore
tond to be more hceavily represcnted et tlie youngor ages.

20 - 44

The largest number cnd proportion of botl men and women were found
in the yeers bvotween £0 wnd 45. The ratio of wouen in the 20-29 class for
exceaded that of the group from 30 to 44. The oppositowas truc of the men
ond as we shwll sce later, because of the heavy preponderunce of the self-
erployed emong Jewish men over 45, this nge group was largest anong Jewish
rlales,

Both Jewisl males and feansles between the ages of 20 and 29 exceeded
the proportions of the gonercl community of the sune age class. This wes
espoeially trus of the Jewish wonen woge-escrners of whou more tlan 63 Qer cent
wero from 20 to 29 as compered with 38.7 per cent for general female popu-~
lation in 1930. Of those between 30 and 44 years of cge tho Jewiskh percentegus
of both rales and feneles were less then for Pittsburgh generally in 1930.

In order to make & conparison with the 1937 findings for large
urban corriunities 1t wes necessary te coutbine the percentasges for the groups
betwesn 20 and 44. Jowish nmales of thesc ages in 1938 accounted for 63.2 per

cent of ull Jewisl male geinful workers, For the city as e whole in 1930 the
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proportion was 2.5 per cent and in 1937 the enumerative check census re-
vealed 61,5 per cent. The percentages of the women showed much less con-
sistency. Jewish women were represented by 83.6 per cent; Pittsburgh women
generelly in 1930 by 65.1 per cent; and in the 1937 study, by 70.2 per cent.
For both sexes combined, our 1938 Jewish study showed 68.3 per cent; the
1930 census, 63.2 per cent; and the 1937 census, 64.4 per cent of all gain-
ful workers between 20 and 44.
4% and over

We have already reforrod to the hegvior representation of Jewish
males of 45 eand over. They constituted 34.5 per cont of the total as com-
pared with 31.2 per cent for the enmiirc city in 1930 and 33.1 per ccnt for
cities betwsen 350,000 and 1,000,000 in 1937. Thce convorse was true for
Jewlsh womon workers of this age group. They ineludcd only 10 per cent,
while in 1930, 17,2 per cent of all tho women of the city who were eithor
warking or availgble for work wero thus listod, and in 1937 thoy formed 19.4
por cent. Together the porcentages of those 45 and over for ell three were
quite similar, 28.4, 27.8, and 28.6.

Age distribution of geoinful workors according to omployment status

cs, The solf-amployeod

As cxpected, men form the ovorwhelming mejority of omployors and the
solf-employed. 1In our study they constituted ncarly 94 per cont. The older
tho zgo classificetion tho grouster the porcentcoge of this group, both wuong
men and women. Youngsters of ninceteon end under comprised a negligible pro-
portion of the totel. This was likewise true of the female entreprensurs
under thirty who made up ons-half of onc per cent as compared with 1l.1 per
cant for the men., The latter between the nges of 30 end 44 formed 33.8 por
cent while the women included 2.1 per cont. Males of 45 cnd over comprchended
46.8 per cent und foumrles 3,5 per cent of the self-smployed.

b. Fmployed full-time

Except for the youngest group who necesserily provide the smallest
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TARLE 30. Number and Percentage of Jewish Gainful Workers 16 Years of Age
and Older According to Sex gnd Age Clasgifications,
Pittsburgh, December, 1938

Age and Self- | Per ||Bmployed | Per |[|Employed | Per | Pexr Per i
Sex Emplojed | Cent jiFull Time| Cent {[Part Time| Cent {{Unemployed Cent || WPA{ Centfj| Total]
Male i
16-19 2 | .3 19 1.5 5 2.2 15 5.8 1| 2 42
20-29 8% 11.1 336 27.2 56 24,7 70 27.1 4 11 549
30-44 252 33.8 309 25.0 22 9.7 25 9.7 5 13 614
45 + 35C 46.8 175 14.1 45 19.8 53 20.6 pl12 33 635
Unknown 1¢C 1.3 14 | 1.1 4 1.8 3 1.2 - - 31
Total 69¢€ 93.3 883 E €8.9 132 58.2 166 64.4 |22 61.11j1 1871
Female {
16-19 £ .3 1B | 14 11 4.8 B | 50| -1 - 39
20-29 4 5 252 20.4 63 27.8 57 R2.1 8 22.2 384
30-44 16 2.1 79 ‘ 6.4 15 6.6 12 4.6 3 8.4 125
45 + 26 3.5 138 1 1.5 6 2.6 Ve 2.7 3 8.4 61
Unknown 12 3 21 1.7 - - 3 1.2 - - uj 26
Total 5C 8.7 384 31.1 95 I 41.8 92 35.6 14 38.9 635
Bath Sexes
16~19 & 5 32 2.6 16 7.0 28 10.8 II 1 2.8 81
20-29 87 11.6 588 47.6 119 52.4 127 49.2 §12 33.3 933
30-44 26¢ 36.0 388 31.4 37 16.3 37 14.3 8 22.2 739
45 + 37¢ 50.3 194 15.6 51 22.5 60 23.3 |15 4.7 696
Uaknown 1% 1.6 33 2.8 4 1.8 & 2.4 - - 57
Total 74€ 100.0 1237 100.0 227 100.0 258 100.0 |36 1100.0 }i2506
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proportion of geinful workcrs, the cge distribution of those working full time

for othors wns the revorsc of thet of the golf-employed., In other words, the
youngor the group tho larger wus its ropresontetion. Men betweon 20 und 29
accounted for 27.2 por ccnt; women of this cless, 20.4 per cont. Males of 30
to 44 producod onc-quarter of the total; femcnles, 6.4 per cent. Those 45 ¢nd
ovor formed 15,6 per cent with men totgling 14.1 per ceant end women, 1.5 per
cent. Of the whole group employed by others end woriking M1l time, 69 per
cent were men end 31 per cent were wouen.

¢. The partly employed

There wus Tound to be & much closcr corrcspondenco between the pro-
portions of vertiully eamployed mcoles wnd femclos thon was true of the two pre-
ceding categories. Men provided 58 per ceat cnd womon 42 por cont. As before,
those betweon the gos of 16 end 19 formed sevon per cent of the toicl, boys
ceeounting for 2.2 per cent wnd girls 4.8 per cent. HNourly ocne~quarter were
ment betwecn the cges of 20 end 29 znd slightly leoss than 28 per cent were women
of tho same wge group. Togother thay made up more than 52 per ecnt of the
particlly employed, Those from 30 to 44 toteled wpproximabely onc-sixth of the
group with less then ton per cent men end 6.6 per cent women. There was o
merked rise to uneoarly 20 per cent in the proportion of men of 45 cnd over.
Women of this zge growp cccounted for 2.6 nor ceat.

d. The unemployed

Approxingtcly two-thirds of thoge totilly without work were men :znd
ono~third women., If, in addition, wc count the persons working on W.P.A. who
constituted twelve »ner cent of the totsl, the pronortions remcined ebout the
same, 64 ver cent men and 36 per ceat women. The largest proportion of those
between 16 and 19 were thus listod, They ropresontcd cbout cleven per cent of
21l the unamployed. Nowrly onc~half the totnl were included in the group be-
twecen 20 and 29 with approximctoly a 50-50 division betwcern males .nd femwles.
Of those between 30 wnd 44 two-thirds weore nen and one- third womei, both to-

gether making up fifteen per cent of the totel. Aguin, os in the case of the
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pertinlly cmployed, thore wes o substentiul increcse in the number cnd pro-
portion of unemployed men of 45 end over. Including those on W.PsAe thoy
formod 22 per cent as corpercd with the femule proportion of 3.5 dor cont.
More thun one-quarter of the unemployed were 45 zad over.
e, Thosc on W.P.A.

Emergency work on W.P.i. is givon lergely to heeds of families. Tt
wes not surprising, tacrefore, that only one out of thirty-six so engoged was
fouzd in the youngest wgs group, mnd that the lorger proportion sbould be men.
The lergest single group was that of men 45 =nd over who made up one-third cf
the totel. Women botween the sges of 20 wnd 29 werc :ext with 22.2 per cent.
One-third of the totul were between 20 and 29; 22.2 per cent from 30 to 44; znd

41,7 per cent, 45 wnd over.

TABLE 31. Percentage Distribution According to Euployient Status
by Sex and iAge Groups

Pexr Cent
Age and Self- Euployed Euployed Unen- Per Cent
Bex Euoployed Full Tine Part Tiume nloyed W.P.i4df Totall in Labor
Market
16~19
Male 4.8 45,2 11,9 35.7 2.4 }1100,0 17.6
Femgle 5.1 33.3 28.2 33.3 - |J|10C.C 19.2
Total 4.9 29.5 20.0 34.5 ~1.2 [[100.0 18.4
20-2%8
Male 15.1 61.2 10.2 12.8 .7 4100.,0 86,6
Femgle 1.0 65,7 16.4 14.8 2.1 {1100, 0 624
Total 9,3 £3.0 12.8 13,6 1.3 )100.0 74.7 |
30-44
Male 41.2 50.3 2.6 4.1 .8 [}100.0 98.2
Fenale 12.8 £3.2 i2.0 9.6 2a4 (1100.0 18.5
_Total 36,4 52,5 5.0 5.0 1.1 110040 56,9
45 and
over
Male 55,1 27.5 7.1 8.4 1.9 |100.0 83.4
_ Fenale 48.8 31,2 9.8 11.5 4.9 |[100.0 8.2
Total 54,0 27.9 7.3 8.6 2.2 ]|100.0 46.4
Total Gain=-
{ful Workers
Maie 3RS 45,6 7.1 8.8 1.2 |1100.0 81.7
Fenale 7.8 60.5 15,0 14.5 2.2 i100.0 28,1
Total 28.8 £9.4 9.1 10.3 1.4 |1.00.0 55.1
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Distribution by employment status in each age group

o, 16 - 19

Looked st from snother point of view, the duta of Teble 331 tell the
following story. Less tiwn five per cent of the youth between 16 to 1S were
in business for thenseives, cnd neerly 40 per cent were employed by others
full time. Forty-five per cent of the boys and onme-third of the girls of this
cge in the lebor merket were enjoying continuous work. The portiaelly employed
included twelve per cent of the males and nore than 28 per cent of the femeles.
Togother these constituted one-fifth of thoir number. Thelr proportion of un-
enployed was the lergest of way of the groups. A% the time of the study amore
then one-third of their totul was jobless end cdded to them wes e fraction of
little more than one per cent engaged on W.P.4. projects. Meny, ao doubt, hed
nover beld a job since lecving school,
b. 20 - 39

Fiftoen per cent of cll meles in the lobor nerkst between 20 ¢nd 29
werc their own cuaployers. Only ono por cent of the famles were self-cerploycd.
Nearly two-thirds were employed by others on ¢ full-tine basis. In conscnanco
with the other groups, grecter proportion of the wonen thon of men was employed
only part-tinme, ten per cent of the rien and nmore then sixtoon per cent of the
wouch being s0 clessified. Togetlier they mnde up one-eighth of the total. A&
slightly lerger percentcge wes entirely out of work, rid imecluded nesurly
thirteen per cent of tho nen und nesrly fiftecn per cent of the woren. 4Lgein,
only & snell frection was on WeP.a.
cv 30 - 44

With growtlhi in ego we found, us expected, o larger provortion seli-
employed, This stotus epplied to moro then 41 vor cont of the rwn and nsarly
13 ner cent of the wouen betweon these sges. Combined they formed 36.4 per
cent of tie totnl. More than nelf tlie nen and necrly two-thirds of the woren

wore full-time enployces. Together, these two classes accounted for more than
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90 per cent of the nen cnd 76 ner cont of the wonen. Less than four per cent
of the men and twelve per cent of the wonon were working port-tine. 4
slightly largor proportion of the mon of these cgos was unerployed (4.1 por
cent) wlhile womon out of work foimied = 1ittle loss then ton per ecent. About
one per cent werc employed on W.P.4.
d. 45 end over

In the oldest age grouy wore found the largest propertion of the
solf-erployed. Morc tien half {54 per cont} were in busincss for tlhenselves.
fbout helf cs neny (27.9 per cont) wore enployed by others on a full-tine
besis wad e mmel saaller proportion (7.3 per csut) ware particlly ezployed.
Tic unenpleyed in this group auibered 8.4 por cont of the mer erd 11.5 per
cout of tlc women. Neerly twice as large u percentage ecs in any otlier group
wes erployed on W.Pahe

e¢. The entire groun

Conbining ¢ll eges, tho duta sbowed that of tho nales 37.3 per cent
were soelf-edloyed s coapared with 7.8 ner cont of the wonen. Together they
constituted sligiitly less thon thirty er coat of the eatire body of gainful
workers. Nearly fifty per cent were full tine cuployecs, end ineluded 45.6
oer cecat of tlhie ien and 60.9 jer cent of the woulen, The peirtially enployed
forned 9.1 per cent of tihec totel with 7.1 dor cent of ell umles «nd 15 per
cent of ell fenwles thus oceunied., Slightly wore tien 10 Der cont were un-
e1ployed, ineluding 8.8 nor cont of the noen and 14.5 Der cent of the we.en.
Onc end four-tenths por cent were working on W.P.A. These conprised 1.8 Her

cent of the melos nnd 2.2 ner cent of oll feneles. (0%}

{34) The following teblo compeores the nercentages i occh eployaont group
for tite Pittsburgh: study witl those found in tho ceasus of the Jowigh
carmunity of Sen Frinciseo in 1938 (Report, Tuble 7):

L _Per Cent
Eoploynent | ifale Feuale Total :
Status Pgl. Son Fruu.| Pgh. | San Fran. | Pgo. | San Frun,
| Self-employed ~ T 37.3 | 40.1 7.8 14,5 29.8 33.0 |
Enployed Full Tine | 45.6 43,3 60.5 49.5 49.4 45.0
Euployed Part-Tiue | 7.1 6.7 |15.0 14,7 9.1 9.0
Unenployed i 8.8 8.3 14.5 1843 10.3 11.1
WaPadse { 1.8 1.4 2.8 2.6 1.4 1.7
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Proportion in the labor market

Teble 31 alse lists the percenteges of the entire nusber in each age
classification thet were found to be employed or avoileble for employmont.
Seventeen nnd six~tenths of nll boys betwoen tho ages of 16 and 19 wore gain-
ful workers, as were 19.2 per cent of all girls of the same eges. Both to-
zethor formed 18.4 per cont of their total number.

Contrested with the foregoing it wans found thet 86.6 per cont of tle
men snd 62.4 per cont of tho womon botween the ages of 20 and 29 were getual
or potenticl amployers or employces. Of hoth combined nearly threoc-quertiers
wera elther working or secking work.

The lergest proportion of geinful workers of eny group was found
emong the men betweor tho ages of 30 ond 44. More than 98 per cent wore in-
cluded. The entry of women «t this stage of life into tho category of house-
wivos wag shown in the fuct thet only 18.5 per cent of their number were at
work or aveiluble for employment at wages.

0f the men of 45 and over, 83.4 per cent wore in the lubor narket,
but only 8.2 per cent of tle women. Among all men sixteon cnd ovor, 8l.7 per
cent were reported ws gainful workers. Wousn thus clessified formed 28.1 por
cent of the total.

The number of employed mccording to size of fumily units

The size of a funily frequently hes nuch o do with its econcmic
level., lerge families have been raised os o mouns towerd ochieving ccononie
self-suf ficlency through the cxpecied roturn of income from children &s they
succossively grow old cnough to enter the labor market. A4dditions to the
earning power of the fanily were the originel gusrentess of old zge security
for the progenitors. Coaversely, large fanllies have frequeatly constituted
the imeodicte cause of & low ocononie level whore too riany mouths werc de-
pondent on the inundequate eornings of too few or incdoquate wege cormers.
Cur atudy &id not include any dects on incomes. We are, therefore, in no

position to judge of the econonic status of faumilies in relction to their



I.BLE 52, Humber znd Per Cent of Fomily Units with Speeified
Nugber of Gzinfully Zmployed sccording to
o iz of Fomily Unit

Munber of Family Units with
Size ot I None ' Per
Family Unitl 1 Employed| 2 fmployedi 3 Employed) 4 Employed|5 Fmployed |6 Empioyed|Employed|Unknown| Total [Cent
No. % |Mo. % [Mo. %5 |No. ] A [|No. % No.| & wo.l ¥ lwo.] #
1 10C 54.2f - - - - - - - - - - 86(45.3 1 0.5] 190 |100.0
2 211} 64.3] 53 | 16.2| - | - | - - - - z - 62|18.9] 2 .8| 328 [100.0
3 307 | 70.4} 92 | 21.1] 5 1.1 - - - - - - 32| 7.3 - -] 436 [100.0
4 251 | 61.0f 83 | 20.1f 51 | 12.4! 2 1 - - - 82| 5.3 g .5] 411 [100.0
5 104 | 45.7] 62 | 27.2f 32 | 14.0[ 22 9.5 - - - - 7| 3.1 1 .4} 228 [100.0
6 3L 38,67 21 25.7] 12 14.7F 11 13.% '3 3.7 1 1.2 V3| 3.7 - - 83 |100.0
7 < 25.0 7 19.4] 11 30.5 4 11.1 3 8.3 - - 2| 5.7 - - 36 [100.0
8 1 1l.1 3 33.3 2 22.2 1 11.1 2122.2 - - - - - - 9 |[100.0
9 - - 1 50.0| - - - - - - 1|50.0 - - - - 2 1100.0
10 - - - - - - - - 1]50.0 1150.0 -1 - - - 2 (100.0
Total 101€ 59.0|322 18.71113 6.6] 40 2.3 9 C.5 3 0.2 |214(12.4 6| 0.3}11725 {100.0
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number of wage earners. Other studles have shown that the larger the number

of children per femily the less favorable was its incoms status. On the other
hand, the larger the number of gainful workers in the family the mere favorable
was ‘the economic position.(35) The facts set forth in Table 32 may be read wit.

thege statements in mind.

In the 190 family units consisving of single individurls, 103 or
54.2 per cent were gainfully emplioyed. Since, according to Tubie 33, there
were 24 or 12.7 per cent who were unemployed we muy conclude that 63 or 33.1
per cent were neither employed nor seeking work. They were either living on
on estoblished income or were being supported by other individuals or the stete.
Among the families of two persons, 64.3 per cent had one person employed and
in 16.2 per cent both were working. WNeurly 19 per cent had neither employed.
Further reference to those not working, whether heccuse they could not find
woTrk or were not seeking work will be maede below in commection with Tuble 33
cnd Table 34.

Among families of three persons more thun 70 per cent had one member
employed, about 21 per cent had two, and in 1.1l per cent cll three persons wcre
working. In 61 per cent of the four-person units, one member was employed; in
epproximetelyone-fifth, two personms were on jobs. Thres out of the four were
working in 12.4 per cent of the caeses ard in two fomilies, or one-hslf of onec
per cent, 2ll four were wi work.

Onc broadwinner wis coccupied in 45.7 per cent of the 228 feamilies of
five persons. In 27.2 por cent, two psople werc wcge oarners, cnd in 14 per

cent, tbhres were working. Four out of the five were employed in nearly ten

(38} Soe, for example, Senders, Berkev S., "Children und Income in Urben
Single-Fumily Housebolds," Soeizl Security Bulletia, Vol, 2, No. 11
{Novembor, 1939), pp. 3-10, and "Geinful Workors and Incoue in Urbun
Single-Femily Households,™ Soclal Security Bulletin, Vol. 2, No. 12
(December, 1939} pp. £29-36, and "Income, Childron, and Gainful Workers
in Urban Singlo-Femily Houscholdas,"™ Social Sccuprity Bulletin, Vol. 3,
No. 2 {February, 1940), pp. 21-30.




- 98 -

per cent. No instunce wes discovered in which evory membor of the unit was ot
work. There were 83 familles of six persons ccch. In nearly 39 per cent therc
was onc person working; in slightly more then one-querter, two wore erployed,
ncerly 15 per cent produced three working mombers., In almost as meny, 13.4
per cent, four of the six were amployed. In threce cuses, representing 3.7
per cent, five were working end in one instunce zll six wore et work.

Nine of the thirty-six fumilies of seveu persons each had one mermboy
employed. Iu seven, or 19.4 per cent, two were working; in cleven, or 30.5
per cont, three wore working; in four, or 11,1 per cent, four were ct wori,
ead in throo ceseg, 8.3 per cent, five were employed. Of the nine eight-
porson units one bed one person; three bed two; two had three; one hod four;
and two hued five membors of the eight ut work. In the two femilies of nine
persons, one had two working cnd the other hed six, In the sems number of
ton-person units, one had five and the other hrd six at work.

Anong the total of 1,725 fumily units, there wos one person working
in 59 per cent; therwu were two persons working in 18.7 per cont; three in
646 per cent; four in 2.3 per cent; one-half of one per ceut had five; end
oneo-fifth of one por cont hed six persons amployed.

The number of unemployed according to gize of the fumily

The converse victure is presented in Tukle 33, Omitting the one~
person units which revealed 12.7 per cent of their nwaher os unemployed, a
graduelly increcsing proportion of units with unenployod izembers is shown os
tho gize of the frmily ineresses, sxcent for the eight-person groups. For
exemple, in the two-~member fumilies, 7.7 per ccat n.d one person unenployed.
In the three-person units, 12,4 per coat had ot leust one out of work. In
the foup-person grouns, nearly 15 npor cent; five~person fuamilies, 17.6 per
cont; six-person units, more than 36 per cent; saven-porson fenilies hed the
seme proportion; elght-person groups, one-third of the total; one of the

two nine-person units; und both of those with ton persons had at leust one



TaBLE 33.

Number and Per Cent of Family Units with Specified

¥umber o m;eug]gggg Sgel:;ns Work jgccording

Size of Number of Femily Unjtgs wit
Family Nosto Per One Per Two Per Three Per Four Per Psr
Unit |Unemployed|Cent [Unemployed|Cent [Unenployed| Cent| Unenployed | Cent|{Unemployed| Cent| Total | Cent
1 166 87.3 24 12,7 - - - - - - 190 100.0
2 303 92.3 25 7.7 - - - - - - 328 1 100.0
3 382 87.6 48 11.0 5 1.1 1 0.2 - - 436 | 10C.0
4 350 85.1 53 12.8 7 1.7 1 0.3 - - 411 100.0
5 188 82.4 35 15.3 “ 1.7 - - 1 0.5 228 | 100.0
6 53 £3.8 20 24.1 9 L0, S 1 1.2 - - 83 160.0
7 23 63.8 8 22.3 5 13,9 - - - - 36 | 100.0
8 6 66.7 2 22.2 1 Li.1 - - - - 9 {100.0
9 1 50.0 1 50.0 - - - - - - 2 100.0
10 - - 1 50.0 1 pO .0 - - - - 2 }|100.0
Total 1472 85.3 217 12.6 32 1.9 3 0.2 1 - 1725 | 106.0
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unemployed member. The largest number in each instance had oniy one unen-
ployed. Viewed as s whole, in more than 85 per eent of all femilies no ons
wes reported seeking work und unable to find it. One unegployed person was
found in 12.6 per cent. Two out of work were discovered in only 1.9 per cent.
There were only three fenilies or one-fifth of onec Jer cent, in which threc
were out of work and only once case with four out of o job.

TABLE 34. Nuuaber and Per Cent of Euployed, Unemployed, and
These Nov in Labor Marxet Accoraing to Size

of Fauuily Units
Size of [Number| Nunber Number
Family of of Nuaber |Per Number {Per Not in Per
Unit |[Units [Persons Eaployed;Cent [Unelwployed{Cent [Labor Market | Cent
1 190 190 103 54.2 24 12.7 63 33.1
2 328 656 317 48,3 25 3.8 314 47.9
3 436 1308 506 38,7 61 4.7 741 56.6
4 411 [1644 578 35.2 7?0 4,3 996 60,5
5 228 |1140 412 38.1 47 4.1 681 59.8
) a3 498 175 35.1 41 8.2 282 56,7
7 36 252 87 3¢.5 18 7.1 147 58.4
8 9 72 27 37.5 4 5,6 41 56,
g 2 18 8 44 .4 1 5.5 9 50.0
10 2 20 11 55,0 3 15,0 6 30.0
Total( it ;' 1725 [5798 2224 38.4 294 5.1| 3280 56.5

{a) Slight discrepancies exist in totals due to lack of knowledge
of digtribution of unknowns.

Employed, unemployed, und thoge not seeking work according to family size

Table 34 discloses an interesting constancy in the proportions
of persons who were either employed, unemployed, or not seeking work regard-
less of the size of the femily group, and particularly if we omit the very
small and the very large units. ¥For exemple, in families having from three
to eight members, the proportion of those employed, whether full or part-
time, ranged between 35 and 39 per cent. The unemployed varied from four
to eight per cent, while those not in the lebor market secounted roughly
for from 50 to 60 per cent., For the country as a whole in 1937 it was

estinated that 46.7 per cent of the total population were sither fully or
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partly employed; 11.8 per cent were unsmployeg¢ or emergency workers; and

41.5 per ¢ent were not available for employment.(ae’

Occupational clagsification

The problem of the occupational distribution of Jews has assumed
major proportions in the world of today. Many advance the theory that our
present plight is largely due to a disproportiornate representation in certain
fields, and remedies without number have and are being prescribved to change
matters. This is not the occasion for reviewing the wealth of data snd
opinfon on the subject., Suffice it to say that statements and even programs
heve. been besed more on opinion rather then on foct, and much of the sug-
gestions cnpd recommendctions have been prediccted on wishful cnd muddy think-
ing. The discussion on this subject is us rife in Pittsburgh &s anywhere
else, cnd perhaps some of the preconceived nmotions es to how we make our
living mey be offset by setting forth the few fucts thut the study has re-
vealed,

Two sets of dnts are cvoilable to us: (1) the oecupationcl and
industrinl distribution of the 2506 individuals in our sample found to be
amployed or seeking awployment, and (2} similer informetion concerning more
than ten thousend oceupled persons whoss nemes have been secured from a
variety of sources. Whatever validity may cttach to the semple group as
being representative of the whole community, the sume cttribute cannot be
accorded the second which was selected for sn entirely different purpose nnd
is offered merely es an intoresting supplement without thought of genersli~
zation.

In secking information concerning employment, the decision of the
person himself wags nccepted as to his occupation. No effort was made to

secure any extended vocuationel history in order to errive ot a metieulous

{36) Census of Partial Employmsni, Unemployment, and Occupations, op. cit.,
Vol. IV,Table 20, p. 6.
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TABLE

D

Number and Per Ceat of Gainful Workens Uy Cless »i WoTk

According to ¥mployment Status

BEmployed by QOthers o Unem-
Class of Work Self- Per jFull | Per Part | Per ployed Per Total Per
Employed |Cent [Time §{ Cent || Time | Cent || & WPA Cent Cent
Proprietors & Managers 469 62,7 89 7.2 1 4 - - 559 22.3
Professional persons 114 15.3 132 } 10.7 20 8.8 ] 1.7 271 10.8
Seles persons 63le) | 8,4 [ 545 |44.2 | 109 | 48.0 | 32 10.9 | 749 29.9
Clerical workers 1 +1 276 | 22,3 25 11.0 18 6.1 320 i2.8
Service workers 4(b) S| 33| 2.7 8 3.5 3 1.0 48 1.9
Skilled workers 85 12.7 90 7.3 44 19.4 20 6.8 249 9.3
Semi-skilled workers 1 .1 22| 1.8 6 2.6 6 2.0 35 1l.4
Unskilled workers 1 W1 431 3.5 9 4.0 51 1.7 58 2.3
None or Unknown - - 7 .5 S 2.2 || 205 69.7 217 8.7
Total 748 1.00.0 1237 100.0 227 100.0 || 294 100.0 2506 100.0
{a) Includes 29 wives and children in business with head of household
{b) 1Includes 2 wives and children in business with head of household
TABLE 36. Number and Per Cant of Gainful Workers by Euployment
Status According to Class of Work
Employed by Qthers Unem-
Class of Work Self- Per || Full] Per Part| Per || ployed Per Total Per
Bmployed | Cent} Time| Cent | Time| Cent|| & wWPA Cent Cent
Proprietors & Managers 469 83.9 89 15.9 1 2 - - 559 100.0
Professional persons 114 42,1 132) 48,7 20 744 5 1.8 271 100.,0
Sales persons 63(a) | 8.4il 545} 72.8| 109 | 14.6] 32 4.3 || 749 100.0
Clerical workers 1 -3 276| B6.3 25 7.8 18 5.6 320 100,0
Service workers a(b) | 8.3 33| e8.8 8 | 18.6 3 6.3 48 100.0
Skilled workers 95 38.2 90| 36.2 44 17.7 20 8.0 249 100.0
Semi-skilled workers 1 2.8 22| 62.8 6 17.2 6 17.2 35 100.0
Unskilled workers 1 1.7 43! 74.1 9 15,5 5 8.7 58 100.0
None or Unknown - - 7| 3.2 5 2.3 208 94,5 217 100.0
Total 748 29.8 || 1237 49.¢ 227 g.1 294 11,7 || 2506 100.0
(a) Inciudes 29 wives end children in

tusiness with head of household

(b} Includes 2 wives end children in business with head of household
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determination of the issue in thosc cuscs where there had been shifting from
one field to snothcr. Studies have shown that for the large mejority present
amployment is the usual vocction, and wherc thut wes not the case then the
existing occupction was used unless the feets clonrly indiccted to the con-
trary. It was not felt thot the degree of error incurred by this method was
sufficient to werrent the additional time =znd oxpense to correct it, essuming
the letter were universelly foasible.(37)

The division of occupetions and industries wes based on the ccte-
gories devised by the United Statos Employment Service. For our purpose it
was deemod ossential to have as broed 4nd simple & clessificetion s possible
in order to sccure the maximum of eccuracy in the reporting. Specific list-
ing of occupations and industries was held to ¢ minimum. Becnuse the purpose
for which the lurger number of nemes was gathered domended it, e much more de~
toiled clessification, but based on the first, wes used cnd both codes are
given in Appendix D. Details of tke first may be found by consulting the
second code.

Burlier in the present section it was shown thet 2,506 of the 5,847
individuals studied were ectivel??ggiggoking pleces in the lebor market. Theyr
hove been divided into ten divisions representing verious classes of work paw-
formod es outlined in the codo and set forth in Tzbles 35 ond 36 {based on
Tcbleg oK of Appendix A). Each class has been further sub-divided sccording
to its employment status.

a. Proprictors and nancgers

According to the ususl prectice owners znd managers have boen com-
bined into one category, elthough cach class is easily distinguished accord-
ing to whether it is self-employed or employed by others, the latter referring,

of course, to the manegeriasl group. Propriectors among the self-employed refer

{37} Woytinsky, op. cit. p., 252. "While occupationel statistics are supposed
to show the usual occupations...., it is extremely difficult to dise
tinguish betwoen ususl end gctuzl occupations.”
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CHART XI. Percentage Distribution of Jewish Gainful
Workers by Clase of Work According to Euployment
Status. Pittsburgh 1938.
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more particularly to thoso engsged im wholesclé end roctail trade rcs con-
trasted with professionel and skilled persons who pructico their ecllings
under their own cuspices. Together, owners and monegers comprised 22.3 per
cent of the totml. Relative to euch other thoy were 84 and 16 per cent
respectively. Proprietors alone represent necrly two-thirds of ell the
self-employed whilc meonagers form « little over seven per cont of those work-
ing for others fuil time.

In Teble 40, which 1s besed upon the date of Teble 39, is given the
percentage distridution of cach occupational group according to verious in-
dustriel classifications. From that source we note that more than half
{56 per cent} the owner und manugerial class were found in the retail sales
business. According to detpiled informetion in Table K of Appendix A by feor
the largest number (46 por cent) of Jowish retmnil merchants were sclling food
end food products in one form or another through such medie es grocery stores,
meat markets, fruit, confoctlonery and delicatessen stores. The second in
number of estublishments (22 per cent) werc those selling epparel. Owners
end manegers of retall furniture end housshold equipment estoblismments
formed nearly eight per cent of Jewish retril business. Depertment stores
and other generul merchendise omporia followed by automobile cnd automobile
supply houses were the other two sizcable groups in the reteil field. Be-
tween 15 cnd 16 per cent of the total were of &« miscellaneous ncture.

Second to reteoil snles was the wholesals industry. This group of
merchants cnd mansgers umounted to only & guarter of those in the retmil
busingss end 13.5 ner cent of the sntire cless of business owners and die
rectors. Approximately the socme number were those owning esteblishments
clessified under the hending of “service® such as borber shops, tcilor shops,
laundries cnd the like; hotels znd restsurants end pleces of cmusement. Manu-
fecturing concerns were in the hands of more thon ten per cent of the pro-
prietors while less than four per cent conducted commercial end fincncial

business ond 2.2 per ceant were found in building end comstruction.



Numbor end Por Cernt of Gainful Workers by Ewployment

TABLE 57.
Status According to Industrial. Groups
Employed by Others Unem-
Selif- Per FAII| Per Part | Per ployed | Per Total Per
Industry Empiloyed [ Centjl. Time | Cent || Time | Cent|| & WPA| Cent Cent
Bldg & Construction 17 2.3 10 .8 5 2.2 - - 32 1.3
Mfg & Mechanical 94 12.6 144§ 11.6 35 15.4 4 1.4 a77 11.1
Commerce & Finanee 15 2.0 73 5.9 7 3.1 3 1.0 98 3.9
Wholesale Trede 74 9.9 134 10.8 10 4.4 3 1.0 221 8.8
Retgil Irede 336 44.9 55¢ 45.2 117 51.5 16 5.4 1028 41.0
pamestic & Persongl Serv. 98 13.% 79 6.4 24 10.86 5 1.7 206 8.2
Govermment - - 138 { 11.2 8 3.5 2 7 148 5.9
Professional 114 15.2 50 4,3 9 4.0 1 .4 184 7.3
Miscelleneous - - 29 2.4 6 2.6 1 3 36 l.4&
None or Unknown - - 11 +9 & 2. 259 as8.0 276 11.0
Total 748 100.0|{ 1237 | 100.0 |} 227 1oo.§ﬂ 294 100.0 || 2506 100.0
TABLE 38, Number and Per Cent of Gainful Workers by Industrisl
Groups and Employment Stotus
Employed by Others Unen~
Self- Per ¥ull | Per !} Part | Per ployed | Per Total Per

Irdustry Employed | Cent|| Tims | Cent || Time | Cent{| & WPA| Cent Cent
Bldg & Comstruction 17 53.1 10| 31.2 I 5 15.7 - - 32 100.0
Mfg % Mechanical 9¢ 33.8 144 | 51.8 35 12.6 4 1.8 277 100.0
Commerce & Finance 15 15.3 731 4.4 7 7.1 3 3.1 98 100.0
Wholescle Trade 74 33.2 134 | 60.8 10 4.8 3 1.4 221 100.0
Retcil Trade 336 32.7 559 | 54.6 || 117 11.4 16 1.3 || 1028 100.0
Domestic & Personal Serv. 98 47.5 79 | 38.7 24 11.8 5 2.0 206 100.0
Covernment - - 138 93.2 8 5.5 2 1.3 148 100.0
Professional 114 62.0 60 | 32.6 g 2,9 1 .5 184 100.0
Miscelleneous - - 29 | 80.6 [ 16.7 1 2.7 36 100.0

None or Unknown - - 11 4.0 6 2.2 259 93.8 276 1
“Potal 748 29.81| 1237 | 48.4 || 227 9.1 294 11.7 || 2506 100.0

» 000"
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bs Profsssional porsons

COne hundred cnd eight out of emch thoussnd workers were found in
the professions, of whom less thon helf (42.1 per cent) were self-employed.
The brlance werc employed by others, c¢ither under privete cuspices or in
governmental service. Just cbout one-helf {49.8 per cent) were found to be
engaged on u full-time bzsis, while 7.3 per cont werc working only pert time
and 2.6 per cent wers unemployed.

Teachers - The largest single class among the professional group
were tho tenchers of whom there wore sixteen in eech thousend gainful workers
and who formed slightly more than 14 per ceat of the professionecl practitioners.
More thon seventy per cent of Jewish teechers were employed in the public school
system, cnd cnother fifteen per cent were te.ching in privete schools and
colleges. A smell fruction were listed cs gelf-employed and referrsd largely
to independent Hebrew teschers.

Lewyers - Next to tecching, the lew claimed the largest number of ad-
herents, comprising fourteen in eacch thousend guinful workers and thirteen per
cent of the professional group, Jewish lawyers in Pittsburgh are slmost one
hundred por cont independent practitioners. Only one out of 36 was found to
be in the lew department of ¢ privete corporation on e full time basis,

Physiciens ~ The doctors likewise were found to be clmost entirely in
practice for themselves. One out of 33 was on the full-time poayroll of a
hogpital. Thirtesn out of cach one thousand workers were medical men. Of
all in the professions they formed & little more then twelve per cent.

Sociel workers ~ While the number of social workers hos inereased sub-
stantielly in recent yeurs due to the rupidly ealerging public welfire progrom,
it was ruther sui'prising to find thet they represented twelve out of each
thoussnd workers end comprised neurly eleven per cent of xll professional
persons. They were probably over-represented in the scmple. More than 70 per
cent were employed by governmental agencies and the remainder in private

orgenizations.
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CHART XII. Psrcentage Digtribution of Jewish Gainful Workers by
Industry According to Employment Status. Pittsburgh 1938.
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Druggists -~ This group cume fifth in size, with nino per thousand of
cll wege gernors znd 8.5 per cent of all professionels. Apout 70 per eeat of
this group were amployed by others while thirty per cont owned their own es-
teblishments,

Dentisgts and others - In ordor of their number come dentists, engincers,

ond sccountants who provided cight, five, cnd four per thousand respsetively
und who together formed sixtoen per cent.of the professionsl group. The re-
mainder included 25 per cont of the total. Dontists wore zll self-eomployed,
engineoers were 21l working for somecons olse, while loss thun one-third of the
accountants wers in business for thomselves. Of the miscclluncous group, loss
than 20 per cont were self-employed; epproximetcly one-fifth were in govermment
service cnd neurly cme-querter wero practitioners enguged by the privete hospi-
tals, welfere organizutions cnd schools. The remuining one-third were attached
to private enterprise.
¢. Solospersons

The sales field attreets more Jewish persons than any other group.
Neurly three hundred of every thousand poople et wark or soeking work were re-
ported in this cctegory. Nineteon per cent of e2ll salespersona were cuploycd
in department storos. Those attachod to othor ostcblishments comprohended
cnother 43 por cent while sclespersons performing tholir duties cutside of
stores included thirty per ceat of the totzl. Buyers, merchundiso brokers,
znd others counted in the sales field formed the remcining sight ypor cent.

Included &8 part of the sales forece are o rumder of family workers
who Delp to oporate the establishments headed by o reletive, whother a Puther,
mother or brother without actuslly occupying tho stotus of co-owner. These
nay or may not be working for definite wage, ag in tle cuse of o« wife who
assists in the husbend's business. There were n fow instaonces, generilly of
brothers who were listed us partners and in such casces both were counted es
proprietors. Since those holping to carry on a perent’s or husbend's business

4id not seom to be in tle exact position of a hired person, although they
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performed tho sort of service that en outsider would wore the business ccpablc
of ongeging one, they were placed in the scles categery but counted wmmong the
self-cmployed, The United States census does not include femily workers re-
caiving a definite wcge among the self-employed. OQur reports, however, did
not specify this foet sufficiently to permit such zn excct clessification.

Including this group of family workers the sclfe-employcd seles groun
constituted 8.4 per cont of the totel with this employmont stutus. The over-
wielming majority of sclespeople, howover, nre omployed by others. In
Toblo 36 we see thet 73 por cent were om full time and 15 vor cent on a part
time basis, while four per cent wore unemployed. Of nll working full time
thoy comprised by far tho largost group with 44 por cent. They occupiled the
seme position emong persons working oaly purt time with 48 per cent, This
group includes botli those wko were unsble to sccure more thun pari-time erploy-
nent as woell as those in the lobor market oily for part-time Jobs which thie
form of amployment so frequently provides. The fivo per cent of sales persons
who were found to be unemployod constituted noarly 1l per cent of g1l tlos
without jobs.

According to Tabloe 40 mors then two-thirds of all in sales positions
were attached to the retail field. Wholesels and commercial estzblishments
employed 19 per cent. Nearly 6 per cent represented manufacturing houses end
the smoll remainder were scattercd throughout the otler industriasl cetegories-
One of these needs explangtion. It will be noted taat 1.5 per cont are listec
as government employees. These were clerks in the stete liquor stores.

d. Clericel persons

Clerical positions next to scles are the fuvorite form of occupatich.
particularly among the femeles, This fact forms one of tlle major problems of
the Jewish occupational situstion. One hundred thirty-one positions out of
each thousand were subsumed under this category of employment., Jmong all
these employed full time they mccounted for more than 22 per cent. They

anbraced eleven per cent of the partially employed and more than six per cent
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of thoso without work. Nesrly 87 per cent of the entire clerical group were
fully employed; eight per cent were working peort time; cnd only ¢ little :aore
thon five per cent were locking for jobs. One third of those in clericcl
occupations were stenographiers. Bookkoepers mede up 23 per cent., JAccounting
rtachine operators totelsd 8,5 per cent whilo filing clerks end those occupy-
ing similar non-mechine positions were found in 28 per cent. The distinction
of being a secrstary was clained by 7.5 per cont.

The grentest numbor (28.1 per cont) were amzployed in the reteil
sgles field while sonewhat mors thon one-helf of this total (15.6 per cent)
were found in governuentel jobs. Almost s many were working for wholesalors
{14.4 per cent) «nd menufccturers (12.8 per cent). Nino per cent of those in
clericul occupations wore in the office of profossional men; 6.3 per cent
were attached to tho scrvice induatry; end 5.6 per cent to cormercicl tnd
nmochenical establishoents. Altogether this type of crmployeo wes found to be
more evenly distributed throughout the severzl industrial fislds then eny
other occupational group.

8. Sorvice workers

in the hoae gnd institutions, znd in the world outsgide were ropresentod by
such occupations as jenitor, waiter, barber wid nanicurist. Placed in thig
genersl cetegory are clso certain publie officiasls such as policemen, fire-
ren wnd court attochés, Even though it commrehends far nore than houscliold
donestic service traditionclly distasteful to the Jow as an occupution, it
still represents the aanllest group zmong the sever:il e¢lnsses dascribed.{ﬁa)
Only nineteen of each thouscnd workers were thus listed znd less then one
person in a thousend held = housscholl domestic job. More then half (59 por
cont) wore employed in institutions, restaurcats, barbor shops, ete. Fiftec,

or 31 por cont, were in goveranent service es explained ghbove.

(38) Those cutealogued as semi-skilled represent l.2 per cent, but, as will
be developed later, should be combined with the unskilled.
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f. 8killed workers

Ninety-nine of cach tbousend or ten por cent of our working group
were found to be skilled nechanies. The largest class {one-sixth} gmong then
were tcilors and other needlo trndes workers, cud this in sgplte of the fuet
thet Pittsburgh is not o gement mnufercturing center. Tae wide ronge of
occupctions under this heading was broadly sprecd throughout the list, no
other single culling comprehonding more than soven por cont of the totel.
Necrly forty per cont wore found to be in business for thenselves while a
little more then helf were employod by others, 36 per cent on full tinme and
18 per cent only part-time. Eight por cent were unanployed.

More then onre-third {35.3 per ceat} wore erployoed in the nenufactur-
ing and mechanicel industry while 27 per ceont were attached to retail estabriul
dents and 18,5 por cent were found in the service field. Lesg than six per cen
were distributed through tle other industrizl classifications.

g+ 0Other woge cerners

The distinction between tho seni-skilled zud the unskilled is often
herd to mnke. These togathor with the large number reported as without any
speclal oceupation might well do combined. Togother the semi-skilled and un-
skilled included 114 per tliousand workors. Newrly two-thirds of the seni-
skilled were working full time. The aatursl expectation that the leoss the
skill the groator tle chonce of unenploymoent weog borne out by the date of
Teble 36. More then onc-sixth of the seni-gkillol end nmore than three-
quartors of unskilled wers without jobs. Thec lattor eccounted for 7 per cen
of all those found to bo out of work. Only 18 par cent of those witlout defi-
nite skills were working full time, and but five per ceat of their total had
pert-tine jobs., Scventy-six per cent wero unaiployod.

The semi-skilled wore largely (43 per cent)} ettnched to the manu-
facturing industry. Less than 15 per cent were working in the wholesalo group
nine per cent were employcd in tke service industry, sad gix por cent scceh in

the building trudes end retuil saleg. Qmitting the unenployed criong the
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unskilled, tho largest proportion were engaged in reteil selos, with analier
porcentages in nenufaeturing, wholeanlse, service, governmont, cnd nmiscellencous
groups.

Industrial clasgificetion

The forcgoing diseussion of occupationel clegsificetion has antici~
pated much concerning the industrizl distribution of Jewish gainful workers in
Pittsburgh. Date on this subject are set forth ia Tobles J and K of Appendix A
on which heve been dbased Tebles 37-41 of the toxt,

Ten catogories of industry conforming to the usual preetioce in pre-
genting such statisties heve bsen used. Ageln cssuniog thal our sample is
typiccl of the cntire Jewish cormunity, the figures suow that it Deoccmber 1938
those enguged in building oud construction ineluded thirteen of overy thousond
of ell gainful workcrs. Ianufucturing maud nechenical businesses claimed the
services of 111 of sach thousand cad cormerciel cnd finencicl pursuits enployaed
thirty-eight., The verious forms of wholesale treds sccounted for eighty-eight
while, as wo have many times noted retuil establishments provided a livelilhood
for the prepondcrance of Jewisl buginess nien wnd wage earners with 410 ner
thousand. The service industry, alrocdy defined, ineluded 82 per thousand.
Fifty-nine per thousand wore cuployed in one cupecity or another by govern-
nentel agencles cnd 73 per thousand were in the professional scrvies group.

4 nigcellaneous group of occupations not included in any of the foregoing
ineluded fourteeon por thousand, end 110 -Her thousend were eitlier etteched to o
industry et 21l or thelr affilietion was zot definiltely kmown. It should be
oxplained thet industrial connection was esked for even thougl the person nigiut
be unenyloyced provided he wes usually =aployed in it when work was evsilable.

e, Bullding and construction

More then holf (53.1 per cent) of those in the building and con-
struction industry werc self-enploysd. Nearly ons-sixth worc working only
part time end the renainder were fully auployed, nonc being reported as un-

aiployed. The proportion of those on part tine was groecter in this group than



TaB.E 59, T Uainful Woskers by Oocupation and audustrys

Cormercial | Whole- Domestic VPhA
Occupstion [Bldg | Mfg cnd and sele jRetail] end Gov't | Prof.{ Misc. none or| Total
Mechznicel | Finaneial | Trade |[Trade |[Personal Unknown
Service
Proprietors &

Msnagers 12 58 22 75 312 71 1 2 3 3 559
Professioncl persong 2 15 4 - 17 1 69 146 4 3 271
Sales persons 4 48 51 86 515 22 11 1 2 9 749
Clerical workers 5 41 18 46 90 20 50 29 [ 15 320
Service workers - 1 - - 1 R7 15 3 - 1 48
Skilled workears 7 88 3 4 67 46 - 3 13 18 249
Semi-skilled workerd 2 15 - 5 2 3 - - 4 4 35
Unskilled workers - 11 - 5 23 6 2 - 4 7 58
None or Unknown - - - - 1 - - - - 216 217

Totel 32 277 98 221 1028 206 148 184 36 276 2506
TLBLE 40. Percentage Distribution of Geinful Workers by
Qeceupation according to Industry
Commercial| Whole- Domestid WPA
Qeccupation Bldg| Mfg =nd and sale | Retai) and Gov'%! Prof. | Misc.| none or| Totel
Mechunieal Fineneisl Trule | Trzde | Personal Unknown
Service
Proprisuors &

Mencgers 2.2 10.4 3.9 13.4 | 55.8 12,7 .2 .4 5 S5 100.0
rrofessional persons .8 5.6 1.5 - 6.3 4.1 25.5 | 83.9]| 1.5 1.1 100.0
Sales persouns 5 614 6.8 11.5} 68.7 2.9 1.5 1 3 1.2 100.0
Clerical workers 1.6 12.8 5.6 12.4| 28,1 6.3 | 15.6 9.0 1.8 4.7 100.0
Service workers - 2.1 - - 2.1 56.3 | 31.3 6.3 - 2.1 100.0
Skilled workers 2.8 35.3 1.2 1.61 26.9 18.5 - 1.2 - .4 100.0
Semi~skilled workers| 5.8 42.9 - 14.3 5.8 8.6 - - 111.4 | 11.4 100.0
Unskilled workers - 18.0 - 8.7 39.7 10.4 3.5 - 6.8 2.0 100.0
None or Unknown - - - - 5 - - - - 99,5 100.0

Total 1.3 11.1 3.8 8.8 | 41.0 8.2 5.9 7.3 | l.4 | 11.0 100.0

= P11 -
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in any other, which was not surprising beceuss of the highly seasonal clicrector
of the dbusiness. Decenber is not g particulerly favorgble month for such
operations.

Slightly nore them one-third of those engaged in the industry were
ownors or nanagers. Skillod and semi-gkilled nechanics accounted for 28 por
cent and scles end clericel personnel nade up an egusl munber.

b. Manufacturing and mechanical

The self-employed in the manufaecturing and mechanical industry in-
cluded one-third of all associated with it, Fifty-two per cent were employed
full time end thirteen per cent part time, Two per cent were recorded as un-
employed.

As for oecupational groups within the industry, more than omne-fifth
{21.,1 per cent) were owners end meanzgers. Skilled end semi-skilled workmen
mede up the lsrgest number and ineluded thirty-seven per cent. Sales and
clerical personnel accounted for seventeen rnd fifteen per cent respectively.
Professional persons attached to the group formed five peyr cent,

Ireon gnd stesl provided the lergest number in eny eingle category
of business within the industry, followed in order by food, printiag end
publishing, building repuir, mechuenicel repair, teoxtilos, c¢lectrical, znd
peper end cllied products. These nceounted for 79 per cent of the totrl, the
belance being scattered cmong & miscollancous group.

¢. Commercial and fingnciel

A 1little more than fifteen per cent of those in this group were
salf-employed. Seventy-five per cent wers employed full time, seven por cent
part time, and three per cont were out of work. About two~thirds of this
group were in the finance cutegory including meinly insurance. More thoxn
ono-fifth were in reel estetc und the bulence in other commercial pursults.
Owners and menagers constituted 22.5 per cent of the total. The largest
number {52.1 per cent) were salcamon end 18.4 per cent were scerving in clori-

cel capecities. Professionals ond skillled mechenics mede up the balance.



- 116 -

CHART XIII. Percentage Distribution of Jewish Galmful Workers
by Industry and Class of Work. Pittsburgh 1938.
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d, Wholesale trade

One-third of the 221 persons cnguged in the wholesnle dusiness werc
self-cmploycd, Theso reprcsentod ten mer cent of tho totel In business for
themselves. MNearly 61 per cent were enployed by othors on r full-time bosis
and less then five per cont were only ncrticlly caployed., The unenployed who
wore ordinerily comancetcd with the industry consbituted l.4 ner ceat,

The throe awin types of business in this group pursucd by Pittsburgh
Jewry nre food, apparcl, cnd furniture. Thirty-six per cent were found in the
food classific..tion; twenty poer cent in wholes:le clothing; wnd six per cent
in furniture.

Opo third of «11 persons found in wholescle trode were elther pro-
prietors or munggers. A s)ightly groater perceatige (38,9) were enguged cs
anlesmen znd one-f£ifth in clericul positions. Skilled, saui-skilled, wnd un~
skilled lcborers totuled 6.4 per cent.

o, Rotail tradc

More than a thousmnd of the 2,506 wage carncrs found in the sample
wore engaged in the retsil trade. One-third of them were self-cmployed; 55
por cent were working for others full-time; eleven per cont werc on part tiie
and 1.3 per cent werec unemployed. Forty-five pur cent of sll who were in
businegs for themselvos were ineluded in this group, and ¢ gsimilar proportion
of full-timec employeces were likewige in retzil trede.

As in the cuse of wliolesale trode, the largest aumber (31.1 per cent:
were connceted with the distribution of food. Apperol claimed the attontion
of the noxt largest (21.5 per cent), closely followsd by the gonerul merchoa-
dise group, ineluding deperiucnt stores, with 21 per ceat. The sale of furi-
ture provided a livelihood for 8.7 per cent, ond the balance of negrly 20 nor
ceut was scottored among «ll the rest,

Proprictors and nenugers and siles persoas conposcd the bulk of
persons assocloted with the industry, being represeated by thirty per ceat and

fifty per cent respectively, Clericel persons coustituted nine per cent and



TLBLE 41. Percentage Distribution of Geinful liorkers by Industry
accorging to Occupation
Domestic
Mfg end Commercial | Whola~| and WPL
Qecupation Bldg | Mechanical snd sala | Reteilj Personel| Gov't| Prof.]| Mise.] Jone or| Total
Finuneicl Service i U:ﬁmg@ﬂ__h |
Propristors &

Manogers 37.5 21.1 22.5 33.9 | 30.3 34,4 o7 1.1} 8.3 1.1 22.3
Professional persons 6.3 5.4 4.1 - 1.7 5.3 | 46,6 79.3 11.1 1.1 10.8
Sales persons 12.5 17.3 52,1 38.9 | 50.1 10.6 7.4 5| 5.6 3.2 29.9
Clerical workers 15.7 14.8 18.4 20.8 8.8 9.7 | 33.7 15.8 ! 16.7 5.4 lz2.8
Service workers - 4 - - <1 13.1 |10.1 1.6 - 3 1.9
Skilled workzrs 21.9 31.7 3.1 1.8 6.5 22.3 - 1.6| 36.1 6.5 8.9
Semi-sikilied workers 6.3 5.4 - 2.3 .2 1.5 - - | 11.1 1.5 1.4
Unskilled workexs - 4.0 - 2.3 2.2 2.9 1.4 - 1111 2.6 2.3
None or Unknown - - - - .1 - - - - 78.3 8.7

Totel 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [100.0 | 100.0 iL00.0 ! 100.0 [100.0 | 100.0 100.0
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skillod workmen 6.5 per cent.
f. Bervice

Personal service, including such activities as teciloring, laundry
end clewning, und shoe repeir, cowposed the nejority of persons in this
industry (54.8 per cent). The hotel and restaurant business included 24,3
per cent end theatres «nd other amusemont places accounted for 18.5 per cent.

Nearly holf (47.5 per cent) were self-employed. Somewhat moro than
one-third (38.7 por cent) were on full time jobs wnd twelve per cent were
perticlly employed. Two per cent were found without work.

While 47.5 ner cent were clagsified us solf-erployed, only 33.9 Der
cont werc recorded ss proprietors or nencgers. This same sort of discrepaacy
is to be found in severul instonces und is explainebls by the fucet that where
the propristor is also, for example, & skilled workman he moy heve been listed
under the latter cutegory. The lotter group formmed 22.3 per cent of the total.
Scles and elerical ccecounted for more tlun twenty per cent. Those whose occu-
pation wes elso listed ¢s sorvice nade up 13 per cent and included domestics,
weiters, ushers, a janitor, cte.

g. Public service

The ¢ivil service is providing an increasingly attrective occu-
pationnl outlet for Jews, particulerly since it offers opportunities in two
fields 80 cttractive to our race, nemcly, profcasional and elericel. Not only
do we tend to seek such positions becouse of the tenure security and the
attractive working conditions they offer, conditions wiich tend to offsct the
relatively lower remunerstion in certnin positions, they cre zlso sought be-
cause for the most part thelr ettainment is free of roligious bias. Moreover,
Jows who achieve such nositions tend to retain them because for thaen, unlike
for others, sxperienco in governmeatzl posts does not coastitute o training
ground and an opportunity for mors lucrative openings in privute industry.

Since thse advent of tie New Decl nany nore governnent:sl wgoncies

Lave been oreated and old depurtments huve been extended. This hes slso
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resulted in en onlergement of state end locel governmental services. Noarly
six per cent of our goinful workers werc found in such cmployuent, nost of
whkon, of courss, had full-tine positions. Tho lergest nunbor (46.6 per cont)
occunied profossional jobs. More than forty per cent of these werc teccliers
zn1d thirty per cont wero social workers. The rensiader were engineers, nc-
countents, =nd & niscellnneous group. Mention has elreudy been mado of
liquor store salesmeir, These node up 7.4 2er cent of the total. Ono~third
hed cleriesl positions, severcl of whon were postmen who are placed ia this
eategoTy.

k. Profossionel

The catogory of professionil gervice fronm an industry point of view
includes only those who cre independent professioncl practitioners or those
professionul or others who cre erployed by other profussionals or professional
institutions «nd ugenoles such as privaite philenthropic orgunizatlons, Lospi-
tels znd sciwols. Profesgsional poersons cttoelied to yriveie industry or
goverament are, from this point of view, counted us port of those other in-
Gustrial classifications.

Sizty~two per cent of the professional group were self-employed
Ono=-third were in the full-tine enploy of others, five ner cent were working
part-tine cad oxnly one person weos found to be unenployed. The distribution
of the vurious types of wnroctice has wlready boen touched on in the provious
djscussion., The only substantial group working in connection with professiong
service wes the clerienl,

i. Utilities, transportetion znd cormuinication

Included in the residual group of industries and thosc of utiliti:co
tronsportetion and comxmrniecation., More than cighty por cent in these elnss s
were employel full-tine; one-sixth were partinlly cmployed; :nd less thaa
thres per cent were unemployed. Only four persons, or two-tenths of one per
cent of the total number of gainful workers, were found employed by the

utilities. Twenty-eight persons, or 1.1 per cent of the totsl, were in the
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transportetion end communication businesses. Among the four persons in the
utilitdes one was a clerical perscn, one a semi-skilled mechanic, and two were
of the unskilled labor group. In the other field two were managers, three were
professionals, two occupied sales positions, four were clerical, -twelve were
skilled mechanics, three were semi-skilled and two were unskilled.

3. Those without industrial affiliation

Two hundred ninety-four persons, or sleven per cent of the total,
were either attached to no particular industry, many never haeving had the
opportunity of meking such & contact, or the information was not available.
Ninety~four per cent of these were without jobs. They accounted for eighty-
eight per cent of all the jobless. About one-fifth of the group had previously
Lad an affilistion definite enough to be stated. Detailed analysis of the un-
employed has been given earlier in this section of the report.

Comparison with other occupational snd industrial distributions

How does the distribution of our Jewish populstion with respeet to
their evenues of making « living compare with the generzl populetion of Pitts-
burgh and the country as e whole snd wulso with other Jowish communities? In-
fompation is not =zt hund for detuiled cnelysis, dbut certsin broud compuarisens
ore possible and where the differenceg are subsbantinl mcy bo tocken zs signifi-
cant.

The U. S. Census of 1930 collected its esmployment deta on wn cecu-
putionul rather then on industricl besis. Thers wos, however, no cleer
separation of the two methods so thet an adequate compurison is not wultogether
possible. Woytinsky in his "Lebor in the United States"(Sg) hes performed the
nocoessary tusk of rearrunging the 1930 data s for as thut was possible to pro-
vide both an industrizl cs well es un occup.tional pleture. This was done, of
course, only on o« nationul scale. Ve do not have the benefit of his work for

Pittsburgh. Similer snulyses of census dutc have been mede by others, notably

{39) op. cit.
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A+ M. Edwerds one of whose tebles is quoted by Woyti_nsky.(“} This sep.rates
cut sgricultural from non-ggricultural pursuits. The percentsge distribution
of the letter uccording to socio-economic groups provides us with one basis of
comparison, although, of courge, on a nationazl, not local, scale. 1In addition
we urc iancluding in the following teble d-ute of Jewish workers of Detreit end
Sun Freneisco whieh illustrote cortuin similaritics in the stetistics of Jewish

occupations.

TABLE 48, Percentage Distribution of Occupational Classes.
Comparison of Date for United States for 1930 with Jewish
Conmunity of Pittsburgh, 1938; Detroit, 1935;and San
Francigeo, 1938.

Per Cent ]
Jewish 2

Occupational Clags u. ?. Pittsburgh DOtI‘?lF San Ffanc iseo
193078} 1938 [1935'°/| 193sl®!
Proprietors and Manugers 9.5 22,3 26.8 30.6
Professional 7,6 10.8 7.6 11.4
Clerks «nd kindred workers 20.7 42.7 39.1 40.2
8killed workers 16.4 9.9 8.9 5.6
Semi-skilled workers 20.7 3.3 14.8 10.8
Unskilled 26.3 11.0 2.8 1,2

(o) Woytinsky, op. eit., p. 271, quoting A. M. Edwerds

(b) Meyers, op. c¢it., p. 139, Table IX

{¢) Report, Tcble 22

The shorp difference in socio-economic composition between Pittsburgh

Jewry aend the genercl populstion and its similurity with thot of the other two
Jewish communities is easily observed. The proportion of proprietors and
menagers emong Jewish working population of Pittsburgh is cbout two «nd e helf
times ©s grect as in the country es o« whole, more thun « fifth of the former
s compered with less than © tenth of the lotter. The difference is alnost as
greet in the cusc of sales cnd cloriecl workers, the country o8 o whole showing
20.7 per cent in 1930 and the Jowish group in Pittsburgh 42.7 per cent in 1938.
In the cuse of professioncl persons the Jowish perconvage is helf again es

greet cs for the entire country, 10.8 per ceat s cgoinst 7.6 per cont. The

(40) op. eit., p. 271
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total of the white coller group for the Jewish wege ecrners was more than 75
per cent; that for the country about 38 per cent, or = retio of two to one.

Necesserily, therefore, the predominance of the artisan end tochni-
e¢slly unskilled population wmong the genorul populntion far outweighs tho per-
centoge for the sume group cmong the Jows. Skillod workera generully toteled
16.4 por coat in 1930 zs oontrested with 9.9 por cent omong Pittsburgh Jewry
in 1928, Semi-skilled and unskilled workers throughout the land comprised 47
per cont of all geinful workers; thut for local Jewry was 14.3 per cent. In
other words 634 out of covory thousand workcrs 1n the United States in 1930 mude
tholr living with their hands compared with 242 per thousand of Jewish workers
in Pittshurgh in 1938. Maay morals might be drevn from such a divergence; many
hcve been drewn, not nocessarily the correet ones, No wttempt will be mede
hore to devolop the linos of thinking which flow from these stetisties. Ob-
viously they stimulcto & lot of thought. The Joewish community has been deluged
of recent yeurs with & multiplicity of re.ctions in cn cttempt to correct the
difficulty. 4 sound stotemont concerning it hos receontly been issued by the
Conference on Jewlsh Reletions to which the recder is rcferred.ul]

Contrasting the Pittsburgh distribution with thet of Detroit =nd San
Francisco we find « much highor proportion of owzners and mancgers in these other
comnunities, the formor having 26.8 per ceont znd tho lotter 30.6 per cent. In
the case of profesgionnl persons Detroit hed less thon Pittsburgh with 7.6 por
cent, the seme ug for the country as « whole, while San Francisco had « highor
proportion, namely, 1ll.4 per cent. Both hed « lesser ratlo of clerks end
kindred workers. Totauling these throe clesses we find that whereas the entire
country siowed 378 out of overy thousend, Pittsburgh hwd 758, Detroit hud 755,
and San Fruncisco hud 822 per 1000 in the white collar occupations.

Detroit and Sun Frencisco conteinsd w lesser proportion of skilled
mechanics then Pittsburgh, while Detroit had a larger percentage of somi-skilled

and unskilled wnd Sun Frencisco u lessor proportion thoan was found hers. Agein

{41) "Some Aspocts of the Jewish Eeonamic Problem” Report No. 2, 1940
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totoling the three groups, there results for Detroit 265 per 1000 and for Sen
Francisco, 176 per 1000 meochanics and leborers compered with 242 for Pittsburgh
end 634 for the entire country.

Comparison with the genornl poputstion of Pittsburgh.

From the occupational dute for Pittsburgh for 1930(42) conpurison is
possible for ¢ limited numbor of voc.tlons which throws cdditienal light upon
differences between the Jewish and gencrel population locclly. The statistics
are sot forth in Teble 43.

TABLE 43. Number per Thougend Gainful Workers in Selected Occupations

end Occupationel Groups in Jewish Scmple, 1938, and
Genercl Populstion of Pittsburgh, 1930.

Jowisha Goneorul
Occupctions 1938 1930
Total professional 108,12 77.3
Lowyers 14.4 3.5
Doctors 13.2 4.0
Dentists 8,0 2.1
Torzchers 15,8 16.1
Englineors 4.8 7.2
Accountants 414 4.0
Totul Damestic znd Personel Service 19.2 138.2
Teilors =nd seumstresses 16.4 7.1
Sulesg persons 298,9 76.8
Skilled, semi-skilled and p
unskilled lnbor 149.4{8) 452.3
Stenographers 41.5 SIS

{e) Bused on 2289 with known occupctions.

Compering beth ell-inclusive professioncl groups it is to be noted
thut cmong the Jewish workers, professionzl persons were neurly fifty per cent
more numerous than in the populction at lerge. More than 108 out of cvery
thousand Jewish wuge oarners belonged to onc of the professions in 1928 while
in the city as a whole in 1930 this was true only of 77 in every thousand.

For the six groups urder this gonersl hecding for which comparison could be
mzde there is cloecrly visible the substentielly higher Jowish reprosentntion in
the legel, wmedical, ood dental fields. Jewich lawyers who were found in the

rotio of 14.4 per 1000 of cll Jewish guinful workers were four tines us numerous

(42) Fifteentlh Census of the U. S., Population, Voli I¥, p. 1416
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as were luwyers generally in the city who constituted 3.5 per 1000 of u4ll gain-

doetors genmerally numbered only four per thousand.
ful workers. Jewlsh doctors included more than thirteon out of overy thousund g,
In dentistry the contrast wes even grector, elght per thousand zgainst two. We
found g fr:..ctionally lower proportion of Jewish tecachers than emong the popu-~
letion ws a whole, und o markodly lesser percontege of Jewish engincers.
Accountonts were proportionately cbout ovan.

In the entirc erea of domestic and porgsoncl service there were less
then twenty in ecch thousend Jewish workers, wherces cmong the people of the
city os o whole the proportion wes nowrly ssven tines as grent or 136.2 per
thousand. The only group in the service fiold that could be singled out for
compsrison wag the needleo irades. Jewish tuillors and semmstressos accounted
for 16.4 in ccch thousend as zgeainst only 7.1 per thousand in entire city.
Another striking contreast is seen in the reletive ratios of sales Dpersons.
Nearly three hundred out of every thousend Jowish workers were found in tho
one sales capaclty or another. The gonercl rotio of this vocetion was only
slightly more tien one-quarter of this or 76.8 per 1000. In thc case of monual
lebor the pendylunm swings far to thc other side. Skilled, sami-skilled end un-
skilled workers together totaled 150 in cach thousand in our semplos compared
with a percentage threo times as groct, 452.3 ner 1000, ia the cormunity at
large. Jowish stenogreplers wero proportionately m third more numerous than
typists generully.

4 finel comparison with the general population is presented in Table
44 which scts forth in not too exact terms an anelysis on an industrial rather
then occupstional basis, The Jewish datea have boen roduccd by the 276 who
eithoer had none or whosce industrisl affiliztion was not known. To conform to
Woytinsky's reorrungement of 1930 census dete of occupations thoso in education
hove been tuken out of the public service cctogory and ineluded in the pro-
feasional group. The census statistics for Pittsburgh have tho same deficiency
s census dota on occupations generally, the adjustment of which wes one of the

purposes of VWoytinsky's splendid monogreph. Thsy are & cross bhetween occu-
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pationol and industrial celessificctions, whieh is well 1llustrated by the consus
uso of & clerieasl category. In Pittsburgh, 14.1 per cent of all gainful workers
in 1930 werc in this cless. To mmke tho Pittsburgh distribution conform nmore
exuetly to thnt for our Jowish group and for the Unilted Stutes ws o whole the
cloricel workers should heve been distributed throughiout the other industriel
divisions to which they were attached. At locst to thet extont, thercfore, tlhs

camparison is inexeet ané should be evoluated in brozdest terms.

TABLE 44. Percentage Distribution by Industrial Groups of Sample
Jewish Working Population, Pittsburgi, 1938, and of
United Stateg and Pittsburgh, 1930.

| Pittsburgh .| United, States
Industrial Group Jewish Goneral 1930 ¢/
___:193sia)  [1930(b)

Manufacturing snd Mechanical } 12.4 ] 2944
Indepsndent hand trades ] 4.4 1.0
Construction 1.4 |} 8.2
Trangportation and Communication 1.4 10.1 12.3
Trade 60,4, . | 16.9 20.4
Public Service 5.41811 2.9 2.8
Professions 9.5(8) 7.7 9.2
Domestic and Personal Service 9.2 13.6 13.0
Miscelleme?¥§ 0.2 3.8
(Clerical) '~ " 14,1

(2) Fxcluding 276 of no or unknown industriel affiliation

(b) Fifteenth census of U. S. Population, Vol. IV, p. 1382

(¢} Woytinsky, op. eit. p. 18

(@) Excluding teachers to conform to Woytinsky's classification

(e} Inecluding teachers to conform to Woytimsky's classification

(f} In Jewish and U, S. statistics, ¢lerical workers heve been distributed
throughout industrial groups to which they are attached.

With this reservation in mind we find that our Jewlsh workers engaged
in the manufacturing, mechanical, and building trades included only slightly
more then one-third of the retio in the city and the country as a whole. In
the building and construction industry alone they formed 1.4 per cent of the
totel as compered with 8.2 per cent in the entire nation.

Another sharp contrast is found in the fields of ifrensportation snd
communieation. This is = substantisl ares of operation in which Jews pertici-
pate but little. More than ten per cent of cll workers in the city &nd more
than twelve per cent in the United States were engaged in this industry, but

only 1.4 per cent or sbout one~ninth the genoral ratio was mpplicable to the
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Jewish group. On ths other hand, percentagewise more than thres times ns many

Jews were found to eern their living in trede and commerce than was true of
the populace generslly. In our sample these sources of income were followed
by more thun sixty per cent of Jowish gainful workers ms agninst 16.9+ per
cent for Pittsburgh as a wholo and 20,4 per cent for the country.

Jews in proportion to thelr number wers twice as numerous in the
public service {not ineluding texchers) in 1938 ns the general population
eithor in Pittsgburgh or the netion st large was in 1930. The greet change in
governmental employment botween these two dates may, of course, have completely
vitiated this comperison. Nimeteen-foriy census figures in this respecet will
be much more meaningful. In the professions as such, that is to say, omitting
ell the professional workers ettached to other industries but inecluding school
tecchers the Jewish proportion was but slightly higher then the general popu-
lntion. Anelysis of the professional group by industriel grouping is not so
significont es by oceupntion, since it tends to be diminished by those pro-
fegsionals practicing in privete industry whose number is not compensated for
by the clorical or other personnel who work for indspendenitly cperating.pro-
fessionals. Jews in domestic and personal service represent a little more
then nine per cent of oll Jewish workers while the population zt largs, local
end nationnl, includes thirteen or more per cent in this subdivision

Thus, omitting public service for the reason alroady montioned, do
wo find only in the reclm of trzde and commerce an overwhelming preponderance
of Jewish personnel, In evory other field excepting thec professions the pro-
portiori of Jews fells markedly below that oi‘/:gfmunity nt lerge. The reasons,
of course, cre many. In part they cre due to choice; in larger part they are
due to more or less effective exolusion. It is no eccident which compels the
Jow to become an entrepreneur, to go into business for himsclf. Tho historical
background hss been dwelt upon in e voluminous literature. The end result of
all the forces have been described insofar as they are found in our community.

Whether they zre good or bad cannct be decided by statistics. Whether thoy
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point to the desirability of o clienge dopends on extra-mathemeticel consgidor-
ations. Whethor cond how changes, ovon if considorod dosirable, cean bo effected
involves us in an cxamination of some of the most complox foetors both of
Jewish 1life qnd of our relationskip to the forces gll around us. Thc ozly
purposc served by our study in this whole problem is to furnish tlhe ¢lues to
further inquiry.

B. Anglysis of 10,401 gainful workers

In Tables L end M of Appendlx A is given the distribution by otecu-
petion and industry of 10,401 porsons, including the gainful workers found in
our sample, whose names were goticred os prospects for our 1939 Unitecd Jewish
Fund campsign. These figurcs wre pr.esontod .8 cdditionnal sigaificant infor
metion ossentially of loecal interest, concerning the economic lifa of the
Pittsburgh Jewish community, Thc group included constitutes by no meoens ¢
eross-gection of the working populetion azs do the duia clreedy anclyzed. 1%
comprehends the lurgest number of seversl occupations wiose followors are more
cesily ascertanined such as the owners of stores, frctorios, end wiclesale ss-
teblislments; professionel persons, clsrks in department storss, rezl cestate
and insurcnce wgents. The campuign is conducted nlong tradc lines wnd the
leeders in ewch oceupational division essist in constructing the lists. Like=-
wise, the use of the emyloyee solicitetion method reve:ls the nomes of Jewish
workers in meny businesses owned or managed by Jews. On the other hand, em-
ployees of non-Jewish concorns and many independent workors and the owners of
smell shops nicy escapo notice. Thus de we filad o substantiel veriance be-
tween the occupational distribution of the two sets of dete in the cages of
owners end mancgers and profossionals of whom t.e non-sgmple group Les pro-
porticnately many more, end of menual workers of cll kinds of whon a fer
greater ratio is found in tlie sarple, Likcwise, irn the matier of iadustrial
distrivution, the smmple groun lLwas logser percentnges in the wholesale trade,

service, finence, professicnal and govermmentel groups. end grecier in the
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building, manufacturing and retaill trade section, No aenalysis in detail
of the second group will be given here. Those who are interested are re-

ferred to the tables in Appendix A.



SULMRLLRY

hl- On tho basis of a semple study of 1,497 households incinding 5,847 in~
dividuals located in 119 blocks distributed throughout thirteen of the thirty-
two wards, the Jowish population of Pittsburgh in Decomber 1938 may be
egtimnted cs 54,000, or cight per cent of the city's 1940 populction.

2. Approximately 22,200, or 41 per cent, are located in Squirrcl Hill and
Greenfield; 11,000 aro in the Hill district; 6,300 live in Oaklend; 8,900 ia
tle Ecat End; 1,800 in Shodyside; 1,300 on the North Side; and 1,750 on the
South Sidee.

3a The average lousehold consigts of 3.79 persons. The average femily in-
cluded 3.29 porsans.

4, Approximately 78 per cout of tho 1,725 femilics live by themselves, that
is, witbout either relatives, boarders, or lodgerse

[ The populetion is livided almost equally botweon neles nnd femgles. The

overuge &go is cbout 30 yeurs nos compared with 2% for the city's white popu-

letion.
DBrsons
6o The proportions of children under 14 wnd elderlys over 65 arc less thon
in the genernl population.
7 The nge distribution indicutes & muen lower Jewish birth rate and conso-

guently, on tho average, an older population then thnt of the eity as « whkole.
This was further shown by the fact that 70 per cent of the familiecs had only
one child under 10 in contrast to 48 per cent for the city os a whole in 1930,
8. Familios with two or more children under 10 wore twice as numerous in

the city genorally thon emong the Jowish groups.

R Eighty por cent of Jowish housebolds hnd sither one or two children undor
21 compnrod with 60 per cont ot large. Conversoly only twenty per cont of
Jewish households had more than two children under 21 gs sgainast ¢ genoral
proportion of 40 por cont, There were relatively tarece times as meny femilies
ir the genercl population with four children under 21; sceven times as many

with five; and ten times es many with six or more.
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10. Eighty-five per cent of the lLeads o6f Jewish houscholds were men; 15 per

cent were women.

1. Noarly 39 per cont of all males over 15 werc singlee Singls women con-
stituted less than 30 per cont, Widowers formed 3.3 per cont end widows 7.1
per cent. One and three-tenths per cent of moles and two per cent of the
wonen were either divorced or scparatod.

12, Nearly 62 per cent were native born as against 84 per cent in the city
as a whole in 1930; 53 per cont wers born in Pittsburghs More than one-half
of the forsign-born ceme from Rugsias Those born in Gormeny comprised 2.5

per cent,

13, Less than ons-quarter of the fanily units had parents both of whom were
native dorn. 1In 44 poer cent both were foreign-born.

14. Among thoss not born in the United Stetes, the largest group (37.3 per
cent) had been in this country from 31 to 40 ycarse. Tiose lers ten years or
less totaled only 3.6 por cont.

15 Eighty per cent of those who came from abroad settled in Pittsburgh in
the same yeor they landeds OFf those not born in Plttsburgh, tlhe lergsst group
{28.5 per cent) had lived here from 31 to 40 ysars. Twelve per cent hiad becen
here ten yeers or less.

18, One-sixtli of the foreign-born were without either first or second papers
in 1938.

17, Twenty-four per cent were attending sehool, Children in public school
constituted 20.8 per cent., College students formed 2} per cent of the total
compared with & national percentage of one-half of one per cent.

18, Of those under thirty no longer attending school, 83 per cent had cou~
pleted et least o high school education.

19. Of the children between six and sixtoen, 52 per cent were receiving some
form of Jewish education and 48 per cent were not. Many of the latter bed, of

course, received some form of instruction in the past,
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204 Counting only their principal form of tuition, 29 per cent were in

Sunday School; 18,6 per cent were in Hebrew School; and 4,5 psr cent were beirg
taught privately.

21, % There were two girls to each boy in Sunday School; three boys to one giudi
in Hebrsw School; five boys to oue girl being taught privately; and about the
same number of each receiving no instruction.

22 There were thirty-six synegogues in 1937. Rodef Shalom, the oldest, wa
organized in 1854, There has been only one esteblished since 1930.

23, In 1936, total membership spproximated 3,900 persons whose families cow-
prised sbout 12,800 persons, or 24 per cent of the estimated populations

2. Thirteen congregational Hebrew Schools had a total of 720 pupils, Eight-
een Sundey Schools had 2,730 pupils taught by 156 teachers.

25, Approximately $13,000 was expended by gynaegogues in 1936 for philanthropie
PUTPOSES«

26 . Twenty-six congregations had sisterhoods, eight had men's clubs, and five
had young people's organizations.

274 Twenty-two congregations maintein cemeteries, the income from wihich in
many instances forms the mein source of revenue.

8. Pight congregations ei.= dtheir property outright; twenty-two hed mortgage
indebtedness; and six rented their guariers.

2B, The total expenditures of all congregations for all purposes in 1938
emounted approximately to $218,000.

30, In December 1638, approximately 44 per cent of the population were in the
labor market., Nearly thirty per cent of these were selfmemployed. One-hulf
were employed by others full-time, and nine per cent part-time. More than
eleven per cent wers elither unemployed or on W.P.A. The general rate of un-
employment in the city at that time was more than doubls the Jewish figurs,

3le The low seconomic position of the Hill district was revealed by the fact
that 1ts component wards 1, 3, and 5 had between 31 and 37 per cent of their

population working either part-time or not at all as compared with a gensral
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percentage for the whole group of 21 per cent. Ward 14 had slightly less than

12 per cent.

32, The percentage of boys end girls, uge nineteen ond under, et work in the
city as « whole in 1930 was nearly three times as great s the Jewish ratio in
1938. Between the cges of 20 znd 44 our ratic wos slightly higher and corres-
ponded more to the relutive propertions in the population. The percentuges oo
those 45 and over were ulso similer. In all ege groups exccpt those between
20 ond 29 the proportion of Jewish women ot work wis substantially less indices
ting that thsey enter the labor merket ot ¢« leter cge and lecave et o much
earlier age than do non-Jewish women.

334 Of the self-employed, 93 per cent wers mer and 7 per cent were women. OFf
those working full time, 69 per cent were men and 5l per cent were women. Men_
composed 58 per cent of the partially employed and women 42 per cent., Sixty-
four per cent of the unemployed were men end 36 per cent were women. Men
formed 61 per cent on W.P.A. and women 39 per cent.

34, ore then half of the self-employed wers 45 and over. Conversely the
larger proportions of those working for others were found in the younger age
groups, excluding those under 20 who formed only 3.2 per cent of the working
population.

35, The proportions cf each age group in the labor market were as follows:
16-19, 18.4 per cent; 20-29, 74.7 per cent; 30-44, $56.9 per cent; 45 and over,
46.4 per cent, The retic for the sntire group was 55.1 per cent; for males,
81,7 per cent, and for fomales, 28.1 per cents

36, Among the 1,725 family units one person was working in 59 per cent, two
in 18,7 per cent, three in 6.6 per cent, and four or more in 3 per cent, There
was no uncnployment in 85.3 per cent.

37 Altogether 38.4 per cent were working, 5.l per cent were unemployed, and
5645 per cent were neither in the laebor market nor sueking work. In 1937, it
was estimated for the country as a whole that 46.7 per cent were either fully

or partially employed, 1l1.8 pcr cent were unemployed, and 41.5 per cent were



not availeble for employment.

38, The occupational distribution was as follows: owners and managers, 28.3
per cent; vrofessional porsons, 10,8 per cent; sales persons, 29.9 per cent;
clerical workers, 12.8 pzr cent; scrvice workers, 1.9 per cent; skilled
mechanies, 9.9 per cent; all others, 12.4 por cent.

39 The industrial distribution wes as follows: building and construction,
1.3 per cent; manufacturing and mechanical, 11.) per cent; commcrce and finance.
3.9 per cent; wholesale trade, 8.3 per cent; retail trade, 41.0 por cent;
domestic and personal serviece, 8.2 per cent; publie scrvice, 5.9 per cent;
professional service, 7.3 per cent; othor, none, and unknown, 11.0 per ceat.

40, In order of their number, Jewish retail merchents are in food end foed
products, apparal,. furniturc end household c¢quipment, department stores, and
automobile and auto supply business.

41, Teachers formed the largest group of professional people followed in
order by lawysrs, doctors, social workers, phamacists, dentists, cngineers
and accountantss About 42 per cent of the professional group were in business
for themselvos, thc romainder being employed by others cither in busincss, by
governmental agencies, such as schools and colleges, ©1d by publie and private
social agencics.

42, Whercos skilled and unskilled workers formed sbout 63 per cent of the
country's wage eurners, only 24 per ceat werc found in the Pittsburgh Jewish
EIOUP »

43, Compared with generel occupctionsl percentages for Pittsburgh, Jewish
professional persons were neayly fifty per cent more numerous., Propertionately
there were four times cs mony Jewish leawyers; more than three times as many
Jowish doctors; end more then four times cs meny Jewish dentists as in the city
at large. There were lcss teachers and engincers end «bout the same number of

accountants por thousand grinful workers.
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44, Thore were relatively more thun seven times as many domestic snd personcl

service workers in the ¢lity then smong Jewish workers and more than three timee
as many skilled and unskilled workers. On the other hand therc were morc ther
twico as meny Jowish noedlo workers per 1000, more then one-third as many
Jowish stenogrephers, and four times as many Joewish salos persons than was
true genorclly.

45, A final comparison on an industiricl basis showed oaly ono-third the
population of Jewlsh persons in the manufacturing «nd mechenicel trcdes, one-
oighth in the construction business, one~seighth in the ficld of transpertation
cid compunication, wnd slmost ono-~half less then the rotio of the general
population in domestic and porsonsl service. On the other hend, the proportici
of Jews in traude was nearly four times as great and the ratio of those in the

public service nearly twice thet reperted for the gonerel community.
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APPENDIX A, TABLE A. Number and Percentage
Distribution of Names on the Master List

Werd Wumbs r Per Cent
1 692 1.97
2 113 +32
3 2,931 8,31
4 3,685 10.43
5 3,298 5,34
<] 53 15
7 444 1.26
8 583 1.65
9 69 19

10 949 2468
11 4,485 12,70
12 164 W47
13 343 37
14 13,595 38,51
15 1,786 5406
16 156 44
17 143 W41
18 120 o34
19 623 L.77
20 132 37
21 256 .72
22 121 + 34
23 101 .29
24 17 08
25 116 433
26 104 W29
27 104 28
28 25 07
29 36 +10
30 32 09
31 11 «03
32 20 .06
Total 35,302 100.00




APPENDIX A, TAEIE A-1 Distribution by

jurd of MNumber and Per Cent of Households in the Mester List

as Bstimated from Individual Cards; Tho

se Selected for Sampling and Their Final Disposition; and a

Net Estimate According to Shrinkage Fouhid

! Master List ! (& [ Net |
Ward Estimated Households Households [Moved Wronglym Interview]|Other )Per Cent. "Estimate
Households Selected Completed Assigned, | Refused @hrinkage ™ (1)-(13)
Noe Per Cent | No. Per Cent | No. Per Cent etce

{1) (=) {(3) i(4) (5) |(s) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)
1 342 | 2.29 59 2476 40 2.99| 16 1 1 1 238 334
3 1,193 | 7.99 265 | 12.37 190 | 14.21! 47 11 1 16 7.73 1,101
4 1,889 | 12465 275 | 1l2.88 193 | lde44! 37 33 1 11 5437 1,788
5 1,208 | B.0% 183 8.57 116 3,68 15 40 4 8 6425 1,132
7 207 | 1.39 30 l.41 26 1.94 4 - - - - 207
8 267 | 1.79 44 2,08 7 1.27 ) 8 2 1 5.00 254
10 455 | 3.05 58 272 35 24621 17 6 - - - 459
11 1,965 { 13,16 350 | 16.39 228 1 17.05| 74 37 1, 8) 10 4,18 1,883
14 5,428 | 36.35 687 | 32.13 388 | 23.02| 150 80 254 44 9463 4,905
15 718 | 4.81 124 5.81 73 3.46] 21 28 1 1 1.33 708
16 & 17 120 »80 29 1.36 14 1.05] 14 - 1 - - 120

19 165, 1.10 31 1.45 17 1,27] 13 - 1 5.56 15
411 Other 976@) 6.54 - - - - - - - - 6434 &} 918
Total | 14,933 |ICO.00 [2,135 |100.00 1,337 | 100.00 1 424 i 244 37 93 - 13,961

(a) wara (2), 50; (&), 95; (9), 39; {(12), 111; {1i3), 178; (18), 47; (20), 36; (21), 104; (=22), 70;
(23), 49; (24}, 6; (25), 36; (26), 71; (27), 36; (28), 15; (29 & 30}, 20; (32), 13.

{b) Not located in sample blocks; located only for business purposes; or no such sddress.

(¢} Includes one away and therefore not contacted.

{d) Part of another household; deceased; and non-Jews.

(e) Ratio of column 10 to the sum of columns 5, 9, and 10.

(£} Ratio of 93 to 1,46%.

Let



Discussion of Table A-1

The number of households originally estimsted In the naster list wes
computed from an inspection of thse individual cards. Contact disclosed tiat
many thought to constitute separate households actually wers part of another.
More than eighty per cent of those listed in column 10 of Teble A-1 were of
this nature. The number selected for the sample in each ward approximeted as
nearly as possible the original estimated distribution taking inte account the
size «nd location of blocks. In uddition to conscious overweighting of Werd 3
a3 explained on pugel4,there also resgulted en overweighting of Werd 11 cnd zn
underweighting of Ward 14. The alternative of selection to produce & ¢loser
percentege distribution wes thougat ut the time might result in =« more
serious distortion and therefore less representetive charccter of the house-
holds chosen. It nust elso b pointed out thet conformation to the original
percentuges in the mester list curried with it a0 gucrentes of grecter repre-
sentetiveness since the inclusion of names was not mede on such besis. They
were ccecepted s troansmitted with no expectation that the severcl proportions
by ward would be typieal of their acctusl distribution in the population. Ob~
viously there wes 1o bettor method than to have them correspond as closely ns
possible to the rutios of individuals in the muster list.

Column 6 shows that there was an exceptionzlly close corregpondence
between the proportious originelly selected wnd those actuully found, not in-
cluding new households discovered. Although thers resulted & further dis-
tortion of the percentages clresdy out of line wo cre in no position to stiote
whether this cffected the finel results, Whet was not enticipeted was the
degree to which people werc found to huve moved. Ueerly twenty pex cent were
no longer at the cddressea given. It is doubtful whother such a large volumo
of shifting hed oceurred within the year. Whet is much more likely is that
the orgenizetions hed not bothersd to kecp their records wp to dute gnd had
furnished old wddresses. Some, of course, luft the city. How muny wo do ot

know,
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An unforcssen source of shrinkege was the number of houscholds
wrongly cssigned. 4 smcll proportion werc «t the gddress given but only for
business «nd not residence. In z number of ipstances there wes no such wd-
dress &8s reported. The major source of orror, however, crose out of feulty
drewing of the maps furnished by the city. Block lines were either drewn ia
mzrking strests that did not cxist or feiled to be found so that two blocks
wers discovered whero ono woas thought to be, or rmore than one block wus found
to hove bhoen given the soame awsber. Oncoe having set the wheels of the study
in motion it wos deemed wiser to complete tho blocks as chosen roather than to
start efresh. Thus a large anumber of returns werc rejected or names were dig-
corded. On the other hand, information was returned for bouseholds which were
on unmaried streets in the block snd for which no card was meds out. Those re-
ported as new for whom cerds were found in the master list were wssigned their
propor stotus. No bhousehold or individuel reported os new anywhere in the
sample was so designeted uantil the names had becn clesred with the mester list.
Unfortunately no record wes kept of the number of mester list households fourd
on streets not known to be part of sample blocks which were substituted for
thoge rejected.

Only thirty-six refusels to give informmtion were received. The
balaence of nineoty-thrce was composed of non-Jews, those who hed deccused, and
those in which the number of bouseholds was lesgs than estimcted because people
were living in one houschold rother than two or more., While the latter re-
duced the number of housesholds it did not lessen the number of individucls.
The group in column 10 is teken as the volume of shrinkuge, end the percentage
Tor each ward is calculsted by taking the ratio of this column to the sum of
columns 5, 9, and 10 representing the total houscholds uctually coutacted.

The assumption is made that the scmc degree of shrinkage would bave resulted
hzad the missing households besen found in the blocks they were thought to
occupy, The percentages ere given in column 11 and have beca applied to the
original estimutes of column 1 to provide o net estimate of the number of

households represented in the master list.
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AFPENDTX 4, TABLE a-%

Method of bstimaiing Toful Iuaber of households

astu; )'Dupllcaue iD_cr.Cvant !! - | Selected T Por Cent Total
verd List |'-lhlu_-,. ‘or Regectedl bnrlmq{age[ l\l::t (‘))n] Hhlds. Minys, | New Tow Esgl_xilht ad
! Fhlds. |\,o :tactad [Households I(2).(u) |Hh_ds. | sh I‘l“mage‘ (6)1(7) (5)+TES35
(1) [ (=) l (3) P (4) L (5) 'l (6) (7) (8) {9)
1 342 a2 1 ' .38 7 364 | 58 | 8 13,79 380
3 1,193 207 | 18 | 7.73 | 1,101 249 i 31 | 12.45 1,238
4 1,869 205 | 11 5,37 | 1,788 | 264 {33 | 12.50 2,012
5 1,2¢8] 128 | 8 6.25 ! 1,132 | 175 ‘ 11 .29 1,20%
7 acn 26 - - 1 207 30 4 13.33 235
8 267 20 1 | 5.00 | =254 43 ! - - 254
10 455 35 | L | = ! 455 58 | 5 | 5.7 479
11 1,965 239 | 10 | 4,18 \ 1,883 | 340 L 35 | 10.29 | 2,077
14 5,428 457 | 44 9.65 | 4,905 | 542 L es | 3,90 5,096
15 718 75 | 1 433 t 703 123 \ 9 | 732 760
16&17 120 15 | - : 120 29 - i - 120
19 | 1es B8 2 5.56 | 153 30 L1 .33 151
Remainder| 976 = - 8,34 | 913 - [ - 1 7.8 990
T ' » { ‘ i
Total |1%,933| 1,467 93 - | 13,961 | 2,041 1160 l . ! 15,005
i 4 \ H i
{a) Sum of coluvans 5, 9, and 10 of Table A-1
(b) Seme as column 12 of Table 4-1
{c) Column 3 winus colusn 10 of Table -1

R
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BExplanction of Method of Estimating Tetal Number of Households.

In Table A~2 is set forth the method of estimating the total
number of Jewish households in the city. The percentage relationship be-
tween the households actuslly contacted and thoss found to be duplicates,
deceased or non-Jewish has been applied to the original estimated number
in each ward. This provides a net estimate of actuel Jewish households
represented by the master list. The number of pew households found was
then related to the number of households originally selected for study
minus the amount of shrinkage. This rotio was taken rather than the per-
contags that mew households bore to the number in the master list actually
found beceuse on an over-zll-basis this would moke it possible to neglect
those that were pot found becouse they hed moved to another section of the
city not covered by the scmple. These percentages (Column 8) were then
cppliod to the net number in the master list (Column 5) to secure cn esti-
muted total, which for the whole city was found te be 15,005. It is int-
eresting to observe thot the nverage percentage of new households for the
eity as = whole was found to be 7.84, end in Table B-3, column 11, the

percentage of new individuels of wll found in the somple came to 7.9.



Appendix A. Table B.
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Individuals and Households Given and Found and New
in the Blocks Covered in the Sample Study with the Ratios

Computed Therefrom

Ward 1
Individuals Hhlds || Inds. |Hhlds.| Inds. | Hhlds]| Ratios

Block i
Given |Found Given || New New Total } Total || 1:6 3:7
(1) | (2) (3) 1 {4} (5) (6) 1 (7} [(8) | {9)
7 17 29 7 - - 29 7 5848 | lew
64 18 29 8 2 1 31 7 5841 [85.7
KL} 36 58 14 1 1 59 15 61,0 93,3
80 5 8 3 1 1 9 4 55,6 |75.0
83 31 42 10 12 5 54 15 6§7.4 [66.7
Total 107 166 40 16 8 182 48 58.8 |83.3

Ward 3
I v

11 38 48 11 - | - 48 11 f 79.2 1.~
12 59 78 20 5 | 2 83 22 7.1 190,9
27 14 22 7 4 1 26 8 53,8 187.5
32 16 26 & 3 K 27 7 [ 59.2 | 857
78 10 14 5 - - 14 5 71.4 1=
82 17 24 5 - - 24 5 70,8 1.-
84 33 43 g 1 1 44 10 75,0 | 90.0
85 10 14 5 € & 22 8 R 45.4 {62.5
86 24 35 11 - - 38 11 §63.6 1l.-
80 1 1 1 - - 1 1 le- 1.,-
91 87 T4 18 9 4 83 22 68.7 |8l.8
94 81 110 28 18 6 128 34 63.3 | 82.4
108 47 68 20 7 2 75 22 62.7 (90,9
111 48 78 21 18 6 95 27 5045 | 77.7
118 35 51 14 8 3 89 17 59.3 | 82.3
130 7 11 3 1 1 12 4 [ 5843 | 75.0
29 18 27 8 1 1 28 7 57.1 | 85.7
Total 513 725 190 ; 79 31 804 221 [[63.8 186.0

Note: In columms 8 and 92, whorever l.=-

appoars, take this to mean 1007,



Ward 4 Appendix A, Table B (Cont'd)
Tndividuels Hhlds. Inds. [Hhlds || Inds. { Hhlds, Ratioes
Block | en| Found | Given || ¥ew | New || Total |Total || 1:6 | 3:7
(1) (2) (3) (4) (s) () (7 (8) (9)
16 7 9 2 - - 9 2 [177.8 | l.-
37 2 4 1 3 1 7 2 || 28.6 .50
56 1 3 1 - - 3 1 [133.3 1.~
57 65 91 23 13 5 i o4 28 |l 62.5 | 82,1
61 26 42 8 - - 42 8 || 61.9 | 1.-
119 13 22 4 3 T 25 5 || 5240 | BO.O
123 1 2 1 - - 2 1 || 5040 | t.-
137 54 | 108 25 25 7 131 32 || 41.3 | 78.1
140 59 76 20 11 5 87 25 |i 67.8 | 8040
142 2 4 1 - - 4 1 50,0 | 1,
144 15 20 6 - - 20 6 |t 66.7 1.-
177 57 78 21 4 2 82 23 |1 6945 | 91.3
190 3 7 2 - - 7 2 || 42.9 | 1.-
180 5 11 5 - - 11 5 | 45.5 | Yle-
191 6 54 16 8 3 62 19 || 5841 | 84.2
193 22 26 8 - - 26 6 | BLeb 1aw
197 58 79 19 6 3 85 22 || 6842 | 8644
202 48 75 18 7 3 82 21 || 5845 | 8547
215 39 59 14 10 3 89 17 || 56,5 | 82.3
Total 513 768 | 193 90 33 Il 858 | 226 59,8 | B5.4
Ward &
49 22 29 6 I! - - 29 8 7569 | Llew
50 83 114 29 | 20 5 134 32 61,9 | 85,3
51 15 17 5 i - - 17 5 | 88.2 1.-
80 30 23 9 - - 43 9 [ 69,81 1.
93 20 30 7 - - 30 7 66,7 ] 1l
165 22 51 8 - - 31 8 || 71.0 | 1.-
190 29 %0 9 2 1 42 10 § 69,0 | 90,0
199 z 83 21 3 1 86 22 61,8 | 95,4
221 13 15 4 3 1 18 5 72.2 { 80.0
216 2 4 1 - - 2 1 {5000 | 1.-
267 50 69 17 8 3 77 20 || 64.9 | 85,0
Total 339 | 475 | 116 36 11 || s11 127 || 6643 | 91,3
Ward 7
33 20 34 8 10 4 44 12 45,4 | 6647
81 14 19 5 - - 19 E [ 4346 1.-
89 14 17 4 - - 17 4 82,4 | 1.-
158 7 8 4 - - 8 4 87,5 | 1.-
170 12 20 5 - - 20 5 {600 | la-
Total 67 98 26 10 4 || 108 30 lsa.0 i 86,7

Noto: In columns 8 and 9, wherever 1l.=-

appoars, take this to moan 100%.




Ward 8 Appendix A, Table B (Cont'd)
Individuals | Hhlds. Inds <} Hhlds.[| Inds. [ Hhlds. Ratios
Block Given | Found | Given New New |ITotal | Total 1:6 3:7
1y 1 (2) | (8) 4y | (&) | (8) } (7 { (8) (9
19 17 24 5 N - 24 5 || 7048 | 1.-
41 13 23 6 - - 23 6 | 56.5 | la=
85 3 9 2 - - 9 2 | 33,3 | 1.~
88 11 13 4‘ - - 13 4 84.6 1.-
| Total 44 69 17 = = 69 17 || 63.8 | L.~
Yard 10
64 17 22 5 - | = 22 5 | 77.3 1 1l.-
71 10 14 4 . X - 14 ¢ § 71.4 | 1.-
238 22 29 6 6 1 35 7 || 52,9 | 85.7
245 3 3 1 = i = l 3 1 lem | lo-
254 14 | 19 2 - | - 19 & [ 63,0 | l.-
268 24 38 9 9 | 2 &7 11 I s1.1 | 81,8
271 10 19 6 - j - 19 6 || 52.6 | 1.~
Total 100 | 144 | 35 15 | 3 159 | 38 | 62,8 | 92.1
Ward 11
37 17 | 22 7 1 1 | 23 8 || 73.9 | 87.5
48 34 a2 10 3 1 45 11 | 75.6 | 90.9
52 35 61 13 . - 61 13 [ 5744 | 1.-
64 18 21 5 3 1 22 6 | 6647 | 8343
85 2 2 1 - - 2 1 1w | 1.-
100 135 | 176 46 3% 13 209 59 | 4.6 | 78.0
107 45 73 18 24 5 87 23 | 51.7 | 78.3
113 32 45 11 N - 15 11 | 71| 1.-
117 13 21 3 2 1 23 6 | 56.5 | 83.3
129 37 60 12 3 1 83 13 || 58,7 [ 9243
174 73 | 122 25 3 1 125 26 | 58.4 | 86.2
162 71 9g 28 19 7 118 35 || 60.2 | 80,0
171 96 . 142 32 9 3 151 37 | 63.6 | 91.9
241 4 11 2 - - 11 2 || 3644 | 1le-
275 85 | 53 11 11 54 12 | 4.8 | 1.7
Total 647 | 950 | 228 91 | 36 [|1021 | 263 [l 62.2 | 86.7

Note: In columns 8 and 9, whorover 1l.-

appoars, toks this to mean 100%.
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Ward 14 Appendix 4, Table B (Conttd)
Individuals | Hhlds. {| Inds.| Hhlds.] Inds. | Hhids. Ratios t
Block
Given | Found | Given New New § Total | Total | 1:6 3:7
(1) | (&) | (3) {¢) | (8) | (8) | {7} | (8) (9)
269 144 194 49 15 7 209 56 68.9 | §7.5
278 91 137 27 & 1 141 28 64.5 96 4
2381 228 297 73 9 4 306 717 7445 94.8
346 80 113 28 4 1 Y17 27 58.4 95 43
397 70 o7 28 2 1 93 26 7047 96 42
349 34 42 11 - - &2 1l 81.0 li-
85 1 2 1 5 2 7 3 1443 3343
69 6 7 2 - - 7 2 85.7 14~
68 3 4 1 - [ 1 75,0 La=
87 38 45 12 -1 - 45 12 80,0 P
91 35 40 12 - = 40 12 87.5 1,-
97 19 23 8 1 1 24 g 79.2 88,9
107 %2 36 g 3 1 39 10 82.1 90.0
182 448 6l 18 - - 51 16 7243 lam
190 3 [5 2 - - 6 2 50,0 l.-
193 16 25 6 4 1 29 7 5542 85,7
201 ) BO 59 19 - - 5% 1 Bl ol 1,
226 . &
227 3 33 51 10 i B 1 59 11 % 61,4 95.7
226 37 55 12 ) - 1 - 55 12 )
260 206 296 87 11 ! 5 307 72 67.1 93,1
Total 1168 f 1590 388 66 256 1556 413 7065 91,7
Ward 15
2 36 50 12 2 1 53 13 58,2 92.3
162 35 856 15 2 1 57 16 6144 93.8
170 7 8 2 - - 8 2 8745 l.-
171 6 9 2 2 1 11 3 54.6 66 e7
172 8 4 3 - - 14 3 57.1 Lo
173 121 le4 39 16 [§] 180 &5 67.2 8347
i Total 213 300 73 22 9 322 g2 66,1 89,0

Note: In columns 8 and 9, whorover 1.~ appeors, take this to mean 100%,



Ward 16 Appendix A, Table B (Cont'd)
Individuals |Hhlds, Inds.|Hhlds.j| Inds. | Bhlds. Ratios
Block
Given |Found |Given New New || Total | Total 6 3:7
(1) (2} | (3) {4) (5) (6) {7} {8) (9)
38 8 11 3 - - 11 3 72.7 1l.-
80 5 8 2 - - 8 2 62.5 P
Total 13 19 S5 - - 19 5
Ward 17
60 6 8 2 - - 8 2 75.0 1.~
79 5} 8 4 - - 8 4 75.0 le-
82 9 13 3 - | - 13 3 69.2 l,-
Total 21 29 9 - - 29 9
Wards 16 apnd 17
| Totar | e | a8 1 | -] -0 4] 16 Jr08} 1,-]
Ward 19
208 26 38 9 - - 38 9 68,4 l.-
207 9 10 2 - - 16 2 90,0 .
370 4 5 1 - - 5 1 80.0 l.-
391 7 12 2 - - 12 2 58,3 1=
404 L) 16 2 3 1 19 3 15.8 60,7
428 4 5 1 - - 5 1 80,0 1.~
Total 53 86 17 3 1 89 18 59.6 94.4

Note: In columns 8 and 9, wheraver 1.- appears, take this to mean 100%.



APPENDIX A, TABLE C

Number of Households by Size by Vard

Persons Ward
in Total
Hhld. 1 3 4 5 7 ] 10 11 14 15 16&17 19
1 7 14 10 3 1 1 - 4 8 1 - - 49
2 91 43 34 16 8 2 3 40 62 o 4 1 231
3 8 58 60 29 5 3 9 71 86 18 4 6 357
4 7{ 51 53 32 9 3 14 89 118 31 2 2 381
5 7 25 39 28 5 & 5 38 80 16 4 1 253
6 61 18 19 14 - 3 5 21 36 4 - 4 130
7 2 9 7 3 1 - 1 12 15 1 - 2 53
8 1 1 4 2 1 - 1 3 5 2 - 1 21
9 - 2 - - - - - 2 2 - - - 6
0&over| 1 - - - - - - 3 1 - - 1 6
Total 48 1221 1226 127 30 17 38 263 413 82 14 18 1497
Yedian [3.50]3443 [3.67 {4,00 13.61 4033 {4400 | 3475 | 3493 [3.92 [3.25 4450 | 379
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APPENDIX A4, TABLE D

Family Units According to Size by Ward {Study Definition}

148

Parsons Texra

in Unit] 1 3 4 ] 7 g 10 Il 14 15 le~l7 19 | Total
1 15 35 27 8 1 3 2 283 . 66 8 1 3 150
2 14 54 33 22 9 4 3 b 108 17 5 3 328
3 4 60 77 33 6 4 12 85 113 21 3 8 436
4 6 &8 5 33 9 5 13 73 124 30 2 5 411
5 6 22 34 2¢ 4 4 5 3% 68 15 4 3 228
8 5 12 12 11 - 1 5 112 21 3 - 1 83
7 i1 6 5 3 1 - 1 11 5 1 - 2 36
8 1 - 3 2 1 — - i 1 - - - 9
9 - 1 - - - - - - 1 - - - 2
10 - - - - - - - '3 - - - — a

Total 62 245 253 1356 31 21 41 287 507 83 15 25 1725

Madian | 2.64 3.08 3,29 3,68 3.50 3.70 3.81 3.3¢ 3.20 3,60 3,50 3,31 3429




APPENDIX A, TABLE E

Number of Households According to
Type by Ward

™ @) Ward
Jpe Total
1 3 4 5 7 8 10 11 14 15 16417 19

1 30 J170 } 176 | 110 27 10 | 31 219 305 66 | 13 12 1169
2 2 10 14 3] 1 2 ' & 9 24 4 o] 0 76
3 2 11 12 2 1 2 1 12 31 6 0 3 83
4 0 1 0 0 0 s] G 0 3 0 o} G 4
5 3 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 10
6 ¢} 0 Q 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3
7 3 1z 10 8 0 1 2 13 35 0 1 2 87
8 1 1 2 o] 0 1 o] 3 4 3 o] 1 16
9 7 14 10 3 1 1 0 4 8 1 0 0 49

Total 148 (221 }226 127 30 17 38 283 413 82 14 I 18 . 1497

(a) For explanation see page 25.
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Age Distribution by Ward

APPENDIX A, TABLE F

Age Classi- ard
fication : Total
1 3 4 5 7 8 10 11 1 15 |18, 17 19

0 -~ 4 4 41 49 19 2 2 13 63 80 2¢ e 4 302
5 - 9 9 43 46 26 10 3 11 65 105 41 3 5 367
10 - 14 7 72 88 48 13 3 20 76 133 33 5 9 507
15 ~ 19 17 73 89 65 10 8 11 | 103 153 24 3 10 566
20 - 24 23 80 92 57 9 4 11 | 107 140 20 5 13 561
25 - 34 36 127 151 81 18 11 31 | 249 293 56 9 13 1077
35 - 44 18 91 | 127 70 17 13 26 133 280 73 7 14 869
45 - 54 26 104 105 68 17 i 17 | 129 209 28 9 12 733
65 - 64 26 78 57 56 10 6 8 69 125 17 4 8 464
85 & owr 16 52 40 20 2 3 8 33 56 7 3 - 240

Total 761 | 844 510 108 62 156 [1027 | 1574 | 328 48 88 i 5686
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APPENDIX 4, TABLI G

Percentage Distribution by Age by Ward

_— Terd ] |

Meetion | 1 [ 5 | = 5 7 s 10 [11 [ [15 fe,17 [ 29 | T
0-a 2.2 | 5.4 | 5.8 | 3.8 | 1.9 | 3.2 | 8.3 | 6 | 50| 74| 2.0 | 46| 5.3
5-9 5,0 | 5.7 | 5.5 | 5.1 | 9.3 | 4.9 | 7.0 | 6.8 | .7 12.7] 5.9 | 57| 6.5
10-14 3.9 | 9.5 110.3 | 9.3 { 12,0 | 4.9 | 12,9 | 7.5 | 8.4 | 10,3 9.7 | 10,3] 8.9
15-1 9.5 | 9.6 | 106 | 1206 | 9.8 [18.0 | 7.1 [10.1 | 9.7 | 7ea| su8 | 13| 9.9
20-24 1206 | 10,5 | 11,0 | 11,1 | 8.5 | 6.5 | 7.1 {1044 | 8.9 | 6.2 9.7 | 148 9.9
n— 1.7 | 1647 | 17.9 | 16,0 | 1646 |17.8 | 19.8 | 2446 | 18,6 | 1745 | 2046 | 16,8 | 18.9
5544 9.9 | 11,9 | 15,1 | 13,8 | 15.7 | 2008 | 1646 [13.0 | 17.8 | 22.6 | 13.8 | 15.8 | 15.3
o520 14,3 | 13,7 | 12.5 | 13.8 | 15,7 | 14,8 | 10,9 | 125 | 15,5 | 8.7 | 17.6 | 13.6 | 12.9
s5-6a 16,3 [ 10,5 | 648 | 10,9 | 8,3 | 946 | 5a1 | 645 | 7.9 | Bu2 | 7.5 | 9.1 | 8.2
65 over 808 | 6.7 | 405 | 346 | 1.9 | 2.9 | 5.1 | 3.2 | 8.6 | 21| 5.9 | - | a4u2
Total 100,0 1100,0 {100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 [100,0 100,0 [100,0 {100,0 106.0 100,0
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APPENDIX A, TABLE H

Means, Stapdard Deviations and Staendard
Errors of Means of Age Distribution

by Wards
Number of Standard
Ward Indivi- {| Mean Stendard | Error of
duals Age Deviation Mean

b 182 36,84 19,02 1.42
3 761 32.84 19.60 .71
4 844 30.63 18.19 »63
5 .B10 31.93 15.1%9 .67
7 108 31.45 17.39 1.67
8 62 34.42 17.76 2,26
10 156 29,08 17.94 1.44
11 1027 30.16 17.33 .54
14 1574 31.54 17.93 45
15 323 28,18 17.61 <98
16417 51 34.08 17.15 2.40
18 a8 29.67 17.80 1.90

The mean of the several ward means is 31.72 years;
that of the entirs distribution, as we have seen,
is 31.30* .25, The standerd deviation of the means
i3 2.38. Although there are too few to permit sat-
isfactory construction of a distridbution tadble, we
find that they conform to the normal law of error.
For example, 8 out of 12 fall within the range of
one standard deviation on both sides of the mean.
Exactly half fall within the range of one probable
error, that is ,6745 3.D. or .1605; and all fall
within the range of the mean plus or minus three
standard deviations.
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APPENDIX Ui

TiBLE T

oG Enploynent Stotus

Distributicn of Griaful ‘Vorikers by Iaidustrny

! PEaploycd Jer i
Industry Sclf- [Full o-rt | Unem- | 124 Totel] 1000 [iPcr Cunt
Enployed| Time Time! ploycd Lorkors|lef Greud
Building and
Construction 17 10 - S - - 32 13 100.0
ManuT:eturing
cnd Mechonieml 94 les 35 ¢ 1 = 277 111 100.0
Food 3 28 6 - - 37 14 13.4
Iron & Stecl 27 25 3 l | - 56 28 20.2
Paper, cte, - 5 2 -, = 7 3 2.5
Printing, etc. 9 18 4 1 - 32 13 11.5%
Toxtiles 5 9' 8 L 19 8 5.9
Flectrical 2 6 3 1| - 12 5 | 4.3
Liechaulcel Repairs 16 7 2 - | - 25 10 9.0
Building Repairs 28 5 5 - | = 30 12 10.8
Miscellaneous _._| 10 $o .9 11 4 = 1. 59 _a2¢ I B0
Coumerce & Finance 15 7é ? 3 - 98 38 100.0
Finance & 23 3 1 - 61 24 62.9
Real Estate 8 1. 1 1 s 21 8 2l.4
| Other commercial 3 - N 1 - 64 6 18,2
liholesale trade 7% 13« . 10 3 i - 221 88 100.0
Food 26 ] 48 4 17 - 79 32 35.7
Appercl 10 o1 2 1 - %4 18 19.9
Furniture, cte. 5 7 1 - - 13 o] 5.9
Miscellancous - =8 S 1. .1 - L85 |l 34 38,4
Retail 336 559 ' 117 16 - | loz8 410 109.0
Foods 157 120 19 . - 320 131 31.1
Generel Mdse. 3 147 37 4 - 216 86 21.0
Automotive 11 17 1 - - 29 12 2.9
Abparel 76 121 18 6 - 221 89 21.5
Furniture 16 46 ? - - 69 28 5.7
Other rotail o7 84 14 1 - 156 82 15.2
L Electrical 1. ..l&a__ 1 1 N I L ¥ -7 1.7
Service 98 "¢ P& 5 - 206 82 100.0
Personal 58 21 12 2 - 113 46 54.8
Hotels 3 3 - - - 6 2 3.0
Restaurants 24 17 2 1 - (23 18 21.3
Theaters 5 7 4 2 - 18 7 8.8
Amusements ? 8 5 - - 20 8 9.7
_Othor e 1l ___ i P~ 1 = - | 5 <o Dat
| Govornmest - |18, 8] 2 | - | 1480 59 I 100.0
Profsssional 114 . 60 9 1 - 184 73 100,0_,
Private philanthropy - 29 5 - - 34 14 13.5
Self-employed 110 15 2 | 1 - | 128 51 £9.6
Private schools, etcd 4 16| 2 - - 22 .9 i1.9
Miscellancous - .l =290 T8 171 | = 36 14 | 10C.0
Public Utilities - 3 L - - & 2 11,1
Traasportation and ;
Communication - 857 4 1 - 28 11 77.8
Qther - B - - 4 2 11.1
None or Unknown - 11! 5 223 36| 276 110 100.0
Nono - - - 217 - 217 87 78.6
Unknown - 1l 6 6 - 23 S 8.3
WA == S Ol S - 36 S6 4 14 13.1
TOTAL 748 1227 | 227 258 36 2506 1000
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APPENDIX A, TABLE K. Distribution by Occupation end Inmdustry oftg,s506 Jewish Gainful Workers, Pittsburgh, December 1938.

INDUSITRY . ‘-1
K °°‘fm§"°e Wholesale i Domestic vofs Misc. |
B Manufacturing end Mechenical e Trede lietail Trade and T i i'
] Finemce i Personcl Service e g
4+ — > o
E 2 E o g o g. '8 R~
Occupation S @ 3 o |4 o ) @ : i 481 2 + 9
K] o 0l w &nin ol O of o 5 [ H,:‘g i 5 5l o. - 19 2 b - ale g
o 9 g1 30 = HEAE (8|4 2 FRR] ERRCRERC 215188 §1f3 5| 435188 g
v b (| 5[5 5] s SA80 08 |2 81F] 2l alclel B2IEREE sl dxl2|5] 8] sl 2| F558:].18] |4
= BB e 25 & 258518 3515 31520 98 588 2] a5 |3 AR EE A F R
B ACIEA IR Rl GRS B A= FA R I R I EHE AR E S HEE E
Proprietors and i
Managers 12) 4] 24 6 5112 1] 3| 3) 9 8 5 4] 26 10| 350143|1a194| gd 24| 1| 47ll20| 2 2d 7] sl af 1 2 2| 1 3 559
iProfessional H
Doctors 5 1] 32 33
Dentists 20 20
Lawyers 1 s 35 36
Engineers 1 51 1 3 4 1 12
Teachers | 28 1| 3| 6 1 39
Social Workers i 21l 8 29
Accountants 2 1 : 3 3 1 1 11
Druggists : \ 16 7 2%
Miscellaneous 2| 1 3 3 1 i 1 3| 7 13151211 1] 2 1 58
Sales Persons 2
| Dept. Store ‘ 1 135) < 4 1 1 144
Other Inside 1 3| 2] 1 41 9| 6| Sliasl 6t 3| of 24| 7| 3af 3 5 1| 1 11 1 2 3 6 321
Outside sales sl 8| 1| 2| ¢/ 3| 5 1 sls7| 5| 3l5| 16| 16| 17054 1} 4| 14 8| 1| 18] 8 1 221
Buyers 1 1 3 i 2f1s 1 1 1 26
Brokers 10 1 3 1 1 2 1 19
Other Related 1 1 1l 2y 10) 2 18
{Clerical Workers < i .
Wachine Operators 1 3 2 2| 2] 1) 11 2] 1 43 1 3 27
Bookkeepers 1 3| 4 1| 2 5 1 1 51 51 5S4l eflzal 4 1|2 8l 3 1 slz] 1 11 1 1 7%
Stenographers 2 2 2 8 8| 4 & B 1M 5 o g 43| 72 3 1504l 6 5 104
Secretaries 1 1)1 1| 1 ) aps p: 1 2 5 4 2 24
Other non-machine 1 3| 2 1 1] 2| 2 1 1] 31 78 3lis| 1 2l g 1 23050 1] 1 3 gl 3 92
Service Workers | §
Household4domestic i 1} 1 2
Institution or ¥
outside i 9] 1111 3 2 1 27
Maintenance 1 : 1 1 15421 19
Skilled Workers
Carpenters 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 13
Electricians 4 1 2 7
Mechanics 1 a2 8 2 1 2 15
Needle Trades 4 1 2 4 7 1 2 41
Painters 4 3 - 1 1 11|
Repairmen 711 . ! 1 § 1 I 1] l’?!
Other 9|l =2 100 2| 9] 1] 6|13 3 5115 2} 2] 1 9l 1f 7 =2 145
Semi-skilled workersi|
Machine J 2 1 Y 2| 1 1 | 11 ’ 3 1 14
Manual ! 1] 4| 1 3 1 i 1 2 3 21
Unskilled workersd ]
Heavy 1| 2 3 13 2 Y 2 15}
Light 3| 1 1 3 5 7| 5| 94 2|21 1jf2 1 11 6| 1 43"
|Nonie or Unknown 1 185, 18¢°
WPA : H 31 Sll
TOTAL - sallsn ] 56| 7152119 |59 12].2530]| 61! 211 16113 | 79| 44| 85b20p1d poi 221 69(17 |156(b17 6[44[ 18] 200 {14854l 124 29 al28 | alz17] 23lze J2,506







APPENDIX A. TABIE L. Djistribution by Gceupation and Iadustry of
10,401 Gainful Workers Listed as Prospects in the
Pittsburgh 193% Unit=d Jewish Fund Campaign

. q g -
° Retail o 5 pr
g | T g £ 5 33
o | S EIE] |g R EE PR
EIiE2%SE o {o & £ o @ (" S48 B |3
Occupation S5 Ele 19D {9 4 |[¥1a |88 Soledoad 18 158
g |HERGE 18189 (E|B15 |58y 30298 1B |9 ~
-?I ~§ W 3 —~ o o B Q E ﬁ [=R= R =l o O H g q “ & L3 ]
8158815 |2 1855 5 (55 (598 BA859:8 5 |45 ;
2 = im g = = ) 8 - '? ﬁ‘g (o] = By foly 8 - (=1
Proprietors and lManagers
Proprietor 3 1i 45 £68|653| 14]|545| 88 | 69 | 329| 138|241 | 82| 443 101 7 13| 3,043
Manager 1l 1 [%6f o8 3| 53| 44 5 S1f 29| 21 Sp 737 27| 10| 3 3 443!
Fopeman 11 1 & 4 20
Superintendent 2 1y 1 2 1} 1 8| 51 4 25
Qther officials M 9l 2 U 4t 1| 2 4| 2l 1] 4 7i17}16 69
Professional Persons
Artist 2 3 &
Chemist 11 2 3| 8 24
Rebbi 38 35
Physician 1 244 245
Dentist 185 165
Lawyer 2 417| 4 423
Engineer 8 |31 2 2 1 1025 3 83
Librarian 131 1 14
Musician 6 21 27
Nurse 8| 1 19
Oeculist 2 6 8
Phzrmacist 3 111 12| 2 | 119
Teacher 3 96 1231 | 330
Psychologist 1 1
Social Torker 96 1149 245
Accountant 51 4 1] 1 2 1 14
Optometrist 15 15
Qther professional 13 1 21 1 4 37| 5 &3
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Appendix A. Table L. (cont'd) - 2

T i ] 0l 7
. Retail 8 g % r‘
alw T |g ® ! e E 2 ;n';; - -:9. §
° 9315 (& |5 2 ] selddae g |05
Holoowdels o | ® g I g [ o
a ot i) @ = > ® %) | | O (5] “ o
Qeccupetion 8 |8dw3lE 1A |3 pe] 52 SRS 2o dln |8 150
D Tl wbSBS (6 (84 + T B 5o gloxia g |24
o oM e [ O 3 = 8 L] A 0|~ Ol B [ [ mg —
P e D2 = -3 5= B I por Py 2 ¢ | 8 |a [azle .d;:.ﬂsr-cg'dh @ oo d
2535802 13 B8 31515 A8g BRlgAEEE |5 (B8] 5
3’ Z9RCE 16 BRI 313 F E¥ e BgRRME Ya |8 |4 &=
Semi-Professionsl
Athletic Coach 1
Newspzper and Fublicity 3 1 4
Undertcker 2 2
Commercisl Artist 3 &
Designer 1 8] 1 9
Dietician 2
Drcfésman 1l & 11
Photogrepher 16
Resescrch Assistont 1 1 7
Surveyor 1 2
Leborstory Tecltnician 13
Other Techniciens 3 1 L 8 1 28
Other semi-projessional k3 [
Sales Persors
Insice Salespersons 10| 160} 1[156815! 24(284 | 13€
Outside Salecspersons 5188 | 367 5| o6 16] 12| 19| 21
Broker 1} 3 23
Buyer 3 9 491 11 5
Collector 6 3 2 1| 13
Driver and Salesmen 11 1 13 1
Junk Peddler 2 1
Other 2 1 2
Clericel Workers
Typist 1 1 1 2 3
Telephone Operttor 2 1
Other Machine Cperator i 3 1 2

9t



Appendix 4. Table 1. (cont'd) - 3

| Retzil

o
>4

le Trude

.

ve

.
-

Qccupatior

Quarrying
Building and
Qopssruetion
anufacturins
VWholescle aud
Gener.l iflse

Ret il

Aericulture
Mining wnd
Foou

A5

Wholesa
wutomot
wLiperel

. tlo

S
wnigation

Profession

ar 1
£ IAN03

Fiaence, Insur:ciice
gc i

HonsahplAd
Other
Mocherical
Dosestic cnd
Personnal Sorvice
Gover mentol

Farniture,
Repoirs

Lng
L

Clerical {conttd)
Bookkeeper 2 94
Cashier 2
Secretary 31 61 11 i
Stenographer I 4{ 25| 55 1!
Messenger 3 1
Stoek Clerk 11t 18
Mail Carrier
Other iMail Clerk 2
Office Assistant 2 1 2
Qther Non-machire Vorkers 1y 24| 17

2]
o
[to]
—

0
1
OMNMWWOWLm

Al )
0y = Oy
[ RS}

ba]

[o /B AV Sl 1}
N
[+

oY 0
(]
[l

o
[
O

fex]

Domestic and Perscnal Service
Attendant 1 3
Barber
Bartender
Beautr Parior
Cook
Housekeeper
Houseman
Maid
Usher
Waiter
Deliveryman i} 3 5
Other service workers
Elevator Operator 1
Fireman
Jenitor
Watchman 1
Other maintenance workers | 1
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e
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ippendix i. Table L. (cont'd) - 4

Retail

3

Qccupation

Querrying

Building and

Congstruction
Manufaecturing

Household |
icg

Wnolesale Trede
Wholesale and
General Mdse
Other

Repeirs
Domestic and

Reteil
Focd

Agriculture
Wining and
Automotive
Apparel
Farniture,
dechan

%

Finence, Insurance
t

S

a
iransportation andg

Psrsonol Service

cormunication

eng
Professions

Governmental
Total

Domegtic end Personal
Service (cont'd)
Fire Depertment
Police
Constable
Court Aticches _
Other Officicl

W= OCWwn

Skliled Workers
Beker 281 1 3
Jeweler
frickleyer
Butcher
Carpenter 2
Cloth Cutter .
Upholstersr 2 1 3
Electrician
Engineer
Florist A
Furrier
Glazierxr
Inspector
Locksmith 1
Machinist 30 3
Mechonic 51 1 1 1 6
Operator 2
Fointer 11
Peperhenger 1 1 31
Plumber { 15
Presser 1 i

N
o
P..A
b g
[

oo
-
o
el

o

o

e

ik b e
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ippendix .. Table L, {cont'd) - 5

Te30L

UOT4BOTT W 100
PR 1TOTI0LI0US Iy

51
19

TR UPEILIOACD

SUOTSSOIOLT

9333682 TUsy puv
paunInayy ‘souvurg

SOTAIBS [IUOSIO] AN oA
puT oI13Sowod

11

SiTwdog <R
[eoTnunoan

10

20730

TPTOUSSTON |7

faangruang

¥ A7 — ©
m Toa a4y

AT OLOY Y

1

ISPy TOIoUSD

poog

8

L1933E
PUG STUEBTOWM

apnay, 9TUsOTOUMN

0o~
3 —

Jurangonynuay |

10

UOT3ONTISUOD
pus Furpring

118

JurAzIond
puz SUTUTH

aIny TNotTady

Occupation

Repcirer
Shoemcker
Tailor

skilled Workers (cont*d)
Printer

Other Production Workers

Unskilled Vorkers
Light Physiczl Lubor

Unknown

Qther Creftsmen
Seni-skilled VWorkers
Truck Driver
Operctor

Cer Conductor
Inspector

Heavy I'hysiec«.l Lebor

Clecner
Pzecker




APPENLIX A,

TABLE M.

Yorkers Listed es Prospects in tne Pittsburgh 1939 United Jewish Fund Cempeign
(Bused on the Date of Teble L.)

Distribution by Occupational and Industriel Groups of 10,401 Cainful

Oczupation
Prop. | erof., Semi- Un- Per
Industry Mgrs. | Semi- | Sules (Clericul| 3ervice|Skilled| skilled| skilled|Unknowr| Total Cent
etc. | prof. | Persons| Persons|Torkers|Vorkers workers| workers
Agriculture 3 - - = - - = - = 5 -
Mining snd
Quarrying 2 - - 1 - - - - - 3 -
Bldg & Const. 46 24 6 10 - 3 - - - 90 9
Menufacturing 346 67 123 96 1 106 22 14 - ?75 7.5
Mechanicel Repein 91 5 7 8 5 122 8 3 - 249 2.4
Tholesale Trede 713 7 566 204 4 23 8 18 1 1544 | 14.9
Wholescle end
Reteil Trede i8 - 6 2 - 1 - - - 27 3
Retail Traode (1632) [(159) 1(1847) {180) (13) (155} {9) (18} {(5) i{4018)(38.6)
Feod 600 2 239 18 6 77 - - 2 944 9.1
Genercl Mdse 138 36 924 81 2 28 6 13 2 1230} 11.9
sutomotive 75 3 36 15 3 1 - - - 133 1.3
Apporel 382 1 318 16 ~ 27 - - - 7441 7.2
Furniture cnd
Bousehold 173 - 178 25 - 5 2 4 1 388 3.7
Other 264 117 152 25 2 17 1 14 - 579 | 5.6
Domesvie cnd
Personel Service 524 45 94 80 80 114 16 4 6 843 | 9.1
Rozl Estate, Finance
cnd Insurence | 143 2 290 65 1 - - - 2 503 | 4.8
Professioncl 39 [224 1 82 22 ? 1 1 2 13791 13.3
Government i 27 437 27 212 49 3 & 10 5 774 7.5
Transportetion and
Communicction 16 4 15 26 3 4 19 4 2 93 .9
Totel 3600 1974 2982 966 158 539 87 72 23 L0401 |].00. 0
Por Cent 34,7 19.0 28.7 9.3 1.5 5.2 8 .7 2 10Q.0

ast
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APPENDIX B

ESTIMATES OF THE JEWISH POFULAT ION

In the course of the study, several methods of estimating the
Jewish population have been tried. The validity of the results depends,
of course, on the adequacy of the sample, the reasonablensss of the as~
sumptions, and the soundness of the methods. It is patently impossible,
of course, to prove or disprove the final estimates or even to posit the

degree of error which they represent.

Validity of the Sample

When the method of ratios between the master list and the total
found was considered it was assumed that to be valid there should be either
a high degree of concentration of ratios or a distribution of them approxi-
mating the normal curve. Both requirements sesm to have been achieved,
the latter in the caso of ratios of individuals and the former in the case
of both individuals and households,

Appendix A, Table B records the two ratios by blocks and by
wards. Column 8 of that table gives the percentage relationship between
columns 1 and 6 and refors to the individuals in the master list and the
number discovered mfter the block canvess, Column 9 gives the percentage

relationship botween columns 3 and 7 referring to households.

No. of

Blcks | |[——  Actual AN [
20f1----- Theoretical PN
15 R

10 b ’/ \V
L / \.: |
5 /’/‘\/ N

.11}.16[.21i.26;.31|.36/.4 1 46/.51 56 |. 61,66} 71].76/. 81} 86 {.91].96|
to! tol to] to| tof to] to] toj td tg to to| to) tg tg tol ta to
.15.20 .25 .30 .35 .40 .45 .50 55 .60 £5 ,70 775 80 .85,90',95 100

Block Ratios

ChartB.]l. Comperison of Actual and Theorstical Distribution
of Block Ratios between Number of Individuals Given
and Found




Table B-l

Actual and Theorstical Distribution of Blook Ratiocs
between Individuals in the Master List
and the Total Found

Mean ,6393; Standard deviation 41492

Ratics Actual |Thsoretical
.96 = 1,00 3 1
091 - 095 - 2
.86 ~ ,90 5 4
.81 - .88 7 7
»76 = .80 7 10
71 = .75 16 13
66 = 70 18 15
.61 - 065 16 16
+56 = .60 21 15
+51 - .55 9 12
-46 - 050 5 9
41 - 45 [ 6
136 « L40 1 4
W31 = 435 2 2
+26 = .30 1 1
021 - .25 - ].
W16 ~ 420 - 1
W11 - 15 2 -

Total 119 11¢

Table Bl and ChartBI show the distribution of the ratios for in-
dividuels for the 119 blocks, end oompare the actual ratios found with
the theoretical or expected distribution based upon these same data., In
view of the fact that wo are dealing with percentages end not the basic
data, no attempt was made Yo measure ths closeness of fit, However, while
we have no mathomatiocal determination of signhificance of the difference
between the two ourves, it can be seen that there is a reasonabls degreo
of correspondence,

Not only ere the individual block ratios fairly weoll distri-
buted according to the normal law of error, but there is also a high degrec
of concentration of the averages for each ward about the average of 65 per
cont for the entire group. Disregarding the small group in Ward 16 and

17 we find what might well be expocted, namely, that the highest ratio
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is in Ward 14. In this aren is found tho greatest proportion of thoso in
comfortable circumstancos and thorofore best able to balong to organiza-
tions. By the sams tokon, we might have oxpscted to find the lowest por~
ventagos in Wards 1, 3, and 4. Excopt for Ward 3, this is so. The dif-
farence in Ward 3 may be explained by its close proximity to the Irenc
Kaufmann Settlement with which moat of the Jewish inhabitants of the dis-
trict are affiliated regardless of their financial circumstances.
Teble B-2
Frequoncy Distribution of Block Ratios between
Houscholds in the Master List
end the Total Found

Moan, .9027; Standard Deviation, .2085

Ratios Number

91 - ,95 11

86 = 490 13

«81 « o85 17

76 ~ .80 g

o7l = 75 2

~66 - c?O 4

&1l ~ .85 1

o856 ~ ,80 -

151 - .55 -

46 - .50 1

W41 - .4’5 -

056 - 040 -~

oIl ~ .35 1 i
Tetal 119 i

TebleBL reveals a far higher avoragoe for households (90 ,3%) in
the mastor list os comparod with those found than was true for individuals
(63.97). 1In 58 blooks tho mostor list roprosented every housohold. In
102 out of the 119 blocks more than 80 por cont of the housoholds werd
known. Such a high degroe of coverage londs additional confidenco in the

master list as a basis of estimating the population,

ie3



TABLE B-3

Summary by Ward of Individuals and Households Localed in the Sample
and Certain Ratios Derived Therefrom (&)

164

| Wara T Iy Eow Total _ l11:6 3:7 1:2 4:2
Original|{Found |Hhlds | Inds.|Hhlds.;!Inds. |Hhlds.

(1) § (@) | (3) [l (4) | (5) |[¢6) {(7) (8) _{(9) (10) (n)

1 107 168 | 40 18 8 182 | 48 || 58.8 83.3 64.4 9.6

3 513 725 | 190 || 79 | 31 804 | 221 || 63.8 86.0 70.8 10.9

4 513 768 | 193 %0 | 33 858 | 226 ] 59.8 85.4 66.8 11.7

5 339 475 | 118 36 | 11 511 | 127 1] 6843 91.3 7r.4 7.6

7 67 98 | 26 10 4 108 | 30 1} 62.0 86.7 68.4 10.2

8 44 69| 17 - - 69 | 17 |1 63,8 100.0 63.8 0.0
10 100 144 | 35 15 3 153 | 38 |[62.8 92,1 6%.4 10.4
11 647 950 | 228 91 | 35 ||2041 | 263 | 62.2 86.7 68.1 9.6
14 1168 | 159 | 388 66 | 25 |[1656 | 413 il 70,5 91.7 73.5 4.2
15 213 300 | 78 22 9 222 | 82 |[86.1 89.0 71.0 7.3
16,17 34 48 | 14 - - 48 [ 14 || 70.8 100.0 70.8 0.0
19 53 86 | 17 3 1 89 | 18 |[55.6 9&.4 61,6 3.5
Total | 3798 | 5419 [1337 | 428 |[160 ||5847 |1497 1| 65.0 89.3 70.1 7.9

(s} For block deteils, see Appendix A, Table B,




In this case, moreover, there seems to be little if any relation
between the size of the ratio and the locetion of the block or werd. A
single child in school in a poor distriet would as effectively reveal &
Jewish household as severasl members of o femily who might be contributors
to philanthropy or members of synagogues and other orgenizctions in a bet-
ter neighborhood.

Teble B-3 summorizes the data of Appéndix A, Tcoble B by wards.
In column 1 are listed the number of individuasls in the mester list in the
blocks canvasseds, Column 2 reopresents the total number of individuals found
upon visits to the seme households. The numbor of the letter is contained in
column 3, Houssholds discovered to be unknown in the ncstor list are listed
in column 5., The number of individuals in these new houssholds is given in
column 4, Columns 6 end 7 show the totnl of individucls znd housecholds
found from which tha date of the study have been preparede.

There is to be noted from Column 10 that, on the average, the
persons in the master list constituted sbout 70 per c¢ent of those found in
the seme households., The ratios renged from 61.6 pver cent kuown in Werd 19
to 73.5 per cent in Ward 14, Persons in the master list constituted, on
the aversge, 65 per cent of ell persons found, ranging between 58.8 per cent
in Ward 1 to 70.8 per cent in the combined Wards 16 and 17. We have alresdy
noted a much higher percentage of households known. The weighted average
in this respect was 89,3 per cent and the range was from 83.3 per cent in
Ward 1 to 100 per cent in Werd 8 &nd Wards 16 znd 17. Comment has elrcady
beon made in the discussion of Tubls A-2 of the cverage of 7.9 per cent of
new individusls to the total found.

Estinute I
Table B-4 shows the steps in deriving our lirst estimate of the Jow-

ish population. It is bused on the :ssumption thut the average ratio be-
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between the number of individuals found in the master list and the total
discovered in the blocks covered in each ward applies to the whole ward
and that the average for all the sempled wards epplies to the total in the
wards pot covered.

Teble B-4

Population Estimate T

Ward Mester Teble B-3 Estimated
List Cols 8 Population

(1) 2 (3)
1 692 58.8 1177
3 2931 63.8 4594
4 3685 59,8 6162
5 3298 6623 4974
? 444 62,0 716
8 583 83.8 %14
10 949 68.8 1511
11 4485 62,2 7211
14 13596 7045 19285
15 1786 66,2 2702
16 & 17 298 70.8 421
19 623 59.6 1045
All OQther 19833 6540 2874
Estimated Total 53686

The ward retios {col. 2) are as zet forth in column 8 of Teble B-3 which sum-
marizes the data of Table B, By dlviding each ratio into its corresponding
total in the master list, we secure the estimated population for each ward.
The totel estimated population by this method is 53,686,
Egtimate II

Whereas Bgtimate 1 is based solely on the extension of the relation-
ship between individuals given and found, the second estimste makes
use of both individuals and households, Table B-5 represents the fol-
lowing steps: -~ The number of individuals in the master list {col. 1)
is divided by the ratios es given in celumn 10 of Table B-3, which relute
the number with which the investigetor began to the number found in the

gome hougeholds. No account is tuken in this method of the



TABIE B-5 Second Mcthod of Estimating the Population

Individuals “ Estimated Estimated Estinated Estimated
Ward in Table B-~3 Houselholds in| Persons per Total Total
Master List | Column 10 1:2 Master List | Household Households Population
(1) (2) (3} () {5) (6} )

1 692 64.4 1,075 334 322 380 1,227

3 2,931 708 44140 1,101 3476 1,238 4,655

4 3,685 66.8 5,516 1,788 3.09 2,012 6,217

5 3,298 71.4 4,619 1,132 4.08 1,203 4,908

7 444 68.4 649 207 3.14 235 738

8 583 63.8 914 254 3,60 254 914

10 949 69.4 1,367 455 3.00 479 1,437

11 4,485 68.1 6,586 1,883 3.50 2,077 7,270

14 13,595 7345 18,498 4,905 3477 5,096 19,212

15 1,786 71.0 2,515 708 3.55 760 2,698

16&17 298 70.8 421 120 3450 320 420

19 623 61l.6 1,011 156 6.48 161 1,043

Other 1,933 70.1 2,757 918 3.00 990 2,970

Totel 35,302 - 50,068 13,961 3.58 15,005 53,709

L91



number or proportion of new households or individunls discovered in those
households. Column 1 divided by column 2 of Table B«5 gives the estimated
total number of individuamls in «ll the houssholds in the mester list (col. 3).
From Table A-2 we next took the estimeted number of househbolds in the mester
list ¢nd by dividing these ostimates (col. 4) into the sstimated number of
individuals {col. 3) we derived an estimeted number of individuals per housc-
hold. Thesc avercges multiplied by the estimated total number of households
in each werd (tzken from Table 4-2, column 9) produced an estimated popula-
tion of 53,709, almost identicel with that of the first end besic estimete.

The Supplementary Study

In the course of several months of experimenting with methods of
estimation a number were devised and discarded, in many instances because
essentially they either used the preceding figures in different ways and
therefore came to approximately the same result, or because they involved
assumptlons which could not be easily defended, Substantially similar re-
sults were achleved from a much larger body of data than thet included in
the sample which were gathered by e laorge number of volunteers. This
materinl has not been preparsd for publicetion because of certcin doubts
‘regerding its accurcey cnd completeness. On the ofher hind, it may be no
less representctive then the sample study itself, ond possesses the merit
of having covered ¢ much larger number of blocks :nd individuals scattercd
through every section of the city cs the cccompenying map 1llustrctes.

Briefly, in Morch 1939, to essist in providing c maximum number
of prospects for the United Jewish Fund ccmpaign of thet year, the rssistence
of the Conference of Jewish Women's Organizations was enlisted in en uttampt
to cover the remcining 12,800 bouseholds in the suzme wey, but with o briefer
schedule, os hed been done in December 1938. All of the names net previously
asgsigned were typed on to schedules by houscholds nnd the lodies were

cssigned blocks cnd wsked to cover them completely. They were given oral
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TABIE B-6 A Third Method of Estimating the Population

Number of Sample Qombingi_smle_msm
Persons per | Per Cent of | Number of Estimated Per Cent of | Number of Estimated

Household Households Households | Individuals || Households Households | Individuals

1 343 496 496 591 886 886

2 15.4 2,311 4,622 18.87 2,831 5,862

3 23.9 3,586 10,758 26429 3,945 11,835

4 26.1 3,916 15,664 25.53 3,831 15,524

5 16.9 2,536 12,680 13.26 1,990 9,950

6 8.7 1,305 7,830 6.15 923 5,538

7 3.5 525 3,675 2.50 375 2,625

8 1.4 210 1,680 «98 147 1,176

9 -4 60 540 32 48 432

16 end over 4 60 600 «19 29 290

Total 100.0 15,005 58,545 100.0 15,005 53,918

6%1
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ond written instructicns wnd while & herculecn cnd ¢xeesllent job wus per-
formed the t:sk wes not completed. Returns woere submitted for 16,500
individuals, wid so foer as could be determined 336 blocks were completely
covered in whkich werc found 2,661 houscholds ead 9,352 individucls.
Anzlysis of these blocks in the same manner cs our first pepulstion. esti-
mete also yiclded nbout 54,000 individunls.
Estimate IIT

Tae taird estimete is based on the pereentoge distribubtion of the
estimzted 15,005 bouscholds aecording to provertivas of size fcund in orth
studics. I% is assumed that the totzl households are similerty Alstriduted.
The tzblo contiins two estimates -- one bused or the distribubion of tic
semple, «nd the other on thit of the conbined sempnlo wnd supplement.ry
studiss. According to the former, which is more Loavily weighted in favor
of larger sizcd houschclds the tot:l cstimctc 1s 58,545 or cboyt 5,000 morc
thun the two provious ustimntes. The supplementary study reported a muchk
higher percentnge of single households concorhig the nccuracy of which tlhere
is some doubt.:?:nmbined studies therefore revezl o higher proportion of
smaller households snd produce z totul of 53,918 slmost identical with the
other two. Except for the fzoct thet the latter more nsarly agrees with the
first two estimctes bused on the szmple than does the former which is et
X1y besed on the scmple, we cemnot with complete essurednoss choose toe
smaller numbor. From our gonerczl knowledge of the communidy, however, we
would tend to cccept the lesper estimetes

There con be no pretense of excetuness znd from w1l the fucts ot
hend wo estinmcte the Jewish population of Pittsburgh ot 54,000 divided by

words s follows:

1, 1,200 7. 700 13, 600 20. 200 27, 175
2. 200 8. 900 14.19,500 21, 400 284 50
3. 4,500 9. 100 15. 2,700 22+ 200 29. 50
4, 6,300 10, 1500 16&17. 400 2%3. 150 30, 50
5. 4,900 11. 7400 8. 175 4. 25 31, 25
6. 100 12, 300 138, 1,000 26. 1350 32. 80






Significance, Aims Of
Plttsburghs Population Study

By DR MAURICE TAYLOR

ITHIN THE NEXT FEW

weeks 2,000 Jewish families
in Pittsburgh are going to be visited
as part of the first study of the
Jewish population ever made in this
city. The study is being sponsored
by the Federation of Jewish Philan-
thropies in co-operation with every
local Jewish organization of im-
portance.

Trained represcntatives, properly
jdentified, will call at the homes of
these families who will be chosen
at random, for the purpose of se-
curing a few simple statistics. ALL
INFORMATION WILL BE KEPT
ENTIRELY CONFIDENTIAL, No
report of the study will in any way
identify the individual or family. In
the statistics ta be compiled per-
sonal identification will be impos-
sible. Nor will there be any addi-
tional obligation of any sort. The
study has no rclation whatsoever
with any collection of funds. It is
hoped, therefore, that all who are
called upon will give their fullest
co-operation in order that this im-
portant undertaking may be suec-
cessful.

This survey is one of a number
that are being made in several cities
throughout the country in co-opera-
tion with the Conference on Jewish
Relations headed by Professor Mor-
ris Cohen, of New York City. They
have already been completed in Mil-
waukee, Patterson, Trenton, Pas-
saic, and San Francisco with im-
portant benefit to those communi-
ties.

Purpose Explained

WHAT THEN IS THE PUR-
pose of these studies, and what
benefit might they be expected to
serve? Pittsburgh, like all other
important and progressive Jewish
communities, is constantly trying to
improve the social, economie, cul-
tural, religious, and philanthropic
life of its people. We are one of
the most generous communities in
the country, providing libcrally not
only for all communal activities but
at the same time contributing to
our needy brethren elsewhere
throughout the country and the
world. The expenditure of large
sums of money for these various
purposes at home demands a prop-
cr degree of planning and of under-
standing of our residents and their
needs. This would be important at
any time, but it is all the more
necessary now when so many addi-
tional demands are being made up-
on us. Unless we are equipped with

Of Jewish Philanthrapies

adeguate information concerning
ourselves, we shall he proceeding
blindly. No business man, archi-
tect or engineer would ever under-
take a project with as little inform-
ation as our community leaders
possess in striving to answer serious
questions of social policy.

For example, how many Jews
actually are there in Pittsburgh? As
the business man would say, how
large is our market? How many
youngsters of various ages have we?
How many old folks? Are most of
us males or females? Are a ma-
jority of us native or foreign born?
How many of us are citizens? 1In
what ways do we earn our living?
How many are members of syna-
gogues? How many of our children
attend Sunday School? How many
Hehrew School!? These are but a
few of the simple questions to which
we should all know the answers, but
whieh we unfortunately do not.

Only Guess Now

WITHOUT SUCH INFORMA-
tion how can we plan a children’s
program, whether it be in the field
of health, education, religion, re-
creation or any other? How can
we provide adequately for the aged
when we do not even know how
many old folks there are or are
likely to be among us in the years
akead? How effective a vocational
guidance program can we devise for
cur youth unless we have accurate
information as to which occupations
ir this area are crowded and which
are not? At the present time we
can only guess, when instead we
should have facts.

Take, for example, the most ele-
mental point of “how many of us
are there?” For years it has been
variously estimated that there are
45,000 Jews in Pittshurgh. No one
really knows. There is some feel-
ing that we may be doing too much
for the size of our community. The
prebabilities are, however, that we
are a far larger community than we
think. There are nearly 300 or-
ganizations in Pittsburgh,—philan-
thropie, religious, social, cultural,
Zionist, labor, fraternal, ete. Our
first step in making this population
study was to secure the list of every
person belonging to all of these
groups. With few exceptions all
organizations have seen its value
and have gladly submitted their
lists, We were especially fortunate
in having the co-operation of the
American  Jewish Congress, who
provided us with the names of all

-is completed,

who registered for the Congress
election. An important by-product
of our survey will be the exact
knowledge of the extent of indi-
vidual affiliation with groups.

Altogether, there has been com-
viled a master list of nearly 36,000
unduplicated names. Now, when it
is remembered that this does not
include children and adults above
and below school age who are not
affiliated with any organization, it
i= reasonable to expect that the
total will greatly exceed the guess
of 45,000. Just how much greater,
we shall expect the study to reveal.
Moreover, we shall know how we
are distributed according to sex,
age, eccupation, ete. We shall know
whether we are proportionately an
plder or a younger group than the
general popuiation. We shall know
how many of our children are of pre-
school age, how many are in ele-
mentary and high school, and how
many are in college, professional
and trade schools. Armed with such
information, our community leaders
and officers of organizations will be
able to plan more intelligently for
the future. We shall not need to
depend upon guesses as to what the
community needs. We shall have
the facts.

Must Understand Purpose

IT IS HOPED THAT THE
foregoing hrief description will be
sufficient to acquaint our Jewish
community with the purposes and
importance of the study. The bet-
ter it is understood, the more may
we expect to reeceive everyone’s
hearty co-operation. With such a
large number of names it is mani-
festly impossible to contact all for
information. Two thousand
families will actually be called up-
on as a cross section of the entire
community, Those who will be
visited will be notified by mail ap-
proximately when the authorized
representative will call. Of course,
only the Jewish residents of each
neighborhood canvassed will be
asked for information, There will
be no publicity given to the study
in the daily press. The interview will
be as brief as possible AND THE
FACTS YOU GIVE WILL BE
HELD TN ABSOLUTE CONFI-
NDENCE. You have this assurance
{from the community leaders who
are sponsoring the study. When it
each family census
sheet will have no identifying name
ard address on it and it will be im-
possible to trace in any way the
individual families supplying the in-
formation,

The writer will be glad to an-
swer questions concerning the study,
and weleomes the opportunity of
addressing any group which may

wish to have it further explained.
Reprinted from The AMERICAN
JEWISH OUTLOOK, December 9, 1238,
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PITTSBURGH JEWISH POPULATION STUDY

15 Fernando Street
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

IMSTRUCTIONS TO CERSUS ENUMERATORS

INTRODUCT ION

Purpose of ths Census

This census of the Jewish population is being made for the varlous reasons ex-
plained in the attached momorandum which has appeared in the press, and which
has besn sent to all persons on our master list whe live in the blocks to be
canvassed,

It is importent that you be thorcughly familier with this material in order %o
be able to answer questions raised by informants about the sponsor, the objec~
tives, and the way the census is being conducted. You will give explanations
to informants only when requested and to the minimum extent neoessary to win
their cooperation,

The study 1s being sponsored by the Fedoration of Jewish Philanthroples in co-
operation with the Conference on Jewlsh Relations of New York City, s national
body of outstanding Jewish men interested in socuring facts about the Jewish
population of America. The sponsors have the cooperation of every important
Jowish organization and synagogue in the city, all of which havo furnished
their mombership lists,

Scopa of the Census

Information is to bo socured concerning every Jowish person living in the blocks
or enumeration districts to be canvassed., Exclude visitors or those not regu-
larly domiciled at tho address visited.

The enumration districts will bo clearly dofined in your assignment nhd every
household must be covered.

For purposes of this census, a Jewish porson ls one who reogerds himself as Jow-
ish whother bocause of "rnce", religion, convession, or other reason, Pamilies
in which some members or even the head are non-Jewish will be included as a
whole if the informant so permits; otherwlise only the Jewish members will be in-
cluded if the informant permits, Children of one Jewish and one none-Jewish pa~
rent will be included as Jewish only:if the informant so wishes. Persons who
deny that they are Jewish or refuse to be interviewed will not be included, al-
though the enumeretor must report on each onse and thes reason for refusal.

Mothod of the Census

A master list has been compiled consisting of three groups: (a)} those affiliated
with Jewish organizations (b) those who registered for tho American Jewish Cone
gross election {¢) Jewish children in the public schools.

The sample to be canvassed has been chosen mainly acoording to the distribution
of the master list throughout the city on the theory that with such a large
proportion of the expocted total in hand those whose names wo do not have will
probably be distributed throughout the community in tho same proportion.
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The sample 1s chosen as approximately 15% which should offer an adequate cross-
section of the total population.

The Jewish population of each enumeration district as found after a complete
canvass will be compared with the total in the district as recorded in the mas-
ter list in order to discover the degree of variation betwsen the two in the
different sections of the city.

A card will be given you containing the nemss of all persons in each household,
of which we have record livihng in the district you are to cover, and which you
will use as a basis of your interview. Do not assume that the names or spelliry
as given you are correct. Attach the cerd to the completed schedule when you
turn it in. Schedules on families or individumls not on the master list will
have no such card attached.

In covering a block or vnumeration district, decide first upon the address of
your initinl contact and then make & complete circuit strictly as the houses

or numbers run without skipping a single one. Do not return to complete an in-
quiry until after the block or district has been fully covered except to ful-
f£ill an appointment ospecially made. Shkeuld thc block include u large apart-
mont house, attempt will bo made to assist you by sceuring appointments ovor
the telephone. Otherwise, each apartmont should bs covored as above, report
being made of ovory attompt at a contact not completcd or whoro there was no
Jowish person in the housshold. Visits will bo made at the homes oxcept when
informonts can be mot only at their places of busihcss,

Paymont will bo made con tho basis of comploted houscholds aftor the schedules
hove been oditoed nnd approved. Whilo no rigid rule 1s sot up covering the hours
to bo spent, it 1s assumod that you will cover your nssignment with dispatch,
working ovenings if necossary. The poriod of the consus includes the 25th and
26th of Docembor, doys whon porsons are quito likely to be found at home, Undor
no circwnstences should any intorviewing bo donc on Friday night or Saturday
during the day. During your working hours you will be covered by Worlomen's Come
ponsation in cose of accident.

Chocking tho onumerators

During the census a continuous check will be made oh your courtesy and tact in
mpeting informants, and on the accuracy of your entries on the schodules. Tho
choek will be made by personal visits and telephono ecalls on families. Your
schodules will also be odited for internal inconsistencios, errors and omissions
Unacceptable schodules will be returned to youw for correction. Compensation
will be givon only for finally approved schodulas.

Conduct of tho Interview

In introducing yoursolf, show your lettor of introduction and rofer to tho lot=-
ter and reprint alrcady sent. Show a copy of it if nceessary to remind the in-
formant.

If tho informant objocts to giving an interviow, attempt to ascertain the rcasor
and Yo answor it. Emphesize that all information is boing kept confidential as
promised in the news releasc, copy of which thoy have. Point out that it will
be impossible to identify namos and addrosses on the sclhwdule, showing how the
names will bo dotached from the balance of tho schedule upon complotion of the
study.
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To those who refuse an interview because of disinterest in the census, point
out that they will be performing a service to the Jewish community by allowing
the census to be more complete with statistics on their families,

If interview is refused, enter the reason on the family card. Additionel ex-
plenations may be given orally to the supervisor when you reporte

At all times be courteous, regardless of the attitude teken by the informant.
If person objJeots to answering any question, remind him that no personal use of
the information can be made by anyone. If necessary, pass on to other items
and later try to secure the withheld information.

Do not interviesw, if possible, in the presence of another person not a momber
of the household unless invited to do so by the person being interviewed,

Ask questions in the order of the numbered items EXCEPT for 4items 8, 9 and

10 (A) on Birth Date and Marital Status. This information may be considered by
o few informents as somewhat porsonal. To win confidence, skip these items and
proceed to items 11, 12 and 13. Then go back, Answers to items 12 and 13 re-
quire dates thal will assis{ you in obtairing more mccurate birth detes. Thus,
if the answor to item 12, Yeer of Arrival in U.S.A., is accurately given as
1898, your informant will then have to give a birth date prior Yo 1898. Should
any discrepancy appoar in the dates given, you may tactfully ask the informant
to rovise whichover figure is incorroct.

Allow the informant to answer your questions in his own words. Aveid as far
as possible suggosting answers from which the informant may choose and thus be
enabled to avoid giving you more corrcet information.

SPECIFIC PROCEDURE

Yake all ontries clearly and distinetly in hard, black lead pencil (No. 2 or 3).
If you spoil any schedulo, make a corrected copy., Write the word "spoiled"
across tho face of tho ome spoiled, Turn it in with the correct schedule and
the corresponding family card when you roport. YOQU MUST ACCOUNT FOR EVERY
SCHEDULE AND CARD GIVEN YOQU.

According to individual arrangoments, you will report regularly to your super-
visor and turn in your daily report.

Uso of Family Card

Tho family card containa tho neme of somo living momber of the family--not
nocessarily the heed--and tho addross. Enter this information on the schodule
aftor any nacossary corroctions aro cbtained from the informant. Makc correc-
tions lightly in pcheil on the family card; eross out in poncil the incorrcet
itoms without orasing or scratching them out.

In the lower right hand corner of the card is stampod a form for entering the
time and date of any appointment made by telephone, and reason for refusal to
give an interview. If repcat visits are made to homws, place a circle around
the corrosponding number of such visits. Thus, if one repeat visit is mado,
circle "1" (1). If threc repcat visits had boon made, the numbers would appear
thus: @M @ (3} ¢4 6 6. If interviow is made on the very first call, no number
is circlod.
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Types of Entriss

An entry must be made in every space in every item from 1 to 22 exclusive of
code columns which are To be IsIt blank, Lniries must be confined within their
proper spaces and must not overlep into edjoining lines or columns.

There are only & ways of making entries:

1. Enter the correct information. This may be a descriptive entry or
the word "None®,

2. Enter the proper interviewer's code number given at the bottom of
the schodule for each numbered item followed by the letter (4).
E.ge iter 10 {A), Marital Status, have five possible code eniries.

3. Enter N.,A. (meaning not ascertainable} whon information cannot be ob-
tainod after every ressonable ¢ffort ineluding facts the porson in-
torviewsd cennot romomber.

4, Entor Y"AP" efter cvory entry for which only approximate details can
be obtained after every roasonable effort has been made to obtaein
accurate information. BE.g. year of birth: 1908 AP.

5. Enter a dash () whenover information called for does not apply-
to a particular person. E.sz. entor { ) undor columm 17, "“Indus-
try or Kind of Business" for persons having no usual occupation.

If the space provided on the schedule does not permit an adeguate entry or
qualification of the entry, or if two or more entries might appear to be mutu-
ally inconsistent and reguire oxplsnation, place an asterisk (*) after the en-
try in question and add the additional informntion in the section for Comments.
Bo suro to enter the item and lino numbers in tho spoces provided under Come
ments.

Notice particularly in the following instructions where "None" is to be used
and whoro a dash is permissible. In goneral, "None" is used when it logically
apnswors a quostion about the item. A dash Is generally used when tho quostion
doos not mpply and the answer "Wono! has no logical moaning.

Where a person interviewed lacks ability to furnish a substantial part of the
information, inquire who in the family is better mble, and arrange to see such
person.

Item 1. Family Card Name, Correct the card name if necessary and enter the
correction on the card es well as on the schedule, If there is no middle
initial, enter a dash.

Item 2. Informant's Neame. Enter nams of informant. This must be a responsible
person, preferably the hoad or spouse.

Iterr 3, FPlace of Interview, Enter the correct address, room or apartment num-
ber, and itelephone number of the place of interview. If there is no telephons
number at the place of interview, enter "NONE". When interview is held at the
home , enter DASHES in the spaces for business address and telephons number.,
Wheon interview 1s held at the place of business, enter DASHES in the spaces for
home information.
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Item 4, Name of Bach lember of Household.

Definitions ~= For purposes of this census, a household is defined as a group
of persons using common housing facilities, such as an apartment, flat or resi-
dence.

A soparate schedule is to be completed for cach family unit living in the
household.

Definition of e family unit:

1. Those within the vertical degree of relationship; e.g. father, mother
children, and grandparents, or any combination of thom.

2» Marrisd children with or without children,

3, Persons related collaterally in the first degres; eo.ge. brothers and sis-
ters of the paronts or grandparents, or they may be unrelated to the head
of the houschold, or they may constitute the whole housohold.

4, Peorsons related in tho socond degree or icss, or totally unrelated --
cech constitutcs a soparnto unit and should be recorded in o separate
schodule.

5. A sorvant, if Jowish, counts ws a separate unit.

6, Tho family also includés persons temporarily abscnt, either attending
school, traveling on business, or awny for any othsr reason, ineluding
CCC Camp, hospital, jail, otc.

Any momber of the family pormenently resident oubside of Pittsburgh should not
be included.

All Jewish persons in the household are to bo imcluded in the scheduls. Of the
non-Jewish persons, includo only those who arc related to the family head or
spousc, providod the informant wishes them to bs included. For example, tio
heod may be Jowish by birth, his wife dewish by conversion, and his mothor-in-
law non~Jowish. Include the mother-in-law if the informant so wishos. Again,
a hoad may bo Jowish and his wife non-Jewish. Yet, she may take an intorest
in Jewish organizations and Jewish problems and wish to be included,

Ordor of cntrios -- List merbers of the family in the following order as close-

Ty asis practicable:

ne Tho heed.

b. Tho spouso (if any) of the load.

G. All own children of the hoad who arc not membors of a sacondary
fomily unit, in order of ago, beginning with tho oldest.

d. Stop-children and foster children in order of agu.,

¢y Ofthor individuals rolatod to the head or spouse,.i.o., paronts

If there are more than oight members in tho family, list additional pcrsons in
a second schodulo clippcd to the first schedule.

Aftor entoring tho names, ask "Arc thero any other mombors who aro absent,
oither attonding school, iraveling on business, or temporarily gone for any oth-
or roasan?" Indicato present whoroabouts other than traveling or visiting.
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Item 5. Relation to Head of Household.

Al)l members of the real head of the householdt!s family should be shown in their
relationship to the heade.

Express relatienships to head as follows: wife, son, daughter, step-daughtor,
foster son, mother, etc. If Abo Cohen is the head and lives with his wife,
children and mothor, be sure to call tls members wife, son, daughter, mothor,
as the case mey be. Do not call his wife "mother"; do not call his mother
‘grandmother",

Items 6 and 7, Sex. IEnter an (x) under M {male) or F (female)} for oach memwber.

Items 8, 9 and 10, Birth Data and Marital Status. kip these itoms until an-
swers obtained for items 11, 12, and 13, Information on tho latter will help
in obtaining more accuratn entries for year of birth, and also may holp in win-
ning the confidence of porsons reluctant, at firazt, to reveal their ages.

Item 11. Country of Birth. Enter country of birth es informant gives it sven
though the name has changed sinco the World War. If person was born in the
U.8., Alaska or Hawail, enter the namo of stato or territory.

Itom 12, Year of Arrival in U.S.A. Entor the ycar of first ontry to the U.S.
If porson was born in the U.S,, onter "HATIVE",

If informnnt cannot give you the approximate yoar, try to ascertain approxi-
matoly how many yeers ago. Then enter, o.ge: "50 years.", or "60 yrs, A.P,"

Item 13, Year of First Sottlement in Pittsburgh. Entor tho yoar of first sot-
tiemont, 1If porson was born in pittsburgh, onvor "WATIVEM",

For approximate datves, follow same procedurs ns for Itom 12.

Items 8 and 9. Birth Data, Yoar and Month. DBeginning with the youngest porson,
ask for year end month of Lirth, 1I informant is reluctant to g;;ve his or her
birth date, ask for the approximate year. If informant is ombarrassed or angry,
assure him or her that an approximnte date is satisfactory. If informan' cannot
state yoar of birth without prolonged calculation, ask "Approximately how many
years ago?" Thon ontor, o,ge: "60 yrs." or "60 yrs., AP", If informant gives

a range, such as "botwoon 1880 and 1885", or "50 to 55 yuars ago", enter, os

the cmso may bo: "180-85", or "50-55 yrs."

Item 10 (4). Moritel Status. Enter propor codo number for cvery porson, in-
cluding babics,

To avoid obtaining the answer “singlo” from persons widowed, divorced, or sepa~-
rated, ask tho question as follows: For all porsons 16 ycars and over, inquire
whother the individuwal has ever boon married. If answor is yos, ask whothar

the person is s¥ill marricd and living with spouso. If answer is no, ask whoth-
or tho person is widowed, diverecd or seperated. Only for persons undor 16
yoars may tho quostion buv asked whethor the individuwal is singlo.
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Item 14 (A). Citizenship Status.

Definitions -~ Five possible code entries are given for citizenship status.

2. Code 1, Native, for persons born in the U.S. or a territory.
be Code 2, Citizen by Relation, for the following persons:
{i} Those born abroad when parents wore citizens,
(i) Foroign born women who married citizens on or before September 22,
1922.

¢. Code 3, First Papors, for persons who took out first papsrs thet have
not yet expired. First papers expire seven years from the date taken.
Ask for date,
d. Codo 4, Second Fapers, for persons who took out both first and second
papers, thoreby becoming citizens, Ask for date.
8. Code 5, Alien, for the following pursons:
(1) Those born abroad who cams of age when parents were not citizens
and who, themselves, never took socond papors.
(ii) Women who married U. S. citizens AFTER Scptomber 22, 1822, and
never took out sccond papors. (This applies to foreign-born
WO Xk

For cases that do not meet the above classifications, entecr an asterisk and
give thc dotails in Commonts,.

Mothod of Inquiry =-- Mo question need bo raiscd for porsons born in the U.S.
since the entry s "1" {Native)., For those born outside the U,.S., inquiro
whethor first and second papers woro taken. If only first papors wore talken,
ascertein whethor they were filed more than seven years ago. If so, they are
no longer effactive, and the codo ontry is "&" (Alion), If noither papors worc
takon, ask whothor tho person is o citizon by rclation to another citizen and
inguire in what manner the citizenship ralation occurrod.

Itom 15 (A). School Status.

Dofinitions =-- This itom rofers to present stotus in school of cach member. It
docs NOT refer to provious cducation, excopt for those under 30,

A code entry must be made for cach person now attending some kind of school--
day or night school, for childron or adults, public or private, Make no dis~
tinction betwecn publie or private schools,

Code 1 {Elemontary) moans tho first six grades. The seventh to twelfth grades
arc onterod as code 2 {Jun. or Scn. High). Code 3 (College-Univ.) refers o
colloge or univorsity work, Code 4 rofors to correspondence schools, trade
schools, adult cducation courscs, cvoning cultural courscs, ete., with the
proper explanation entored in Commehts,

Entrics -~ If informant states thnt child is in an clerontary school, make no
Ghtry until you ascertain the prade. Soms clomontary schools still teach the
seventh and cighth grades which must be coded as ™" (Jun. or Sen. High).

Ir ™" is cntored, oxplain under Comments the type of school, such as "Diescl
Trado School®, "WPA citizenship classes", "University extension courses", ete.

I o person has no presont school status, onter "NOKE".

For persons under 30 and not in school, inquire lest grade and schoal completoed,
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EMPLOYMENT, Items 16 and 17

Item 16. Occupation or Kind of Work Done.

Before sscuring details of present employment, inquire first as to employment
status, Item 18 (A).

Exclude occupatbions on government work relief: Civil Works program (CWA),
National Youth Administration (NYA), Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC), Works
Progress Program (WPA), and any county or state relief project. But work for
the Public Works Administration (PWA}, or on the administrative staff of a
governmant or relief agency is entered under usual occupation.

For those now working, whether full or part time, enter the name of the occu-
pation which most precisely desoribes the type of work done by the person.
For example: salesman, butcher, or draughtsman. Do not use a genersl term
when a more precise statement can be made. For instance, nurse, engineer,
fireman, clerk, agent, mechanic and laborer are general terms which should be
amplifiod whenever possible as trainod nurse, elactrical engineer, stationary
firoman, bookkecper, ticket agont, plumber.

Do not enter “elerk™ whon the warker is a "salosman® in a stors.

Be careful in using tho term "factory leborer". A factory laborer is a person
who carries materials to and from tho productive workers or who cloans up after
them; his job requires little or no responsibility and skill., Ths productive
workers or factory hands should be doscribed according to the activity in
which thoy are engaged. Examples are: bench assomblor, oloctrical manufactur~
or; draughtsman, heating contractor. All persons directly engegod in manu-
facture in tho factory!s products should be roported in this manner and NOT as
"laborers",

Method of Inquiry

No gffort is to bo mnde to ascertain whethor or not thoso now omployed arc
ongaged in what might bo termed their Musual occupation' because of the fre-
quent difficulty of coxact detormination; moreover, tacause it is known that
the largo majority of employed porsons are engagod in thoir usual oecupation.
If, howover, information is voluntarily offered to tho effect that the person's
presont omploymont is not his usual occupation, you may enter in tho Communts
what is givon as tho usual occupation, properly idontifying the individual
conearnad.

For persons who are unymploycd or on WPA, ask for the usunl occupation and
record i1t as given, using tho samo precoution to secure the exact type of oe-
cupation as for thoso who arc emplayod.

Itom 17. Industry or Kind of Businuss,

Dofinitions -~ The industry refors to thp kind of business in which the usual
ceoupation was engaged.

In describing the industry, avoid indofinite torms such as factory, foundry,
mill, mine, shop or store. Stato the kind of factory, mill, mine, shop, storc;
osgs soap factory, steel mill, coal mine, earpenter shop, candy stors. In de-
seribing ths industry never use any firm name, such as Ford Motor Company,
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Standard 0il Company, Cities Service Company. Such entries are unclassifieble
because these firms ehgage in meny kinds of activities. Use the term “company™
only for firms engaged in transportation or communication; taxicab company,
telephone company, express company.

Avoid the entry "0dd jobs" when possible. Use it only when a more precise de-
seription of work is not obtainable, Such entries may be similar to the fol-
lowing for occupation and industry: Laborer, Odd Jobs; Laundress, Odd Jobs;
Clerical Work, 0dd Jobs.

Work in the service of the government should be described specifically, such
as Accountant, State Railroad Commission; Attorney, Federal Dospartment of Jus~
tice,

Il1lustions of oecoupation and industry are:

Occupation Industry Occupation Industry
Agent s+ + v s » o « « Insurance Faddler « « « « « » Steel Mill
Agent . « 4+ « + + . Real Estate Piano Teacher . . o Private
Assembler + o » « ¢ » o Automobile Factory: Proprietor. « s , « Retail Dry
Beautician + +» « » + o Department Store Goods
Fotel Lawyer .+ « + « o o Goneral
Butoher + ¢ ¢« = « + +» ¢« Moat Packing Practioe
Carpet layer . ¢« . . » Furniture Store Bank
Chemist o « « « « « « « Food Laboratory Machinist + + « « o Iron Found-
Collector s+ » « + « + «» Retail Credit ry
Draughtsman ¢ « +» +» » « Heating Contracting Manager « o« « + « o Doiry
Egg Candler s » +« « « « Wholesale Grocery News Domlor « « « o News Stand
Dairy Selesman .« « + + o Drug Store
Yetal Sorter . « +» . « Junkyard Shipper « » + » « « Wholesale
Moving Picture Operator Theater Glassware

Stenographer. , . + law Office
Truck Driver . . . Dairy

Entries - Enter the exact typs of industry or business in which the usual ce~
cupation of Item 16 was pursued. If the occupation was reported as "NONE',
enter a DASH under industry.

Ttem 18 (4). Employment Status

Definitions ~ Every person has a present employment status for which a code
ontry mus € be made, mccording to the seven code classes.

"Employed" msans working at any occupation yielding an incoms of any amount
and for any number of hours por weck, no matter how fow.

Code 1, Engaged in Own Business, generally means acting as an indopendont con~
tractor, not subject to continuous direction by another porson.

Code 2, Employed--Full Time, means working the number of hours por week that
are customary in the particular occupation and industry, generally not loss
then 30 hours.

Code 3, Bmployed--Part Time, moans working less than the number of hours per
wook thot nre customary in the particular occupation and industry, generally
less than 3C hours.
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Code 4, Wholly Unemployed--Seeking Work, means having ne full or part~time work,
able and willing to work.

Code 5, ¥holly Unemployed--llot Sesking Work, means having no full or part~tine
work, and unable or unwilling to work for any reason, whether due to retirement,
temporary or permanent illness, being in school, engaged as a housewife, being
too young to work, etcs

Code 6, WPA project, means employed on a project of the Works Progress Admini-
stration, not as a supervisor.

Code 7, Otler--Commont, includes all other classes, such as work with the Civ~
ilian Conservation Corps, (CCC)}, National Youth Administration (NYA), ete.

Method of Iaquiry

If the person is working and as an employee, ask whether he is doing full or
part-time work, thus coding sither Y2" or "3", and whether in private or govern-
ment employment., If he is not working, inquiro whother or not he is seeking
work, thus coding either "4" or "g",

Be careful not to montion WPA directly. Obtain this answer from the inguiry
es to whcthor the porson in engaged in privaie or government work, If the an-
swor is "Governmont Work", ask whether in an administrative position or on a
project. Do not mention "rolicf project". Let the answer to this question
lead to the noxt: whethor it is m WPA work project or some othor kind., In any
caso, if the informont takes offenss at the question, do not press directly for
the answer.

Item 19 (A). Religious School. Entor the code corrosponding to the typo of
roligious school atlended by any child. Enter "NONE" if item does not apply.

Item 20, Synagogue. Inquire of Jowigh families not on the master list whather
any member of tho family is s dwes-paying monber of any organization, and list
the information thus secured under Comronts.

Item 21. Degree of Cooperation., Chock “"Good" if informant froely gives an-
swers. Chock "Falr®" 1f Informant ovades or rofuses to answer any one, two or
three items., Check "Poor" if informant evades or refuses to onswer moro than
three items.,

Item 22, Signaturo and Datc. 3Mako tho proper entry.

COMMENTS: TUse the speces for Comments for all cases whors additional informe-
tion is noecessary to clarify any entry. Enter the itom znd line number to
which the comment applies. Be surc to cnier an asterisk {*) after any item in
the schedule for which a comment is mado,

THANK INFORMANT FOR HIS COOPREKATION,

December 8, 1938
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AFPENDIX C

Letter sent to Jewish organizations

July 12, 1838

The Federation of Jewish Philanthropies has decided to make a study
of the Jews in Pittsburgh. This important decision was made for the
purpose of securing the answers to a great many questions which no
one is at present able to angwsr, for example:

How many Jews are there in Plttoburgh?

How many are children?

How many are old folks?

What do Jewish wage~ecarners de for a living?

How many belong to synagogues and other organizations?

In this.significant underteking the help of every Jowlsh organization
in the city is necessary, because the first atep is to get their member-
ship lists. Your cooperation 1s earnestly solicited.

WILL YOU PLEASE FURNISH US WITH A COPY OF YOUR LATEST MEMBERSIIP LIST?
This will be returned to you as soon as possible, and will be kept
strictly confidential., (A self-addressed cnvelope is enclosed for
your convenience,} If the names of your membaers &re on cards or in a
book, we shall be glad to gend someone to make the list.

There will be other steps necessary after the master list contzinlng
all the names of all the members ip all the organizations has been made,
and your organization will be kept fully informed of each step since
your cooperation will be necessary.

Trusting that you will see the extreme value of this most important
community project, and that you will do your best to coouperate in
every way, I am

Sincerely yours,

Maurice Taylor
Executivo Director
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Lettor sent to Jewish organizations

December 5, 1938

Your organization has been kind znough to cooperate
with the Jewish Population Study being sponsored by
the Federation of Jewish Philanthropies by submitting
your membership list.

The enclosed statement is a copy of a sews release which
will be issued shottly explaining the purpose of the Study.
We should appreciate your further assistance by reading

the statement at your next meeting and, if possible,
mailing copies of it to your membership in conjunction
with your meeting notices. This will assist in getting

a wide knowledge of tho purposes of the Study and will thus
promote cooperation.

Should you wish more copies, we shall bs only too glad
to furnish as many as you desire.

Sincerely yours,

Maurice Taylor
Executive Director

MT:G
Enc,
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APPENDIX C

Letter sent to Sample Houssholds

Decembsr 14, 1938

Dear Friend:

One of our representatives will call upon you during the
next wezk to secure certain statistical informetion in
connection with a Jewish population study which we are
undertaking. You and all the Jewish people in your block
have bezn chosen to cooperate in this work. Ths enclosed
article will 2xplain the details of thse survsy to date.
We hope that you will help in this most important Jewish
task, It will cost you nothing but & few minutes of your
time.

ALL THE INFORMATION YOU GIVE WILL BT KEPT STRICTLY
CONFIDENTIAL.

The study has thz endorgemsnt of ull the Jewish leaders
in Pittsburgh, If you havs any questions, wz shall be
glad to unswer them. Czll Grant 2033.

Sincerely yours,

Maurice Taylor
Txecutive Director



1. Family Card Name (corrected if necessary) : ALL INFORMATION IS STRICTLY CONFI- ScheduleNo.____ |  EDITING RECORD: CODING RECORD:
No. Edited By. Coded By.
Tast Miadie Tnitial First DENTIAL—TO BE USED FOR STATISTICAL
2. Informant’s Name: PURPOSES ONLY. ListNo. |  Checked By Checked By
CORRECTED BY: Approved By
Last (if different from 1) First : RETURNITO GEOGRAPHICAL CODE:
3. Place of Interview: H i
: PITTSBURGH JEWISH POPULATION U3 8;(Cepous Tzact) Editor
Home Address Apt. No.  Telephone No. STUDY Block Approved By.
15 FERNANDO STREET District
Business Address Room No,  Telephone No. Telephone: GRant 2033
5 NAME OF EACH MEMBER : PERSONAL DESCRIPTION w USUAL EMPLOYMENT Affiliation 3
s 2 OF HOUSEHOLD mﬁ}};" OF "‘; o ﬁ Y;;‘*i:s:‘ “: itisen. a If present empl. Is different show it in Comments Em- w 2
- = ear of %¢% | Sehool ploy- )
w |§ Rela- |Wl | sEX O IFU.S. A | O | Amival | O | Sette- | O | ship ) B INDUSTRY w a
- LAS' ! tion to BIRTH Mar- rrival > Stats ‘OCCUPATION ment .
S | E| Fmst X DIFFERENT } ‘Head |O (e DATA Q| Tt | SPECIFY STATE | © |inv.sa |0 | mentin | o | Status |S0%| o OR KIND OF oy OR KIND OF O | Status | et Syma- | o §
e (A FROM ITEM 1 i ) v X) O | gtatus | OR TERRITORY Piusburgh WORK DONE 53 'BUSINESS o Sohoot|EFUe | O | &
o hold  |O [a [ F | Year | Montn | © ° °
4 5 67| 8 B 10(A) 1 12 13 14(A)[16(A) 16 17 18(A) 9 ()] 20
2
w
> 1 HEAD T
2 - -
5 ® 2
z
o |3 3
a 5
£ .
Y]
< |® 5
™ -
w
a |s 6
w -
7 7
.O_ -
8 8
N ENUMERATOR'S DATE OF
21 DBGREE OF CO-OPBRATION: oop, FAIR POOR 22
COMMENTS: INTERVIEW.
Trea [LNE A. CODES FOR INTERVIEWERS:
Item 10 Item 14 Item 15 Item 18 Item 19
FARITAL | CITIZENSHIP |
oy AR i EMPLOYMENT STATUS RELIGIOUS SCHOOL
1 Il Single 1 Native 1 Elementary 1 Engaged in Own Business 1 Sunday School
2 Married 2 Citizen by Relation |2 Jun. or Sen. High|2 Employed—Full Time 2 _Hebrew School
o 3 Widowed 3 First Papers 3 College-Univ. 3 Employsd—Part Time 3 Private—Hebrew
¢ Divorced 4 Second Papers 4 4 Wholly ing Work 4 Other—Comment
5 Separated 5 Alien 5 Wholly Unemployed—Not Seeking Work
- 5 L
””” P 7







APPENDIX D



APPENDIX D
I.

165

PUNCH CARD CODE - POPULATION STUDY

A. Household and Femily Card

Schedule Number

Number of units ip household - Column 5

Number of people in household- Column 6

Household Composition

«» Column

(1)
(2)
(3)
{4)
{5)
(6)
{7)
(8)

7

(1)
(1)

Primary unit only, without in-law (Pll
Primary unit only, with in-law (Pz)

P1 + Secondary unit
Py + Secondary unit

- Columns 1, 2, 3, 4

- 1 etec.

- 1 etc,

Pl-k Secondary unit + Boarder or Lodger

Py |- Secondary unit+ Boerder or Lodger

Py + Boarder
Po -+ Boarder

(9) Unettached, living alone
Number of People in unit ~ Column
Master list unit ~ Column
Nativity of Parents ~ Column

(1) Both parents native born

{2) Pather foreign; mother native

{3) Father native; mother foreign

(4) Both parents foreign

{5) Widower - native }

{6) Widower ~ foreign ) include

(7} Widow -~ native )

{8) Widow - forelgn )

{9) Non~-parental unit

{x) Unknown
Number of children under 10 - Column
Number of children under 21 - Column
School Attendance -~ Column

Number attending elementary or high

8
9

10

)
)
)
)

(1)
(1}

- 1 ate,

- yes; (2) - no

including married couples

without children

single parent, divorced or
separated

11

12

13

(1)
{0)
(¥)

(1}
{o)
(y)

1 ete,
all children over 10
no children

1 ete.

no children under 21
no children

Oor maore



Number attending college

Number attending other

None currently attending

Number of gainfully employed workers

- Column 14

{1) -~ 1 etc.

{0)

1

- 2 or more

{9) - none, but no one actively seeking work

{x) - unknown

{0) - none, =omeone actively seeking work or on 4 WPA project

Number unemployed and actively seeking work

-~ Column 15

{1} - 1 ete.

{0} - no unemployed and seeking work

{x} - unknown
B. Ipdividual Card
Scheduls Numbsr

Census Tract

1

2 or more

- Columns 1, 2, 3, 4
- Columns 3, 6,
Werd 1 - Q1
" 3 - 03
" 4 - 04
n 5 - 05
" 7 - 07
" 8 -08
" 10 - 10
T o1l -1l
o114 - 14
" 15 - 15
" 16 - 16
"o17 - 17
" 19 - 19
- Column 8

Status in the household

{1) head of primary unit

Dol JBES B N3 I NS o I o

18%

{2) other member of primary unit (code if head cannot be identified)

head of secondary unit

Sex - Column 9

Year of birth

(1) male;

{2) famale

« Columns 10, 11 - code last two numbers
{xx) unknown

)
) other member of secondary unit (code if head cannot be identified)
(5) unattached related bearder or lodger
) unattached unrelated boarder or lodger (code if relationship
cannot be identified)



Marital Status

Birthplace

Year of arrival in U.S.A.

- Column 12

- Column 13

247

(1)} single
{2) marrisd
{3) widowsd
{4) divorced
{5) separated
{x} unknown

{1) U.S.A.
{2} Russia
{3} Poland
{4) Lithuanis
(5) Rumania
{6) Germany
(?7) Austria
(8) Hungary
(9) British Empire
{0) Other

{x} Unknown

~ Columns 14, 15

Year of first settlement in Pittsburgh

Citizenship

School Status

(11)
(22}

elasmentary

high schoel

college

evaning gchool
trade or vocational
other class

code last two numbers
{xx) unknown
{yy) native

- Columns 16, 17

- Column 18

code last two numbers
{xx) unknown
{yy} native

(l) native

{2) citizenship by relation
{3) first papers

(4) second papers

(5) alien

(x) uoknown

- Columns 19, 20

unéer 30, no present schooling, grammar school - not completed

"

”
" L] L "
L]

" i " n

" L " n
pre-school

unknown
inapplicable

® - graduated
high school - not completed
" graduate
technical, busliness or voca-
tional school
college or university course -
incomplete
college or university course -
complate and degres Treceived



Occupation - Columns 21, 22
I. Professional and kindred worksrs

{10} managers, supervisors, owners
{11) physicians

(12) dentists

{13) lawyers

{14) enginesers

{15) teachers

{16) social workers

{17} accountants

{18) druggists

{19) miscellansous

II. Salespersons
4. Inside

{21} department stors
(22) other

b. Outside
(23) outside
¢, Related service
{24) buyer
(25) broker
{26) other related service

III. Clerical

{31} primarily machine operators
{34) bvookkeeper

{35} stenographer

{36} secretary

(39) other non-machine operators

IV. Service Workers

{41) personal service {household or domestic})
(42) personal service (institutional or outside)
{43} maintenancs

V. Craftsmen {skilled workers)

{51} carpenters

(52) electricians

{53) mechanics

{54) tailor-seamstress (needle worker)
{55) painters

(56) Tepaimmen

(59) other

VI. Production workers {semi-skilled)

{61) predominantly machine
{62) predominantly menual



VII. Physical labor workers {unskilled)

{71) heavy
{72) light

VIII, Unaessigned persons

(81} housewifs

{82) retired peopla {includes incapacitated, aged, too old to work)
{83} no occupation

{84} school

(xx) urnknown

{yy) inapplicadle (including pre-school)

Industry ~ Columns 23, 24

Construction
10. Building a2nd construction {private or public)
Mapufacturing industries

20, Food

21, Iron and steel and their products

22, Paper and allied products

23. Printing, publishing and sllied industries
24, Textiles and their products

25, Miscellanecus manufacturing industries

26, Electrical

Commercial and mechanical services

30. Mechanical repeir group

3l. Finence group

32. Other commercial services

3%. Real ostate

34, Bullding repair and decoratiaon

Wholesals trade

40, Wholesale trade group miscellaneous
41. Food

42, Apparsl

43. Furntturs and household

Retail distribution

50, Foods

51. General merchandise group

52, Automotive group

53, Apparel group

54, Furniture and household group
55, Other retail groups

56, Electrical

Service

60. Personal service {barber, beauty shops, cleaning and dyeing,
laundries)

61. Hotels

62. Restaurants

63. Theaters

64, Amusement g

85, Other



Governmental service

70, Federal, stete and local government (including public schools)

Professional service

80. Hospitals, private charitseble institutions and social agencies
Bl. Professicnal pursuits, self-employed
82. Private schools, universities, synagogues, orchestras, stc.

Misgcellaneous

90, Public utilities

91. Transportation and commupnication
98. Other miscellaneous

99. Nogpe

{xx} unknown

{yy) inapplicable

Employment Status - Column 25

{1} Engaged 1in own business

(2} Employed - full time

(3) muployed -~ part time

{4) Wholly unemployed - seeking work

(5) Wholly unemployed = not seeking work
{6} WPA

(7} Other

{x} unknown

(¥} inapplicable

Religious School - Column 26

(1) Sunday school

{2} Hebrew school

(3) Private

{4} Other

{5) Sunday end Hebrew
{6} Sunday and Private
{7} none

{x) unknown

(y) inapplicable
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II. PUNCH CARD CODE - SUPPLEMENTARY STUDY

OF OCCUPATIONAL AND INDUSTRIAL AF-
FILIATION OF 10,466 PERSCNS.

A, Qcecupation

001 Proprietor
002 Manager

003 Foreman

Q04 Superintendent
005 Other Officials
Professicnal

106 Artist

107 Chemist

108 Rabbi

109 Physician

110 Dentist

111 Lawyer

112 Bogineer

113 Librarien

114 Muesician

115 Nurse

116 Oculist

117 Pharmacist
118 Teacher

119 Psychologlst
120 Social Worker
121 Other

122 Opfometrist

Semi-Professional

123 Athletic Coach

124 Newspaperman

125 Optician

126 Publicity Man

127 Attendance Officer
128 Undertaker

12¢ Other

Technician

130 Accountant

131 Commercial Artist
132 Designer

133 Dietician

134 Draftaman

135 Inspector

136 Photogruphar

137 Regegarch Assistant
138 Surveyor

139 Laboratory Technician
140 Other

Salespersonad - Inside

250 General Merchandise
251 Fuel

252 Food and Beverages
253 House furnishings
254 Jewelry

255 Clothing and Apparel
256 Ticket Agent
259 Other

Salespersong - Outside

260 Canvasser

261 Peddlers and Hawkers
262 Insurance

263 Food and Beverages
264 Household Equipment
265 Apparel

269 Other

Salespersens - Related

270 Broker
271 Buyer

272 Collector

273 Driver and Salesman
274 Junk Peddler

279 Other

Clarical

380 Typist

381 Telephone Operator

382 Other Machine Operator
333 Bookkeeper

384 Cashier

385 Secretury

386 Stenographer

387 Messenger

388 Stock Clerk - shivping
389 Mail Carrier

390 Other Mail Clerk

391 Office Assistant

392 Other non-machire



B,

Industrial

Agriculture

000
001
oo2

Nursery & Greenhouse
Poultry Raising
Truck Faming

Mining & Quarrying

004
005
006

Bituminous Coal
Petroleum and Natural Gas
Non-metallic & Quarrying

Building and Construction

08 Buildings

Q09 Cther (bridges, highways, parks, -

etc.)

Manufacturing

110 Food (Beverages, bread & baker
products, milk products, candy,
meat products, frult and vega~-
table canning}

111 Chenmicals (cleaning compounds,
druggist preparations, paint,
soap, glass, clay and stone
products, pottery}

112 Iron and Steel

113 Leather

114 Lumber (mill work, furniture,
fixtures, etc.}

115 Machinery {agricultural, foundry,
raw apparatus, textile, electri-
cal, ete.)

116 Paper and Allied Products {bags,
boxes, envelopes, etc,)

117 Petroleum & Coal Products (fuel,
gas, oll & grease, coke oven
products, paving material, roof-
ing material)

118 Printing, Publishing & Allied In-
dustries (bookbinding, emgraving,
lithographing)

119 Textile & other products {cloth,
cordage, dyeing, hats, clothing,
shirts, ete.)

120 Tobaceo

123 Neon-ferrous metal and thelr products

122 Automotive Equipment

123 Qther

Note: N.E.C. means "Not Flsewhers Classified™

132

Wholegale Trads

230 Automotive

231 Dry Goods & Apparel

232 Blectrical Goods

233  Furniture & Home

Furnishings

234  Gemeral Merchandise

235 Groceries & Food

236 Hardware

237 Iron & Steel scraps
& other waste materials

228 Jewelry, optical goods

238 Leathsr, leather goods

240 Machinery, equipment
& supplies {except
electrical)

241 Metals & Minerals
{except petToleum &
seraps)

242 Paper, paper products

243 Petroleum, & petrolsum
products

244 Plumdbing, heating
equipment and supplies

245 Tobacco & tobacco pro-
duets, Candy

246 N,E.C.

247 Wholesale Drugs

Wholesale and Retail Trade

Combined

248 Lumber & Building

249

naterial
Miscellaneous N.E.C,

Retail Trods

350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357

Candy & Confectionery
Dairy Products
Delicatessen

Fruit & Vegetables
Groceries

Meat Markets
Baksries

General Food Stores,
mi scellancous

General Msrchandise

360
361
362

Department Stores
Dry Goods Stores
Variety, Five and Teu
Stores



Service
400 Household or domestlic

Service - Institutional or Outside

410 Attendant

411 Barber

412 Bartender

413 Beauty Parlor Worker
414 Cook

415 Housekeeper

416 Houseman

417 Maid

418 Usher

419 Waiter

420 Practieal Nurse
421 Delivery Man
422 Other

Service ~ Maintenance

423 Elevator Operator
424 Fireman

425 Janitor

426 Watchman

429 Other

Service - Public

(oot elsewhers classified)

430 Fire Depariment
431 Police

432 Constable

433 Court Attaches

434 Other Officials

Craftsmen

530 Baker

531 Jewelsr

532 Bricklayer
533 Butcher

534 Carpenter
535 Cloth Cutter
536 Upholsterer
538 Electriclan
539 Engineer
540 Engraver
541 Florist

542 Furrier
543 Glazier

544 Ingpector
545 Locksmith
546 Machinist
547 Mechanic
548 Milliner
549 Operator
550 Painter

g

Craftemen {cont'd)

551 Paper-hanger
352 Photographer
553 Plumber

554 Presser

555 Printer

556 Repairer

557 Shoemnker
558 Tailor

559 Other

Preduction {semi-skilled)

660 Cleaner

661 Truck Driver
662 QOperator

663 Packer

664 Car Conduector
665 Inspector

6869 Other

Physical Labor (unskilled)

770 Heavy

880 Light

Unassigned

990 Housewife

991 Retired

992 School

993 Pra-school

994 None

995 Other - not in labor

market
996 W.P.A,
999 Unknown



Automotive

364 Auto Salesrooms

365 Used Car Dealers

366 Accaessory, Tirs & Battery

367 N.E.C.

Appared

370 Clothing & Furnishings
(men's and boys')

371 Women's wear

372 N.E.C.

373 Shoe Stores

Furniture and Household

375
376

377
378

Othsr

380
381

382
383
384
385
386
387
388
389
330
391

392
333
394
395
396

Service

Furni ture

Floor Covering, drapery
and curtains

Household appliances
Radio and music

Hardware

Book Stores and Circu-
lating Libraries
Tobacco

Coal, wood, ice

Drugs

Florists

Jewslry

luggage & Leather Goods
News stands

Optical

Sporting Goods
Scisntific and medical
instruments and supplies
Stationery

Second-hand

Loan and pawn~brokers
Cameras and supplies
N.E.C.

{Mechanical, domestic, and Per-
sonal & other Commercial)

Service

Mechanical Repairs

400

401
4082
405

Automotive Repairs (Inc.
garages, bui not with
ostablighments most of

whose incoms is from salgs)

Parking lots

Auto, miscellaneous
Building repair & decora-
tions

Xy
Service
Mechanical Repairs (cont*d}

410 Blacksmith shops

411 Electrical {not includ-
ing electrical conirac-
tors)

412 Plumbing and Heating

413 Radio

414 Sheet Metal & Roofing

415 Upholstery & Furniture

416 Watch, elock & Jewslry
{where sales not more
than 1/3 of income)

417 Lockamith

418 N.E.C.

Domestic & Personal Service

420 Barber shops and beauty
parlors

421 Cleaning and pressing

422 Domestic (public and
private homes)

423 Underteking establish-
ments

424 Laupdries and laundry
ageneiss, linen supplies

425 Shoe rTepair

426 Tailor shop

427 N.E.C.

430 Hotel, furnished rooms
and other leodging placas

431 Restaurants, sating and
drinking places

432 Theatres

433 Motion Picture distri-~
bution and projection

434 Other amusement service

435 Radio station

436 Employment agencies

437 Commercial and trade
schools

438 Advertising agencies

43% Sign painting shops

440 Duplicating, Addressing
and Mailing

441 N.E.C,

Finance, Insurance, Real Estite

$50 Banks

551 Brokerage Houses

552 Credit & Adjustment
Bureaus and Collection
Agencies

553 Porsonal Fipnance Agen-
cies

554 Other finance agencies

556 Insurance

558 Real Estate,{cperation.
renting, agents, brokerc,



Professions

660 Medical & other health
services

681 Legal

662 Fducation & Libraries

863 Religious

664 Social Service

665 Art, Music

667 Trade & Research

668 Other

669 Org. - Labor, Trade,
Fraternal, etc.

Governmental

770 Federal

771 State

772 County

M3 City

Public Utilities, Trensportation

and Communication

880
a8l
882
883
884
885
8886

Other

990
991
992
999

Electric light, Gas & Water
Street Car System
Telephone & Telegraph
Taxicab

Raillroad

Delivery & Trucking Service
Other

Miscellaneocus
None

School
Unknown

Iue
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