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   From the President of the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans 
 
Dear Friends, 
 
It is an exciting time to be in New Orleans.  Change is noticeable throughout our 
community and city.  And with this dynamic, your Jewish Federation leadership decided 
to undertake a demographic survey of us:  who are we, where do we live, and what 
makes us a community?  Without this information it would be impossible to map a plan 
for our individual and collective futures.   
 
And we’ve learned a lot about ourselves.  Some things were to be expected, some 
surprises.   
  
The Jewish Federation engaged Professor Rick Weil of LSU after conducting a national 
search.  We had detailed proposals from talented population surveyors, located 
throughout the country.  There was tremendous interest to look at the New Orleans 
Jewish community, especially after the wrenching changes that we had survived. 

  
A painstaking process was undertaken, led by Professor Weil, and involving our 
Executive Director, and a committee of lay leaders, including Rusty Levy, Lou Good, 
Dr. David Pearlman, and Barbara Lubran.  Funding for the demographic survey was 
generously provided by the Jewish Endowment Foundation of Louisiana and the Estelle 
Friedman Gervis Family Foundation.  Goals were discussed, methods considered, 
questions written and vetted and ultimately the data was collected and analyzed. 
  
A second qualitative portion of the survey was undertaken, led by Tulane Professor 
Brenda Brasher.  To gain a sense of some specific groups within our community, a 
number of focus groups were gathered and information gleaned and added to the 
population data. 
  
The document that follows is the product of the months of labor described above.  
Please read it carefully, consider the data and analysis, and become involved with our 
community. 
 
Dr Michael Wasserman 
President 
 
 



From the Executive Director of the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans 
 
Dear friends, 
 
The last community demographic survey was conducted in 1984. So much has happened 
in the last two decades, both preceding the Storm and especially since that time. 
 
As the community entered into an intensive strategic post-Katrina planning phase in late 
2006, it became apparent that there was no good source of data on which to base the 
planning. Katrina affected the community in many distinct ways and caused dramatic 
shifts. The community initially lost a third of its numbers though these are somewhat 
back up since; the demographic composition has shifted; the neighborhood balance 
changed as did the relative strengths of various synagogues and denominations. 
 
In fact as the community faced some tough decisions regarding where to invest 
resources and possibly where to downsize or at least consolidate, we badly needed data 
and empirical insights. 
 
A small ad hoc committee was formed which led and steered the process. The best 
sociologists and demographers in the country were asked to bid and face the 
professional challenge of conducting a survey of a community in shift and transition. 
Professor Rick Weil of Louisiana State University was selected to conduct the 
quantitative demographic survey; and Professor Brenda Brasher of Tulane University 
conducted the qualitative component through a series of focus groups. 
 
The result is a comprehensive community survey which has provided the community 
with a wealth of information from overall size estimates to neighborhood movements 
and religious and spiritual inclinations. Whilst there were only a few surprises, the survey 
provides many insights into the make-up, needs and trends of the Jewish community. Its 
findings suggest priority needs for the community as well as areas of concern such as the 
aging of the community that require attention. 
 
This survey according to the original terms of reference was designed not just to serve 
the Jewish Federation but to be a planning and decision-making base for the whole 
community and to generate data in the widest possible context. 
 
We thank the researchers for their valuable work and great efforts and hope that the 
community, the agencies and synagogues will make good and productive use of the 
wealth of data here. 
 
Michael Weil 
Executive Director 
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Author’s Introduction 

It has been over twenty years since the last Jewish Federation survey of the 
Jewish community of Greater New Orleans was conducted in 1984.  The passage of 
time alone would make a new survey desirable, but the destruction and displacement 
caused by Hurricane Katrina in 2005 makes it imperative.  To be sure, a survey was 
conducted of the Jewish community in the latter half of 2006, but that survey’s primary 
focus was on disaster recovery.   

To this end, the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans commissioned a new 
community survey, which was conducted in the summer and fall of 2007.  The 
Federation also commissioned a companion, qualitative study, based on focus groups, 
led by Prof. Brenda Brasher of Tulane University, who will issue a separate report.  The 
new community survey was designed with three points of reference:  

1. Persistence and change since the 1984 Federation survey of the Jewish 
community, conducted by Gary Tobin;1 

2. Comparisons to the many local and national surveys of the American Jewish 
community since the early 1970s, including the National Jewish Population 
Survey of 2000-01;2 

3. The context of the 2006 survey of the Greater New Orleans Jewish community, 
conducted by the present author, in cooperation with the Jewish Federation of 
Greater New Orleans, which focused mainly on hurricane recovery.3 

The new Jewish Community Survey was designed to provide basic information 
about several aspects of the Greater New Orleans Jewish community: its geographical 
distribution, its demographic structure, its members’ religious characteristics and 
participation, their religious education, their social service needs and use of Jewish 
agencies, their patterns of philanthropy, and something about their views on topics of 
importance to the Jewish community.  In addition, the survey aims to provide 

                                            
1 Gary A. Tobin.  1984.  Jewish Population Study of Greater New Orleans, 1984.  Jewish Federation of Greater New 
Orleans.  http://www.jewishdatabank.org/study.asp?sid=18053&tp=2.  
2 Ira M. Sheskin.  2001.  How Jewish Communities Differ: Variations in the Findings of Local Jewish Population 
Studies.  Storrs, CT: Mandell L. Berman Institute - North American Jewish Data Bank.  United Jewish Communities.  
September 2003; Updated January 2004.  The National Jewish Population Survey 2000-01: Strength, Challenge and 
Diversity In The American Jewish Population.  A United Jewish Communities Report, in Cooperation with the 
Mandell L. Berman Institute – North American Jewish Data Bank.  http://www.ujc.org/page.html?ArticleID=33650.  
3 Frederick D. Weil.  2007.  General website of Hurricane Katrina-related Research and Relief/Recovery Work, 
http://www.lsu.edu/fweil/KatrinaResearch.  Julie E. Schwartz.  2006.  "LSU Survey Gives Jewish Leaders an 'A.'  
National, State, Local Officials Flunk."  The Jewish Newsletter, an Official Publication of the Jewish Federation of 
Greater New Orleans.  1, 4 (December 8):1.  Also at 
http://www.jewishnola.com/content_display.html?ArticleID=200387.  

http://www.jewishdatabank.org/study.asp?sid=18053&tp=2
http://www.ujc.org/page.html?ArticleID=33650
http://www.lsu.edu/fweil/KatrinaResearch
http://www.jewishnola.com/content_display.html?ArticleID=200387
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information about disaster recovery: return rates and intentions, in- and out-migration, 
damage and recovery, and some feelings about the recovery process. 

This empirical study is also intended to provide a factual basis for the crucial 
post-Katrina strategic planning effort, which began an intensive phase in late 2006.  The 
community is facing difficult decisions as to where it will invest scarce resources in 
community institutions and activities, in a community that is reduced in size but that is 
making a major effort to re-grow.  The new survey will provide important data and 
empirical information to assist this decision-making process. 

A steering committee was established to guide the research planning and 
oversee the study, which consisted of Michael Wasserman, Lou Good, Charles (Rusty) 
Levy, Prof. David Pearlman, Michael Weil and Sherri Tarr.  Prof. Brenda Brasher of the 
Sociology Department at Tulane University, who conducted the companion qualitative 
community study, also participated in the steering committee and provided valuable 
consultation and advice.  The Federation and the researchers also consulted with and 
received important guidance from Dr. Laurence Kotler-Berkowitz, director of the 
Research Department at the United Jewish Communities, and Prof. Ira M. Sheskin, 
Professor of Geography and the Director of the Jewish Demography Project of the Sue 
and Leonard Miller Center for Contemporary Judaic Studies at the University of Miami.   

The author wishes to express his gratitude and appreciation to these colleagues 
and committee members – especially to Michael Weil, Executive Director of the 
Federation – to the Jewish Endowment Foundation of Louisiana and the Estelle 
Friedman Gervis Family Foundation, as well as to the many members of the remarkable 
Greater New Orleans Jewish community, whom he has been privileged to know or 
meet.  This report is dedicated to the author’s fiancé, Celia Rosenson Vine, a fourth-
generation member of the New Orleans Jewish community. 

 
Frederick Weil 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 
May 2008 
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Executive Summary 

The 2007 Community Survey 

The 2007 Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans Community Survey4 
reveals a community that is impressively strong, just two short years since the 
devastation wrought by Hurricane Katrina, and participates actively in Jewish communal 
life, though not always along traditional lines. 

The population, which had been shrinking over decades, dropped from about 
9,500 people just before the storm to about 6,000 in May 2006, and then rose to about 
7,000-8,000 in early 2008.5  The current population estimate was calculated by several 
methods, including those based on (a) synagogue or Jewish Community Center 
membership, combined with rates of membership, (b) Prof. Ira Sheskin’s Distinctive 
Jewish Names method, (c) extrapolations from Federation membership lists, combined 
with estimates of the percent of the community not on those lists, and (d) direct counts 
by the Federation.  The estimates based on direct counts by the JFGNO (7,151) and the 
JFGNO list plus sampling experience (7,677) are in the middle of the range and may be 

preferred.  The New Orleans Jewish 
community, one of the older 
communities in America, also has a 
higher than average length of 
residency of community members. 

Two-thirds of Greater New 
Orleans Jewish community members 
suffered at least some damage to their 
residence as a result of the storm and 
subsequent flooding – 31 percent 
major damage or complete destruction 
– yet almost 90 percent report that 
they are mostly or fully recovered.  
Indeed, they feel their recovery is 
more complete than that of the city or 
of the Jewish community in general.  
And community members are very 
satisfied with the Jewish community 
(74 percent positive), as they were in 
a survey a year earlier, even though 

                                            
4 The survey consists of 799 interviews of community members, conducted in late summer/early autumn, 2007, by 
telephone and internet.  Sampling methods are described in the first chapter.  The survey was augmented by focus 
groups drawn from survey respondents and conducted at the end of 2007 and beginning of 2008.  Some of the 
findings from the focus groups are summarized in this section, below.  A full description of findings is issued in a 
separate report. 
5 The May 2006 estimate was made by the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans.  No systematic data was 
available between July 2005 and May 2006. 
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they are highly critical of the local economy and infrastructure, the school system, and 
especially, local political leadership.  They are also very worried about crime and the 
possibility of another hurricane.  Yet, while the Jewish community lost many members 
after the storm, almost no one still in Greater New Orleans is thinking of moving away.  
The picture of the community in 2007 is one of strength and determination in the face of 
challenges. 

Migration understandably increased after the storm, not only out of the area, but 
also within Greater New Orleans.  Residents of the most heavily flooded areas, who 
sustained the greatest damage, moved out of the flooded areas, and other community 
members have not moved into them.  This was perhaps most important for the 
Orthodox community of Lakeview, which has not yet consolidated in another 
neighborhood.  Yet moves within the region have not led to major shifts in balance 
among the major population centers, nor to substantially increased suburbanization.  
The Uptown community largely held its majority as against the second-largest, and 
suburban, Metairie community; and the suburban North Shore of Lake Pontchartrain 
grew only slightly.  Post-storm moves mostly reinforced pre-storm communities sizes, 
rather than shifting the balance among them. 

The demographic profile of the Greater New Orleans Jewish community is 
strong, but there are some causes for concern.  The community is very highly educated 
– almost half hold a graduate degree, including many law, medical, business, and 
doctoral degrees – and has high levels of income, especially by local standards.  (Of the 
sixty percent of respondents willing to state their income, the mean is $160,000, as 
calculated from mid-points of ranges.6)  Seventy percent of respondents are employed, 
and another twenty percent are retired; only four percent are unemployed.  Sixty 
percent of adult community members are married – twenty percent in interfaith 
households – and another twenty percent live alone, in single-person households.  
Seventy percent of households include children aged 17 and younger, and another forty 
percent of respondents have adult children 
who have established their own 
households.   

Probably the greatest demographic 
challenge is the aging of the Greater New 
Orleans Jewish community.  The average 
age of respondents and second adults in 
local Jewish households is 57, if the survey 
is not adjusted for sampling bias.  (Like 
most surveys, this one probably under-
samples younger community members, 
who are more difficult to contact to 
interview.)  Louisiana has for decades been 
losing its younger citizens to places with 

                                            
6 This figure may overestimate true income levels, as explained in Chapter12, (a) because 40% of respondents 
declined to state their income and (b) because means from mid‐points produces a high estimate. 
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more dynamic economies, and this has long been a concern in the Greater New 
Orleans Jewish community.  Thus, even if our age estimates are not precise, the 
greatest demographic concern remains attracting and retaining young families with 
children.  By the same token, providing for an aging population in a city whose storm 
recovery remains shaky is an issue that bears watching. 

 The Greater New Orleans Jewish community is highly engaged in communal 
and religious life, but not necessarily in traditional or orthodox ways.  Over sixty percent 
of respondents are Reform Jews, 15 percent Conservative, and 4 percent Orthodox; 
while an additional ten percent call themselves “just Jewish.”  And only a third go to 
religious services more than a few times a year.  Yet three-quarters are synagogue 
members.  Similarly, while nearly three quarters participate in a Passover Seder and 
light Hanukkah candles every year; only about ten percent keep kosher homes or 
always light Sabbath candles on Friday nights.  Nor have community members 
assimilated religiously: only 9 percent regularly have a Christmas tree, including the 
interfaith households (where the percentage is, of course, higher).  About three-quarters 
talk about religion informally with friends and read Jewish books, newspapers or 
magazines once or twice a month or more.  Strong majorities also enjoy Jewish music, 
volunteer to help the disadvantaged or engage in social justice, or Tikkun Olam, and 
visit Jewish-themed websites, at least from time to time.  By contrast, very few attend 
adult religion classes, and almost no one visits Jewish dating websites: the few who do 
are young and single. 

The picture of beliefs 
that emerges is similar: 
strongly engaged, but not 
highly traditional or orthodox.  
Only 12 percent characterize 
themselves solely as 
“religious,” while three-
quarters call themselves 
either “spiritual” or “both 
spiritual and religious.”  Large 
majorities of community 
members say being Jewish 
involves leading an ethical 
and moral life, feeling part of 
the Jewish people, 
remembering the Holocaust, 
caring about Israel, 
understanding Jewish history, 
making the world a better 
place, believing in God, and 

learning about Jewish culture (in that order of importance).  But only a third said 
attending synagogue was very important for being Jewish, and only 11 percent said 
keeping kosher is necessary to be Jewish. 

Religious, 12

Both 
Spiritual and 
Religious, 37

Spiritual, 35

Neither, 11
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 Jewish education and socialization has been and remains important for 
community members.  Eighty percent of adults went to Hebrew or Sunday School 
growing up, and forty to fifty percent went to a Jewish overnight camp and regularly 
participated in Jewish youth groups.  Community members are passing these practices 
on to their own children: half of those with children, send them to Jewish camps, and 
seventy percent send their children to Jewish preschools and Jewish youth groups.   

Jewish community 
engagement is very strong in 
other ways, too – as is civic 
engagement in the general 
community.  Like synagogue 
membership, membership in 
Jewish organizations and 
participation in Jewish 
community programs are very 
high.  Two thirds of survey 
respondents belong to at least 
one Jewish organization.  The 
most popular are the Jewish 
Community Centers (a quarter 
belong to one of the two JCCs), 
and Hadassah and the National 
Council of Jewish Women (22 percent each).  About half of community members also 
do volunteer work for a Jewish organization in the course of a year (slightly more than 
half also volunteered for a non-Jewish organization); and over sixty percent made an 
annual donation to both the Jewish Federation and to another Jewish organization or 
cause (an additional 80 percent donated to a non-Jewish charity or cause).  Community 
members are also very familiar and strongly approving of the major local Jewish 
institutions, including the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, the two Jewish 

Community Centers, the Jewish 
Family Service, Hillel, the Jewish 
Endowment Foundation, and the 
Jewish Children’s Regional 
Service.  The New Orleans Jewish 
Day School receives good 
support, though not as high, and 
while some people are aware of 
the financial assistance available 
from the Jewish community, very 
few know it by its formal name, the 
Hebrew Free Loan Association.   

Community members also 
participate enthusiastically in 
programs sponsored by the 
Jewish community.  Forty to fifty 
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percent go to cultural offerings (speakers, films, music) and community gatherings and 
festivals (besides religious services).  And a fourth or fifth take part in Tikkun Olam or 
social justice activities (including aid to the needy and post-hurricane recovery), and 
religious education for children/youth and adults.  Finally, half or more community 
members read and like local and regional Jewish media: the Jewish Federation’s 
website and weekly email newsletter, and the Deep South Jewish Voice bi-monthly 
newspaper.  

Thus, the 2007 Jewish Federation Community Survey of Greater New Orleans 
gives us a picture of a strong, active, self-confident Jewish community, though not a 
traditional or orthodox one.  The community remains challenged to gain new members 
after the losses following Hurricane Katrina, especially younger members with families.  
The Federation is putting strong emphasis on this issue.  Yet, because the decline is 
long-term and regional, far pre-dating the storm and extending beyond the Jewish 
community, the challenge is a serious one. 

Focus Group Research 

Dr. Brenda E. Brasher of the Sociology Department at Tulane University 
convened focus groups following the 2007 JFGNO Community Demographic Survey.  
People were invited to participate who had completed the Survey, and who satisfied 
certain characteristics, in order to better understand why they answered questions in 
particular manners.  Each focus group represented a significant social location – 
Insiders, Parents, Young adults under 30, Newcomers, Singles, people in Interfaith 
families, and the Unaffiliated.  Definitions of the group “types” are given in Appendix C; 
and the number of participants in each focus group is shown in the following table.  

 
Groups and Numbers of Participants 

Insiders 13 
Parents 7 
Young adults (under 30) 5 
Newcomers 9 
Singles 4 
Interfaith 7 
Unaffiliated 8 

 

Each gathering was held in the Uptown Jewish Community Center, and lasted 
two hours.  All discussions were tape-recorded, a total of 14 hours of discussion.  Dr. 
Brasher’s full report of the findings from the focus groups will be issued separately.  She 
summarizes key findings as follows.   

• Synagogues are key sources of information for the Greater New Orleans 
Jewish Community.  Most participants took soundings of the Jewish 
community’s strength and well being from synagogues. 
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• Parents expressed the most sadness about the community today.  They 
keenly felt the loss of programs.  Their children were less involved with 
Jewish social networks than they had been [reflecting a national trend.] 

• Participants in all groups were quite interested in social service projects [city 
wide, not just Jewish] and Jewish-community-wide social events.   

• Newcomers tended to be young, urban, professionals.  They see the Greater 
New Orleans Jewish Community in a very positive light.  Some come from 
smaller or less friendly communities.  Not all were aware of the programs 
offered to them.  Their time constraints are serious. 

• Newcomers displayed adept social skills.  They networked amongst each 
other before, during and after the focus group session.   

• Under 30’s were the least sure about their long term prospects in New 
Orleans.  Career prospects represented the largest concern. 

• Inter-marrieds came from some of the oldest New Orleanian Jewish families, 
and claimed that any stigma associated with being intermarried was gone. 

• Inter-marrieds claimed that they learned more about being Jewish after their 
marriage than before.  

• Insiders articulated the keenest awareness of changes in the Jewish 
community.  Their view, while astute, differs from those in other social 
locations.  Insiders also tended to be from a higher socio-economic class. 

• Singles were the only group that claimed there was some stigma attached to 
their social location, though this was more the case for older singles than 
younger ones. 

• Young people felt that synagogue services were geared for older adults, and 
not especially interesting to them. 

• Younger people (under 30s) are interested in marrying other Jews, and 
sometimes they synagogue hop to try to meet each other.  

• Parents expressed a need for a city-wide Jewish youth gathering/event/group 
for “Jewish kids.” There were mixed feelings over whether the events 
should/should not include other kids. 

• Parents were concerned that given the limited number of children, and how 
active their children are, they are not meeting/socially with other Jewish kids 
today.  Programming drops off after early years.  

• Unaffiliateds did not like being referred to as such.  In general, they knew a 
great deal about what was going on in the community.  They described the 
Greater New Orleans Jewish Community as smaller, and claimed that Katrina 
had frightened the elderly.      

• Unaffiliateds claimed to have a synagogue affiliation even if they did not 
belong.  
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Key Recommendations 

1. Probably the greatest need is to increase population size.  Most communities in 
Greater New Orleans lost population after Hurricane Katrina, but for the Jewish 
community, the issue is not simply regaining numbers, but retaining a critical 
mass, sufficient to support a well-rounded, viable community, capable of 
sustaining a wide range and depth of Jewish life.  Increasing population involves 
especially:  

a. Retaining people who might leave; 
b. Attracting younger people who are enterprising and pioneering, who seek 

business and professional opportunities in the rebuilding process, who 
seek a smaller, friendly community with an exciting culture, and who have 
a sense of Jewish social justice or Tikkun Olam; 

c. Encouraging evacuees to return (though an earlier survey in 2006 
indicated that few plan to move back); 

d. Encouraging people with existing New Orleans ties to move here; 
e. Making it easier for families with children in school to come or remain. 
f. Existing programs for newcomers have worked very well and been well 

received.  These have provided both monetary and social/communal 
benefits – extending warm welcomes.  Emphasis should remain on these 
efforts, and they should be expanded where possible. 

 
2. Keep Community Programs active.  They are already strong and should be kept 

so. 
a. This is especially true of General Programs that appeal to everyone, and 

programs for young people that appeal to all families with young people in 
them. 

b. Specialty programs should be encouraged roughly according to usage, 
demand, and perceived importance, as measured in the survey. 

 
3. Hurricane recovery assistance is not needed by most community members, but it 

should continue to be extended to those who do need it. 
a. Financial assistance cannot cover all needs, because total costs are 

extremely high. 
b. Counseling and employment assistance should be offered: demand and 

cost are both modest. 
c. Assistance specifically for seniors should continue, but large numbers of 

seniors are already relatively secure financially; so need should be taken 
into account here. 

 
4. Although the population size has declined, efforts should be made to retain major 

Jewish institutions.  Familiarity with and approval of virtually all major Jewish 
institutions is high.  It would be more difficult to rebuild them if efforts to increase 
population succeed – especially to re-acquire properties if sold – than to retain 
them over a period of time after the hurricane.  Also, if they are closed, this would 
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discourage potential community members from moving to Greater New Orleans, 
and population loss would become self-reinforcing. 

 
5. The Greater New Orleans Jewish community contains many older and elderly 

members.  Programs should be encouraged to serve them.  However: 
a. Only a relatively small proportion of older community members have 

financial needs, and the Jewish community should continue to help 
address them.   

b. As in other sectors of American society, younger community members 
often have greater financial needs. 

c. Some sunbelt areas, like Florida, North Carolina, and the greater 
Southwest, have been successful in attracting well-to-do Jewish retirees.  
It is not clear that Greater New Orleans can successfully compete in 
attracting these people.  Directing recruitment efforts more toward younger 
people is more likely to increase population. 

 
6. Programs for children and young people generally receive high levels of 

endorsement.  These should continue to be encouraged and supported. 
a. Evidence is mixed about how much economic means affects participation 

in children’s education or programs.  Still, it is clear that participation puts 
greater financial burdens on less affluent families.  Thus, assistance for 
children of lower income families remains important. 

b. The focus groups also suggest that parents feel a lack of programming for 
their older minor children, and that this leads to reduced opportunities for 
tweens and teens to socialize and form bonds with other Jewish children.  
The Jewish community should try to build up such programs. 

 
7. Beth Israel, the Orthodox synagogue, was destroyed in the storm and flooding, 

and had to be abandoned.  Resettlement patterns indicate that they have not so 
far coalesced around particular neighborhoods.  Although the synagogue 
structure was insured, the Orthodox community should also continue to be 
supported in non-monetary ways, as they re-establish their communal 
institutions.   

 
8. The Greater New Orleans Jewish community is overwhelmingly Reform and non-

traditional.  Even among the greater Orthodox community, Chabads seem to be 
the younger, growing sector.  The New Orleans Reform community shares many 
of the strengths and challenges that exist in most “modern” American Jewish 
communities. 

a. Popular Jewish practices like Passover Seders and lighting Hanukkah 
candles should be encouraged and built on. 

b. General programs that explore Jewish culture and history should be 
encouraged and built on. 

c. Social justice and Tikkun Olam activities are popular and should be 
encouraged and built on. 



Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 11 
 

d. “Spiritualism,” either separately or in conjunction with religiosity, is 
endorsed by a very large majority of community members.  This should be 
taken into account and built on. 

e. Jewish education and socialization remain important for community 
members and should be encouraged and built on.   

f. Twenty percent of community members – and higher percentages of 
younger people – are in interfaith relationships.  The challenges presented 
by intermarriage are by no means unique to New Orleans, but must be 
addressed by the New Orleans community.  In particular, non-Jewish 
partners should be made welcome, so that Jewish partners are not driven 
away and their children are not estranged from the Jewish community. 

 
9. Synagogue membership in Greater New Orleans is very high by national 

standards, but synagogue attendance is low, as is true in most American 
communities.  Thus, synagogue participation is not a uniquely New Orleans 
issue, nor are there probably uniquely New Orleans answers.  The Greater New 
Orleans community should consider ideas that are being considered everywhere: 
increasing the range of activities to attract some members, while continuing 
activities that satisfy participating members. 

 
10. Participation in Jewish community programs, activities, organizations, and 

institutions is also very high.  Every effort should be made to continue doing what 
is successful here. 

 
11. Participation in the general community is also high.  Both participation by 

individual community members and community-wide interaction with other 
communities should be encouraged and built on. 

a. No special efforts are needed to encourage individual participation.  Yet by 
the same token, individual participation should not be discouraged, 
because it generally does not come at the expense of participation in the 
Jewish community.  Rather, people who participate highly in the general 
community also participate highly in the Jewish community; while those 
who do not participate in the Jewish community also do not participate 
strongly in the general community.  Jewish “assimilation” in Greater New 
Orleans has hit a sweet spot in this regard. 

b. Intergroup activities and community relations should be developed.  
Individual participation is good and can help, but the organized community 
should partner with other communities where appropriate. 

c. Hurricane recovery presents many opportunities not only for individual 
social engagement in the general community, or Tikkun Olam, but also for 
building and strengthening ties to other communities that are recovering.  
The survey indicates much interest and desire to engage in this sort of 
activity, and it should be individually and communally encouraged. 
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Chapter 1.  Sampling Procedures 

Surveying a Jewish community presents special challenges under the best of 
circumstances.  Conditions in New Orleans in the second half of 2007, two years after 
Hurricane Katrina, presented drastically more difficult obstacles to overcome.  These 
conditions made it necessary to utilize a somewhat different mix of sampling methods 
than would otherwise have been the case.  As a result, our sample’s characteristics 
differ somewhat from most Jewish community samples.  We therefore caution the 
reader on two points.   First, comparisons with past New Orleans samples or with other 
community samples must be made with caution.  And second, even though usual 
sampling methods have uncertainties and drawbacks – as we describe below – they at 
least have a fairly long track record.  Our sampling methods have much less track 
record.  Therefore, we emphasize comparisons among groups within the community, 
more than estimates of community totals. 

Common Methods 

Several common sampling methods predominate in recent surveys of Jewish 
communities.  Each method has advantages and disadvantages; and it is common to 
combine elements of each to maximize the advantages.   

Random Digit Dialing (RDD) and Probability Samples of “Rare” Populations.  
Random digit dialing is usually the preferred method for conducting reliable surveys, but 
its use is difficult with small populations like the Jewish population.  Jews constitute 
perhaps 2-3 percent of the American population and are not settled uniformly 
throughout the country.  This means that if one sampled “randomly,” it would take 30 to 
50 contacts to locate one Jewish person who could be interviewed – and that person 
would have to agree to be interviewed.  This means that probability samples tend to be 
very expensive because so many people have to be contacted.  The most common 
form of probability sampling today is random digit dialing (RDD) telephone interviewing.  
Yet as we will see, RDD samples are not truly “random,” which means that RDD usually 
does not actually deliver the high standards that it suggests. 

One way that researchers have attempted to overcome the problem of rarity is by 
combining large numbers of general-population samples, extracting the Jewish 
respondents, and analyzing the Jewish sample separately (Weil 1990; Smith 1990; 
Tighe et al. 2006; Saxe et al. 2007).  This procedure helps provide a better sample of 
Jews, but unless questions of interest are asked in the same way, using the same 
sampling procedure, and within a reasonably tight period of time – for each sample in 
the series – this approach has severe limitations.  It is very rare to find such samples 
containing a full range of the questions of interest.  Also, it is usually only possible to 
assemble a national sample of Jews from such national samples: to obtain a local 
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sample, one would need a large number of local samples of the general population, and 
this is also hard to come by. 

 Another problem with RDD samples is that survey response rates in America, 
especially for telephone surveys, has been declining precipitously, such that thirty 
percent is not bad; and the proportion of cell-phone-only households is rising past 
twelve percent, and is above a quarter among the young (Blumberg and Luke 2007).  
This means that the rarity of the rare Jewish population is increased for sampling, and 
costs skyrocket and samples become unreliable. 

Current conditions in New Orleans make RDD sampling even harder.  Hurricane 
Katrina knocked out most of the telephone land lines in many neighborhoods and made 
wired telephone service patchy and uncertain.  Attempts to conduct normal RDD 
surveys of the general population in post-Katrina New Orleans have been plagued by 
these difficulties (Airriess 2006; American Red Cross 2005; Banks 2006a,b; Collective 
Strength 2006; Henderson 2006; Howell et al. 2006a,b,c; Herrmann et al. 2006; Kessler 
2006a,b; Morin 2005; Patel and Vogenbeck 2006; Prevention Research Center 2006; 
Texas HHS 2006; Washington Post 2005).   

Because of these difficulties, and because other methods are available, we did 
not use RDD sampling for this study. 

 Distinctive Jewish Names (DJN).  Another way that researchers have tried to 
augment RDD samples of the “rare” Jewish population is by scanning telephone 
directories for names that might be Jewish.  This means that one can refine or pre-
screen a base of numbers from which to find Jewish respondents.  Of course, several of 
the problems with RDD methods also hold with this approach: declining response rates, 
cell-phone-only usage, and post-Katrina difficulties with land lines.  But another problem 
is added by using this method.  RDD has the advantage of accessing unlisted numbers, 
because the four digits after the local exchange are randomly computer-generated.  The 
DJN approach is necessarily limited to listed numbers and thereby introduces a new 
sampling bias.  Thus, the DJN method is not a panacea. 

 However, DJN may be a useful method for augmenting a sample.  We partnered 
with Prof. Ira Sheskin of the University of Miami, perhaps the leading authority on this 
form of sampling, and he drew a DJN sample for Greater New Orleans from his list of 
names and commercially-available digitized telephone directories.  We describe our 
experience using this list below.  We should note at the outset, however, that in post-
Katrina New Orleans, there is so much mobility and migration that most telephone 
directories – and even Census enumerations – are out of date virtually before they are 
published.  The directories from which we drew were compiled before the storm and 
were severely out of date, as we will describe. 

 Use of Community Lists.  In ordinary circumstances, the use of lists of members 
of Jewish organizations has clear disadvantages.  Generally, the lists are composed 
mainly of Jews who are affiliated with synagogues and other Jewish communal 
institutions.  Therefore, the lists under-represent unaffiliated Jews and people of Jewish 
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origins whose identity may be “ethnic” rather than religious, who do not feel strongly tied 
to the central community, or who may even reject their Jewish identity. 

 However, in the present unusual circumstances, several factors mitigate these 
potential disadvantages – and, indeed, turn them into advantages.  The most important 
factor stems from the actions of the organized Jewish community – national and local – 
after the storm.  Researchers sometimes offer monetary and other incentives to 
respondents who complete their surveys (Saxe et al. 2005 offered $18).  The United 
Jewish Communities and other national agencies provided a great deal of assistance to 
members of the Jewish community in the aftermath of the hurricane (Brener, 
forthcoming).  All New Orleans Jews were offered $700, plus many additional monetary 
and non-monetary benefits, including advice about dealing with insurance and 
government, as well as counseling and social support.  It is hard to imagine greater 
incentives for giving contact information.  Deena Gerber, director of the Jewish Family 
Service of Greater New Orleans, tells of a person who had hidden her Jewishness and 
even changed her name, who requested assistance (personal communication).  As a 
consequence, lists of Jewish community members in New Orleans are probably 
unusually complete, accurate, and up to date.  There is precedent for this phenomenon: 
USIA surveys in Germany immediately after World War II in the American zone of 
occupation were especially successful, despite chaotic conditions, because the 
sampling frame was based on the issuance of ration cards (Weil 1980, 1985, 1987, 
1990).  Thus, incentives to identify oneself may outweigh the disturbing effects of 
unsettled conditions, and may even turn them into an advantage.  The organized Jewish 
community has been extraordinarily active in reaching out to unaffiliated Jews and 
newcomers to the community.   

 Community lists also help sidestep another obstacle in present circumstances.  
Virtually all New Orleans residents evacuated because of the hurricane, and many 
stayed away longer than they had anticipated.  Many people acquired cell phones in 
their place of evacuation, and kept them when they returned to New Orleans.  And of 
course, many Jewish newcomers to Greater New Orleans also kept their old cell phone 
numbers.  These cell phones have non-Louisiana area codes, which makes them 
unreachable by usual RDD methods that depend on area codes for their sampling 
frames.  Outreach was the only way to locate these people, and the Jewish community 
and the Federation have been especially active – and successful – in offering monetary 
incentives and warmly welcoming the newcomers.  Thus, these cell phone users were 
also more likely than usual to be on community lists. 

 Finally, even though Jewish affiliation may be in a period of secular decline 
nationally, researchers at the United Jewish Communities in New York, who monitor 
local Federation surveys, note that RDD, DJN, and similar methods often do not add 
large percentages of “overlooked” Jewish respondents to survey samples (personal 
communication).   

 Thus, paradoxically, the usually discredited community lists may be a basis for a 
more reliable sample in present circumstances than the usually preferred methods. 
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 “Snowball” and “Network” Sampling.  When populations are rare and difficult to 
sample – but when population members are likely to have contact with each other – 
“snowball” and “network” sampling methods may be an appropriate augmentation to 
other methods.  In this method, respondents are asked either for contact information for 
other respondents, or are asked to ask others to contact interviewers.  Community 
members are often able to locate family and friends, even when community 
organizations have lost contact with them.  Indeed, this method is featured in the 1984 
New Orleans Jewish Community survey (Q 28).  In post-Katrina New Orleans, when 
many communities have dispersed due to the hurricane damage, this method may be 
appropriate, especially as a way to reach people who have not returned (Weil 2007b).   

A Multi-Method Approach for post-Katrina New Orleans 

 Taking these factors and limitations into account, we took a somewhat different 
approach to sampling from the most usual ones.  While common approaches like RDD 
and DJN might be preferable in ordinary situations, they seemed unavailable or cost-
prohibitive under present circumstances and were not used as our primary methods.  
Instead, sampling from community lists was used as the main method, because it 
provides advantages in the present unusual circumstances, and DJN and snowball 
sampling were employed to augment the sample.   

By these methods, we interviewed a total of 799 respondents.  Our procedure 
may be described as follows. 

Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans’ List of Jewish Residents.  This list 
contained 3,160 member names (augmented during the course of interviewing from an 
original 3,112 names) and constituted the basis for the sample, as indicated above.  We 
drew samples from this list, so that it was not biased toward the most active members of 
the community.  The Federation sent everyone on the JFGNO list a letter, signed by the 
President and Executive Director, informing them that a survey firm might contact them 
by email or telephone to conduct an interview and requested their cooperation in 
completing the survey.  It further informed community members that the survey results 
would be used for community planning and Hurricane recovery efforts (see letter in 
Appendix A).   

Almost half the JFGNO list (1,285) had email addresses, and just over half 
(1,503) had a telephone listing but no email address.  We chose to split the list sample 
evenly between these two portions.  This was done partly to reduce survey costs.  
Internet surveys are very cost-effective: once a questionnaire has been coded and 
posted on the internet, each additional response costs zero.  The split sample was also 
used as a methodological test to see whether such samples differ systematically 
according to method, or produce the same results. 

Survey Firm.  We hired the Baton Rouge survey research firm, Redion, LLC, to 
collect the data.  Redion is affiliated with Louisiana State University and often handles 
overflow work from LSU’s Public Policy Research Lab (the LSU Survey Lab).  The 
JFGNO and Frederick Weil wrote the questionnaire, which Redion coded.  Weil trained 
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Redion’s interviewers about background information, pronunciation, and how to interact 
with survey respondents.  We conducted 15 pre-test interviews and made minor 
adjustments.   

Internet-based surveys.  We began data collection by emailing the sample of 
respondents for whom we had email addresses, and asked them to follow a link to the 
survey on the internet.  Most respondents contacted in this way seemed to feel 
comfortable filling out the survey on the internet.  We sent email reminders at week 
intervals to those who had not responded to the survey at that point.  We gave people 
two or three weeks to respond before beginning the next phase, telephone interviews.  
We were able to see which respondents had completed the survey, and we did not seek 
to reach them by phone.  We collected 390 interviews on the internet.   

Telephone interviews.  Two or three weeks after the initial email invitation was 
sent out, telephone interviewing began.  We sought to contact JFGNO list members 
who had a telephone, but no email listing.  We also called email respondents, who had 
not already responded on the internet, and asked to complete the interview by phone.  
We collected 401 interviews by telephone.   

Distinctive Jewish Names (DJN).  We augmented the list sample with a DJN 
sample, as described earlier.  As noted, this method is meant both to help estimate the 
size of the Jewish community not on Federation lists, and also to include those people 
in the survey sample.  Prof. Ira Sheskin of the University of Miami sent us a DJN sample 
of 2,761 contacts for Greater New Orleans by cross-checking his list of Jewish names 
with commercially-available digitized telephone directories.  We took the following steps 
in preparing this sample for use. 

1. We checked the DJN list against the JFGNO list, and removed 320 names 
from the DJN list that were already on the JFGNO list. 

2. We sent the resulting list to Marketing Systems Group, whose service, 
Genesys, can remove non-working telephone numbers from a sample.  This 
procedure purged 805 disconnected numbers from the list. 

3. This left 1,636 numbers to attempt, of which we attempted 1,368.  Of these, 
417 were disconnected (the Genesys service does not detect every 
disconnected number); 48 were business numbers; and 37 were fax 
machines; leaving 866 potentially valid numbers. 

4. We reached potential respondents at 453 of these 866 numbers.  The 
remaining numbers did not answer, were busy, or had an answering machine, 
and we failed to reach anyone after four or more attempts. 

5. Of the 453 people who answered the phone, 241 were not Jewish, 41 were 
not qualified (e.g. they were children), and 5 had already taken the survey.  
This left 166 qualified potential respondents.   
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• It should be noted that the New Orleans Jewish community is one of 
the oldest in America and has experienced a good deal of 
intermarriage over a very long period of time.  There are some New 
Orleanians whose characteristically Jewish name can probably be 
traced along their paternal family line to a Jewish man some 
generations ago.  Yet they are not Jewish, nor are their parents or 
grandparents Jewish, nor are they perhaps even aware that their name 
is typically Jewish. 

6. Of the 166 qualified households, 35 declined to participate; 98 said they did 
not have time or asked to be called back and could not be reached again after 
four or more attempts; and four had language problems.  Thus, 137 or 83% of 
the qualified potential respondents gave “hard” or “soft” refusals. 

7. The remaining 29 numbers resulted in completed interviews, or 17% of the 
166 qualified persons whom we were able to contact. 

In sum, the DJN list with 2,761 numbers contained almost two-thirds non-working 
or non-valid numbers, or listing that were already on the JFGNO list.  Two thirds of the 
rest were not qualified respondents, leaving only 5-10% qualified, non-redundant 
respondents from the original DJN list.  At first glance, the 29 completed interviews from 
a list of thousands might seem deficient – and it certainly did not add many Jewish 
respondents to the sample.  However, it reflects the reality of sampling in post-Katrina 
New Orleans.  Weil has been conducting surveys of many different population groups 
since the storm, and the Jewish community is clearly the easiest to reach and most 
cooperative of any community.  As noted, the LSU survey lab reports that over half the 
numbers are disconnected in their cleaned New Orleans samples (i.e., those that have 
already been purged by Genesys).  And the remaining sample is subject to the usual 
difficulties of telephone sampling today. 

Thus, the DJN sample constitutes three percent of the final sample after 
weighting (see below), a small amount.  This reflects at least three factors: (1) post-
Katrina sampling is extremely difficult under the best of circumstances, (2) there is a 
non-trivial number of New Orleans residents with distinctive Jewish names, whose 
families have not been Jewish for generations, and (3) the JFGNO list is unusually 
complete, for reasons outlined earlier.  The upshot is that there may, in fact, be only 
modest numbers of Jews not currently on the JFGNO list. 

Snowball or Network Sampling.  We asked survey respondents to give us contact 
information to other Jews in Greater New Orleans who may not be on our lists.  As with 
DJN sampling, this method is intended both to help estimate the size of the Jewish 
community not on Federation lists, and also to include those people in the survey 
sample.   

By this method, and after removing doubled references to the same person, we 
obtained references to 51 unique people.  We checked these Snowball contacts against 
our JFGNO and DJN lists, and found that 21 of the names were already on the JFGNO 
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list, and none were on the DJN list, leaving 30 genuinely new references.  That is, our 
almost 800 respondents were aware of 30 Jewish community members who were not 
on our lists.  We were able to interview five of the newly-referred people, plus 18 of 
those who were referred but were already on our lists.  Altogether, there are 23 
Snowball respondents in the sample, or 4% after weighting (see below), including those 
who were already on the JFGNO list.  Again, the upshot is that there may, in fact, be 
only modest numbers of Jews not currently on the JFGNO list. 

Differences Among the Sample Types.  Do the respondents from the Distinctive 
Jewish Name (DJN) sample or the Snowball sample differ from the respondents from 
the JFGNO sample?  Each one accounts for about 3-4% of the total sample.  If the 
people on the DJN and Snowball samples are unknown to the Jewish Federation – 
which in 2007 had also assimilated the contact lists from the Greater New Orleans 
synagogues – it would seem reasonable to suppose that they may be more marginal to 
the organized Jewish community.  Or perhaps some of them recently moved to New 
Orleans and have not yet established contacts within the Jewish community. 

We can test these possibilities by examining the social composition of each of 
these sample sources (see Appendix B, Tables B1-2).  Cross-tabulations show that, 
compared to the JFGNO sample, more respondents in the DJN sample are older, male, 
single (never married), retired, and less educated.  Many fewer DJN list respondents 
are synagogue members; they have lived in New Orleans a shorter time and are slightly 
more likely to move away.  There are no Insiders among DJN respondents (see 
Appendix C for definitions of community “Types”), but more Newcomers and 
Unaffiliated community members.  Thus, respondents in the DJN sample are indeed 
more marginal, both to the Jewish community and to the general community. 

The profile of the respondents in the Snowball sample is rather different.  
Compared to the JFGNO sample, Snowball respondents are a good deal younger 
(especially in the 31-45 age range), male, well-educated – but also unemployed – in 
interfaith families, and moved to New Orleans recently.  Yet almost as many of them are 
synagogue members, “affiliated,” and married as JFGNO respondents.  Thus, the 
Snowball sample respondents are not so much marginal as newer to the community.  
They were less known to the Jewish Federation mostly because they are still 
establishing themselves in the community.  Their rates of synagogue membership and 
affiliation suggests that they are in the process of becoming integrated in the 
community. 

If the DJN respondents are more marginal, and the Snowball respondents are 
newer to the Jewish community, have we interviewed the correct percentage of each 
group?  Without a true probability sample, it is difficult to know the answer to this 
question.  However, the facts that – 

• The Jewish Federation made such major efforts – including payments of $700 
each – to locate Jews in Greater New Orleans and obtain contact information 
for the, that 
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• We screened so many respondents to find Jewish respondents in the DJN 
list, and that 

• The nearly 800 respondents only mentioned about 30 Jews who were not on 
the JFGNO list, 

all suggest that we have not missed large percentages of Jewish respondents unknown 
to the Jewish Federation.  This cannot be a certainty, but it makes it more likely that our 
sampling procedures, while somewhat different in methodology, produced a fairly 
representative portrait of the Greater New Orleans Jewish community, especially under 
the difficult surveying circumstances. 

Weighting the Sample 

 Even if our sample is fairly representative of the Jewish community, like almost 
all samples, ours is very likely biased in capturing too few men and too few younger 
people.  This problem is common to almost all samples, even those based on random 
digit dialing (RDD), partly for reasons we discussed earlier, and partly because (1) men 
are less likely to come to the phone than women, and (2) younger people are more 
difficult to contact for surveys because they are away from land-line telephones more, 
and most surveys do not yet sample cell phone numbers.  In fact, our (unweighted) 
sample does have a common 60-40 ratio of women to men, but it also has uncommonly 
low percentages of young people (see the chart at the end of this chapter). 

 Most surveys “weight” or adjust their samples for these reasons.  The most usual 
method of weighting a sample is to obtain a breakdown of the presumably-biased 
variables from a reliable source, and adjust the sample to match these characteristics.  
For instance, it is common to obtain a table from census enumerations of gender by age 
by race/ethnicity.  Since nearly all American Jews are white, it is only necessary to 
make a gender by age breakdown. 

 Yet, here too, post-Katrina New Orleans is different.  Census figures are usually 
slightly inaccurate, but since Katrina, their decennial full enumerations – the most recent 
one being from 2000 – clearly no longer apply; and their annual “American Community 
Surveys” for Greater New Orleans are widely disputed.  Critics claim that the census 
figures do not match numbers derived from mail deliveries, utility hook-ups, building or 
repair permits, and similar attempts to gauge population recovery since the storm. 

 Also, some local Jewish populations are known or believed to be different from 
the national Jewish population.  Southern Florida is said to have a more aged 
population, with many retired people; and cities like Atlanta and some of the Texas 
cities are said to have younger, newer Jewish populations.  Louisiana, including Greater 
New Orleans, has been losing younger people for decades.  It is one of the only states 
in America that has actually often shrunk or remained stagnant – a trend that is widely 
thought to be caused by a stagnant economy in which young people have to move 
away to find desirable jobs.  The result is that we would expect a rather older 
population, even if we adjusted the survey by some weighting factor. 
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 The question, then, is what we should use as our “reliable” weighting factor.  
Three possibilities were considered: the Census Bureau’s American Community Survey 
of 2006, the Census’s Population Estimates for 2006 (based on projections), the 
Census’s American Community Survey of 2005 (the last pre-storm survey), and the 
2000National Jewish Population Survey (NJPS), for the South only.7  The Census has a 
weakness here because it does not ask religion; and the NJPS is problematical 
because it is now seven years old. 

Weighted results for index variables like education were then compared to 
findings from other Jewish communities.  The tests were not fully conclusive.  In the end 
– and after consulting with Laurence Kotler-Berkowitz, Director of Research and 
Analysis at the United Jewish Communities in New York, and Ira Sheskin, director of 
40-50 Jewish community studies – we felt there was no perfect solution, but that the 
Census Bureau’s American Community Survey of 2006 was the least problematical.  A 
comparison of the unweighted and weighted percentages of age and gender in our 
sample is shown in the following chart. 

 

Focus Groups 

Dr. Brenda E. Brasher of the Sociology Department at Tulane University 
convened focus groups following data collection for the 2007 Greater New Orleans 
Jewish Community Survey.  Respondents who satisfied certain characteristics were 
invited to participate, in order to better understand why they answered survey questions 
in particular manners.  Each focus group represented a significant social location – 

                                            
7 An enumeration was also calculated and tested for the 2000 NJPS “Old” South, excluding southern Florida and 
the growth cities of Texas and Atlanta, all of which were judged to be unlike New Orleans. 
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Insiders, Parents, Young adults under 30, Newcomers, Singles, people in Interfaith 
families, and the Unaffiliated.  Definitions of the group “types” are given in Appendix C; 
and the number of participants in each focus group is shown in the following table.  

 
Groups and Numbers of Participants 

Insiders 13 
Parents 7 
Young adults (under 30) 5 
Newcomers 9 
Singles 4 
Interfaith 7 
Unaffiliated 8 

 

Each gathering was held in the Uptown Jewish Community Center, and lasted 
two hours.  All discussions were tape-recorded, a total of 14 hours of discussion.  Dr. 
Brasher’s analysis of the findings from the focus groups will be issued in a separate 
report.   
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Chapter 2.  Estimates of the Greater New Orleans Jewish Population Size 

 It is difficult to obtain precise estimates of the size of the Jewish population under 
the best of circumstances, and it is more difficult still in current unsettled conditions in 
New Orleans.  There are two main considerations here, one substantive, and the other 
methodological. 

Theoretical Considerations.  Part of the difficulty of estimating Jewish population 
size stems from disagreements about “who is a Jew?”  Is only people with full Jewish 
parentage, who practice certain defined Jewish rituals, hold to certain defined Jewish 
beliefs, and are active members of an acknowledged Jewish community?  If any or all 
these things are absent, then substantive decisions are needed to define who counts 
and who does not.  Most of the time, in practice, there will be shades of grey or 
gradations along a scale.  In fact, the bulk of the present report is occupied with 
examining variation in practices and beliefs within a Jewish community.   

For the most part, we define membership in the Jewish community simply 
according to the mutual acceptance of membership by the community and the person.  
In practice, this means that we count as Jews people who are on Federation, 
synagogue, or Jewish Community Center membership lists, where they are listed as 
Jewish.  We also accept as Jewish people on the DJN or Snowball lists (see previous 
section) who call themselves Jewish.  Attempting to draw membership lines within our 
sample from our measures of variations in beliefs and practices would put us in an 
infinite regress that would result in no useful definition.  This may be less than 
satisfactory from a purely theoretical perspective, but in practice, it probably does not 
introduce major distortions.  A good part of Jewish identity, after all, is acceptance of 
that person’s membership by the Jewish community itself, not solely a person’s own 
beliefs and practices.  And people on the DJN and Snowball lists who call themselves 
Jewish – when we have not confirmed this with the Jewish community – constitute quite 
a small percentage of our count. 

Estimates from Commonly-Used Methods.   

A number of methods exist to estimate Jewish community size in America.  One 
of the most common is to combine information from known membership lists within the 
Jewish community with rates of affiliation from surveys.  Most local and national Jewish 
community studies follow such procedures.  In our case, we use synagogue 
membership, Jewish membership in local Jewish Community Centers,8 and affiliation 
rates of each from our survey. 

Estimates from Synagogue Membership.  Following completion of the present 
survey, Neil Schneider, JFGNO Director of Planning and Community Relations, 
conducted a supplemental survey of all the synagogues in Greater New Orleans, asking 
for their membership totals.  The synagogues were asked to distinguish between 
members who have primary residence in the Greater New Orleans area, versus those 

                                            
8 JCC members who are not Jewish – a substantial percentage – are not counted in our calculations. 
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who have moved away.  Because many of the local synagogues have members who 
hold dual synagogue memberships, the questions also asked for the distinction of 
membership numbers of those who have sole membership at their synagogue.  These 
questions asked for both the number of individuals, (including children, and including all 
those members who might not pay full dues) and households.   

According to synagogue responses,9 4,629 Jews reside in the Greater New 
Orleans area and are members of a local synagogue.  If we break down the 
membership totals by synagogue, we can compare the proportions to those in the 
present 2007 JFGNO Demographic survey, as shown in the following table.   

Synagogue Membership in Greater New Orleans 
Comparison of 2007 Surveys 

Congregation 
2007 Supplemental 

Survey of Local 
Synagogues 

2007 JFGNO 
Demographic 

Survey 

Difference in 
Estimates 

Anshe Sfard 1% 1% 0% 
Beth-Israel 2% 3% 2% 
Chabad-Metairie 3% 2% 1% 
Chabad-Uptown 3% 2% 1% 
Gates of Prayer 23% 21% 2% 
Northshore 7% 6% 0% 
Shir Chadash 11% 13% 1% 
Sinai 29% 21% 7% 
Touro 22% 27% 5% 
Other 0% 3% 3% 
Totals 100% 100%   
Average Difference in Estimates 2% 

 

The table indicates close agreement between the estimates, with only an 
average 2% difference between them per synagogue.  The largest deviations are for the 
two Uptown Reform synagogues, Sinai (7% difference) and Touro (5% difference), and 
the differences are in opposite directions.  These two synagogues are rather similar to 
each other in religious and social composition, among Greater New Orleans 
synagogues (see Appendix D), so these differences perhaps cancel each other out to 
some extent.  In sum, estimates from the two surveys agree rather closely, giving us 
greater confidence in population estimates based on these membership estimates. 

Estimates from Jewish Community Center Membership.  We also obtained from 
the two Jewish Community Centers in Greater New Orleans – Uptown and Metairie – a 
membership list of their Jewish members (they also have many non-Jewish members, 
                                            
9 Data from the Uptown Chabad Shuel, and the Modern Orthodox Shuels are estimates as of 11/30/2007.  
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who were not counted in the following calculations).  These lists were current as of 
August, 2007.  Their list contained 3,000 Jewish members. 

Population estimates based on Synagogue and JCC membership.  By combining 
the information from the synagogue and JCC membership lists with affiliation rates from 
our survey, we can estimate a total population size for the Greater New Orleans Jewish 
community.  This is done simply by assuming that the ratio of membership lists to total 
population size (to be estimated) equals the affiliation rate found in the survey: 

 

Carrying out these calculations gives the estimates in the following table. 

Estimates of Greater New Orleans Jewish Population 

Size of Organizations,  
from their Membership Rolls 

Affiliation Rate  
in Survey 

Estimated 
Population Size 

Synagogues   = 4,629 73% 6,341 
JCCs   = 3,000 28% 10,714 

 
Thus, with 4,629 members on the synagogue lists and a 73% affiliation rate in 

our survey, we estimate a total population size for the Greater New Orleans Jewish 
community of 6,341.  And with 3,000 Jewish members on the JCC list and a 28% 
affiliation rate in our survey, we estimate a total population size for the Greater New 
Orleans Jewish community of 10,714.  A closer examination of the JCC rolls, however, 
indicates that individuals are sometimes counted rather than families, while survey 
respondents presumably often stated only their family membership.  Thus, this estimate 
is perhaps higher than it should be. 

Estimates from DJN lists and Household size.  Another method of estimating 
population size is to estimate the number of Jewish households by extrapolating from 
the number of households found on the Distinctive Jewish Names list and multiplying by 
the estimated size of households.  According to Prof. Ira Sheskin,10 if one takes the 
households found with the 36 most common Distinctive Jewish Names,11 and assumes 
an 8-12 multiplying factor, this gives a rough estimate of the total number of Jewish 
households.  Multiplying the number of households by the mean household size and by 
                                            
10 Personal communication.  Also see his 1997 Jewish Federation of Greater Monmouth County Jewish Community 
Study, Main Report (January 1998), available at the North American Jewish Data Bank, 
http://www.jewishdatabank.org.  
11 The names Sheskin used in his Monmouth study are: Berman, Caplan, Cohen, Epstein, Feldman, Freedman, 
Goldberg, Goldman, Goldstein, Goodman, Greenberg, Gross, Grossman, Jacobs, Jaffe, Kahn, 
Kaplan, Katz, Kohn, Levin, Levine, Levinson, Levy, Lieberman, Rosen, Rosenberg, Rosenthal, 
Rubin, Schwartz, Shapiro, Siegel, Silverman, Stern, Weinstein, and Weiss. 

http://www.jewishdatabank.org/
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the average percentage Jewish per household gives him an estimate of the total Jewish 
population size for a community. 

We accept Sheskin’s range of multiplier factors, without considering whether they 
might be different in Greater New Orleans.  However, considering the tremendous out-
migration after the hurricanes of 2005, we also enter an adjustment for the number of 
listings that had non-valid telephones.  We define non-valid as disconnected or 
business or fax numbers, which ordinarily do not qualify for surveys such as ours.  We 
do not make adjustments for names already on the JFGNO list, for the percentage 
respondents on the DJN list who are found not to be Jewish, or for refusals or numbers 
that were valid but could not be reached.  Presumably, these are adjustments that 
Sheskin also does not make in arriving at his multiplier factor. 

Thus, our estimated population size, modified from Sheskin, is calculated by 
multiplying: 

Number of 
Directory Listings 

for 36 most 
common 

Distinctive Jewish 
Names 

x 
Percent 

Valid 
Listings 

x 
Average 

Household 
Size 

x 
Percent 

Jewish per 
Household 

x 
Sheskin's 
Multiplier 

Factor 

  
This gives us the following table: 

Estimates of Greater New Orleans Jewish Population 
From Distinctive Jewish Names Lists 

Number of 
Directory 

Listings for 36 
most common 

Distinctive 
Jewish Names 

Percent Valid 
Listings (Not 

Disconnected, 
Business, 

etc.) 

Average 
Household 
Size (from 

2007 JFGNO 
Survey) 

Percent 
Jewish per 
Household 
(from 2007 

JFGNO 
Survey) 

Sheskin’s 
Multiplier 

Factor 

Estimated 
Population Size 

1,005 48% 2.48 87% 
8 8,313 

10 10,391 
12 12,470 

 

 The range of estimates from this DJN method (8,313 to 12,470) is somewhat 
higher than the range (6,341 to 10,714) calculated on the basis of synagogue and JCC 
membership, but not by orders of magnitude except at the extreme high and low points. 

Estimates from Other Methods   

We can make at least two other kinds of estimates, both taking the Jewish 
Federation’s list into account.  First, given our experience in sampling from different 
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lists, we can estimate a percentage of the Jewish community that does not appear on 
the Federation’s list and extrapolate from there.  Second, we can begin with pre-
hurricane estimates by the Federation, combine that with indicators of the number of the 
community that left and the number of new community members who have moved to 
New Orleans, and extrapolate from there. 

 JFGNO list adjusted for DJN and Snowball lists, plus Newcomers.  The JFGNO 
list included 3,112 households in June, 2007, as we began interviewing for the 
Demographic survey.  Our sampling efforts gives us additional information about Jewish 
people not on the JFGNO list. 

• The DJN List.  As we have seen, large numbers of telephone numbers on the 
DJN list were disconnected, and an additional large number of listings were 
already on the JFGNO list.  Of the 311 numbers where we were able to speak 
with someone, 29 people (9%) were Jewish and completed the interview, 241 
were not Jewish, and 41 were not qualified (perhaps, too young).  If we make 
the (possibly unwarranted) assumption that 9% of people are also Jewish 
among numbers that were connected, but did not answer (no answer, busy, 
answering machine) or refused to speak with us (818 numbers) we arrive at 
an additional 76 possibly Jewish people.  This gives us a total of 29 plus 76, 
or 105 possibly Jewish households from the DJN list that are not on the 
JFGNO list. 

• The Snowball List.  Approximately 750 survey respondents gave us contact 
information for 51 Jewish people, whom they thought might be unknown to 
us.  Of these, 21 were already on the JFGNO list, leaving a total of 30 Jewish 
people who might not be on the JFGNO list.  If we make the (possibly 
unwarranted) assumption that the rest of the people on the JFGNO list would 
have known a similar proportion of Jews not on that list, we might estimate 
that 3112/750 times 30, or 124 Jewish people live in Greater New Orleans 
who are not on the JFGNO list. 

• Newcomers to the JFGNO List.  223 additional newcomers have been added 
to the JFGNO list between the end of interviewing and March 31, 2008.  We 
make the (probably unwarranted) assumption that no additional JFGNO list 
members departed during this time. 

• Finally, if we make the (probably unwarranted) assumption that none of these 
groups overlap, we get 105 plus 124 plus 223, or 452 Jewish households not 
on the JFGNO list at the time we finished interviewing. 



Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 27 
 

 These 452 possibly Jewish households would be a 14.5% increase over the 
3,112 households already on the JFGNO list, for a total of 3,564 possible households.  
If we calculate, as before, that household size averages 2.48 people, and that 87% of 
people in the households are Jewish, we get an estimate of 7,677 Jews in Greater New 
Orleans, as shown in the following table. 

Estimates of Greater New Orleans Jewish Population 
From JFGNO List plus Estimated Jews not on JFGNO List (from Sampling) 

Number of 
Households on 
the JFGNO List 

in June 2007 

Estimated Percent Jews not 
on June 2007 JFGNO List 
from DJN and Snowball 

Sampling - plus new 
additions to JFGNO list, by 

April 2008 

Average 
Household 
Size (from 

2007 JFGNO 
Survey) 

Percent 
Jewish per 
Household 

Estimated 
Population 

Size 

3,112 14.5% 2.48 87% 7,677 
 

Updated JFGNO Counts, based on Prior Estimates, plus in/out-migration.  A final 
estimate is possible, made by direct counts.  In a news release and later email circular 
of January-March, 2008, the JFGNO estimated that, of the 9,500 Jewish community 
members who lived in Greater New Orleans before Hurricane Katrina, 2,882 (30%) had 
left and did not plan to return; 6,618 people had returned; and 533 newcomers had 
arrived since the storm.  This gives an estimated population size of 7,151, as shown in 
the following table. 

Estimates of Greater New Orleans Jewish Population 
Direct Counts by JFGNO 

Remained in 
GNO after Storm 

Newcomers since 
the Storm 

Estimated 
Population Size 

6,618 533 7,151 
 

Reconciling the Estimates 

 These various methodologies do not produce identical estimates of the Greater 
New Orleans Jewish population.  Yet the estimates are within roughly the same order of 
magnitude, and thus point to somewhat similar conclusions. 



Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 28 
 

 We can compare the various estimates in the following table. 

Estimates of Greater New Orleans Jewish Population 
By Different Methods 

Method Estimated 
Population Size 

Synagogue Membership, from their Rolls 6,341 

JCC Membership, from their Rolls   10,714 

Sheskin's Distinctive Jewish Names 
Method (with range of Multiplier 
Factors) 

8 8,313 
10 10,391 
12 12,470 

JFGNO List plus estimates from Sampling 7,677 

Direct Counts by JFGNO   7,151 

 

 Thus, estimates of the Jewish population of Greater New Orleans range from 
6,341 to 12,470, according to different methods of estimation.  The highest estimate is 
double the lowest.  However, the highest estimate, from Sheskin’s DJN method with his 
highest multiplier factor, is based simply on extrapolations from other communities.  We 
could just as well take the low estimate in his range, 8,313.  This would now leave the 
estimate based on the JCC membership rolls as the possible outlier.  As noted earlier, 
however, individuals are sometimes counted by the JCC rather than families, while 
survey respondents presumably often stated only their family membership.  Thus, this 
estimate should perhaps be somewhat lower. 

 With these provisos, the estimated Jewish population is perhaps in the 7,000-
8,000 person range.  Thus, the estimates based on direct counts by the JFGNO (7,151) 
and the JFGNO list plus sampling experience (7,677) are in the middle of the range and 
may be preferred. 

 If we accept this conclusion, we are perhaps brought back to one of our first 
observations in the discussion of sampling.  After Hurricane Katrina, the Jewish 
Federation of Greater New Orleans offered every adult Jew in their region $700, simply 
for coming forward to claim it.  No respondent “incentive” of which I am aware comes 
close to this fee for, in effect, putting yourself on a population list.  The only comparable 
experiences are those where the lists are composed of people receiving benefits that 
they very much want or need.  Thus, paradoxically, a disaster may have produced an 
environment in which it was possible to make more – not less – accurate estimates of 
population size and sampling frame.  Of course, this possibility is subject to empirical 
verification. 
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Chapter 3.  Length of Residence in New Orleans 

 Length of residence is an important indicator of community attachment, and New 
Orleans Jewish residents are highly attached to their community.  A large majority has 
lived in Greater New Orleans for more than twenty years (71%), and only a small 
portion (12%) has lived in the area for less than five years (see Tables 1a-b). 

 We can see differences in centrality or integration in the community by the 
differences among community members in length of residence.  Thus, older and more 
affluent community members have lived longer in New Orleans than younger and lower 
income respondents.  (However, age differences are partly due to the simple fact that 
many younger individuals are not old enough to have lived in New Orleans as long.)   

Likewise, synagogue members have lived in New Orleans longer than non-
synagogue members; and people who plan to stay in New Orleans have lived there 
longer than those likely to move away.  Members of Chabad and the Northshore Jewish 
Congregation have lived in Greater New Orleans shorter than members of other 
synagogues – but they are also younger, on average (see Appendix D for the 
demographic characteristics of synagogue members and other basic groups). 

We can also examine differences in length of residency among various types of 
community members (Appendix C describes how the types are defined).  By definition, 
Newcomers have not lived in Greater New Orleans for a long time; and Singles have 
lived here shorter than average.  Less obviously, Insiders and Unaffiliated community 
members have lived in New Orleans about an average length of time.  More 
surprisingly, Interfaith and “Just Jewish” community members have lived longest in New 
Orleans.  Evidently, while the latter community types are less integrated in the Jewish 
community, they are highly assimilated in the general community. 

Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  New Orleans Jews have, on 
average, lived in their community longer than either the Southern or the non-Southern 
Jewish communities (see Table 2).  The only community that has a longer average 
residency is Detroit. 
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Chapter 4.  Home Ownership 

The overwhelming majority of Jewish community members in New Orleans 
(84%) own their homes (See Tables 3a-b).   

There is little demographic variation in home ownership, with certain expected 
exceptions.  The youngest and least affluent community members are least likely to own 
their homes, as are non-elderly Singles.  Newcomers are much less likely (33%) to own 
their own homes.  Other differences are only modest, for instance, that men are 8 
percentage points more likely to own than women.  

There are few major differences in home ownership among the different 
denominations or members of different congregations, except that members of the 
suburban Reform congregations (Northshore, 100%; Gates of Prayer, 94%) are more 
likely to own.  Non-synagogue members are also less likely to own their homes (73%), 
but people in interfaith households are more likely to own.  Again, this may reflect 
Interfaith families’ high degree of assimilation in the general community.  However, 
home ownership is hardly related at all to respondents’ intention to move away from 
New Orleans.  

Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  Over the last 23 years, home 
ownership among the New Orleans Jewish community has remained steady at 84 
percent (See Table 4).  This percentage is slightly higher than either the Southern 
(79%) or Non-Southern averages (76%); but all are higher than the 2000 NJPS 
average, which presumably includes more residents of dense urban areas.  Also, with 
the exceptions of the Broward and Bergen communities, New Orleans has a higher 
percentage of homeownership than many other comparable Jewish communities 
throughout the United States. 
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Chapter 5.  Hurricane Damage and Recovery 

 It is impossible to understand the Greater New Orleans Jewish community in 
2007 without taking into account the impact of Hurricane Katrina (2005).  Two thirds of 
New Orleans Jewish community members sustained storm damage to their residence: 

38% some damage, 25% major 
damage, and 6% complete 
destruction.  Only a third (31%) 
had no damage or almost none 
(see Table 5).   

 Almost all variation in 
damage is traceable to 
location, especially exposure to 
floodwaters (see Map 1).  
Thus, there are virtually no 
differences by age, gender, 
income, or other demographic 
characteristics.  And the higher 
levels of damage sustained by 
members of Orthodox or 
Conservative congregations is 
due to the fact that so many of 
them lived in parts of the city 
that suffered damage, 
especially Lakeview.  

 Regardless of the 
amount of damage 
sustained, 88 percent of 
community members 
feel that their own 
household has 
recovered fully or 
mostly, and another 
eighty percent feel that 
their neighborhood has 
recovered to the same 
extent.  The same 
cannot be said for 
respondents’ impression 
of the Jewish community 
or Greater New Orleans 
as a whole.  Only a third 
feels that the Jewish community has recovered fully or mostly from Katrina, and almost 
no one feels that way about Greater New Orleans (see Tables 6-9).  Again, there are 
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few consistent differences among demographic or religious groups.  Somewhat more 
synagogue members believe they have recovered than non-members.  And Newcomers 
(whose report of complete recovery makes sense because they arrived after the storm!) 
are more likely than others to believe that both the Jewish and general communities 
have recovered . 

 

Map 1. Households in the JFGNO 2007 Community Survey: 
Damage to Residence, with Flood Background 
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Chapter 6.  Migration within and Outside Greater New Orleans 

 Migration is important for every Jewish community, but it has special significance 
in Greater New Orleans after Hurricane Katrina.  Virtually all members of the Greater 
New Orleans Jewish community evacuated because of the storm,12 and up to a third 
moved away in the aftermath.  In addition, a substantial number of people moved within 
Greater New Orleans or to nearby cities.  It is worth examining in some detail where 
community members moved, if they did so. 

 
 

Map 2. Households on the Jewish Federation's Mailing List: 
Moves Nationally 

 
 The Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans maintains lists of community 
members, with addresses, and they have assembled information about where people 
relocated.  Most local Jewish Federations in America have only incomplete lists of 
community members, and the JFGNO is no exception.  However, both the JFGNO and 
community members made special efforts to keep the list updated in the aftermath of 
                                            
12 The evacuation was mandatory, and most community members complied.  The relatively small number of 
community members who elected to stay, despite the order, had to be rescued.  The Jewish Federation of Greater 
Baton Rouge (JFGBR), seventy miles away, organized a rescue operation.  Information was collected about 
community members who had not been accounted safe, and boats with GPS units were sent in – at first by the 
JFGBR alone, and eventually with the assistance of the East Baton Rouge Sheriff’s Department – and every 
community member who had been identified as missing was rescued. 
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the storm, so that people could find each other and the Federation could help those who 
needed it.  Indeed, the Federation offered $700 to every adult community member, both 
as recovery assistance and as an expression of concern.  Many people who had not 
been on the Federation’s list came forward and – importantly for present purposes – 
gave contact and location information. 

 Some community members moved out of the region entirely, to locations around 
the U.S. (see Map 2).  A 2006 JFGNO survey,13 which included people who had not yet 
returned, indicated that many of these people are retired and moved to live near their 
grown children.  In any event, most people who moved out of the region moved to areas 
with Jewish populations: the East and West Coasts, Florida, Texas, Atlanta, the 
Mountain West, as well as to other parts of Louisiana. 

 
 

Map 3. Households on the Jewish Federation's Mailing List: 
Moves within southeast Louisiana 

 
 A number of others moved within southeast Louisiana (see Maps 3 and 4).  
Again, the 2006 survey indicated that some people moved to be near their grown 
children.  The Greater Baton Rouge Jewish community gained a number of members in 
this fashion.  St. Tammany Parish, the “Northshore” of Lake Pontchartrain grew in 
population as many members of the general community relocated to this area, which 
                                            
13 Conducted in the second half of 2006 by Frederick Weil of LSU. 
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was less damaged and was deemed somewhat safer from storm threats.  This has 
accelerated a general trend of suburbanization in Greater New Orleans.  It has also 
been of special interest to the Greater New Orleans Jewish community to know how 
many people relocated across the lake to the rather small Northshore Jewish 
communities of Mandeville/Covington and Slidell.  The evidence from the JFGNO’s 
membership list and from the 2007 Community Survey is that these numbers are small.  
Not many Jewish community members moved to the Northshore. 
 

 
 

Map 4. Households in the JFGNO 2007 Community Survey: 
Moves within the Greater New Orleans Region 

 
 Of equal or greater interest is the number and proportion of Jewish community 
members who relocated within metropolitan New Orleans, that is, within Orleans and 
Jefferson Parishes.  The most pressing questions are, 

• Has the balance between the older Uptown and newer Metairie Jewish 
communities shifted, accelerating another element of suburbanization? 

• Where did people from the heavily flooded areas of Lakeview (and Gentilly), 
Broadmoor, and elsewhere go?  Did they return or not? 
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• Where will Orthodox Beth Israel congregation members of Lakeview go, 
especially because Orthodox Jews need to be able to walk to Shabbat 
services, and Beth Israel’s building was destroyed by floodwaters. 

 

 
 

Map 5. Households on the Jewish Federation's Mailing List: 
Moves within Orleans and Jefferson Parishes 

 
 Mapped data from the JFGNO membership list and the 2007 Community Survey 
help us answer these questions (see Maps 5 and 6).  Examination of the data reveals 
two main types of migration: 

1. Residents of the most heavily flooded areas did indeed move away and have 
not been replaced by Jewish community members moving in.  The most 
heavily impacted areas are: 

o Lakeview, Lakewood, and Gentilly 
o Broadmoor and Fontainebleau 
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o Parts of Mid City and Bayou St. John 

 
 

Map 6. Households in the JFGNO 2007 Community Survey: 
Moves within Orleans and Jefferson Parishes 

 
2. Substantial numbers of community members moved away from other central 

areas of the Jewish community, but other community members also moved 
into these areas.  Many other community members remained in these areas, 
in the same residence as before the storm.  There may be more net out-
migration, but it is not as complete as the first group.  These areas include: 

o Along the River Crescent, from Uptown between St. Charles and 
Tchoupitoulas Avenues, through the Garden District, the Warehouse 
and Central Business Districts, to Downtown in the French Quarter, 
and beyond into the Marigny and Bywater. 

o Parts of Jefferson Parish, especially along West Esplanade Avenue, 
but in many other parts, as well. 
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Where did the people who moved go?  The maps we just examined showed only 
which areas were vacated and which remained populated, but who went where?  We 
answer this question for several groups: (a) people who left Lakeview, Lakewood, and 
Gentilly; (b) people who left the Broadmoor area; (c) people who left Jefferson Parish, 
near the lake; and (d) Orthodox and Conservative community members (see Maps 7-9, 
Table 10, and the Chart above).  

1. Lakeview, Lakewood, and Gentilly.  The map and data clearly show that 
not all Lakeview residents relocated to Metairie.  Indeed, many of them 
moved Uptown or to the Garden District, and many more left Greater New 
Orleans, Louisiana, and the South.  A few of them even remained in the 
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70124 zip code, but in those cases, they moved closer to the lake, where it is 
less likely to flood. 

 
 

Map 7. Households on the Jewish Federation's Mailing List: 
Staying and Moving 

 

2. Broadmoor.  A plurality of former Broadmoor residents remained in Orleans 
Parish, mostly Uptown and in the Garden District.  Of the three groups, only 
those who left Broadmoor moved to Downtown areas (the French Quarter, 
Marigny, Bywater) in any significant numbers. 

3. Jefferson Parish, near the lake.  A plurality of people who left their pre-
Katrina homes in Jefferson Parish remained in Jefferson.  Very few of them 
moved to Orleans Parish; but more of them moved to the Northshore than the 
other two groups. 
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4. Other moves.  If we compare where these three neighborhood groups 
moved, we see that their moves have somewhat different characteristics.  
People from Broadmoor were most likely to move to other urban or perhaps 
cosmopolitan areas: other parts of Orleans Parish and the Non-South.  
People from Jefferson were more likely to remain in suburban settings: mainly 
in Jefferson, but also the Northshore, Baton Rouge, and other places mostly 
in the South.  Lakeview residents were somewhat between these patterns. 

 
 

Map 8. Households on the Jewish Federation's Mailing List: 
Where did People from Flooded Areas Move? 

 
 

5. Orthodox and Conservatives.  If we map where only the Orthodox and 
Conservative survey respondents lived before and after the storm (see Map 
9), we can see that: 

a. Most Orthodox and Conservative community members moved out of 
the flooded areas, just as most other New Orleans Jews did. 
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b. Perhaps half the Conservatives who moved, relocated in Metairie, and 
another half Uptown. 

c. Most of the Orthodox relocated in Uptown, including the Carrollton/ 
Fontainebleau area.  Fewer relocated in Metairie. 

The sample size is not large enough for us to be fully confident that these 
patterns are reliable.  One feature, in particular, may reduce our confidence: the fact 
that so few Orthodox people in the sample said they lived in Lakeview before the storm.  
Still, the results do not support the idea that many Orthodox community members left 
Lakeview and are building a new community near the other Metairie Jewish institutions. 
 

 
 

Map 9. Households in the JFGNO 2007 Community Survey: 
Where did Orthodox and Conservative community members Move? 

 
  



Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 43 
 

Chapter 7.  Moving Plans 

Plans to Move out of the Region 

 Besides the moves that people have already made, the 2007 JFGNO survey also 
asked community members about moves they are contemplating, or might contemplate.  
A JFGNO survey in 2006 (described above) also sampled people who had not yet 
returned, and asked them about their intentions to move back.  Respondents in 2006 
indicated that most people who had returned intended to stay, and most who had left 
did not intend to return.  Thus, by 2006, a year after the storm, most people were 
already fairly firm in their decision to stay or leave. 

 

 The picture is similar in the 2007 survey.  (However, evacuees were no longer 
sampled, so we cannot see if their intentions had changed.)  Most Jewish community 
members who have remained in Greater New Orleans still intend to stay (see Tables 
11a-b): 62% are very unlikely to leave and an additional 15% are somewhat unlikely to 
leave.  Again, these answers must be understood in the context of Hurricane Katrina.  
By the time of the 2007 survey, two years after the storm, Jewish community members 
who had returned were likely to be committed to staying. 
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Once again we 
see that attachment to 
the community 
increases with age, 
income, and centrality 
to or integration in the 
community.   The 
oldest respondents, 
those over the age of 
sixty, were most 
certain that they would 
remain in New Orleans 
(73%), and the 
percentage declines 
with younger groups.  
Similarly, the certainty 
of staying in New Orleans increases with income level.  Notably, however, the prospect 
of moving increases with education levels.  Very likely, this reflects the still uncertain 
prospects for university faculty.  By contrast, those with a stake in the New Orleans 
business community are more likely to stay. 

The 
likelihood of 
Jewish residents 
moving away from 
New Orleans is 
also affected by 
centrality in the 
community.  Thus, 
synagogue 
members are 
much more likely 
to remain than 
non-members; 
and Insiders are 
more likely to stay 
than Interfaith 
households, “Just 
Jewish” people, 
the Unaffiliated, 
and Newcomers, 
in roughly that 
order.  This 
probably again 
reflects the 
degree of 
embeddedness  in 
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the Jewish community.  Interestingly, there are also small differences among the 
denominations.  Reform Jews are more likely to stay than are Orthodox or 
Conservatives.  This difference is probably due to the fact that 79% of Sinai members 
intend to stay, the largest deviation from average among the synagogues.  

Most of the relatively few people who say they might move out of New Orleans 
would also move out of the state (see Table 12). 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  Jewish New Orleanians are 
more likely to remain in the metropolitan area than residents in other cities (See Tables 
13-14).  Again, this may be partly due to the effects of Hurricane Katrina.  Those who 
have not already left are more likely to have made up their minds and are committed to 
staying.  Yet the proportions who plan to stay in New Orleans has not changed 
dramatically since 1985: the Greater New Orleans Jewish community has been and 
remains one of the most solidly anchored in America. 

Plans to Move within Greater New Orleans 

The overwhelming majority of respondents also say they are very unlikely to 
move to a different neighborhood within Greater New Orleans in the next two years (see 
Table 15).  And similar patterns within the community also emerge.  Older and higher 

income people are less 
likely to move to 
another neighborhood; 
and people with 
children are more 
stable than Singles.  
And more central 
community members 
are again more likely to 
stay where they are 
than people who are 
more marginal to the 
community.  Reform 
Jews are also more 
likely to remain in their 
neighborhood.   

Even though so 
few community 
members would 
consider moving to 
another neighborhood, 
it is still important to 

see where potential moves might take people.  As we have seen, people who needed to 
leave flooded neighborhoods have probably already done so.  But other questions 
remain open – for instance, whether a new Orthodox community might emerge in 
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Metairie, what the potential balance is between Uptown and Metairie, whether further 
suburbanization north of the Lake is likely, and other questions. 

 

 

 The most popular destinations remain, as before, Uptown (23%) and Jefferson 
Parish (17%), distantly followed by Lakeview (4%) and the Northshore (3%).  Six 
percent named other locations in Orleans Parish; four percent other places in the 
region; and the rest did not name a place or would not move.  Thus, there is little 
indication that the balance among the neighborhoods is likely to change due to 
movement among them.  If we break down potential moves by denomination, we find 
that Reform Jews are more likely to move Uptown than to Jefferson, while 
Conservatives and the Orthodox are more likely to move to Jefferson Parish than 
Uptown.  Conservatives and Orthodox are also more likely to move to Lakeview (though 
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still not many, and presumably to the non-flooded areas) than are Reform community 
members.14 

 

 

  

                                            
14 The conclusions in this paragraph are also supported by statistical analysis (multiple regression models); not 
shown. 
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Chapter 8.  Household Size and Structure 

 A plurality of people (40%) in the Greater New 
Orleans Jewish community live in households of three or 
more people (see Tables 16a-c).  Most of these 
households are composed of married couples with 
minor children (under 18) living at home, but a 
substantial number are also households with three or 
more related adults – mostly married couples either with 
grown children (age 18 and older) or with older parents 
or other relatives in the household.  Almost as many 
households (37%) – and the largest single category – 
are composed of two people; and of those, the most 
common type are married couples with no children at 
home.  An additional 22 percent of households are 
composed of single adults.15  Very few respondents 
(5%) are single parents with minor children.  Fewer still 

(4%) live with roommates to whom they are not related; and an additional 2 percent live 
in relationships with partners to whom they are not married (some of them are fiancés).   
(See Table 16b for additional categories of Household Structure.) 

 

                                            
15 Some respondents gave incomplete or contradictory information about household composition, and this has 
resulted in a small number of ambiguous classifications.  Thus, for example, a few respondents in the first column 
of Table 10a, one-person households, state that they are married and/or have children at home, and/or have 
multiple unrelated adults living in the household.  There are not many ambiguous classifications – most could 
perhaps be resolved by re-interviewing respondents – and they should not distract from the dominant patterns in 
Table 10a. 
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Household size varies along different groups, as shown in the chart below.  For 
instance, women are more likely to live alone than men – probably because they live 
longer and are more likely to be widowed.  The most distinctive age group are young 
middle aged people, who are most likely to live in families with three or more people, 
most of them with minor children at home.  The youngest and oldest are most likely to 
live alone, but the differences are not large. 

Households with children are, understandably, much more likely have three or 
more people; while households with only adult children at home are most likely to be 
two-person households – probably a single parent and a single adult child.  Lower-
income people are most likely to live alone, perhaps because they are young and not 
yet in a relationship. 

The synagogue groups most likely to have households with three or more people 
are Chabad, probably because they stress traditional families with lots of children – and 
Northshore Jewish Congregation, probably because of its suburban character.  Notably, 
it is not the Chabads’ orthodoxy that has this influence.  Other Orthodox, who are more 
elderly (see Appendix D), are least likely to have households with three or more people. 

Finally, people who are least integrated in the Jewish community – Newcomers, 
the Unaffiliated, non-synagogue members, and those who are “Just Jewish” – are most 
likely to live alone, probably because they are more socially isolated generally, except 
the Newcomers, who are younger and have not yet established families. 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  Since 1984, the average 
household size for Jewish residents in New Orleans has decreased, from 3.29 in 1984 
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to 2.53 in 2007.  However, the smaller household size is consistent with other Jewish 
communities in the United States (See Tables 17-18). 
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Chapter 9.  Marital Status 

 A substantial majority (62%) of New Orleans Jews are married, and another 2 
percent are living with a partner.  Seven percent are divorced; 8 percent widowed; 1 
percent separated; and 20 percent have never been married (see Tables 19a-b). 

Demographic differences are fairly 
straightforward.  More men than women are 
currently married, while women are more likely to 
be widowed or divorced.  More men than women 
have never been married.  Most of these 
differences are probably due to women’s greater 
longevity: widowhood increases sharply among 
those over 60.  By the same token, majorities of 
young people (72%) and low earners (60%) – 
who are often young – are single and not yet 
married.  Low income also reflects lower status, 
as does low educational attainment, and lower 
status people are also less likely to be married. 

 There are no large differences among Jewish denominations or among members 
of the different synagogues, except that Orthodox, who tend to be older, are more often 
widowed, and Chabad members are most likely (81%) to be married.  However, many 
of the same patterns of social isolation and integration emerge as before: Newcomers, 
the Unaffiliated, and non-synagogue members are all less likely to be married; while 
synagogue members, Insiders, and (almost by definition) Interfaith respondents are 
more likely to be married.   

  Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  Table 20 shows that New 
Orleans Jewish marriage rates are similar to the Southern and non-Southern averages, 
but somewhat higher than the 2000 NJPS or 2008 Pew national Jewish averages.  
Additionally, the percent of respondents who had 
never been married decreased by 13 percentage 
points from 1984 to 2007. 

 A note on Interfaith Families.  Twenty 
percent of households in the sample are Interfaith 
(see Table 21).  A profile of the Interfaith indicates 
that more men are in interfaith households than 
women; and as most of the literature indicates, 
younger married people are more often interfaith 
(72% among the youngest group).  Likewise, 
people with advanced degrees and those who are 
less central to the Jewish community 
(Newcomers, the Unaffiliated, Non-Synagogue 
Member, and “Just Jewish”) are more often 
Interfaith.  The more orthodox are less likely to be in interfaith families; and almost by 
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definition, respondents and second adults in the household (often the respondent’s 
partner), who were not born Jewish or are not now Jewish, are most likely to be 
Interfaith. 
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Chapter 10.  Level of Secular Education 

  Levels of secular education among New Orleans Jews are strikingly high (see 
Tables 22a-b).  A plurality (45%) of respondents have earned an advanced degree, and 
another 39 percent have a college degree.  Thus, a remarkable 84 percent of New 
Orleans Jews have a college education or higher. 

 More men (57%) than 
women (35%) have post-graduate 
degrees, but men and women are 
almost equally likely to be at least 
college graduates.  This difference 
is certainly due to the educational 
requirements of men’s 
occupations, and more men are 
employed than women (see next 
section).  Otherwise, there would 
probably be few gender 
differences in education.  Indeed, 
among young respondents, aged 
18 to 30, more women have 
advanced degrees than men.  
Likewise, education levels rise 
among younger generations, 
except for the youngest (18-30) 
because many of them are still in 
school earning higher degrees.  Single respondents and those earning under $50,000 
also have fewer advanced degrees, for the same reason: they tend to be young.  
Otherwise, educational attainment rises with higher income. 

 With a few exceptions, educational differences among the different 
denominations and synagogues are modest.  Orthodox (but not Chabad) community 
members have fewer advanced degrees, and more of them have not graduated college, 
probably in part because they tend to be older, but perhaps also because they may not 
have entered the American mainstream economy as much as more assimilated Jews.  
A similar, but weaker, pattern is visible among Conservatives, perhaps for similar 
reasons.  The exception of the Chabad, who have very high educational attainment, 
perhaps proves the rule: the Chabad tend to be younger and do not shrink from the 
mainstream economy or participation in American life, despite their orthodoxy.  A similar 
pattern among Northshore Congregation members and Newcomers is probably also 
due to their very young age profile in the sample.  One striking finding in Table 15b is 
the very high educational attainment of Interfaith community members.  As before, this 
is probably due to their high level of integration in the general community and their 
longevity in Greater New Orleans. 
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Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  New Orleans Jewish 
respondents are at the high end of educational attainment compared to other Jewish 
communities nationally (see Table 23).  82 percent have received a post-secondary 
education, compared to averages of 56% in the South, 66% in the non-South, and 
59/60% in the 2000 NJPS and 2008 Pew national samples.  New Orleans also has a 
higher than average percentage of respondents with a graduate degree.  Only a few of 
the individual communities have higher educational levels.  Washington and Westport 
have higher college-plus levels, and Washington has more members with graduate 
degrees.  Additionally, education among the New Orleans Jewish community has risen 
over the last 23 years.  The percentage of respondents with at least a 4-year college 
degree has risen from 61% to 82%, and the percent with a high school diploma or less 
has dropped from 15% to 6%. 
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Chapter 11.  Employment Status 

 Most members (64%) of the Greater New Orleans Jewish adults are employed 
full time or part time, and only 3 percent are unemployed (see Tables 24a-b).  An 
additional quarter (26%) are retired; 6 percent are homemakers, and one percent of 
respondents are students. 

 Of course, employment status varies strongly across demographic groups.  Thus, 
more men are employed, than women (81% to 57%); while more women are 
homemakers than men.  Many more young people, aged 18 to 30 are students than 

older community members; and 
58% of people over age 60 are 
retired, compared to a percent or 
two under 60.  Aside from gender 
and age, demographic differences 
are modest.   

 Religious breakdowns of 
employment status also mainly 
reflect age and gender 
differences.  Thus, 28 percent of 
the Northshore congregants are 
students, as are 13 percent of 
Newcomers.  35 percent of 
Orthodox congregants are retired.  
And notably, Insiders are twice as 
likely, or more, to be homemakers 
or unemployed.  They clearly have 
more time to participate in 
community activities than do 

employed people.  Still, this only accounts for 20 percent of Insiders: the days of 
volunteers not in the labor force, who once led and drove many community activities, 
are mostly a thing of the past. 

Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  New Orleans Jewish 
respondents have slightly higher employment rates than the Southern, non-Southern, 
and national community averages (see Table 25).  They are within a few points of 
averages on the other categories, though somewhat lower percentage of students.  This 
is probably due to the loss of many out-of-state students following Hurricane Katrina.  
Additionally, the comparison between New Orleans in 1984 and 2007 reveals an 
important change – the percent of respondents who were students dropped from 20% to 
just 1%, while the percent of respondents who were retired rose from 6% to 26%.  This 
dramatic shift no doubt reflects changes in the New Orleans Jewish community since 
Hurricane Katrina.  
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Chapter 12.  Household Income 

 According to the survey, the mean household income of the Greater New 
Orleans Jewish community is $160,000 (see Table 28), but this figure must be qualified 
in several ways.  First, fully 39 percent of respondents declined to reveal their income 
(see Tables 26a-b).  This reticence is high: just 22 percent of general-population 
respondents in recent New Orleans surveys declined to give their income.  Second, the 
survey does not ask respondents for actual income levels, but rather, asks them to 
choose an income category.  The mean figure is calculated from the mid-points of these 
categories: a less-than exact method, but the best possible under the circumstances.16 

      

 Of those who state their income, demographic patterns are fairly straightforward.  
Men are somewhat higher than women (but since we ask household income, this 
difference probably reflects gender differences among singles rather than couples); 
income increases with age until retirement, when it falls somewhat; and better-educated 
respondents have higher incomes.  Notably, however, the oldest respondents and the 
least-educated declined to state their incomes most frequently. 

 The denominations and synagogue members differ fairly substantially by income.  
Reform Jews, especially Sinai and Touro members, have notably higher incomes than 
other community members.  Orthodox Jews have lower incomes, and Conservatives 
are in the middle.  The low incomes of Newcomers is probably due to their youth.  
Insiders have the highest incomes in Table 26: richer community members often 

                                            
16 Because of the known reluctance of Jewish community members to state their income, we did not ask for 
precise income levels, reasoning that this would increase the refusal rate. 
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assume leadership roles, and as we have seen, non-working members of well-to-do 
families have extra time for participation and leadership. 

  Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  Despite the numbers shown 
in Tables 27-28, members of the New Orleans Jewish community probably have 
comparable household incomes with other American Jewish communities.  Nominal 
incomes have risen rapidly in recent years, so while the 2007 New Orleans incomes 
appear to be higher than in many other communities, most of the data in the tables 
come from earlier years.  Indeed, data for the most comparable date, the 2008 national 
Pew study (N=520 Jews in this table), shows an almost identical income distribution 
with Greater New Orleans.  Yet, even if this comparison is accurate, it still represents an 
impressive feat for residents of an otherwise poor southern city: many New Orleans 
Jews have historically been part of the successful merchant and trading groups in this 
old port city. 
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Chapter 13.  Jewish Identification (Denomination) 

 In New Orleans, the vast majority of Jewish community members identify 
themselves as Reform (66%), as opposed to Conservatives (16%), “Just Jewish” (10%), 
or Orthodox (5%; see Tables 29a-b).   

Jewish denomination 
varies somewhat according 
to age, income and, of 
course, synagogue 
membership.  While the 
majority of all age groups 
identified themselves as 
Reform Jews, young 
respondents between the 
ages of 18-30 were the most 
likely to identify themselves 
as Conservative (23%) or 
Reform (71%), and the least 
likely to identify themselves 
as Orthodox (0%).  
Respondents with a 
household income of under 
$50,000 were the most likely 
to answer Orthodox, 
Conservative, or “Just Jewish”.  Reform identification rises among higher income 
groups.  Understandably, non-synagogue members identify themselves more often as 
“Just Jewish,” but the selected types of community members do not differ much by 
denomination, except that Insiders are more strongly Reform than are the others.  

 We see similar patterns in the demographic and social composition of the 
denominations (See Appendix D, Table 2a).17  Orthodox Jews in Greater New Orleans 
are older, while Conservative Jews are younger than other denominations.  Reform 
Jews are richer, and the Orthodox are poorer; Orthodox and Conservatives are less well 
educated.  “Just Jewish” community members (and to a lesser extent, those who give 
their denomination as “Other”) are more often in interfaith relationships and unaffiliated 
with a synagogue. 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  The Greater New Orleans 
Jewish community is strikingly Reform by comparative standards (See Table 30).  New 
Orleans’ 65 percent Reform is almost twice as high as the Southern (34%), non-
Southern (37%), and national (35% or 41%) Jewish community averages.  New Orleans 
Jewish residents are correspondingly less likely to identify themselves as “Just Jewish” 

                                            
17 The composition of denominations in the Appendix B tables shows their makeup – the table percentages are 
summed vertically by column.  By contrast, Tables 22a and 22b show what percentage of each group adheres to 
each denomination – the table percentages are summed horizontally by row.   
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or Conservative.  In addition, Orthodox and Conservative self-identification have 
decreased from 1984 to 2007 (12% to 5% and 19% to 16%, respectively). 
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Chapter 14.  Religious Practices 

 Respondents were asked 
whether or not they participate in a 
variety of religious practices (see 
Table 31).  These include 
participating in Passover Seders, 
lighting Chanukah candles, lighting 
Sabbath candles, fasting on Yom 
Kippur, having a Christmas tree in 
the home, and keeping a kosher 
home.   The most popular practices 
are participating in Passover Seders, 
lighting Chanukah candles, and 
fasting on Yom Kippur.  Smaller 
numbers say they light Sabbath 
candles, have a Christmas tree, and 
keep a kosher home.   

Participation tends to follow 
common lines for most religious 
practices (see Tables 32-33).  All 
practices are more popular among 
families with children under 18 at 
home than among families with adult children or singles.  This is especially true for the 
three most popular activities – Participating in a Passover Seder, Lighting Chanukah 
candles, and Fasting for Yom Kippur – but it also holds true for Lighting Shabbat 
candles, Keeping kosher at home, and even Having a Christmas tree at home.  
Religious practices are also stronger among younger community members, though in 

some cases, the 
youngest 
members engage 
less than the 
second youngest 
group (31-45), the 
age most likely to 
have minor 
children at home.  
Again, this pattern 
holds for all 
practices, 
including having a 
Christmas tree.  
Notably, those 
with higher income 
or education are 
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also more likely to have a Christmas tree.  Possibly, these reflects assimilationist 
practices, but this is somewhat conjectural. 

 

 Engaging in Jewish practices is also affected by religious factors and community 
centrality.  In general, the more orthodox the practice – especially Lighting Shabbat 
candles, Keeping Kosher at home – the more it increases with Orthodox affiliation.  But 
there are few differences among Jewish denominations for the more popular practices, 
especially Participating in a Passover Seder and Lighting Chanukah candles.  These 
popular practices seem to have become almost universal among all Jewish 
denominations in Greater New Orleans.  Centrality to, or integration in, the Jewish 
community is strongly related to religious practices.  Insiders – but also Newcomers, 
who are often quite observant – engage more often in Jewish practices than do 
Interfaith, “Just Jewish,” or Unaffiliated community members; and the opposite pattern 
holds true for the non-Jewish practice of having a Christmas tree. 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  New Orleans Jews do not 
differ greatly from other communities around the country in Jewish practices (see 
Tables 34 through 38).  New Orleans Jewish community members are somewhat more 
likely to participate in a Passover Seder or to light Chanukah candles.  They are about 
average in lighting Sabbath candles or having a Christmas tree in their home.  But they 
are slightly less likely to keep a kosher home.   
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There have also been modest changes over time.  Compared to 1984, 
participation in the popular family practices grew (participating in a Passover Seder or 
lighting Chanukah candles), and the more orthodox practices declined (lighting Shabbat 
candles or keeping kosher at home).  There was little change in having a Christmas tree 
at home. 
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Chapter 15.  Synagogue Attendance and Membership 

Synagogue Attendance.  Typical of Jewish communities nationwide, New 
Orleans Jews do not attend synagogue often (see below) – especially compared to their 
non-Jewish neighbors – but few stay away entirely (see Tables 39a-b).  Only a minority 
– 38 percent – attend more than a few times a year (13% every week); another 38 
percent attend a few times a year; 18 percent only go to high holy days services; and 7 
percent completely abstain from synagogue attendance.   

Attendance varies only 
modestly along demographic 
lines, with a few exceptions.  
The youngest community 
members attend much less 
than others.  Other age 
groups do not differ much 
among themselves, except 
that elderly Singles attend 
least of all, and non-elderly 
Singles attend less than 
average.  These patterns 
probably reflect the fact that 
young people are often 
newcomers to the community 
and have not yet established 
families, while elderly Singles 
are more likely to be isolated 
and/or infirm.  There are 
small gender differences – men attend somewhat less frequently than women – and 
people with lower income and lower education attend somewhat less often.  (Yet people 
with higher income or education are not among the highest attenders; they simply 
attend moderately more often.)   

By contrast, attendance varies greatly along religious lines.  There is a large 
correlation between denominational orthodoxy and synagogue attendance.  Orthodox 
respondents attend synagogue most frequently, while Reform and “Just Jewish” 
respondents attend least often.  Synagogue membership shows the same pattern: 
members of the more Orthodox synagogues attend more often than the more Reform 
synagogues; and non-members attend least of all.  Community integration or centrality 
also shows familiar patterns.  Insiders attend most often, followed by Newcomers, 
Interfaith members, and the Unaffiliated. 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  The question about 
synagogue attendance on the Greater New Orleans community survey is not exactly the 
same as on many other community surveys, so the results are not precisely 
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comparable.18  Yet, taking issues of comparability into account, New Orleans Jewish 
respondents still evidently attend synagogue more often than members of other Jewish 
communities (see Table 40).  New Orleans self-reported average attendance is higher 
than the Southern, non-Southern, and the national Jewish averages, as well as all 
individual communities.  The percentage of New Orleans respondents who never attend 
synagogue or only on special occasions is lower than all individual comparable South 
and non-Southern cities.  

Synagogue Membership.  The 
large majority (75%) of New Orleans 
Jewish respondents are members of a 
local synagogue (see Tables 41a-b).   

Like synagogue attendance, 
membership varies to some extent on 
demographic lines, but more so on 
religious lines.  Thus, membership 
increases with age: older residents are 
more likely to be members of a 
synagogue – 81% of respondents 61 
and over are members, compared to 
56% of 18-30 year-olds.  Single 
respondents are less likely to be 
synagogue members, especially elderly 
Singles (40%).  Synagogue membership 
also increases with income; but 
interestingly, it does not vary by 
education level. 

Synagogue membership varies 
significantly by Jewish denomination, but 
not in a straight line, according to 

orthodoxy.  Thus, 97% of Orthodox respondents are members, while only 44% of “Just 
Jewish” are members.  However, more Reform Jews are members (81%) than are 
Conservatives (72%).  Synagogue membership also varies strongly by measures of 
community attachment and integration.  Respondents who plan to stay in New Orleans 
were much more likely to be synagogue members than those who are somewhat/very 
likely to leave (81% vs. 64%).  Likewise, while 95% of Insiders are members (it is part of 
the definition of “Insider”), only 32% of Newcomers and 57% of Interfaith families are 

                                            
18 We use a slight modification of the nationally most widely used question formulation, taken from the General 
Social Survey: “Not including weddings and funerals, how often do you attend religious services?  1. Every week (or 
more often); 2. Once or twice a month; 3. A few times per year; 4. Just High Holidays; 5. Never; 6. DK/NR.”  Many 
of the Jewish community surveys use this formulation: “How frequently do you attend synagogue or temple 
services?  1. Never; 2. Never, except weddings and Bar Mitzvahs; 3. Only high holidays and weddings/Bar Mitzvahs; 
4. A few times a year; 5. About once a month; 6. A few times a month; 7. Weekly, or; 8. Several times a week (or 
more); 9. DK/NR” (taken from the 2005 Detroit Jewish Community Study). 
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synagogue members (the 1% of Unaffiliated is strictly part of the definition of that 
group). 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  Table 42 shows that New 
Orleans Jewish respondents are much more likely than any other comparable Jewish 
community to be synagogue members (77%).  This rate has held fairly steady since 
1984, when 79% of respondents were synagogue members. 

 Membership in Jewish Organizations.  Community members belong to a 
range of Jewish Organizations (see Tables 43a-b).  Most popular are the Jewish 
Community Centers,19 Hadassah, and the National Council of Jewish Women, each at 
20-25 percent.  Following these, in declining order, are the Anti-Defamation League, the 
Jewish Children's Regional Service, Hillel, Israel Bonds, B'nai B'rith, and the American 
Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC), each with 6-12 percent membership. 

 

 Organizations have somewhat different social profiles, but in most organizations, 
members tend to be older and more affluent.  The few exceptions to this rule are 
organizations that cater to, or are attractive to, youth.  In particular, Hillel and the JCCs 
have younger memberships.   

                                            
19 The Uptown and Metairie JCCs have a combined membership of 27%, or 23% when overlapping memberships 
are single-counted. 
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Two of the organizations are primarily women’s organizations and thus have 
more female members: Hadassah and the National Council of Jewish Women.  

 

 Several organizations that make a general appeal to the Jewish community, 
nevertheless seem to draw certain Jewish denominations more strongly.  Thus, Reform 
Jews are more heavily represented in the JCCs, the National Council of Jewish Women, 
the Anti-Defamation League, and Hillel.  And Orthodox community members 
predominate in Hadassah, B'nai B'rith, the American Israel Public Affairs Committee 
(AIPAC), the Jewish Children's Regional Service, and Israel Bonds. 

 

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

18-30 31-45 46-60 61 +

Membership in Jewish 
Organizations by Age

AIPAC

ADL

B'nai B'rith

Israel Bonds

Hadassah

NCJW

JCRS

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

45%

Under 
$50K

$50K -
$100K

$100K 
-

$200K

Over 
$200K

Membership in Jewish 
Organizations by Income

AIPAC

ADL

B'nai B'rith

Israel Bonds

Hillel

JCC

Hadassah

NCJW

JCRS

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Hadassah NCJW

Membership in Jewish 
Organizations:
Women's Lead

Male Female



Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 67 
 

  

 

 Finally, some organizations have distinctive profiles by household composition.  
In general, since older people predominate in Jewish communal organizations, 
households with grown children are heavily represented.  This fits a classic profile of 
organizational volunteers as empty-nesters who are no longer in the work force.  Again, 
the JCCs have a different profile and appeal more strongly to families with minor 
children.   

Singles do not predominate in Jewish organizations, but neither are they social 
isolates in this respect.  They join Jewish organizations at average rates.  Rather, it is 
non-synagogue members, the “Just Jewish,” Interfaith, and (by definition) Unaffiliated 
community members who are less engaged in Jewish organizations.  Newcomers are 
members of Hillel and the JCCs, but of few other Jewish organizations.  And Insiders 
(again, by definition) are strong members of all organizations. 
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Chapter 16.  Travel Time to Synagogue and JCC 

 Many members of the New Orleans Jewish community live in close proximity to 
their synagogues and to the nearest Jewish Community Center (JCC).  Forty-five 
percent of respondents live less than 10 minutes away from their synagogue, and forty-
eight percent live the same distance from the nearest JCC (See Tables 44-45).   

While there are some 
minor differences in commuting 
time along demographic lines, 
there is a strong connection 
between travel time and 
religious factors.  It takes older 
community members somewhat 
longer to get to their synagogue 
or the nearest JCC, but the 
differences are not large.  
People with children under 18 
living at home also live closer 
than Singles.  However, 
surprisingly, Newcomers live 
closer still – perhaps because 
synagogues and JCCs are 
located in bustling, interesting 
locations that attract 
newcomers. 

Religious factors play a 
large role in proximity to 
synagogues and JCCs.  
Ordinarily, Orthodox Jews are 
required to walk to Shul on Shabbat; but the Orthodox synagogue, Beth Israel in 
Lakeview, was destroyed by flooding following Hurricane Katrina and has become 
unusable.  Large numbers of Orthodox Jews lived in Lakeview before the storm, but 
also moved because their houses were destroyed.  Thus, at the time of the survey, the 
usual residential connection between Orthodox Jews and their synagogue had not yet 
been re-established, and as a result, (non-Chabad) Orthodox community members live 
farther than average from their synagogue.  Presumably, this will change when Beth 
Israel definitely establishes its new location (likely in Metairie).  By contrast, most 
Reform Jews live an average distance from their synagogue, and closer than average to 
their nearest JCC (except for Northshore Jews, because there is no JCC on the 
Northshore).  Non-synagogue members live further from synagogues and the JCCs.  
On average, Conservative Jews live further from the only Conservative synagogue in 
town, Shir Chadash, because some of them live in Uptown, but they live an average 
difference from their nearest JCC.  The exception to this pattern that proves the rule are 
Chabad members, who live closest to both their synagogues, which were not destroyed 
by flooding, and to the nearest JCC. 
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Chapter 17.  Jewish Informal Education 

 Greater New Orleans Jewish community members participated in a range of 
Jewish activities growing up – broadly speaking, forms of informal Jewish education 
(See Tables 46a-b).  The vast majority attended Hebrew or Sunday School (80%); 
nearly half attended a Jewish youth group (48%); and somewhat smaller numbers 
attended an overnight camp (38%) or a college group (27%).  A small percentage 
attended a Jewish day school (12%).  And only ten percent did not participate in any of 
these activities. 

 

Age is an important factor in whether a respondent participated in any of the five 
educational activities.  In general, younger people participated more than older 
community members.  While it is possible this reflects fading memory, it is more 
probably it reflects the growth of Jewish programming for young people in more recent 
decades.  Earlier, when assimilation was more goal than reality, there may have been 
less need for these structured activities, because informal activities within the Jewish 
community sufficed.  Ironically, as Jews became more assimilated in American society, 
including New Orleans, families began to take more formal steps to assure the 
continuity of Jewish identity for their children.  The Jewish Day School follows the same 
pattern, but also for the simple reason that there was no Jewish day school in New 
Orleans, until recently, for older respondents to have attended. 

Higher income respondents generally participated less than their lower-income 
counterparts.  This is partly due to age differences among income groups: upper income 
groups are older.  But it is probably also due to the broader options that their wealthier 
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parents were able to afford.  This includes the availability of attractive, but expensive, 
private schools.  The Isidore Newman School, founded to educate children living at the 
Jewish Orphans’ Home, is now formally non-denominational, but continues to attract 
many Jewish children whose parents can afford it.  Because Orthodox, Chabad, and 
Conservative community members are not as wealthy as Reform members, on average 
(see Appendix D tables), the Jewish Day School is an attractive alternative for them 
financially, as well as theologically.  

Differences in household structure are probably mostly a reflection of 
generational differences.  Thus, elderly single respondents participated least of the 
groups in all activities except a Jewish day school, in which they participated more than 
average; but non-elderly Singles participated most in almost all forms of informal Jewish 
education.  This likely reflects generational differences, because non-elderly Singles are 
probably quite young on average, while elderly Singles are probably quite old on 
average. 

Participation in informal education also varies according to religious 
characteristics.  In most cases, the more observant and Orthodox the respondents, the 
more likely they were to have participated in Jewish activities growing up; but there are 
a few exceptions.  For instance, Conservatives are most likely to have attended Hebrew 
or Sunday school, a Jewish overnight camp, and to have been a part of a Jewish youth 
group.  And while Chabad members are well above average on most types of informal 
Jewish education and Jewish day school, Northshore congregation members are also 
above average on several items.  

Finally, in most cases, centrality to or integration in the Jewish community is 
strongly related to having participated in Informal Jewish Education growing up.  Aside 
from the special case of the Jewish Day School, Insiders participated more than non-
synagogue members, the Interfaith, Unaffiliated, or “Just Jewish” community members.   

In this case, however, Newcomers have just as strong or stronger Jewish 
upbringing than Insiders.  Their Jewish background does not depend on integration in 
the Greater New Orleans Jewish community – but rather, may have been part of the 
attraction for them to come (especially those with a Jewish social justice orientation), 
and will probably be part of a ticket to social inclusion if they remain.  Also, of course, 
Newcomers are more likely than average to have gone to a Jewish Day School, 
because there was none available for New Orleans natives until more recently. 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  Compared to other American 
Jewish communities, the New Orleans community is fairly average with regards to 
participation in informal Jewish education (See Tables 47-50).  However, it has 
changed significantly since 1984 on the two measures for which there are comparable 
data.  Attendance at a Jewish day school increased from 3% to 12%, both because a 
Jewish day school did not exist earlier, and because Jewish day school-educated 
people have moved here in the interim.  And participation in a Jewish youth group 
declined from 46% to 34%.  The reason for this decline is not immediately apparent, but 
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could be due to a rise in interfaith marriages, increasing assimilation and availability of 
secular activities, declining traditional orientations, or other factors. 
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Chapter 18.  Jewish Agencies: Familiarity and Perception 

 Survey respondents were asked about their familiarity and perception of the 
major Jewish agencies in Greater New Orleans (See Tables 51-52).  By and large, 
community members were familiar with and had good opinions of them; the main 
exception being that very few (8%) were even somewhat familiar with the Hebrew Free 
Loan Association (HFLA), which had been revived to assist in hurricane recovery – at 
least, not by that name.20  The overwhelming majority of people are familiar with the 
Jewish Federation (88%), the Uptown Jewish Community Center (JCC) (84%), and the 
Jewish Family Service (73%); three-fifths are familiar with the other agencies, except for 
the HFLA.  Likewise, large majorities of those familiar with the JFGNO (75%), the 
Uptown JCC (75%), and JFS (66%), have excellent or good opinions of them.  Roughly 
40-50% of those familiar with the other agencies have excellent or good opinions of 
them, except that high opinions drop off somewhat for the Jewish day school and the 
HFLA, which are less well-known. 

 

                                            
20 It is possible that respondents know of the agency, but not by its name.  The availability of zero-interest loans 
has been heavily publicized, but not always under the name, Hebrew Free Loan Association. 
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Demographic differences in familiarity and perception follow understandable 
lines.  Thus, women are more familiar with the agencies that deal with family and 
children; and women are uniformly more favorable toward all agencies.  This fits often-
observed patterns that women are more positively disposed toward nurturing policies 
and agencies.  Age differences also make sense.  Younger respondents are more 
familiar with the agencies that serve them, especially Hillel and the JCCs; middle aged 
and older respondents are more familiar with the agencies that care for children and 
families, or the JFGNO and Jewish Endowment Foundation (JEF), which solicits and 
disburses funds.  But older community members have a better opinion of almost all 
agencies (including Hillel), except that there are not large age differences in perceptions 
of the JFGNO or Uptown or Metairie JCCs.   

 Higher income community members are more familiar with almost all agencies, 
except that there are few income difference in familiarity with Hillel or the Jewish Day 
School.  Higher income respondents also express substantially higher levels of approval 
of some agencies – in particular, the JEF, JFS, the Jewish Children's Regional Service 
(JCRS), and interestingly, the HFLA.  Better educated community members follow 
similar patterns, but not as strongly.  There are few differences among household types 
in familiarity, except that single respondents are generally less familiar with agencies – 
though when they are, they approve of them about as much as anyone else. 

Religious differences are somewhat more specific regarding community 
agencies, and cannot easily be predicted simply according to levels of observance or 
orthodoxy.  Thus, Reform Jews, who are the most numerous and well-to-do 
denomination (see Appendix D tables) are more familiar with and approving of the 
Uptown JCC, JFS, and the JCRS.  Likewise, congregational members know and like 
agencies partly according to how close they are to them: Uptown congregational 
members know and like the Uptown JCC very well, and Metairie congregations know 
and like the Metairie JCC very well.   

The usual patterns mostly hold true for centrality to or integration in the Jewish 
community.  Insiders are most familiar with all agencies and tend to approve of them.  
By contrast, “Just Jewish,” Interfaith, and Unaffiliated respondents, non-synagogue 
members, and those most likely to move away are less familiar with most agencies, as 
befits their disconnected status.  However, they have average familiar with the JCCs, as 
befits these agencies quasi-public status.  The same pattern mostly holds true for their 
approval ratings.   

Newcomers are again a special case.  They are understandably less familiar with 
almost all agencies, except Hillel, which they know well (Newcomers are younger and 
many are recent college graduates).  They also express less approval of several of the 
less well-known agencies.  Yet, they have higher than average opinions of the Jewish 
Federation and the Uptown JCC.  This means that these two agencies are doing a good 
job of outreach to newcomers.  Both agencies should continue or intensify these 
successful policies of reaching more potential newcomers. 
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 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  Greater New Orleans Jewish 
community members are generally more familiar with, and supportive of, their Jewish 
agencies than are members of other Jewish communities throughout the United States 
(see Tables 53-57).  

These differences are especially pointed for the Jewish Federation of Greater 
New Orleans.  New Orleans Jews are much more familiar with their Jewish Federation 
than are most other Jewish communities – by a huge margin: 60% very familiar, 
compared to 21/22% for the non-Southern and Southern regional averages.  And this 
familiarity has grown markedly, as compared to 1984, from 83% to 96%.  New Orleans 
Jews also have a more intensively positive perception of their local Jewish Federation 
than do members of other Jewish communities.  This strong familiarity and approval is 
surely due to the decisive and positive actions the Jewish Federation of Greater New 
Orleans has taken in the response to Hurricane Katrina and in its efforts to lead 
community recovery.  These ratings stand out strongly in Jewish community surveys. 

New Orleans Jewish respondents are also more familiar with the local Jewish 
day school than other Southern communities.  However, New Orleans respondents are 
less likely to rate their local Jewish day school as “Excellent” or “Good” than the 
Southern average. 
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Chapter 19.  Anti-Semitism Experience 

 The overwhelming majority of respondents (85%) have not experienced anti-
Semitism in New Orleans during the last year (see Tables 58a-b).  The experience 
declines with age: the oldest respondents were the least likely to have experienced anti-
Semitism.  Poorer respondents were more likely to experience anti-Semitism than those 
in higher income categories; but there were few differences among education levels. 

Among Jewish denominations, Orthodox respondents were the most likely to 
experience anti-Semitism (20%), while those identifying themselves as “Just Jewish” 
were the least likely (13%).  And among the individual synagogues, members of Touro 
were the least likely to experience anti-Semitism (8%), while members of Northshore 
were the most likely (40%).  For the most part, the “types” of community members and 
stayers/leavers do not differ much from average in their experience of anti-Semitism. 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  Greater New Orleans’ current 
low experience of anti-Semitism is fairly typical for Jewish communities nationwide, and 
has held fairly steady since 1984 (see Table 59). 
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Chapter 20.  Jewish Community Newspaper and Media 

 The majority of Greater New Orleans Jewish community members read the local 
Jewish newspaper and electronic media – ranging from two-thirds readership of the 
“Deep South Jewish Voice” newspaper, to about half who visit the Jewish Federation 
website (jewishnola.com) or read the emailed “Jewish News Online” at least once a 
year (See Tables 60-62).  And community members who read these media, like them.  
20 percent or more rate each one “excellent,” and another 50-60 percent call them 
“good” (See Tables 63-65).   

 Readership of the 
“Deep South Jewish Voice” 
varies by age and income – 
older and more well-to-do 
community members read it 
more often – but notably, not 
by educational level.  
Electronic media readership 
follows a slightly different 
pattern.  Readership declines 
with age, presumably 
because older community 
members are less 
accustomed to the electronic 
format; but the youngest age 
group also has lower 
readership, presumably 
because they are not yet as 
strongly integrated into the 
community.  Income has 
much less effect on 

readership of electronic media than the newspaper, but educational level strongly 
affects its usage: better educated community members read the website and emailed 
newsletter much more than lower educated members.  Other demographic factors seem 
to have little effect, except as a reflection of age, income or education. 

Religious differences in newspaper and electronic media readership are mostly 
small, except that less religiously-connected members (“Just Jewish,” non-synagogue 
members, Interfaith families, the Unaffiliated) and Newcomers read them less often; and 
Insiders read them most often. 

 Ratings of Jewish publications and media do not differ strongly or consistently by 
most measured characteristics, demographic or religious, except that women like all the 
media more than do men, and older community members rate the electronic media 
higher. 
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Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  New Orleans Jewish 
respondents (63%) are more likely than their Southern (43%) and non-Southern (34%) 
counterparts to read their local Jewish paper (See Tables 66-67).  However, New 
Orleans residents rate their paper about as highly as do other communities. 
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Chapter 21.  Donations 

 The overwhelming majority of Jewish community members donate money to both 
Jewish and non-Jewish organizations (See Tables 68a-b and 72).   

 

 Studies of social and political participation indicate that income is the only 
consistent predictor of donations of money.  We certainly see that pattern here, and it 
probably accounts for most other variation among demographic groups.  However, one 
other demographic pattern stands out.  Younger community members generally donate 
less often than older members, when it comes to the Jewish Federation or other Jewish 
organizations.  One might think that this happens because younger people have less 
money.  However, the same age differences do not appear with respect to donations to 
non-Jewish organizations: younger people give to non-Jewish organizations just as 
much as older people do – and more importantly, younger Jews give to non-Jewish 
organizations much more often than they do to other Jewish organizations, and 
especially to the Jewish Federation.  Young Jews are very philanthropic, but not 
especially to Jewish organizations. 

 Religious differences fill out this picture.  Except for Orthodox community 
members, overwhelming majorities give to non-Jewish organizations.  Orthodox, and to 
a lesser extent, Conservative, members give rather less often to non-Jewish 
organizations.  However, donations to Jewish organizations follow similar patterns as 
those for young people: this time, those who are more peripheral to the Jewish 
community give less often to Jewish organizations, especially to the Jewish Federation: 
non-synagogue members, “Just Jewish” people, those who will probably move away, 
Newcomers, Interfaith, and the Unaffiliated all give infrequently to Jewish causes, but at 
high rates to non-Jewish organizations.  There are two partial exceptions.  Newcomers 
and the “Just Jewish” do not give often to the Federation, but they do give to other 
Jewish organizations almost as often as they give to non-Jewish organizations.  These 
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two groups clearly show commitment to the overall Jewish community, but not (or not 
yet) to the local Jewish Federation. 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  New Orleans Jewish 
respondents give much more frequently to their local Jewish Federation than the 
Southern, non-Southern, or national averages (See Tables 69-71).  However, members 
of other communities did not give more often because they were not asked.  In other 
words, the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans does an exceptionally good job, 
both of asking community members for donations and receiving them from most 
members.  However, this level of penetration declined slightly in New Orleans from 
1984 to 2007: fewer were asked, and fewer gave.  Donating to other Jewish 
organizations was also higher in New Orleans than the Southern, non-Southern, and 
national Jewish averages, though the gap was not as large.  By contrast, the rate of 
giving to non-Jewish organizations was roughly the same – over 80 percent – in New 
Orleans and other Jewish communities.  This time, the rate rose in New Orleans as 
compared to 1984.  
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Chapter 22.  Volunteering 

  A majority of New Orleans Jewish community members do volunteer work, with 
both Jewish (51%) and non-Jewish organizations (58%) – and 37 percent volunteer for 
both (See Tables 73-74).   

 

In general, younger, better educated, and wealthier people volunteer more than 
others.  Besides that, there are few other sharp demographic differences. 

Differences among religious groups is more varied.  The Orthodox, Conservative 
and Reform denominations do not differ much from each other in volunteering for a 
Jewish organization, but the more Orthodox, the less likely people are to volunteer for a 
non-Jewish organization.  Yet differences among synagogue members do not follow 
exactly the same lines.  While Orthodox synagogue members do, Chabad and 
Northshore congregation members volunteer at high rates for both Jewish and non-
Jewish organizations.  Other congregations do not follow the clear pattern set by 
denominational lines. 

Level of community integration or involvement also reflects this bifurcated 
pattern.  Insiders volunteer much more for Jewish organizations than “Just Jewish” 
members, the Unaffiliated, Interfaith, Newcomers, or those likely to move away.  
However, these differences are not pronounced for volunteerism with non-Jewish 
organizations.  These groups (except those likely to move away) volunteer at average 
rates. 

 Comparisons with Other Jewish Communities.  New Orleans Jewish 
community members volunteer at much higher rates than most other Jewish 
communities in America, for both Jewish and non-Jewish organizations (see Table 74).    
Volunteerism also seems to have increased considerably in New Orleans since 1984; 
and volunteering then was more in line with current volunteering in communities outside 
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of New Orleans.21  Thus, volunteering for Jewish organizations in New Orleans 
increased from 37% to 51%, and for non-Jewish organizations from 42% to 58%.  
Again, it appears that participation and involvement has increased to unusually high 
levels since Hurricane Katrina. 
  

                                            
21 The question used in New Orleans in 1984 is not identical to the current one, and thus not strictly comparable 
with current data for New Orleans or other community surveys.  We compare those volunteering at all. 



Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 84 
 

Chapter 23.  Religion and Spirituality 

 The vast majority of New Orleans Jewish community members say they are 
religious or spiritual or both; and the largest portion of these say they are spiritual: 35% 
just spiritual, 12% just religious, 39% both spiritual and religious, and 11% neither (see 
Tables 75a-b).   

 

Religiosity is more closely related to age than to any other demographic 
characteristic.  Younger people are more likely to be both religious and spiritual, while 
older people are generally more likely to be one or the other, or neither.  No other 
demographic variable exhibits such a clear pattern.  
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There are also substantial differences in spiritualism/religiosity between groups 
with different religious and community affiliations, but they are more complex.  Orthodox 
Jews are much more likely to say they are both spiritual and religious than any other 
denomination, but the same applies to members of Chabad, Shir Chadash, Gates of 
Prayer, and Northshore synagogues.  Notably, those who are “Just Jewish” or 
Unaffiliated (and to a lesser extent, non-synagogue members) are most likely to say 
they are spiritual only, or neither spiritual nor religious.  
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Chapter 24.  Jewish Activities 

Members of the New Orleans Jewish community participate in a wide variety of 
Jewish activities, from reading Jewish books to involvement in social justice activities to 
more strictly religious activities like prayer at meals (See Tables 76-83).  Talking about 
religion informally with friends (93%) and reading Jewish books, newspapers or 
magazines (87%) are the most popular forms of Jewish activity.  Much smaller portions 
of the community engage in religious activities such as praying at meals (59%) or 
attending religious classes (29%).  Hardly anyone visits Jewish dating websites (5%). 

 

Across all activities, the most important determinants of participation are age, 
religious orthodoxy, and centrality to the community.  People who are younger and in 
stricter denominations engage in Jewish activities more often; and Insiders are much 
more active than (in roughly declining order) Newcomers, Interfaith families, or the 
Unaffiliated (see figures).  Other factors are less important. 

 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Visit Jewish dating websites

Attended religion classes

Pray at meals

Social justice activities

Enjoy Jewish music

Visit Jewish-themed websites

Talk about religion w friends

Read Jewish books, etc.

Once a Month or More (%)

Jewish Activities



Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 87 
 

 

 

    

0%

25%

50%

75%

100%

Talk about 
religion

Pray at meals Read Jewish 
books

Jewish dating 
websites

Social justice 
activities

Ever Engage in Activity

18-30

31-45

46-60

61 and Over

0%

25%

50%

75%

100%

Religion 
classes

Talk 
about 

religion

Pray at 
meals

Read 
Jewish 
books

Visit 
Jewish 

websites

Jewish 
dating 

websites

Jewish 
music

Social 
justice 

activities

Ever Engage in Activity

Orthodox

Conservative

Reform

Just Jewish

0%

25%

50%

75%

100%

Religion 
classes

Talk 
about 

religion

Pray at 
meals

Read 
Jewish 
books

Visit 
Jewish 

websites

Jewish 
dating 

websites

Jewish 
music

Social 
justice 

activities

Ever Engage in Activity

Insiders

Newcomers

Interfaith

Unaffiliated



Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 88 
 

Chapter 25.  What Does Being Jewish Involve 

 We asked Jewish community members how much does being Jewish involves a 
range of activities and feelings.  With one exception, a majority of respondents 
answered that being Jewish involves each of the items (a lot or some).  Strikingly, only 
keeping kosher received a minority endorsement (25%).  (See Tables 84-95).  

 

 The list of items can be grouped or clustered according to which things “go 
together,” that is which items people tend to answer yes or no to, as a group.  A 
statistical technique22 was used to group them, and the items cluster as follows: 

1. Ethnic Judaism:  
a. Learning about Jewish culture 
b. Understanding Jewish history 
c. Remembering the Holocaust 
d. Caring about Israel 

2. Ethical Judaism:  

                                            
22 The statistical technique used to group the items is called “Factor Analysis.” 
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a. Leading an ethical and moral life 
b. Making the world a better place 
c. Donating money to help those less fortunate 
d. Believing in God 

3. Practicing Judaism:  
a. Attending synagogue 
b. Dietary restrictions, keeping kosher 
c. Having Jewish friends 
d. Feeling part of the Jewish people 

Taking the average of the items in each group, we see that community members 
considered Ethnic Judaism most central, followed by Ethical Judaism and then 
Practicing Judaism.  However, the differences are only modest. 

 

 The detailed tables (84-95) show many small differences among community 
members, but three factors stand out: age, denomination, and  centrality in the 
community.  Older people stress the importance of religious and ethical practices more 
than younger people.  Yet there has been a resurgence of interest in Ethnic Judaism 
among younger community members; and this focus is often shared more by older 
people than by the middle aged. 
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 Orthodoxy and community centrality also distinguish community members from 
each other.  But while age has mixed effects on the different issues – up on some, down 
on others – denomination and community status have consistent effects on all items.  
The stricter or more Orthodox the denomination, and the more central or integrated the 
community member, the more important they find all aspects of being Jewish. 
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Chapter 26.  Programs in the Jewish Community 

 The survey included a series of questions about programs in the Jewish 
community.  Community members were asked whether they had participated in a range 
of programs – before Hurricane Katrina, since Katrina, and if they plan to participate in 
the programs in the coming two years.  They were also asked how important programs 
are, and how satisfied they were with programs they had used.  The following programs 
were listed: 

• Cultural offerings 
• Community gatherings and festivals 
• Adult/continuing education 
• Religious education for children and young people 
• Jewish day or summer camp 
• Activities for youth, college students, and young adults 
• Activities and support for seniors 
• Missions to Israel and overseas 
• Welcome wagon 
• Outreach to the unaffiliated 
• Programs for interfaith couples and families 
• Outreach to the wider (non-Jewish) community 
• Tikkun Olam, including post-hurricane recovery 
• Counseling and support services 
• Emergency financial assistance 
• Discussion groups on practical family matters 
• Leadership development 
• Programs that bring Jewish 'denominations'  together 
• Spiritual, personal growth 
• Women's or men's issues 

 Categorizing Programs.  As a first step, programs were grouped into 
categories that community members use together.  That is, if a person uses one 
program, they are likely to use other programs in that category, too.23  This procedure 
reduces the large list of programs into a smaller, more manageable number of 
categories.  The resulting categories are: General Programs, Youth Programs, Spiritual 
Programs, Assistance Programs, and Outreach Programs, as shown in the following 
table. 

                                            
23 This was done by factor analysis. This is a statistical analysis that groups or clusters answers so that we can see 
which programs “go together,” that is, if a person uses one program, they are more likely to use certain other 
programs as well.   
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General 
Programs 

• Cultural offerings 
• Community gatherings and festivals 
• Tikkun Olam, including post-hurricane recovery 
• Adult/continuing education 

  

Youth 
Programs 

• Religious education for children and young people 
• Jewish day or summer camp 
• For youth, college students, and young adults 

  

Spiritual 
Programs 

• Programs bringing 'denominations'  together 
• Spiritual, personal growth 
• Missions to Israel and overseas 
• Women's or men's issues 

  

Assistance 
Programs 

• Emergency financial assistance 
• Counseling and support services 
• Leadership development 
• Discussion groups on practical family matters 

  

Outreach 
Programs 

• Outreach to the wider (non-Jewish) community 
• Welcome wagon 
• Outreach to the unaffiliated 
• Programs for interfaith couples and families 
• Activities and support for seniors 

 
 Program Usage.  Community programs in the General category are by far the 
most widely used (see Table 96, plus charts below).  Youth Programs are also widely 
used and, among their constituency, perhaps the most widely used.  Spiritual, 
Assistance, and Outreach Programs are less widely used. 

We can also consider changes over time in program usage, from before Katrina, 
to the post-Katrina period, to future plans.  Three broad patterns are apparent.  (a) For 
most programs, usage fell off in the difficult time in the aftermath of the hurricane, but 
community members plan to increase their participation in the future, as recovery 
proceeds.  (b) This pattern is understandably reversed for programs of assistance: 
people’s needs for help were greater after the storm, but they believe they will need less 
help as the recovery proceeds.  (c) More troubling, usage of youth programs fell after 
the storm, but community members do not project a recovery in usage in the future.  
This finding reflects only the past and planned usage of people who have stayed in 
Greater New Orleans, so it cannot be attributed to people who have already left.  It is 
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troubling because it indicates a possible softness in the future plans of families with 
children still at home. 

Examining individual programs shows us more exactly where these changes 
over time are occurring.  (a) The post-Katrina fall-off and projected recovery are 
especially pronounced for cultural programs and adult/continuing education.  It is also 
visible for many of the Spiritual and Outreach programs, including programs on 
spiritual/personal growth, missions to Israel, women's or men's issues, outreach to the 
wider (non-Jewish) community, a welcome wagon, outreach to the unaffiliated, and 
programs for interfaith couples and families.  (b) The second pattern is especially 
evident for programs for emergency financial assistance, where needs increased 
sharply after the storm, and are expected to fall off to almost pre-storm levels.  (c) The 
third pattern, of falling usage of youth programs is stronger for religious education for 
children and young people and Jewish day or summer camp usage.  Community 
members do see a prospect for recovery of programs for youth, college students, and 
young adults.  
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A fourth pattern is also evident, that community members expect to use certain 
programs more in the future than they have in the past.  In some cases, this may be 
wishful thinking, but in other cases, it probably reflects an existing trend.  The clearest 
trend that probably reflects reality is the rise of engagement in programs for Hurricane 
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recovery or Tikkun Olam.  A similar rise is visible in the use of counseling and support 
services, though far fewer people engage in these services.  A number of the Outreach 
programs also show some projected future growth, but time will tell how much these 
projections are simply lip-service to worthy goals, and how much actually comes to 
pass.  The strongest such patterns are apparent for outreach to the wider (non-Jewish) 
community, a welcome wagon, and outreach to the unaffiliated.  Part of the reason for 
skepticism on these items is that people are projecting higher levels of activity than ever 
previously existed.  The first cases mentioned reflect growth that has already occurred. 

Program Importance.  Besides asking which programs people have used, 
community members were also asked which programs seem most important (see Table 
97 and the following two charts).24  The results show a similar order as did usage: 
community members mostly felt that the General Programs are most important, followed 
by Youth Programs, followed by Spiritual, Assistance, and Outreach Programs.  For the 
overall categories, community members rated general and youth programs equally 
“very” important; but taking “very” and “somewhat” important together, people rated the 
general programs much more important than all others, which they rated similarly.  For 
the individual programs, the “very” and “somewhat” important categories together 
producing rankings fairly similar to those of the broad categories.  However, ranking 
only by “very” important, changes the rankings for some programs.  In particular, Tikkun 
Olam was rated far more (“very”) important than all other programs.  It was followed by 
“very important” rankings for programs of religious education for children and young 
people, community gatherings and festivals, Jewish day or summer camp, emergency 
financial assistance, and programs for youth, college students, and young adults. 

Satisfaction with Programs.  Community members were also asked how 
satisfied they were with programs they had used (see Table 98 chart below).  Again, 
respondents were satisfied with community programs in roughly the same order: the 
highest satisfaction for General Programs, followed by Youth, Spiritual, Assistance, and 
Outreach Programs.  Satisfaction with programs for Emergency financial assistance and 
Leadership development were somewhat higher than the other programs in the 
Assistance group, but most other programs followed the previous sequence. 

                                            
24 A technical issue must be noted here.  Respondents were asked about 20 community programs: for 
each, usage at three time periods, plus the importance, and their satisfaction.  This is a long list of 
questions.  We conducted the interviews in two ways: on the internet and by telephone.  On the internet, 
this list of questions was presented as a grid or table to fill in, while on the phone, it was a long list of 
verbal questions.  Respondents had no trouble filling in the grid on a web browser, but the verbal list took 
a very long time to read through on the phone, and many respondents became impatient and even 
wanted to break off the interview.  To avoid ending interviews prematurely on the phone, interviewers 
said, “I’m going to read a list of programs.  Please stop me when I name one you’ve used.”  And they only 
asked the follow-up questions (importance and satisfaction) if a respondent had used a program.  Clearly, 
this affects the follow-up questions, because phone respondents were not asked about programs they 
had not used.  Thus, for the questions of importance and satisfaction, only internet respondents’ answers 
are presented here, because they had the opportunity to answer all questions.  A series of tests was 
conducted, comparing phone and internet respondents, to see if this procedure changed the results.  The 
analyses showed that, while a few usage levels varied between phone and internet respondents, the 
relative magnitude of usage remained the same, as did opinions about importance and satisfaction. 
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Group Support for Programs.   

It is also important to know which community members support which programs.  
An index was created that combines program usage, perceived importance, and 
satisfaction within each program category.  This support index is broken down by 
different groups within the community (see Table 99).25   

In general, support for community programs grows from the youngest groups, 
peaks in the 31-45 age range, and falls off among older groups.  The 31-45 age group 
leads especially in their support for Youth Programs – which makes sense, because this 
is the prime age at which parents have minor children at home.  Yet 31-45 year-olds 
also support the rest of the programs more than other age groups.   

 

  

                                            
25 Specifically, the number of uses, the perceived importance, and the satisfaction were added to form a scale.  The 
scales were factor-analyzed, as before, and factor scores were generated.  The factor scores were trichotomized to 
form the index, and the highest scoring category is shown in the charts. 
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  Breakdowns by family structure reinforce this impression.  Families with children 
at home, as compared with Singles, are especially supportive of Youth Programs, and 
to a lesser extent, General Programs.  These programs most correspond to their needs.  
By contrast, there is not much difference between families with children and singles in 
support for Spiritual, Assistance, or Outreach Programs.  

 
 

 Better educated people also support community programs more strongly.  The 
pattern is most pronounced for General Programs, where those with advanced degrees 
are most supportive.  For the other programs, the main difference is between those with 
or without a college degree.  Income levels follow a similar pattern, but not as strongly 
or consistently. 
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Community members of different denominations also differ from each other in 
program support.  Orthodox members support Spiritual and Assistance Programs more 
than average – the latter perhaps, because Orthodox members are older and lower 
income than average (see Appendix D tables).  Notably, Orthodox, along with Reform, 
members also support Outreach Programs more than average.  As we will see, this is 
probably due to the inclusion of Chabad members in the “Orthodox” designation.  
Reform and Conservative members support General and Youth Programs more 
strongly.  “Just Jewish” community members generally give the least amount of support 
to most programs (see below). 

 

Synagogue members mostly follow the patterns of their denomination, with 
several important exceptions.  Thus, non-Chabad Orthodox synagogue members are 
about average in their support for most community programs; but Chabad members 
support Youth, Spiritual, and Outreach Programs especially strongly.  Chabad members 
express less support for Assistance Programs, presumably because their strongly 
communal approach encourages members to help each other – but also probably 
because they are younger, on average (see Appendix D tables).  There are other 
differences among synagogue members, but mostly, they either follow denominational 
lines, or they do not form an overarching pattern. 
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 Centrality to, or integration in the Jewish community is strongly related to support 
for community programs.  Thus, Insiders usually support community programs most 
strongly; while Newcomers, Interfaith families, the Unaffiliated, and people who call 
themselves “Just Jewish” trail in their support.  However, these groups selectively 
support programs that benefit them.  Thus, Newcomers strongly support Assistance and 
Outreach Programs.  Interfaith families especially support Youth Programs, but also 
Assistance and Outreach Programs.  Presumably, Jewish partners in interfaith 
relationships are eager to expose their children to a Jewish identity, and find that Youth 
Programs help them.  Also, “Just Jewish” community members show somewhat more 
interest in General, Spiritual, Assistance, and Outreach Programs than do the 
Unaffiliated.  This suggests more potential for drawing “Just Jewish” members into the 
community than the Unaffiliated: they may be more open to outreach efforts. 
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 If we take these factors into account simultaneously, we can develop profiles of 
support for programs in the Jewish community (see the following charts and Tables 
100-105).26  Because all groups are taken into account simultaneously, each group’s 
support is net of other groups’ support for each program area. 

General Programs.  Better educated community members and Insiders provide 
the strongest support for General Programs; but Newcomers, Young People, and 
denominational/synagogue members also express support for particular programs.  The 
Unaffiliated, Interfaith families, and Singles are the least supportive of all these 
programs.  Since General Programs are heavily geared toward Jewish education and 
culture, the strong support of well-educated community members and Insiders – and the 
lack of support by the more marginal groups – makes good sense.  The other groups 
choose particular programs, according to their interests.  Newcomers, young people, 
and members of Shir Chadash, Gates of Prayer, and Sinai are especially supportive of 
Tikkun Olam programs, while Chabad members focus on Adult/Continuing Education 
programs. 

 

  

                                            
26 The index scores in the chart below and Tables 100-105 can be understood as differences – plus or minus – from 
overall community averages.  The entries are standardized regression coefficients, produced by multiple regression 
models, a statistical procedure.   
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Youth Programs.  Families with minor children and younger community members 
support Youth Programs most strongly, and Singles, the Unaffiliated and Interfaith show 
the least interest.  Insiders, as usual, provide solid support; and members of most 
synagogues especially support religious education for children.  These groups again 
form a very clear constituency for these programs, and it shows their appeal to the 
groups for whom they are designed. 
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Spiritual Programs.  Programs that focus on bringing denominations together; 
spiritual, personal growth; missions to Israel and overseas; and women's or men's 
issues constitute the Spiritual Programs category.  Insiders and Chabad members, 
perhaps for different reasons, are the strongest supporters of spiritual programs.  
Interfaith families, the unaffiliated, those with young children, and singles are somewhat 
less interested; and most other groups do not differ strongly from the community 
averages in their support for spiritual programs.   
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Assistance Programs.  These programs include emergency financial assistance; 
counseling and support services; leadership development; and discussion groups on 
practical family matters.  As the chart shows, Assistance Programs do not have a strong 
profile as compared to the previous program categories.  That is, community groups do 
not differ from one another strongly: most groups are fairly average in their support.  
Given the small differences, Insiders, younger people, and Newcomers are the main 
supporters of Assistance Programs.  Other groups give selective support to particular 
programs.  We might say that there are two factors operating here: needs arising from 
storm damage, and leadership opportunities to provide this assistance.  Thus, 
congregants of the Metairie synagogues, who experienced storm damage, give slightly 
more support to programs that might assist them, while Newcomers, who did not 
experience the storm, express less interest in financial assistance.  By contrast, Insiders 
and young people – and to some extent, Newcomers – give their strongest support to 
programs for leadership development.   
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Outreach Programs.  Outreach Programs are somewhat diverse, including 
Outreach to the Wider Community, Welcome Wagon, Outreach to the Unaffiliated, 
Programs for Interfaith Families, and Activities and Support for Seniors.  While Insiders 
give solid support to all these programs, and several other groups pick and choose 
among them, according to their interests, most other groups do not have a strong 
profile; that is, they do not differ much from each other or from the overall community 
average.  Thus, Newcomers and young people support a Welcome Wagon.  Young 
people and Interfaith support outreach to interfaith families.  And Chabad members, 
who actively seek adherents, support outreach to the unaffiliated.    
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Chapter 27.  Prior Knowledge of Survey 

 Two-fifths of respondents (40%) of respondents knew about the survey prior to 
completing it (See Tables 106a-b).  The profiles of those who knew are fairly typical for 
the profiles other knowledge of community affairs: younger, less-well educated, “Just 
Jewish,” and non-synagogue members were least likely to know; and Insiders were 
most likely to know. 
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Chapter 28.  Visited Israel 

 A solid majority (58%) of adult New Orleans Jews have visited Israel at some 
time in their life (see Table 107), though only 20% of children have been there (counting 
very young children).  Those who have gone multiple times, on average. 

     
 Interestingly, there are few demographic differences by age, income, household 
structure or gender, but the less-well educated have gone less than average.  Nor are 
there any major differences by denomination, though members of Northshore 
Congregation have gone less than average.   

Rather, integration or centrality in the Jewish community is the main determinant 
of visiting Israel.  Non-synagogue members, people in interfaith families, and especially 
the Unaffiliated are least likely to have visited, and Insiders are most likely to have gone.  
Newcomers are somewhat more likely than average to have visited Israel.  
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Chapter 29.  New Orleans Issues 

 Local issues are always important to Jewish communities in America, but they 
are especially important in Greater New Orleans in the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina.  
We asked respondents about their satisfaction with, or worries about, a range of New 
Orleans issues, including the economy, political leadership, K-12 education, 
infrastructure, local media, crime, and the prospect of another hurricane – with the local 
Jewish community as an “anchor” or point of comparison (see Tables 108-115). 

 

 Respondents are highly satisfied with the Greater New Orleans Jewish 
community (74%), but they are very dissatisfied with or worried about almost everything 
else, with the exception of local media (45% are satisfied).  Satisfaction with, or lack of 
worry about, all other issues is 11 percent or less.  These negative evaluations should 
not be surprising, because New Orleans has been in economic decline for decades, and 
has one of the worst crime rates, public education systems, infrastructures, and 
reputations for political corruption in America.   

In the aftermath of the Hurricane, evaluations are probably even lower.  Mayor 
Ray Nagin was elected in 2002 with great hope that he would enact fundamental 
political reform, and in the first years of his administration, he seemed to be on track for 
that.  Yet most New Orleans citizens, including members of the Jewish community, 
have been tremendously disappointed in his response to Hurricane Katrina (see 
surveys by Weil at www.lsu.edu/fweil/KatrinaResearch).  Local political leadership 

0

20

40

60

80

100

The Jewish 
Community

Local Media The Economy Another 
Hurricane 

[not worried]

K-12 
Education

Crime [not 
worried]

Infrastructure Political 
Leadership

Satisfied With / Not Worried About ...

Very Satisf./Not at all Worried Satisf./Not Wor. Middle Dissat./Worried Very Dissat./Worried

http://www.lsu.edu/fweil/KatrinaResearch


Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 112 
 

receives the worst ratings in our survey, but worries or dissatisfaction about most other 
issues are not far behind.  The comparatively high levels of satisfaction with local media 
is probably due to their passionate reporting and advocacy for the city in the aftermath 
of  the storm.  Indeed, the New Orleans Times-Picayune received a Pulitzer prize for its 
post-Katrina reporting. 

 

 There are few consistent patterns in satisfaction with or worry about local issues, 
across demographic or religious groups.  Indeed, most groups do not differ much from 
community averages.  The chart shows a few exceptions.  Thus, young people are 
more worried about infrastructure and crime.  Orthodox and Chabad members are more 
satisfied with the local Jewish communities, but otherwise, they do not share 
evaluations on most other issues.  Northshore congregation members are less satisfied 
about the Greater New Orleans economy, infrastructure, and crime situation; less 
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worried about another hurricane; and more dissatisfied with the Jewish community and 
the local media.  People who are less central to the community – non-synagogue 
members, those likely to move away, and Newcomers – differ from community 
averages in various respects, but they share few views, except that they are more 
worried about infrastructure and more satisfied with the Jewish community and local 
media.  Thus, it is hard to find any overall patterns.  Satisfaction with and worry about 
local issues are fairly uniform in the Jewish community, with a few exceptions that do 
not seem to follow broadly consistent patterns. 
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Chapter 30.  Profiles of Community “Types” 

 In reality, there are no “Types” of people in a community who can be “profiled.”  
There are only people who have various characteristics, which we can analyze in terms 
of “variables.”  In other words, nobody in a community can be characterized in only a 
single way.  A person may be an “Insider” and at the same time be “Single,” “Married 
with Children,” “Interfaith,” or other characteristics.  Still, it can be useful, as a heuristic 
device, to look at people who have these particular characteristics – they are young; 
they are married families with children, etc. – and to “profile” their beliefs and behaviors 
as if they were “types” of people.   

We create these profiles by examining what people who have certain 
characteristics believe or do.27  To do this, we calculate correlations between a given 
characteristic (e.g., youth) and a given belief or behavior (e.g., support Youth 
programs), and present charts and tables that report these coefficients.28  The charts in 
the text section only show the strong correlations, in order to present clear profiles; the 
tables section contains the full set of correlations (see Table 116). 

 We report on the following community “types:” 

• Young people 
• Married people with Children 
• Singles 
• Insiders  
• Newcomers 
• Interfaith 
• Unaffiliated 

                                            
27 We also convened focus groups of community members who scored high on certain characteristics in the survey.  
We report on the discussions we conducted in these meetings in a separate report.   
28 The charts and tables report bivariate Pearson correlation coefficients.  We also include tables of standardized 
multiple regression coefficients (betas), with community “types” as independent variables, and with statistical 
controls for education level, and the major denominations in the Jewish community: Orthodox, Chabad, 
Conservative, Reform, and “Just Jewish” (see Tables 117-122).  In layman’s terms, the correlation coefficients may 
be understood as “gross” correlations, while the regression coefficients may be understood as “net” correlations, 
when all other characteristics of a person are simultaneously taken into account.  We focus on “gross” correlations 
because they are intuitively easier to understand.  We mention the “net” regression effects when we do not 
believe that a given characteristic is the most important underlying reason for the correlation.  For instance, in 
“gross” (bivariate) terms, Orthodox community members show less support for Youth programs.  We would argue 
that this is not because they have less interest in principal, but because on average, they are older and less likely to 
have minor children living at home with them.  We would argue it is their age, not their Orthodox beliefs, that 
makes them less supportive of Youth programs.  We mention such “net” factors in the few instances when they 
are needed to tell the full story.  Most of the time, the gross and net correlations tell the same story. 
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We define these “types” in the following table: 

Community "Types" 
Demographic Categories 

Young People 
We do not use an age category for young people.  Rather, we 
analyze the full age range and report what younger people 
believe or do. 

  

Married People 
with Children Married couples with children age 17 or less living at home. 

  

Singles Unmarried and have never been married. 

"Behavioral" Categories 

Insiders  

Community members who – 
• Belong to a synagogue, 
• Are members of one or more Jewish organizations, 
• Participate highly in Jewish community programs, 
• Have lived in Greater New Orleans for at least ten years. 

  

Newcomers Community members who moved to New Orleans since 
Hurricane Katrina, or in the year before. 

  

Interfaith Jews who are married or in a relationship with non-Jews. 

  

Unaffiliated 
Community members who do not belong to a synagogue or a 
Jewish organization, though they may participate in Jewish 
community activities. 

 

To a certain extent, our analyses of these typologies simply repeat or consolidate 
the discussions given in earlier sections of the report, but organized now around the 
community “types” rather than around the beliefs or activities. 
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Young People 

Developing a profile of young people is simply done by examining age 
differences: we simply focus on youth. 

Young people support community programs for Tikkun Olam, Youth, and to a 
lesser extent, leadership development and a welcome wagon.  This suggests a profile 
of idealism, mixed with self-interest (the youth programs). 

Young people also report more Jewish education and experience growing up 
than older 
community 
members.  This 
seems to reflect 
secular trends that 
we discussed 
earlier: as Jews 
become more 
assimilated, the 
family is less able 
to socialize 
children in Jewish 
ways, and parents 
turn to more 
formal programs 
to assist in Jewish 
socialization.  
Thus, age 
differences 
perhaps reflect 
generational 
(historical) 
differences more 
than differences of 
stages in the life 
cycle.  

A similar 
picture emerges in 
Jewish practices 
and beliefs, which 
emphasizes 
informal 
participation and 
social activism.  
Younger people 
are drawn to the 
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popular forms of religious observance, but less distinctively to more Orthodox 
observance.  They talk about religion informally with friends, visit Jewish-themed 
websites, volunteer to help the disadvantaged, engage in social justice activities or 
Tikkun Olam, and pray at meals more than average.   

By contrast, young people are much less oriented to traditional Jewish 
philanthropy.  They do not feel that donating money is a major part of being Jewish; 
they do not belong to typically philanthropic organizations; nor do they donate or 
volunteer heavily to the Jewish Federation or other Jewish organizations.  One might 
suppose that the reason for this reluctance to contribute is based on the lower income 
levels of young people.  However, young people donate and volunteer more than 
average to Non-Jewish organizations.  The picture that emerges is consistent with the 
orientations to participation and social justice we saw above.  Very likely, young people 
favor participation in Jewish activities, but charity and help to non-Jews, whom they 

probably feel need 
the help more. 

Married with 
Children 

Analysis of 
married couples 
with minor 
children reveals a 
group that is 
mainly focused on 
family and 
children.  Parents 
mainly support 
programs for 
children and 
youth, and 
community 
gatherings and 
festivals, which 
are especially 
appropriate for 
families with 
children.  
Likewise, they like 
family-centered 
Jewish practices: 
participating in 
Passover Seders, 
lighting Hanukkah 
or Sabbath 
candles, praying 
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at meals, and fasting on Yom Kippur.  They are enthusiastic members of both JCCs; 
and they tended to participate in Jewish group activities themselves, growing up. 

Parents give lower than average evaluations of the New Orleans Jewish Day 
School and Hillel.  When asked why they do not send their children to the New Orleans 
Jewish Day School, many say they feel it is too small and restricted and does not meet 
their needs, even if they liked Day Schools in places to which they evacuated after the 
storm.  Their low rating of Hillel may also be based on its inability to meet their 
standards, but this is uncertain. 

Singles 

We focus on singles who were never married, because including divorced and 
widowed singles produces a group that is virtually indistinguishable from the rest of the 
community. 

Never-married singles’ views of community programs are almost a mirror image 
of parents’ views: singles dislike programs for children and youth, and community 
gatherings and festivals, which are more appropriate for families with children than for 
singles.   

However, singles had some of the same experiences growing up, especially 
attending a Jewish overnight camp.  Singles also attended a Jewish Day school more 
than average.  
This is probably 
because many 
Newcomers are 
single, and 
mainly 
Newcomers 
were able to go 
to a Jewish Day 
school, because 
there was none 
in New Orleans 
for a long time.  
(The multiple 
regressions give 
some credence 
to this 
supposition; see 
tables.) 

Singles are also, understandably, the main group that visits Jewish Dating 
websites.  Young people and, to a lesser degree, Newcomers also use these websites, 
but not as distinctively as do Singles – and the regression models indicate that it is 
mainly their single status that explains their usage (see tables). 
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Finally, 
Singles donate and 
volunteer for the 
Jewish Federation 
and Jewish 
organizations less 
than average.  Here 
again, it is probably 
less their single 
status than their 
feelings of 
marginality that 
explains their lower 
engagement.  The 
multiple regressions 
(see tables) show 
that the Unaffiliated 
and Newcomers 
donate and volunteer 
least.  Because many 
of them are single, it 
is their marginal – 
rather than their 
single – status that 
probably explains this 
part of the profile. 

Insiders  

The profile of 
Insiders that emerges 
from our analysis 
could come right out 
of Lake Wobegon: 
Insiders are above 
average on virtually 
every indicator of 
Jewishness we 
measured.  Indeed, 
the only notably 
negative correlation 
in the chart 
underscores this 

point: Insiders are unlikely to have a Christmas tree.  They are above average on so 
many items that we resorted to summary scales in several areas (e.g. program support, 
organizational membership), so that the chart would fit on the page!   
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Newcomers 

The profile of 
Newcomers that 
emerges from the 
our analysis is quite 
similar to that of 
Young People – not 
surprisingly, 
because most 
Newcomers are 
themselves young: 
well over half are 
under age 30 (see 
Table D3a in 
Appendix D).  Like 
young people, 
Newcomers are 
strongly oriented to 
social justice and 
participatory Jewish 
practice.  Thus, they 
endorse Tikkun 
Olam, helping the 
disadvantaged, 
reaching out to the 
non-Jewish 
community and the 
unaffiliated, and 
talking about religion 
informally with 
friends.  And like 
young people, they 
show little interest in such traditional forms of Jewish practice as keeping kosher, nor do 
they believe that leading a moral life or believing in God are the most defining parts of a 
Jewish identity.  Nor do they donate or volunteer heavily for Jewish organizations.  Like 
young people, they seem to stress helping needy non-Jews more than contributing 
materially to Jewish causes.  On the other hand, unlike young people, Newcomers give 
no special support to programs for the young.  

Newcomers are also the group most likely to have attended a Jewish Day school, 
and they are likely to have participated in Jewish groups in college.  As noted earlier, 
their distinctive Jewish Day school background is mostly due to the fact that New 
Orleans has not had one for very long. 
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Thus, Newcomers have a strong Jewish identity, but not a strongly traditional 
one.  Like young people, their approach to Jewishness is centered on social justice and 
participation. 

Interfaith 

Survey respondents in interfaith households do not have a sharply defined profile 
in most respects.  Most of the time, when Interfaith respondents do differ from Jewish 
community averages, they engage in fewer Jewish practices and express weaker 
Jewish beliefs and interest.  Yet unlike the Unaffiliated (see next section), Interfaith 
respondents are rarely far below average in their Jewish beliefs or practices.  Thus, they 
are somewhat below average in lighting Sabbath candles, donating or volunteering with 
Jewish organizations, and attending synagogue.  They are also understandably 
interested in 
programs for 
interfaith couples 
and families in the 
Jewish community 
– that is, they show 
an interest in being 
included and 
accepted as they 
are.  The one 
strong profile 
element is that 
interfaith 
households are 
much more likely 
than other Jewish 
community 
members to have a 
Christmas tree.  
Interfaith families 
need to 
accommodate all 
sides of blended-
religious 
households. 

Unaffiliated 

The Unaffiliated are less involved in almost every aspect of Jewish life than other 
members of the Jewish community.  The Unaffiliated are also less involved in non-
Jewish activities than other members of the Jewish community.  Indeed, they are as 
monolithically below average on everything asked as the Insiders are above average – 
including the same exception that proves the rule: the Unaffiliated are distinctively more 
likely to have a Christmas tree.  Again, their profile is so massively negative on Jewish 
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beliefs and 
practices that it 
was necessary 
to use scales 
rather than 
individual items 
so that the chart 
would fit on a 
page. 

 The 
Unaffiliated 
express much 
less support for 
all programs in 
the Jewish 
community.  
They do not 
even support 
outreach 
programs to the 
unaffiliated!  By 
contrast, 
interfaith families 
support outreach 
to the Interfaith.  
Likewise, the 
Unaffiliated 
engage in far 
fewer Jewish 
practices and 
activities than 
average, 
although they 
evidently had 
only a slightly 
less Jewish 
education and 
upbringing than 
other community 
members.  They 

massively stay away from membership in Jewish organizations and attend synagogue 
at a below-average rate.  Nor have they visited Israel at the rate of other community 
members. 

Yet perhaps the most telling part of their profile stands in contrast to those of 
Young People and Newcomers.  The latter define their Jewishness in a distinctive 
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fashion that stresses social justice and participation: while Young People and 
Newcomers donate and volunteer at below-average rates with Jewish organizations, 
they donate and volunteer with non-Jewish organizations at an above average rate, and 
emphasize Tikkun Olam and preference for participatory Jewish activities.   

By contrast, the Unaffiliated are simply disengaged from all activities, compared 
to other Jewish community members.  They do not donate or volunteer with Jewish 
organizations, nor do they compensate by not donating or volunteering with non-Jewish 
organizations.  And unlike Young People and Newcomers, they do not stress the 
importance of Tikkun Olam, helping the disadvantaged, or even donating money to help 
the poor.   

In short, the profile of the Unaffiliated that emerges from the survey analysis is 
not that they are affiliated elsewhere in the general community.  Rather, their profile is 
that of overall disaffection, disengagement, and dissociation – they show little signs of 
being strongly integrated or participating in any social sector, Jewish or non-Jewish. 
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Chapter 31.  Children’s Issues 

 The survey asked respondents with minor children living at home a number of 
questions about raising children and developing a Jewish identity.  These included 
questions about informal Jewish socialization as well as more formal Jewish education: 
visiting Israel, participating in Jewish camps and youth groups, attending a Jewish 
preschool, a Jewish Day School, and Hebrew or Sunday School.  We examine each of 
these issues in turn, and we also revisit the questions about community programs for 
young people, focusing only on parents’ answers.29 

Visiting Israel 

Only a minority of 
parents (20%) have taken or 
sent their minor children to 
visit Israel (see Tables 123a-
b).  More women than men 
have children who have 
been to Israel, though the 
reason is not self-evident.  
Women expose their children 
to other Jewish experiences 
more than men, as we will 
see, but those differences 
can often be explained by 
women’s greater need for 
child care.  This does not 
seem to explain trips to 
Israel.  Older parents are 
more likely to have taken or 
sent their children to Israel.  
(The figures for 18-30 year 
old parents are probably 
unreliable because there are 
few cases.  The 28 cases 
listed in the tables is actually 
a weighted number meant to 
stand for perhaps a third that 
number.)  And wealthier and 
better-educated parents – 

                                            
29 Since only parents of minor children were asked the questions in this section, the number of respondents is 
smaller than for the whole sample.  As a consequence, some of the results are statistically less reliable because 
they are based on fewer cases.  232 respondents had minor children, age 17 and younger, living at home with 
them.  In cases where the question concerns children in certain school grades or of pre-school age, the number of 
respondents may be far fewer.  We mention the smaller numbers at various junctures, but the reader should keep 
it in mind generally in this section. 
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notably – have taken or sent their children to Israel less than less well-to-do or educated 
parents.  Perhaps, as was the case in their own upbringing (see above), these higher 
status parents either (a) have resources to expose their children to a wider range of 
activities, or (b) are culturally less sympathetic to Israel.  

It is difficult to discern differences among denominations and synagogue 
members on most measures of child rearing, again because of small sample sizes.  
There are few Orthodox or Chabad parents of minor children in the sample, and 
Conservative and Reform parents (of whom there are more respondents) do not always 
differ much from each other on these questions. 

However, major difference are evident between parents who are closely 
integrated in the community and those who are more peripheral.  Insider parents are 
much more likely to have taken or sent their children to Israel than Interfaith, 
Unaffiliated, or “Just Jewish” parents.  This pattern emerges for virtually all questions of 

Jewish child rearing. 

Interestingly, children of 
parents likely to leave New 
Orleans are more likely to have 
visited Israel than children of 
parents who plan to stay.  This 
seems counter-intuitive 
because leavers are 
presumably less integrated in 
the community than stayers; 
and indeed, it is the exception 
in the questions in this section. 

Jewish Summer Camp 

Three quarters of 
parents in the sample have 
children who attend or work at 
a Jewish summer camp, plan 
to, or probably will do so (see 
Tables 124a-b).  Younger 
parents send their children to 
summer camp more often, 
perhaps because they more 
often have children of camp 
age.  Married parents send 
their children to camp 
somewhat more often than 
single parents.  Possibly single 
parents take their children to 

their grandparents or send them to a non-custodial parent during the summer.  
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Wealthier parents again avail themselves less often of these offerings – again perhaps 
because they have other options for summer activities. 

Reform parents send their children to a Jewish summer camp more often than 
Conservative parents, for reasons that are not completely clear.  (Again, samples of 
Orthodox and Chabad parents are too small to yield reliable results.) 

Yet parents differ 
clearly according to their 
levels of integration or 
centrality to the community.  
Insider parents are much 
more likely to send their 
children to a Jewish summer 
camp than are Interfaith, 
Unaffiliated, or “Just Jewish” 
parents.  And parents who 
plan to remain in New 
Orleans are more likely to 
send their children to Jewish 
summer camps than are 
parents who will probably 
leave. 

Jewish Youth Group 

Thirty one percent of 
respondents have children 
who participate in a Jewish 
youth group (see Tables 
125a-b).  Single, poorer, and 
less educated parents – but 
also older parents – are more 
likely to send their children to 
Jewish youth groups.  Very 
possibly, these parents are 
using youth groups partly as 
a form of day care.  But 
again, it is possible that 
higher status parents make 
other opportunities available 
for their children that compete 
with Jewish youth groups. 

There is not much 
difference between Reform and Conservative respondents, though Northshore 
Congregation members apparently send their children to Jewish youth groups much 
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more than other synagogue members.  However, there are only 21 Northshore 
respondents, so this result may be unreliable. 

Parents again differ according to their levels of integration or centrality in the 
community.  Insider parents are much more likely to send their children to a Jewish 
youth group than are Interfaith, Unaffiliated, or “Just Jewish” parents.  And parents who 
plan to remain in New Orleans are more likely to send their children to Jewish youth 
groups than are parents who will probably leave. 

Jewish Preschool or Child Care Program 

 A slight majority of respondents (54%) have children attending a Jewish 
preschool or child care program (see Tables 126a-b).  There are few respondents of 
children in this age group (N=86), so many subgroups do not have enough responses 
for meaningful comparisons.  Among the few for which comparisons are possible, 
women are far more likely than men to have children in one of these programs, again, 
possibly because they use them as day care.  A similar pattern emerges with family 
income: lower income families utilize Jewish Preschool or child care more than better-
off families. 

There are too few 
respondents in the different 
denominations and 
synagogues for reliable 
comparisons, but more central 
community members perhaps 
use Jewish preschool or child 
care more often than more 
marginal community members.  
People who definitely plan to 
stay in New Orleans use the 
programs more than those who 
might leave. 
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Jewish Day School 

The survey included a number of questions about a Jewish Day School.  At 
present, the New Orleans Jewish Day School (JDS) offers instruction for grades 
kindergarten through fourth grade, and it is possible in the survey to gauge potential 
interest in extending classes to the 8th grade.  As the following chart shows, about 15 
percent of respondents have children of kindergarten through 8th grade school age (K-
8), and about ten percent have children in kindergarten through 4th grade – the grades 
covered by the JDS.   

 

 
 

 
About nine percent of parents with children of JDS-age send them to the Jewish 

Day School, as do six percent of parents with K-8 age children, as the next chart shows.  
Thus, a small but significant number of Greater New Orleans Jewish community 
members utilize the Jewish Day School.   
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Jewish Orthodoxy and Engagement.  What factors play a role in parents’ 

decision to send their children to the JDS?  One way to understand the reasons is to 
correlate JDS-usage with other practices and beliefs addressed by the survey.  the 
following chart shows correlations with a number of factors.  The results show that the 
more Orthodox and engaged in volunteering or donating parents are, the more likely 
they are to send their children to the JDS.  The items shown in the chart are scales 
(literally, factor scores from a factor analysis) composed of various questions.  The 
“Orthodox Observance” and “Jewish Volunteer-Donating” scales – which have the 
greatest impact – are the only ones whose correlation with JDS-usage is statistically 
significant.  The “Orthodox Observance” scale is composed of families that keep kosher 
homes and who regularly light Shabbat candles on Friday nights.  The “Jewish 
Volunteer-Donating” scale is composed of families that donate money to the JFGNO 
and to another Jewish cause, and do volunteer work with Jewish organizations. 
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Other factors also play a role, but not as strongly; and their correlations are not 
statistically significant. 
 

A more direct way to see the effects of orthodoxy and engagement is to look at 
JDS-usage by those who answer the separate items of the scales.  The following chart 
shows that while 19 percent of families of JDS-age children who always light Shabbat 
candles send their children to the Jewish Day School, none of the families who never 
light Shabbat candles send their children to the JDS.  Similar figures for keeping a 
kosher home, and not doing so, are 29 percent and 4 percent.  For donating or not 
donating to the JFGNO, the split is 13 to zero percent.  For  donating or not donating to 
another Jewish organization, the split is twelve to four percent.  And for volunteering, 
versus not volunteering, for a Jewish organization, it is again 13 to zero percent.   
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Extension of the JDS to grades 5-8.  Do these findings allow us to estimate the 
potential usage of the Jewish Day School among parents of 5th-8th graders?  If we 
assume that the same factors operate among families of school children, regardless of 
what year in school they are, then we might be able to make some estimates.  The next 
chart shows that parents of JDS-aged schoolchildren score about the same on the 
measures of religiosity and engagement we just examined.  Thus, if the Jewish Day 
School offered classes 5-8, parents whose children already attend might keep them in 
the school.  Enrolling children who go to school elsewhere is presumably a bigger step 
than keeping them in the JDS, because it could entail disruption of friendships and 
familiar surroundings.  Therefore, expanding the Jewish Day School year-by-year, with 
the oldest class, might prove more viable than opening higher class levels at once. 
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Reasons for not Sending Children to the JDS.  A more direct way of 
understanding the reasons why parents do or do not send their children to the Jewish 
Day School is simply to ask them.  The Jewish Community Survey asked parents of 
school-age children who do not send their children to the JDS their reasons for their 
decision.  Since ninety percent or more do not send their children to the Jewish Day 
School, this approach may be somewhat backwards – a large majority often feels their 
decision needs no explanation – and indeed, large numbers of respondents saw no 
need to explain their decision.  Among those who gave reasons, the most common are 
belief in public schools/ethnically mixed environments, cost, quality of education at 
Jewish day schools, quality of other private/public schools, distance from home, the 
unavailability of the child's grade in school, that the school is too religious for the family, 
intermarriage, and that class size is too small – in roughly that order of importance.  The 
following chart shows the answers to this question from parents of several grade-levels 
of children.  (Note that some parents have children in more than one age group, and 
that respondents could give more than one reason.  Therefore, the results can add to 
more than 100 percent.) 
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Distance as a Factor.  We can look a little more closely at the inconvenience of 
distance as a factor in keeping parents from sending their children to the Jewish Day 
School.  For all parents, distance seems to be only a moderately important reason, cited 
by 10-15 percent of parents.  However, when we classify parents by parish of 
residence, a different picture emerges.  The results are shown in the following two 
charts (shown separately so that the scale of one answer does not dwarf other 
responses.)  59 percent of respondents outside of Orleans and Jefferson parishes said 
distance was an important factor in not sending their children to the Jewish Day School.  
The next-highest reason was only one-third as important as this factor.  Twenty percent 
of Orleans parish parents cited their commitment to public education and ethnic 
diversity; and twenty percent of Jefferson and other parish parents said the JDS does 
not offer their child’s grade.  All other answers were considerably lower.  Still, while 
many parents outside the core residential areas cite distance as an impediment, there 
are far fewer of them.  Thus, there may be no easy way to accommodate them. 
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Hebrew or Sunday School 

Children of the majority 
of parents (55%) have 
attended a Hebrew or Sunday 
school at some time (see 
Tables 127a-b).  There are 
few differences among parents 
of different ages as to whether 
a child currently goes to a 
Hebrew or Sunday school, but 
older parents report that their 
children have ever gone, 
probably simply because some 
of their children have become 
too old for these classes. 

Reform respondents are 
more likely than Conservative 
or “Just Jewish” respondents to 
say their children attend 
Hebrew or Sunday school now 
or in the past (again, there are 
too few Orthodox or Chabad 
parents in the sample for 
meaningful comparisons).  
Among Reform parents, 
Northshore members are much 
less likely to have children in 
these classes.  There are only 
21 Northshore respondents, so 

the difference might not be reliable.   

As usual, parents’ integration or centrality in the Jewish community is a major 
factor determining whether their children go to Hebrew or Sunday school.  Almost 90% 
of Insiders send (or sent) their children to these classes.  By contrast, the corresponding 
figures are 64% of Interfaith parents, 43% of “Just Jewish” parents, and none of the 
Unaffiliated parents.  It is notable that a majority of Interfaith parents want to expose 
their children to their Judaism in this fashion. 
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Parents’ Views on Community Programs for Young People 

We have already looked at views about community programs, with the sample 
considered as a whole, and we saw that parents of minor children almost always gave 
greater support for programs for children and young people.  Now we examine only 
parents’ views of community programs for children and youth, and focus on differences 
among parents with different backgrounds.  We consider two ways of looking at each 
program: (1) the number of uses or planned uses from before or since the storm and 
planned for the next two years (ranging from none to three uses),30 and (2) the index 
used earlier that combines program usage, perceived importance, and satisfaction 
within each program.31   

Sixty percent of parents in the survey have used (or plan to use) community 
programs for religious education for children and young people at least once, and 53% 
score in the highest third of support for the programs from among all respondents in the 
sample (see Tables 128-129).   

The youngest parents used or supported these programs least – though the 
small number of respondents may make these figures unreliable.  Married, wealthier, 
and better educated parents used and supported these programs more. 

Again, because there are few Orthodox or Chabad parents in the sample, it is 
difficult to compare these groups, but Reform parents seem to use and support these 
programs somewhat more than Conservative parents.  Notably, among Reform parents, 
Northshore Congregation parents used and supported these programs less than did 
members of the Uptown and Metairie Reform congregations; and among the latter, 
Metairie congregants used and supported the programs more than the Uptown 
congregants.  This pattern is repeated for the other two programs for children and 
young people (see below).  It seems likely that Northshore parents have less access to 
community programs for their children because of distance, as we saw with the Jewish 
Day School; and it may also be that parents in suburban Metairie utilize and support 
these programs more than do the Uptown parents, who perhaps have access to other 
activities for their children that compete with these.  

The usual differences clearly emerge among parents who are more or less 
integrated in the Jewish community.  As before, Insiders use and support these 
programs more than do Interfaith families the Unaffiliated, or “Just Jewish” respondents; 
and parents who plan to stay in New Orleans tend to use and support them more than 
those likely to move away. 

                                            
30 Of course, this only tallies whether or not a respondent had used the program during the given time period, not 
how many times in each time period. 
31 Specifically, the number of uses, the perceived importance, and the satisfaction were added to form a scale.  The 
scales were factor-analyzed, as before, and factor scores were generated.  The factor scores were trichotomized to 
form the index, and the highest scoring category is shown in the charts. 
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The patterns for usage and support of summer camps is basically the same.  
Over half the parents had used the camps or plan to, and 46% are in the most 
supportive category (see Tables 130-131).   The youngest parents score lower, while 
married and better educated parents score higher.  Income differences are modest, but 
there is again some indication that richer parents use and support summer camps 
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somewhat less than others – again, perhaps because they have other options available 
to them. 

Differences between Reform and Conservative parents are slight, but among 
Reform parents, the same pattern emerges as before: Metairie congregants score 
highest, and Northshore congregants lowest.  Also, the impact of community integration 
is clear: parents who are more central to the community score highest. 

The same patterns emerge for use and support for community activities for 
youth, college students, and young adults – though at considerably lower base levels.  
Only 34% of respondents have ever used activities for youths, and only 28% score in 
the highest category of support (see Tables 132-133).  Perhaps these lower levels are 
due to the fact that the programs are aimed at somewhat older children or young 
people, and many of the parents had children too young to take part in these activities. 

Despite the generally lower levels, virtually the same patterns of usage and 
support emerge as with the other two program areas.  This is true of all factors, and this 
time, richer parents score high again.  The only new feature here is that women 
outscore men slightly for these programs, but the differences are quite modest. 
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Chapter 32.  Conclusions and Recommendations 

The 2007 Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans Community Survey reveals 
a community that is impressively strong, just two short years since the devastation 
wrought by Hurricane Katrina, and participates actively in Jewish communal life, though 
not always along traditional lines.   

The survey consists of about 800 interviews, conducted in late summer/early 
autumn, 2007.  It was augmented by focus groups drawn from survey respondents, 
which were conducted at the end of 2007 and beginning of 2008.   

New Orleans is home to one of the older Jewish communities in America.  Its 
population, which had been shrinking over decades, dropped from about 9,500 people 
just before the hurricane to about 7,000-8,000 in early 2008.  Two-thirds of community 
members suffered at least some damage to their residence as a result of the storm and 
subsequent flooding, yet almost 90 percent report that they are mostly or fully 
recovered.  Migration also increased within Greater New Orleans.  Residents of the 
most heavily flooded areas, who sustained the greatest damage, moved out of those 
areas, but otherwise, post-storm moves mostly reinforced pre-storm residential patterns.  
Almost no one still in Greater New Orleans is thinking of moving away.   

The demographic profile of the Greater New Orleans Jewish community is 
strong, but there are some causes for concern.  The community is very highly educated 
and has high levels of income.  Sizable majorities of adult community members are 
married – twenty percent in interfaith households – and include children aged 17 and 
younger.  Probably the greatest demographic challenges are the aging of the 
community, together with the challenge of attracting and retaining young families with 
children.  Parents are concerned that their children have sufficient Jewish activities and 
opportunities for socialization to develop a solid Jewish identity. 

 The Greater New Orleans Jewish community is highly engaged in communal 
and religious life, but not necessarily in traditional or orthodox ways.  The community is 
heavily Reform and shares many of the characteristics typical of Reform Jews 
nationally.  This profile emerges in questions about Jewish practices and beliefs, 
memberships in Jewish organizations.  Jewish education and socialization has been 
and remains important for community members, and community members are passing 
these practices on to their own children: there is strong participation in Jewish camps, 
preschools, and youth groups.   

Jewish community engagement is very strong in other ways, too – as is civic 
engagement in the general community.  Majorities of community members do volunteer 
work for and donate to Jewish organizations; they participate strongly in Jewish 
community programs; and large majorities also volunteer with and donate to non-Jewish 
charities or causes.  Yet for most community members, participation in non-Jewish 
activities does not come at the expense of participation in Jewish activities.  In the wake 
of the hurricane and flooding, Tikkun Olam or social justice activities have taken on 
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special significance for many community members.  Indeed, many of the newcomers to 
the community are young idealists, attracted by the idea of rebuilding and recovery. 

Key recommendations flow naturally from the study’s findings:   

1. Probably the greatest need is to increase population size.  Most communities in 
Greater New Orleans lost population after Hurricane Katrina, but for the Jewish 
community, the issue is not simply regaining numbers, but retaining a critical 
mass, sufficient to support a well-rounded, viable community, capable of 
sustaining a wide range and depth of Jewish life.  Increasing population involves 
especially:  

a. Retaining people who might leave; 
b. Attracting younger people who are enterprising and pioneering, who seek 

business and professional opportunities in the rebuilding process, who 
seek a smaller, friendly community with an exciting culture, and who have 
a sense of Jewish social justice or Tikkun Olam; 

c. Encouraging evacuees to return (though an earlier survey in 2006 
indicated that few plan to move back); 

d. Encouraging people with existing New Orleans ties to move here; 
e. Making it easier for families with children in school to come or remain. 
f. Existing programs for newcomers have worked very well and been well 

received.  These have provided both monetary and social/communal 
benefits – extending warm welcomes.  Emphasis should remain on these 
efforts, and they should be expanded where possible. 

 
2. Keep Community Programs active.  They are already strong and should be kept 

so. 
a. This is especially true of General Programs that appeal to everyone, and 

programs for young people that appeal to all families with young people in 
them. 

b. Specialty programs should be encouraged roughly according to usage, 
demand, and perceived importance, as measured in the survey. 

 
3. Hurricane recovery assistance is not needed by most community members, but it 

should continue to be extended to those who do need it. 
a. Financial assistance cannot cover all needs, because total costs are 

extremely high. 
b. Counseling and employment assistance should be offered: demand and 

cost are both modest. 
c. Assistance specifically for seniors should continue, but large numbers of 

seniors are already relatively secure financially; so need should be taken 
into account here. 

 
4. Although the population size has declined, efforts should be made to retain major 

Jewish institutions.  Familiarity with and approval of virtually all major Jewish 
institutions is high.  It would be more difficult to rebuild them if efforts to increase 
population succeed – especially to re-acquire properties if sold – than to retain 
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them over a period of time after the hurricane.  Also, if they are closed, this would 
discourage potential community members from moving to Greater New Orleans, 
and population loss would become self-reinforcing. 

 
5. The Greater New Orleans Jewish community contains many older and elderly 

members.  Programs should be encouraged to serve them.  However: 
a. Only a relatively small proportion of older community members have 

financial needs, and the Jewish community should continue to help 
address them.   

b. As in other sectors of American society, younger community members 
often have greater financial needs. 

c. Some sunbelt areas, like Florida, North Carolina, and the greater 
Southwest, have been successful in attracting well-to-do Jewish retirees.  
It is not clear that Greater New Orleans can successfully compete in 
attracting these people.  Directing recruitment efforts more toward younger 
people is more likely to increase population. 

 
6. Programs for children and young people generally receive high levels of 

endorsement.  These should continue to be encouraged and supported. 
a. Evidence is mixed about how much economic means affects participation 

in children’s education or programs.  Still, it is clear that participation puts 
greater financial burdens on less affluent families.  Thus, assistance for 
children of lower income families remains important. 

b. The focus groups also suggest that parents feel a lack of programming for 
their older minor children, and that this leads to reduced opportunities for 
tweens and teens to socialize and form bonds with other Jewish children.  
The Jewish community should try to build up such programs. 

 
7. Beth Israel, the Orthodox synagogue, was destroyed in the storm and flooding, 

and had to be abandoned.  Resettlement patterns indicate that they have not so 
far coalesced around particular neighborhoods.  Although the synagogue 
structure was insured, the Orthodox community should also continue to be 
supported in non-monetary ways, as they re-establish their communal 
institutions.   

 
8. The Greater New Orleans Jewish community is overwhelmingly Reform and non-

traditional.  Even among the greater Orthodox community, Chabads seem to be 
the younger, growing sector.  The New Orleans Reform community shares many 
of the strengths and challenges that exist in most “modern” American Jewish 
communities. 

a. Popular Jewish practices like Passover Seders and lighting Hanukkah 
candles should be encouraged and built on. 

b. General programs that explore Jewish culture and history should be 
encouraged and built on. 

c. Social justice and Tikkun Olam activities are popular and should be 
encouraged and built on. 
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d. “Spiritualism,” either separately or in conjunction with religiosity, is 
endorsed by a very large majority of community members.  This should be 
taken into account and built on. 

e. Jewish education and socialization remain important for community 
members and should be encouraged and built on.   

f. Twenty percent of community members – and higher percentages of 
younger people – are in interfaith relationships.  The challenges presented 
by intermarriage are by no means unique to New Orleans, but must be 
addressed by the New Orleans community.  In particular, non-Jewish 
partners should be made welcome, so that Jewish partners are not driven 
away and their children are not estranged from the Jewish community. 

 
9. Synagogue membership in Greater New Orleans is very high by national 

standards, but synagogue attendance is low, as is true in most American 
communities.  Thus, synagogue participation is not a uniquely New Orleans 
issue, nor are there probably uniquely New Orleans answers.  The Greater New 
Orleans community should consider ideas that are being considered everywhere: 
increasing the range of activities to attract some members, while continuing 
activities that satisfy participating members. 

 
10. Participation in Jewish community programs, activities, organizations, and 

institutions is also very high.  Every effort should be made to continue doing what 
is successful here. 

 
11. Participation in the general community is also high.  Both participation by 

individual community members and community-wide interaction with other 
communities should be encouraged and built on. 

a. No special efforts are needed to encourage individual participation.  Yet by 
the same token, individual participation should not be discouraged, 
because it generally does not come at the expense of participation in the 
Jewish community.  Rather, people who participate highly in the general 
community also participate highly in the Jewish community; while those 
who do not participate in the Jewish community also do not participate 
strongly in the general community.  Jewish “assimilation” in Greater New 
Orleans has hit a sweet spot in this regard. 

b. Intergroup activities and community relations should be developed.  
Individual participation is good and can help, but the organized community 
should partner with other communities where appropriate. 

c. Hurricane recovery presents many opportunities not only for individual 
social engagement in the general community, or Tikkun Olam, but also for 
building and strengthening ties to other communities that are recovering.  
The survey indicates much interest and desire to engage in this sort of 
activity, and it should be individually and communally encouraged. 

 

Thus, the 2007 Jewish Federation Community Survey of Greater New Orleans 
gives us a picture of a strong, active, self-confident Jewish community, though not a 
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traditional or orthodox one.  The community remains challenged to gain new members 
after the losses following Hurricane Katrina, especially younger members with families.  
The Federation is putting strong emphasis on this issue, and the community has had 
particular success attracting young idealists, who want to participate in rebuilding and 
recovery.  Yet, because the decline is long-term and regional, far pre-dating the storm 
and extending beyond the Jewish community, the challenge is a serious one. 
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Appendix A.  Jewish Federation Letter Requesting Participation in 
Survey 
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Appendix B.  Characteristics of Sample Sources 

Table B1 Sample Characteristics by List Source32 
    JFGNO DJN Snowball 
Total (weighted)33 93% 3% 4% 
  N (unweighted) 747 29 23 
Age 
  18-30 17% 19% 17% 
  31-45 23% 15% 53% 
  46-60 31% 26% 10% 
  61 and Over 30% 41% 20% 
Gender 
  Male 47% 59% 69% 
  Female 54% 41% 31% 
Marital Status 
  Married 63% 41% 60% 
  Living with a partner 2% 0% 0% 
  Divorced 8% 11% 13% 
  Widowed 8% 11% 3% 
  Single, Never married 19% 37% 23% 
Occupational Status 
  Retired 18% 30% 15% 
  Student, Homemaker 10% 0% 0% 
  Employed Full Time or Part Time 69% 70% 67% 
  Unemployed 3% 0% 19% 
Education 
  Less than College 17% 41% 3% 
  College Degree 36% 26% 57% 
  Graduate Degree 46% 33% 40% 
Synagogue member 
  Non-Synagogue Member 25% 74% 36% 
  Synagogue Member 75% 26% 65% 
Have you lived in GNO all your life 
  No 64% 78% 77% 
  Yes 36% 22% 23% 
How long have you lived in GNO 
  0-20 Years 29% 44% 47% 
  21-40 Years 36% 19% 37% 
  41+ Years 35% 37% 17% 
First ancestors moved to GNO 
  Recently 33% 38% 48% 
  Medium 34% 25% 13% 
  Long Ago 33% 38% 39% 

                                            
32 Percentages sum to 100% by column.  “JFGNO” is the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans membership 
list.  “DJN” is the Distinctive Jewish Name list.  “Snowball” are the respondents referred to us by other 
respondents. 
33 See section on weighting.  Weighting makes percentages not correspond exactly to the N’s. 
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Table B2 Sample Characteristics by Source34 
    JFGNO DJN Snowball 
Total (weighted)35 93% 3% 4% 
  N (unweighted) 747 29 23 
Will move away from New Orleans 
  Very Unlikely 62% 69% 59% 
  Somewhat Unlikely or DK 22% 8% 24% 
  Somewhat or Very Likely 16% 23% 17% 
Community "Types"36 
  Insiders 11% 0% 3% 
  Newcomers 8% 19% 36% 
  Interfaith 19% 22% 32% 
  Unaffiliated 17% 74% 19% 

  

                                            
34 Percentages sum to 100% by column.  “JFGNO” is the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans membership 
list.  “DJN” is the Distinctive Jewish Name list.  “Snowball” are the respondents referred to us by other 
respondents.   
35 See section on weighting.  Weighting makes percentages not correspond exactly to the N’s. 
36See Appendix C, below, for definitions of community “Types.”  The community-types categories are not 
exhaustive or mutually exclusive.  Therefore, they do not sum to 100%. 
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Appendix C.  Definitions of Selected Types of Community Members 

Several types of Jewish community members are listed in some of the tables.  
The types correspond to types of community members interviewed in focus groups, and 
are defined in the following table. 

 

Community "Types" 
Demographic Categories 

Young People 
We do not use an age category for young people.  Rather, we 
analyze the full age range and report what younger people 
believe or do. 

  

Married People 
with Children Married couples with children age 17 or less living at home. 

  

Singles Unmarried and have never been married. 

"Behavioral" Categories 

Insiders  

Community members who – 
• Belong to a synagogue, 
• Are members of Jewish organizations, 
• Participate highly in Jewish community programs, 
• Have lived in Greater New Orleans for at least ten years. 

  

Newcomers Community members who moved to New Orleans since 
Hurricane Katrina, or in the year before. 

  

Interfaith Jews who are married or in a relationship with non-Jews. 

  

Unaffiliated 
Community members who do not belong to a synagogue or a 
Jewish organization, though they may participate in Jewish 
community activities. 
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Appendix D.  Basic Demographic Tables 

 
Table D1a Demographic Composition of Synagogues 

BASE: JEWISH RESPONDENTS# 

Variable Orthodox Chabad 
Shir 

Chadash 

Gates 
of 

Prayer Northshore Sinai Touro All 

N 26 27 71 120 35 120 151 550 

GENDER 

Men 39% 69% 47% 48% 71% 41% 45% 47% 

Women 62% 31% 53% 53% 29% 59% 55% 53% 

AGE  OF RESPONDENT 

18-30 0% 12% 17% 10% 39% 9% 11% 13% 

31-45 13% 52% 19% 25% 15% 21% 26% 24% 

46-60 17% 20% 30% 39% 30% 30% 30% 31% 

61 and over 71% 16% 34% 26% 15% 39% 33% 33% 

HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE* 

Married 54% 81% 63% 69% 53% 67% 69% 67% 

Children 92% 81% 66% 77% 94% 81% 80% 79% 

Children age 17 or below 23% 58% 20% 34% 61% 34% 36% 35% 

Married with Children 52% 77% 54% 62% 47% 63% 62% 60% 

Singles 46% 19% 35% 30% 43% 31% 27% 31% 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME 

Under $50,000 36% 25% 14% 14% 4% 19% 8% 14% 

$50,000 to $100,000 27% 50% 25% 40% 20% 10% 29% 28% 

$100,000 to $200,000 27% 25% 33% 25% 68% 31% 26% 31% 

Over $200,000 9% 0% 28% 21% 8% 40% 38% 28% 

EDUCATION 

High School or Less 32% 12% 28% 18% 36% 8% 15% 18% 

College Degree 40% 39% 31% 38% 36% 45% 31% 36% 

Advanced Degree 28% 50% 41% 45% 28% 47% 54% 46% 

*Categories are not mutually exclusive nor exhaustive 

# Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding.  Percentages sum vertically. 
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Table D1b Demographic Composition of Synagogues 

BASE: JEWISH RESPONDENTS# 

Variable Orthodox Chabad 
Shir 

Chadash 

Gates 
of 

Prayer Northshore Sinai Touro All 

N 26 27 71 120 35 120 151 550 

JEWISH IDENTIFICATION 

Orthodox 68% 36% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0% 5% 

Conservative 8% 20% 86% 8% 3% 3% 1% 15% 

Reform 16% 4% 7% 85% 86% 89% 92% 71% 

Just Jewish 8% 12% 6% 4% 11% 7% 5% 6% 

LIKELIHOOD OF MOVING AWAY 

Very Unlikely 64% 72% 67% 67% 71% 79% 59% 68% 

Somewhat Unlikely / Haven't 
Decided 

16% 16% 17% 21% 11% 16% 21% 18% 

Somewhat or Very Likely 20% 12% 16% 13% 17% 5% 21% 14% 

SELECTED TYPES OF COMMUNITY MEMBERS* 

Insiders 16% 4% 13% 18% 17% 5% 18% 14% 

Newcomers 0% 12% 0% 1% 0% 8% 5% 4% 

Interfaith 15% 0% 6% 11% 20% 25% 17% 15% 

Unaffiliated 0% 4% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 

*Categories are not mutually exclusive nor exhaustive 

# Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding.  Percentages sum vertically. 

 
  



Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans, 2007 Community Survey Report 
 

May 2008 Page 153 
 

Table D2a Demographic Composition of Denominations 

BASE: JEWISH RESPONDENTS# 

Variable Orthodox Conservative Reform 
Just 

Jewish Other All 

N 35 117 490 79 29 750 

GENDER 

Men 57% 54% 46% 50% 52% 48% 

Women 43% 46% 54% 50% 48% 52% 

AGE  OF RESPONDENT 

18-30 0% 24% 18% 8% 4% 17% 

31-45 31% 22% 21% 31% 64% 24% 

46-60 16% 30% 31% 32% 16% 30% 

61 and over 53% 25% 30% 29% 16% 30% 

HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE* 

Married 54% 60% 62% 63% 54% 61% 

Children 74% 65% 73% 64% 59% 70% 

Children age 17 or below 23% 30% 32% 27% 41% 31% 

Married with Children 54% 47% 55% 47% 43% 53% 

Singles 46% 39% 35% 28% 43% 36% 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME 

Under $50,000 46% 29% 17% 27% 17% 21% 

$50,000 to $100,000 14% 26% 30% 30% 52% 29% 

$100,000 to $200,000 32% 28% 27% 30% 17% 27% 

Over $200,000 9% 17% 26% 14% 13% 22% 

EDUCATION 

High School or Less 23% 27% 16% 17% 11% 18% 

College Degree 43% 28% 39% 38% 25% 37% 

Advanced Degree 34% 45% 45% 46% 64% 46% 
*Categories are not mutually exclusive nor exhaustive 
# Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding.  Percentages sum vertically. 
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Table D2b Demographic Composition of Denominations 

BASE: JEWISH RESPONDENTS# 

Variable Orthodox Conservative Reform 
Just 

Jewish Other All 

N 35 117 490 79 29 750 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP* 

Member 97% 73% 82% 45% 59% 76% 

Non-Member 3% 27% 18% 55% 41% 24% 

Orthodox 61% 2% 1% 6% 0% 5% 

Chabad 32% 6% 0% 9% 50% 5% 

Shir Chadash 0% 74% 1% 12% 7% 13% 

Gates of Prayer 4% 11% 26% 15% 21% 22% 

Northshore 0% 1% 8% 12% 0% 6% 

Sinai 4% 4% 28% 24% 7% 22% 

Touro 0% 2% 36% 24% 14% 27% 

LIKELIHOOD OF MOVING AWAY 

Very Unlikely 53% 57% 64% 53% 79% 62% 

Somewhat Unlikely / Haven't 
Decided 

31% 24% 19% 31% 14% 22% 

Somewhat or Very Likely 17% 19% 17% 16% 7% 17% 

SELECTED TYPES OF COMMUNITY MEMBERS* 

Insiders 9% 9% 13% 6% 0% 11% 

Newcomers 14% 10% 9% 9% 17% 10% 

Interfaith 6% 13% 21% 31% 28% 20% 

Unaffiliated 3% 17% 11% 44% 24% 16% 

*Categories are not mutually exclusive nor exhaustive 
# Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding.  Percentages sum vertically. 
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Table D3a Demographic Composition of Community Types 

BASE: JEWISH RESPONDENTS# 

Variable Singles 

Married 
with 

Young 
Children Unaffiliated Insiders Newcomers Interfaith 

Whole 
sample 

N 81 101 118 86 27 124 732 
GENDER 

Men 44% 37% 44% 39% 45% 57% 40% 

Women 56% 63% 56% 61% 55% 43% 60% 
AGE  OF RESPONDENT 

18-30 28% 3% 6% 3% 56% 4% 5% 

31-45 19% 63% 12% 14% 26% 25% 14% 

46-60 43% 34% 46% 45% 15% 44% 39% 

61 and over 10% 0% 36% 37% 4% 27% 42% 
HOUSEHOLD INCOME 

Under $50,000 54% 3% 22% 7% 62% 7% 16% 

$50,000 to $100,000 25% 25% 47% 18% 23% 32% 29% 

$100,000 to $200,000 15% 45% 22% 30% 12% 30% 28% 

Over $200,000 6% 27% 9% 45% 4% 31% 27% 
EDUCATION 

High School or Less 20% 5% 17% 7% 14% 11% 17% 

College Degree 39% 33% 40% 39% 52% 28% 39% 

Advanced Degree 41% 62% 43% 54% 34% 61% 45% 

# Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding. 
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Table D3b Demographic Composition of Community Types 

BASE: JEWISH RESPONDENTS# 

Variable Singles 

Married 
with 

Young 
Children Unaffiliated Insiders Newcomers Interfaith 

Whole 
sample 

N 81 101 118 86 27 124 732 
JEWISH IDENTIFICATION 

Orthodox 6% 3% 1% 4% 3% 2% 5% 

Conservative 19% 13% 16% 14% 17% 13% 15% 

Reform 61% 70% 42% 78% 52% 60% 65% 

Just Jewish 11% 10% 34% 3% 14% 20% 11% 
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP 

Member 53% 88% 0% 98% 31% 58% 76% 

Non-Member 47% 12% 100% 2% 69% 42% 24% 

Orthodox 2% 1% 0% 6% 0% 3% 4% 

Chabad 5% 7% 1% 1% 7% 0% 3% 

Shir Chadash 11% 7% 0% 13% 0% 4% 10% 

Gates of Prayer 12% 22% 0% 26% 4% 8% 17% 

Northshore 2% 4% 0% 3% 0% 6% 4% 

Sinai 9% 20% 0% 8% 4% 20% 17% 

Touro 11% 27% 1% 38% 11% 16% 21% 
LIKELIHOOD OF MOVING AWAY 

Very Unlikely 55% 61% 58% 68% 46% 63% 65% 

Somewhat Unlikely / 
Haven't Decided 21% 23% 21% 21% 29% 19% 19% 

Somewhat or Very Likely 24% 16% 21% 11% 25% 18% 16% 

# Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding. 
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Appendix E.  Basic Maps: Geographical Distribution of Community 
Members 

 

Map E1. Households on the JFGNO Mailing List: Greater New Orleans 
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Map E2. Households in the Survey: Greater New Orleans 
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Map E3. Households on the JFGNO Mailing List: Orleans and Jefferson Parishes 
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Map E4. Households in the Survey: Orleans and Jefferson Parishes 
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Appendix F.  Questionnaire and Percentages 

 
 

(Begins on next page with its own page numbering) 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



HOUSEHOLD DEMOGRAPHICS

Are you now living in Greater New Orleans?

Yes [Record where] 97 Orleans 59
N [R d h th k d d i t i ] 3 J ff 32

Parish

Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans - 2007 Community Survey
July-August, 2007.  N=789

Hi, my name is [FIRST & LAST NAME].  The Sociology Department of Louisiana State University (LSU) in Baton Rouge is doing a survey on behalf of the 
Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans.  We are not doing any fund raising or selling anything.

This is a basic community survey of the type conducted by local Jewish Federations around the country.  The last such survey in New Orleans was over 
twenty years ago.  The survey is important to help planning the rebuilding of the Jewish community.  Of course, any answers you give are completely 
confidential, and you are free to refuse to answer any question or to end the survey at any time.  

If you have questions about the survey or respondents’ rights, we can tell you where to learn more.  

No [Record where, thank, and end interview] 3 Jefferson 32
Other GNO 7

1 Person 22
2 People 37
3 People 16
4 People 17
5 People 5
6 People 1
8 People 1

Now, Including yourself, how many people live in your household, including children who are temporarily away at school? 
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Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans - 2007 Community Survey
July-August, 2007.  N=789

Age 
(avg.) Male Female Yes No

Jewish 
& Other Yes No

Jewish 
& Other

Respondent 48.8 48 52 93 7 1 96 3 1
Adult 2 49.2 47 53 62 37 1 72 28 0
Adult 3 31.3 61 39 74 26 0 81 19 0

[H hild 17 d i th h h ld?]

What is the relationship of the other person(s) to you?  How old are you? And your …  Gender?  (Were you / Was everyone in your household) born or 
raised Jewish? IF NO: Who was not?  (Are you / Is everyone in your household) currently Jewish? IF NO: Who is not? 

Gender Born or raised Jewish Currently Jewish

How old are your …  Gender.  (Was your child / Were your children) born Jewish? IF NO: Who was not?  (Is your child / Are your children) being raised 
Jewish? IF NO: Who was not?

[Have children age 17 and younger in the household?]

Yes 31
No 69

Age 
(avg.) Male Female Yes No

Jewish 
& Other Yes No

Jewish 
& Other

Child 9.7 52 48 88 11 2 91 7 2
Child 2 8.2 42 58 89 10 1 93 8 0
Child 3 6.0 38 63 88 12 0 91 9 0

Do you have adult children, age 18 and over, who have established their own homes? 

Yes 42
No 59

Gender Born or raised Jewish Currently Jewish
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Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans - 2007 Community Survey
July-August, 2007.  N=789

Now (avg.) 6.5
Just before Hurricane Katrina hit (avg.) 7.2

Respondent Adult 2 Adult 3

Married 59 60 6
Living with partner 2 2 0
Separated 1 0 0
Divorced 7 1 0
Widowed 8 0 0
Single, never married 19 6 9

About how many of your family and relatives now live in Greater New Orleans … and how many lived here before Hurricane Katrina?

Are you currently married, living with a partner, separated, divorced, widowed, or have you never been married? …  

NA 5 31 85

What is the highest grade of schooling that you have completed?  And the other adults in your household?

Respondent Adult 2 Adult 3

Less than high school Diploma 0 1 14
High School Diploma 6 6 11
Vocational/Technical school 1 1 0
Some College 11 11 26
College degree 31 36 20
Some graduate school 6 6 9
Graduate degree 46 39 20
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Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans - 2007 Community Survey
July-August, 2007.  N=789

[If Graduate Degree]  Which degree?  Check any that apply.  And the other adults in your household?

Respondent Adult 2 Adult 3

MD [Doctor of Medicine] 9 14 7
Law degree 27 26 6
PhD 10 17 37
MBA [Master of Business Administration] 10 4 5
Other Master’s degree [eg, MA, MS, MSW] 36 29 5
Other graduate degree 9 10 40

What is your employment status?  And the other adults in your household?

Respondent Adult 2 Adult 3

Retired 19 14 3
Student 4 1 35
Homemaker 5 11 1
Employed full or part time 69 70 48
Unemployed 4 4 14

JEWISH EDUCATION OF ADULTS

When you were growing up, did you do any of the following?  Please check all that apply.

Attended Hebrew/Sunday School 80
Attended Jewish Day School 12
Attended or worked at a Jewish overnight 
camp 38

Participated regularly in a Jewish youth group 48
Participated regularly in Jewish activities 
sponsored by Jewish college groups, such as 
Hillel or Chabad 27
None of these activities 10

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES
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Now, (do you / does anyone in your household) –

  (sorted by frequency) Always Usually Sometimes Never

Participate in a Passover Seder? 74 14 8 5
Light Hanukkah candles? 70 13 10 8
Fast on Yom Kippur? 46 16 15 23
Light Sabbath candles on Friday night? 12 11 39 38
Have a Christmas tree? 9 4 11 76

Do you keep a kosher home?

Yes 9
No 87
Don't Know, No Answer 4

Which of the following statements comes closest to describing you – 

You are religious 12
You are spiritual but not religious 35
You are both spiritual and religious 37
You are neither 11
Don't Know, No Answer 5
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  (sorted by frequency)
Every 
Day

Once or 
Twice a 
Week

Once or 
Twice a 
Month

Once or 
Twice a 

Year Never

Talk about religion informally with friends 5 21 44 22 7
Read Jewish books, newspapers or 
magazines 8 19 47 13 13
Enjoy Jewish music 6 10 25 34 26
Volunteer to help the disadvantaged, social 
justice, or tikkun olam 8 12 19 29 32
Visit Jewish-themed websites 7 11 24 25 34
Pray at meals 9 12 18 19 42

Now I am going to read you a list of things that people do as part of their Jewish, spiritual, or religious life.  How often have you done each of the following 
activities in the last 12 months – every day, once or twice a week, once or twice a month, once or twice a year, or never? 

Pray at meals 9 12 18 19 42
Attended religion classes 1 5 9 15 71
Visit Jewish dating websites 0 1 4 5 90

  (sorted by frequency) A Lot Some A Little None At All

Leading an ethical and moral life 80 12 5 3
Feeling part of the Jewish people 74 19 6 1
Remembering the Holocaust 71 22 5 2
Caring about Israel 62 28 7 3
Understanding Jewish history 59 31 9 2
Making the world a better place 60 24 10 6
Believing in God 58 19 15 8
Learning about Jewish culture 57 32 9 2
Having Jewish friends 52 28 14 5

Donating money to help those less fortunate 49 34 12 6
Attending synagogue 34 37 23 6
Dietary restrictions, such as avoiding pork, 
not mixing milk and meat, keeping Kosher 11 14 16 60

For you personally, how much does being Jewish involve each of the following? Would you say a lot, some, a little, or none at all? 
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Do you consider yourself:

Ultra Orthodox 1
Modern Orthodox 4
Conservative 15
Reform 63
Reconstructionist 1
Just Jewish 10
Other [Specify] 3
Don't Know, No Answer 4

Not including weddings and funerals, how often do you attend religious services?

Every week (or more often) 13
Once or twice a month 23
A few times per year 36
Just High Holidays 17
Never 6
Don't Know, No Answer 4

MEMBERSHIPS

(Are you / Is anyone in your household) currently a synagogue or temple member?

Yes 73
No 22
Don't Know, No Answer 4
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[IF YES] What is the name of your Synagogue or Temple?

Chabad Lubavitch of Louisiana – Metairie 2
Chabad Lubavitch of Louisiana - Uptown 2
Congregation Anshe Sfard 1
Congregation Beth Israel 3
Congregation Gates of Prayer 21
Northshore Jewish Congregation 6
Shir Chadash Conservative Congregation 13
Temple Sinai 21
Touro Synagogue 27
Other [SPECIFY] 3

On average, how long does it take you to get to…

Under 
10 mins

10-30 
minutes

Over 30 
minutes

Doesn’t 
apply

Your synagogue 45 38 5 12
The nearest JCC 48 32 7 14

American Israel Public Affairs Committee 
(AIPAC) 6
Anti-Defamation League 12
B'nai B'rith 6
Hadassah 22
Hillel 9
Israel Bonds 7
Jewish Children’s Regional Service 10
National Council of Jewish Women 22
Uptown Jewish Community Center (U-JCC) 18
Metairie Jewish Community Center (M-JCC) 9
None 31
Other 12

INFORMAL JEWISH EDUCATION OF CHILDREN [Skip section if no children]

Are you / Is anyone in your household currently a member of or actively involved in any Jewish organization?  [Check all that apply]
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Have any of your children visited Israel?

Yes 20
No 80

This past summer, did any of your children attend or work at a Jewish day camp or an overnight camp?  

Yes 49
No 51

Do you plan to send your child(ren) to a Jewish summer day camp or overnight camp?

Yes 24
Probably 28
No 48

Are any of your children currently participating in a Jewish youth group?

Yes 31
No 69

Do any of your children attend a Jewish preschool or child care program

Yes 26
No 74
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FORMAL JEWISH EDUCATION OF CHILDREN [Skip section if no children]

Are your children currently attending a Jewish nursery school, Hebrew or Sunday school?  [Record separate answer for each child]

Anshe Sfard 0
Congregation Gates of Prayer 4
Jewish Community Center - Uptown 3
New Orleans Jewish Day School 0
Northshore Jewish Congregation 1
Shir Chadash Conservative Congregation 1
Temple Sinai 3
Torah Academy 1
Touro Synagogue 4
No, None 12

[IF NO] Have your children ever attended a Hebrew or Sunday school?

Yes 30
No 70
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SOCIAL SERVICES

In the past year, did you or anyone in your household need:

Yes
In-home health care? 6
A nursing home? 1
Adult day care? 1
Home-delivered meals? 1
Transportation for seniors? 2

And in the past year, did you or anyone in your household need:

Yes
Marital, family, or personal counseling? 14
Help in finding a job or choosing an 
occupation? 10
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PROGRAMS IN THE JEWISH COMMUNITY

  (sorted by Importance) Past Since K Future Very
Some-
what

Don't 
Need It

Haven’t 
Used Satisf. Neutral

Not 
Satisf.

Haven’t 
Used

Cultural offerings (speakers, films, music) 44 36 46 43 41 2 14 65 14 1 20
Community gatherings and festivals (besides 
religious services) 39 39 39 48 35 2 16 65 12 2 21
Tikkun olam, social justice, aid to those in 
need, incl Post-Hurricane Recovery 21 24 23 63 7 4 26 55 9 3 33

The Jewish Community provides various programs, activities, and services.  For each of the following, please tell us:  Did you or anyone in your household 
use this Program, Activity, or Service – check all that apply: Used in the two years preceding Hurricane Katrina.  Used since Hurricane Katrina.  Think you 
will use in the next 24 months.  [If used:] How important is this Program or Service?  How satisfied are/were you with it?

Used [If asked:] Importance [If asked:] Satisfaction

y
Religious education for children and youth 22 16 16 54 7 5 34 46 9 3 42
Adult/Continuing Education 21 15 22 40 27 4 30 48 10 2 40
Jewish Day or Summer Camp 16 14 13 46 11 7 36 50 8 3 39
Emergency Financial Assistance 3 15 4 45 11 8 36 43 5 2 50
Activities for youth, college students, and 
young adults 15 11 13 45 12 6 37 34 14 3 48
Programs that bring Reform, Conservative, 
Orthodox together 11 10 13 39 18 5 37 31 14 4 51
Spiritual, Personal growth 11 10 14 41 13 6 41 31 9 3 58
Missions to Israel and overseas 9 4 10 36 16 4 44 36 5 1 58
Counseling and support services 6 7 7 38 12 6 44 26 8 2 65
Leadership Development 9 8 9 37 10 6 48 33 6 1 60
Welcome Wagon and Attracting New Jewish 
Families to New Orleans 2 2 7 35 11 5 50 15 10 4 71
Outreach to Non-Jewish Community 6 4 9 31 17 5 47 21 12 2 65
Outreach to the Unaffiliated 4 3 6 34 10 5 51 11 11 2 75
Activities and Support for Seniors 5 4 7 33 9 7 51 18 7 1 74
Programs for interfaith couples & families 4 3 5 28 14 10 49 21 5 3 72
Discussion groups on practical matters: child-
raising, family issues, pers. finance 4 3 6 24 17 6 53 19 7 1 73
Women’s or Men’s issues 6 4 7 24 16 9 52 19 5 4 72
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JEWISH AGENCIES

  (sorted by positive rating) Very
Some-
what

Not at 
all

Excellen
t Good Fair Poor

Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans 56 33 4 42 33 6 2
Uptown Jewish Community Center (JCC) 57 26 9 46 28 5 0
Jewish Family Service (JFS) 41 32 19 44 22 2 1
Metairie Jewish Community Center (JCC) 34 29 29 25 28 7 1
Hillel 31 32 27 21 33 5 1
Jewish Endowment Foundation (JEF) 30 27 34 28 24 2 0
Jewish Children’s Regional Service 29 25 35 30 19 3 1

Now, are you very, somewhat, or not at all familiar with the…  What is your perception of the … excellent, good, fair, or poor?  

New Orleans Jewish Day School 23 34 33 17 20 12 4
Hebrew Free Loan Association 3 5 79 3 7 1 2

MEDIA

Did you know this survey was being done before we contacted you?

Yes 38
No 57
Don't Know, No Answer 5

In the past year, did you visit the Jewish Federation web site, www.jewishnola.com?  [If Yes]  About how often?

Every Day 1
Once or Twice a Week 7
Once or Twice a Month 21
Once or Twice a Year 21
Never 46
Don't Know, No Answer 5
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[If Yes]  How would you rate the Jewish Federation web site, www.jewishnola.com, excellent, good, fair, or poor?

Excellent 10
Good 32
Fair 5
Poor 0
Don't Know, No Answer 53

Do you receive The Jewish News Online, the weekly email from the Jewish Federation?  [If Yes]  About how often do you read it?

Every week 29
Once or Twice a Month 17
Once or Twice a Year 4
Get but don’t read 6
No, don’t get 38
Don't Know, No Answer 5

[If Yes]  How would you rate The Jewish News Online, excellent, good, fair, or poor?

Excellent 13
Good 30
Fair 9
Poor 0
Don't Know, No Answer 49

Every week 7
Once or Twice a Month 53
Once or Twice a Year 4
Get but don’t read 6
No, don’t get 25
Don't Know, No Answer 5

Do you receive The Deep South Jewish Voice, the bi-monthly newspaper out of Birmingham, Alabama that is the official paper of the Jewish Federation?  
[If Yes]  About how often do you read it?
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[If Yes]  How would you rate The Deep South Jewish Voice, excellent, good, fair, or poor?

Excellent 13
Good 35
Fair 16
Poor 2
Don't Know, No Answer 35

ANTI-SEMITISM

In the past year, in the Greater New Orleans area, did you personally experience anti-Semitism?

Yes 15
No 80
Don't Know, No Answer 5

ISRAEL

(Have you / Has any adult in your household) visited Israel?

Yes 56
No 40
Don't Know, No Answer 5

[If Yes]  How often in the last … ?

5 Years [How often] (avg.) 1.6
6-10 Years [How often] (avg.) 1.6
10+ Years [How often] (avg.) 2.6
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VOLUNTEERISM

In the past year, did you do any volunteer work for, or sponsored by, a synagogue, Jewish Federation, or other Jewish organization?

Yes 48
No 47
Don't Know, No Answer 5

In the past year, did you do any volunteer work for, or sponsored by, any organization that is not specifically Jewish?

Yes 55
No 40
Don't Know, No Answer 6

PHILANTHROPY

In the past year, did (you / your household) donate to the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans’ Annual Campaign?

Yes 62
No 33
Don't Know, No Answer 5

[IF NO] In the past year, (were you / was anyone in your household) contacted to make a donation to the Jewish Federation of Greater New Orleans?

Yes 10
No 23
Don't Know, No Answer 67

In the past year, other than to Jewish Federation, did (you / your household) donate to any local or national Jewish charity or cause?

Yes [Multiple answers possible] 61
No 34
Don't Know, No Answer 5
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Yes [Multiple answers possible] 80
No 14
Don't Know, No Answer 6

MIGRATION

Now we’d like to ask some questions about the community you live in

How long have you lived in Greater New Orleans? (avg.) 31.6

In the past year, did (you / your household) donate to any charity or cause that is not specifically Jewish, such as the United Way, the Cancer Society, or a 

[If 2 years or less: ask if R moved to GNO since Hurricane Katrina, and if so ask]  What are the two or three main reasons you moved here?  [DON’T 
READ OUT ANSWERS]

A job offer or business opportunities 2
A financial incentive 0
Family ties, friends 0
Relief, Recovery efforts 1
The food, music, culture 0
Other [SPECIFY] 0

About when did your first family members or ancestors move to Greater New Orleans?

(Average) 1931

How likely is it that you will move away from Greater New Orleans within the next two years or so?

Very likely 5
Somewhat likely 12
Somewhat unlikely 15
Very unlikely 62
Haven’t decided 7
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How likely is it that you will move to a different neighborhood within Greater New Orleans within the next two years or so?

Have already done so 5
Very likely 4
Somewhat likely 10
Somewhat unlikely 8
Very unlikely 70
Haven’t decided 3

HURRICANE DAMAGE & RECOVERY

None or almost none 31

How much physical damage did your residence suffer as a result of hurricane Katrina and the subsequent flooding?  [If apartment or condo: your own 
unit.]

Some physical damage 39
Major physical damage 25
Complete destruction, unsalvageable 6

How would you rate the overall Hurricane recovery of the following?

Fully Mostly 
About 
Half

Some-
what

Not at 
All

Your own household 61 27 4 4 4
Your neighborhood 41 39 10 8 2
The Jewish community 2 31 41 25 2
The Greater New Orleans Area 0 3 21 64 12
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NEW ORLEANS ISSUES

How satisfied are you with each of the following in New Orleans?

  (sorted by satisfaction)
Very 

Satisf. Satisf.
In the 
Middle Dissat.

Very 
Dissat.

The Jewish Community 21 53 23 3 1
Local Media 8 37 39 10 6
The Economy 1 5 28 43 24
K-12 Education 1 5 17 34 43
Infrastructure 0 2 19 36 42
Political Leadership 0 2 5 24 69

And how worried are you about each of the following in New Orleans?

  (sorted by frequency)

Not at 
all 

Worried
Not very 
Worried

In the 
Middle Worried

Very 
Worried

Another Hurricane 2 9 21 30 38
Crime 0 5 16 31 47
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FINANCIAL RESOURCES

Do you rent or own your home?

Rent 15
Own 79
Don't Know, No Answer 6

What was the total income that you and all other members of your household earned before taxes during 2006, from all sources.

Under $25,000 6
$25,000 to $50,000 7
$50,000 to $75,000 7
$75,000 to $100,000 11
$100,000 to $200,000 17
$ $$200,000 to $400,000 7
More than $400,000 6
Prefer not to say 39

NEW COMMUNITY MEMBERS

We want to estimate the size of the Jewish community of Greater New Orleans

No One 82
1 4
2 2
3-4 3
5+ 6
Don't Know 4

I would like to thank you on behalf of the entire Jewish community for your cooperation with this study.

About how many Jewish people do you know who have recently moved here, or live here but are not affiliated with a Jewish organization
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