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Key Findings

1 Chicago’s Jewish community has grown over the past decade,
continulng a 30 year pattern. Chicago continues to be a magret
to newcomers, especially younger Jewish adults.

2 The Jewlsh population is concentrated in the north and northwest
as it was ten years ago.

3 There is a higher percentage of adults 50 and over and the same
percentage of children as ten years ago.

4 The community has been affected by the economic downturn and
theére is a vulnerable segment of poor and near-poor.

5 A significant percentage of respondents find It difficult to access
services (counseling, job seeking, help with disabilities).

6 Overall rates of Jewish connection are relatively high (e.g.,

Importance of being Jewish, Israel, Jewish education, but some

sub-groups are not very connected (e.g. Intermarried, secular

and non-denominational Jews).

Jewish philanthropy is relatively strong, Including giving to the

JUF,

~
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ABOUT THE STUDY
2010 Hetropofitan Chicago Jewlsh Community Study

Conducting the Study

»  Interviewing occurred from March 24, 2010 through June 20,
2010,

. 156,033 different randomly generated telephone numbers
were called, Indudmg 25,969 cell phone numbers.

+  The* screemng phase identified 2,580 Jewish households.

o Completed 1,993 survey interviews; 364 were cell
phone interviews, allowing us to réach a larger number
of younger Jewish adults.

o Interviews lasted an average of 20 minutes.
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JEWISH HOUSEHOLD & POPULATION ESTIMATES
2010 Metropoiltan Chicago Jewish Cammunity Stady

JEWISH PERSONS

. Adults {age 18+) who consider themselves
Jewish.

.+ Children being raised as Jews.

JEWISH HOUSEHOLDS

Houséholds that include at least one self-identified
‘Jewish adult.

PEOPLE LIVING IN JEWISH HOUSEHOLDS INCLUDE:
. Jewish persons ’
> Jewish-and-something-else persons, and

. Non-Jews (non-Jewish adults, as well as children
who are not being raised as Jews, including
undecided status).

JEWISH HQUSEHOLD & POPULATION EST!MATES
2014 Matrapofitens Chicego Jesish Commundy

What is the size of the Metropohtan Chlcago Jew:sh
Community?

All People in Jewish Households
(including rion-Jewish HH members) . 381,900




1. Chicago’s Jewish community
has grown over the past decade,
continuing a 30 year pattern.
Chicago ¢ontinues to be a magnet
to newcomers, especially younger
Jewish adults
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JEWISH HOUSEHOLD & POPULATION ESTIMATES
2010 Matropalran Chizags Jeysh Cammunity Study

Growth in Jewish Chicago since 1982

Over the last four studies, the number of Jewish persons In
Metropolitan Chicago grew by 18%, but the comparable
increase in all people living in Jewish households was 38%.

2010 || % Changs
Study . | | 1982-2010

'All People in

Jewish 276,800 | 302,400 | 327,200 | 381,900 || +38%
Households . | ' B FN .
Migration .

2010 Metrepoitan Chicago Jewih Commurity Study

44% of Jewish Adults were born outside of Chicago

Place of Birth: All Chicago Jewish Household Adults

Other Non-
TUSA
6%

Former.




" 'DEMOGRAPHY :
2019 Metropichtan Chizaga Jewish Commurity Study

Newcomers: 15% of All Survey Respondents Moved to
Chicago in the Ten Years Preceding the Survey

Years Respondent Has Lived in
Metropolitan Chicago Area

Born Area
54% Last Five

Years

8%

Six to Ten
Twenty Years
Years or 7%
more
21% Eleven to
Twenty
Years
10%
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2. The Jéwish population is as
concentrated in the north and

northwest as it was ten years ago.

Geographic Overview

of Metropolitan |
Ehicay
291,800
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Four Out of Seven Regions Account for 83% of
Chicago’s Jewish Population (Same As in 2000)

Largest Regions

- City North (essentially loop to West Rogers Park)

= Near North Suburbs (Evanston/Skokie/Glenview west to Des
Plaines

- Northwest

- North/Far North (Wilmette to Wisconsin Border, adjacent to
Lake front)

Greatest Change smce 2000
Near North Suburbs +28%

3 Western Supurbs(Parts of Cook & all DuPage County) +43%

. Southern Suburbs =47%

. Where the Community Lives

2010 Matrepaitan .h\tag 0 Jevdsh _cmmmﬂy Smdy
Since the 2000 Study, the Number of Jewish Persons Has
In d in the Near Nort

_-Geographic Area

270,500

Totals
UL

3. Thereis a higher
percentage of adults 50
and over and the same

percentage of children as
ten years ago.




;ﬁsrmm»n Chicags Jewdsh Community Study
Percentage of Jews Who Are Children Stayed Same as in 2000,
but Percentage Ages 50 and Older Increased from 26% to 45%

The percentage of Jewish adults under age 40 has essentially
remained stable: 27% in 2000, 25% in 2010,

Percent of Jewlsh Persons, 2000 and 2010,
Metrapalitan Chicago

Children (0-17}

Ages 18-29
Ages 30-39 4% ©2000 Data
Ages 40-49 | 12010 Data
Ages 50-64

Ages 65+
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DEMOGRAPHY
2010 Metropsitan Cheags Jewlsh Community Study .

Marital Status: Two-of-three Jewish Adults Are Curfently
Married - Similar to Data Over the Previous Thred Studies

From 1982 to 2010, the percentage of Jewish adults who are
married has varied only between 65% and 68%

The proportion of all Jewish adults who hever married has
similarly ranged from 17% to 22% over three decades.

Maritai Status of All Jewish Adults, Chicago 2010

widowed
! Never Married
6% 18%

Separated-
Divorced
5%

Living
Together
5%

HOUSEROLDS
2010 Mstrepatran Chicago Jenish Populstion Study

_ COmpa;i‘s‘on of Household Structure: 2001 and 2010

Singles less than 40 16% R 13
Singles 40 and older 1% 22%
S_ingl; Parent-all ages 5% 5%
Martled without Children R, o
1839 6% 6%
Married without Children ... Se% . 30% -
40+
Married with Children at 26% . 26%
Home .
Total 100% 100%




4, The community has been
affected by the economiic
downturn and there is a vulnerable
segment of poor and near-poor.
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VULNERABLE POPULATIONS
2010 Memopoltan Chcage Jewsh Cammunty Study

56% Negatively Impacted by Economic Downturn:

One-of-five Jewish households in Chicago (21%) report a strong
negative Impact of the economic downturn on themselves and their
household — anather one-of-three report “some” negative impact.,

Percant of Matropofitan Chicago Jewish Households
Who Reported Negativa Impact of
Economic Downturn

Strong Negitiva
Tmpact

Some Megative
trpact

Micimol Fegative
trpact

Nt Really Tmpacted
Negatively

*Question asked: “In general, thinking about everythiing In your lite, wera you ar your housshold
negatively affected by the e:nnomlc downturn/recesslon or not

VULNERABLE POPULATIONS

2010 Mstropettan G’hmg\: Jevezh l'emn"un»tv Study
A Mmlmum of 30,000 Jews in 17,000 Jewish Hoyseholds (11%) in
Chxcago Fall Below 200% of Federal Poverty Levels

A minimum of 10,500 Jewish households in Metropolitan Chicago would qualify
for public programs using 150% of the federal poverty guideline as an
ellgibllity standard, and at |east another 6,400 Jewlish households would
qualify under the Increasingly commonly used 200% level.*

Percont of MetropoRan Chkaga Jewkh Houssholds
Below Federal Poverty Guidelns Lovels Behow 150%

Tnsufficent Poyerty
Inmme Data
0% Selow 2005

Paverty
4%

Above Poverty
9%

*Even the 200% poverty standards are quite low: $22,000 for a one person household, $29,000 for two
persons, $37,000 for thiee persons and $44,000 for a four-person household, The 150% poverty standard
(Federal Foverty Guideline, FPG} for a four-person hausetiold Is $33,000, 1f HH with missing data were
eliminated from the analysis, the percentage of KH under 200% poverty levelsls 14%,




5. A significant percentage of
respondents find it difficult to
access services (counseling, job
seeking, help with disabilities).
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VULNERABLE POPULATIONS
2010 Metropaitan Chicago Jewish Community Study

Summary Comparison: Percent of Hbuéehold‘s Seéking

ersonal Issiies, De
{Anxlety, eté.

Child's Learning Disability/
EduFatlohal Problems : ,
Physical of Developmental Disablilty

Serious Mesital Iiness (Including N/A
Alzhelmer's) :

Other service needs emerged through questions posed about specific problem areas which
occurred within the household during the previous year. Needless to say, thess may
understate the presence of problems that peopls are wifling to provide in a telephone
interview.

- VULNERABLE POPULATIONS " -. -
2010 Mstropolitan Chieago Jewish Cammunity Study

Accessing Human Service Needs

Households Report More difficulty accessing some
services

Rank of difficulty in accessing the service:

1. Finding a Job or Occupation

2. Finance-Related Issues

3. Physlcal or Developmental Disability

4, Child’s Learning Disability

5. Serfous Mental Iliness

6. Personal Issues ,Depression, Anxiety,etc




6. Overall rates of Jewish
connection are relatively high

(e.g., importance of being Jewish,

Israel, Jewish education), but
some sub-groups are not very
connected (e.g., intermarried,
secular and non-denominational
Jews).
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JEWISH VALUES AND IDENTITY
2010 Metrop:izan Chicags Jewish Community Study

Being Jewish is Very, Important to Three-uf-Four Jewish
R

ts in Metropglitan Chicago

pon

95% of all Jewish respondents think that belng Jewish is
Important.

How Impaertant Is Belng Jewish to
Jawlsh Respondents™

Not Very,
Not at Ali
Somewhat Important
Important 5%
21%

+Jewish respondent data reported In this and the next several tables reflect the answers of

Jewlsh-only respondents.

-JEWISH CONNECTIONS
2010 Matropaitan Chwcage Jawish Camnwmly Sty

Respondents Between 35 and 50 Years Old Are Less leely
"to View Being Jewish as Veiy Iniportant

% of Jewish Respondents Who Say Being Jewish
is Very Important

Ages 18-34

Ages 35-49 61%

Ages 50-64

Ages 65+




JEWISH CONNECTIGNS
2019 Mstropofitan Chicags Jewsh Community Study

Being Part of a Jewish Community Is Very Important to Two
. d )

Is It to Ba Part of a Jewish
Cl ?

How Important
< In Metr

Not Very,
Not at All
Important,
21%

Somewhat
Impartant,
9%

Very
Important,
40%
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SEWISH coNNECTIONS

2010 Metropziten (‘JH‘-:ega Jewlsh Commaity Etf»dv

One-of-Three Jewish Respondents Feel It Is Very
Important to Learn More About Being Jéwish or Judaism

How Important Is It to Jewish Respondents* to Learn More
About Being Jewish or Abaut Judaiam, Chicago, 2010

“Not Very
Important, Not
At AY Important

5%

Very Important
32%

Somewhat
Tmportant
43%

*Jewish-only respondents analyzed in this chart,

JEWISH CONNECTIONS
2018 Matropolitan Chicago Jewtsh Comnmnty Study
Most Jewish Resporidents Interésted in Learning More About
Education

‘ Judaism Are Already Enrolled

Level of Jewish Respondent Interest in Learning More
About Being Jewish or Judaism, Chicago, 2010

Jewlsh ]
Respondents : 0%
Who Aré Very
Interested in
‘Learning More
About Judalsm

O Househald
Invalved in
Jewlsh Study

Jewish
Respondenits
Not Interested
in Learning
More About
Judalsm

3 Household
76%  Not Involved
In Jewish

10




JEWISH VALUES AND IDENTITY
2010 Mtropelitan Chicago Jewish Commusity Study

Remembering the Holocaust, Countéring Anti-Semitism and
Caring for Israel Are Very Important to Jewish Identity

Percent of Matropoltan Chicago Jewish Respondents Reporting Each
Dimension Is Very Important to Thelr Jewish Identity

ing the |

80%

Countering Anti-Semitism

Caring About Israel 70%

Taking Care of Jews in Need
Around the World - . 60%
Giving to Jewish Causes ':] 49%

Social Action Projects to Help

9
People in Need -~ Tikkun Olam 48%
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ISRAEL
2010 Metropsiitan Chicago Jewish Community Study

Emotional Attachment to Israel in Chicago is
High: 41%

Level of Emotional Connection to Israel,

e
P Chicigo Jewsh 2010
Not At All
Not Very Connected
Connected 8%

‘15%

Somewhat Very,

Emotionally Emotionally

Connected Connected
36% 41%

JEWISH VALUES AND IDENTITY
2010 Matropofitan Chicago Jewish Cammunity Study

Travel to Israel Higher than Among U.S. Jews

50% of Chicago Jewish respondents have been to Israel
compared to the 35% of American Jews (2001 National
Jewish Poputation Survey).

Metropolitan Chicago lewlsh Respondents, 2010:
Travet to Israel
Have Been
1n Israet
50%

Have Not Been
to lsrael*
50%

*Have been to Israel category Includes a few Jawish-only respandents wha repart that they have
fivadn Israel,

[N




Jewish Affiliation/Volunteering

37% of households are affiliated with synagogues
+ 42% in 2000

23% are members of a Jewish organization {excluding
synagogues and JCC).
. 22% in 2000

. 54% of respondents report volunteering for Jewish
programs/causes
29% Iri 2000

JEWISH CONNECTIONS
2010 Metropelitan Chucsgo 34wish Commanity Study

Jewish Ritual Practice Mirrors American Jewish Patterns

% of Metropolitan Chicago Jewish Households In Which A Household Member:
Lights Chanukah Candles

Attends Passover Seder
Always or Usually

' Fasts on Yom Kippur BNo*
Lights Shabbat Candles

Keeps Kosher in Home

*"No* for candle lighting, seder attendance and fasting reflects “never” answers; “sometimes”
answars are not shown to simplify presentation, The question an keeplng kosher otilkzed “yes,”
“quallfled yes answer (such as "kesp meat and dilrl separate” and no/not kosher response ,
categorles); only unambigucusly “yes” answers to the question on keeping kosher at home are
tneluded In the 15% kosher; another 4% replied “yes® with some qualification.

JEWISH CONNECTIONS: Denomination
2010 Matregolizan Chicage Jewsh Commurity Study

45% of Jewish Respondents Identify as Reform Jews

of Jewlsh
Metropolitan Chicage, 2010

Reform Jewish Respondents A5%
Canservative Tewlsh Respandents EEEEEESERERER ..,
Tradional Jewish Respondents EEEE gy,
Orthodor Jewish Respondents EEEER 7%
Reconstructionlst Respondents L1 494
Non-Depaminational: Religlon Judalsm ] 8%

“Secular”» No Religion, but Jewish [__] 6%

*Fawer than 1% of Jewish respondents reported or sald that they were
roulti-denominational, : '

5/3/2011
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JEWISH CONNECTIONS
2010 Metropatian Chicano Jewlsh Community oty

But 42% of All Jewish Persons Live in Households With a
Reform Respondent

Perentage of All Jewnsh Persons in Chicago Jewish Households
by Deénomination of Respondent

Conservative IEHIIEERGEE 21%
Orthodox 12%
Traditional EREER 89
Reconstructionists [ 4%
Nan-Denominational: Religion Judalsm :] 7%

*Secular” - No Religion, but Jewish [ 1 5%
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Jewish Connections
2010 Mstropeitan Chizego Jevwish Community Study

Denomination Is Associated With Belongmg toa
Congregation

% Jewish respondents who belong to a
congregation, by denomination

Orthadox
Reconstructionist |22
Conservative &
Reform EREREES
Tradiona) 2

Sawlshy, Ko Religion B

No Denomination K&

Jewish Connections
2010 Metrepaitan Chieago Jewish Camrmmiw amd\/

Denomination Is Assoc;ated With the Likelihood that
Respondents View Being Jewish as Very I \portant

% Jewish respondents who say being
Jewish is very important, by denomination

orthodox [T 1 sewm

Taditonal [T T ] s0%

Reform s
Ho Denominatian 58%
Jewish, Mo Rellglon 18%

13




Jewish Cannections
2010 Mstropolitan Chicago Jswah Community Study

Denomination Is Assocnated With Respondents Saying
“Being Part of a JeW|sh Communlty is Very Important”

9% Jewish respondents who say being part
of a Jewish community is very important,
by denomination

£
Orthodox
Tradttianal £

Conservative [

Reconstructiontst

Noberomineton [EEEEEE]  15%
3ewlsh, No Rellglon 25777 14%
{
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"JEWISH CONNECTIONS
2010 Matroptars Clucag Jewish Communty Study

Corngregation Membershlp is Related to Income for Tradltlonal,
Conservatlv Reconstrictionist or Reform Respondents

Percent of Traditi Conservahva, ist or Reform
ponds Who Report d Cong i bership,
2010
Housetiold Income
Under $25,000 1%
B
425,000 - $49,000 %

2%

Income
“$50,000-499,000

Household Income g
£100,000 - $149,999

Househeld Income
$150,000 and over

JEWISH CONNECTIONS
2010 Matropattan Chicaga Jewlsh Community Study

Cost Blocks Synagogue Membership for Low-income
1, C L R truct| t or Refi

Percent of Tradltional, Conservative, Reconstructionist or Reform
Respondents Who Report that Cost Blocks Congregation Membership

] 53

Rausshold Income [
Under $25,000

Heusehold Income 35%
$25,000 - 449,000

Household Income [~ T 1
$50,000-599,000 24%
Household Income
$100,000 - $149,999

Househeld Income
$150,000 and over

15%

14




Jewish Education

40% of Jewish children (0-5) enrolled in a Jewish pre-
school

86% of Jewish youth 6-17 have some formal Jewish
education '(79% in 2001 )

42% of Jewish adults participating in some adult
Jewish education (35% In 2001)

INTERMARRIAGE AND
RAISING CHILDREN AS
JEWS

INTERMARRIAGE
2010 Matrapobtan Chicago Jesish Cammuny Study

Intermatriage Definitions

Traditional Inmarried Jewish Households
Both spouses self-identify as Jewish; each have at
least one Jewish parent,

Non-Traditional Inmarried Jewish Households
. Jewish adult married to spouse who currently considers
self Jewish (regardless of whether formal conversion
oceurred), but did not have a Jewish parent.

Intermarried Jewish Households
. Ali married couples where a Jewish adult is married to
a spouse who does NOT consider self Jewish,

5/3/2011
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INTERMARRIAGE - R
2010 Matropsitan Chicago Jawish Communty Study

33% of Jewish Married Couples include a Jew and a
non-Jew; another 4% include al: least one spouse who

Percent of Metropalitan Chicago Jewish Married
Couples Which Are Inmarried/Intermarried*

Jewish-and-
Something
Ele Couplas,
4%

Intermarriad,
33%

‘Inlermarrhge rte calculated for currently married respondents and spouses only; the *couples”
e does of other adults In the household,

The 33% couples [nterm:rrhgemte equites to 3 20% tndlviduslJewlsh-born person rate.
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INTERMARRIAGE
2010 Matropaitan Chicago Jawish Commundty Shidy

33% of Couples Intermarried Compared to 30% in 2000

Percent of Couples Which Are Intermarried

Baston, 2008

BE. prmrr

2003

Chicagio; 2010 [

Detra, 3003 fon

*Plezase note; 2000 Chicage reported Individual [atermarrlage rate of 18% was converted to the 30% couples
rate reported In chart above, Chicago Individual Jewlsh person Intermarriage rates: 2000=18%, 2010=20%.

CHILDREN & INTERMARRIAGE
2010 Matropefitan Chiczgo Jawish Commurl:v Study

Half of All Children in Intermarried Households
"Are Being Raised as “Jewish-only”

Inmarried Intermarried y
Couples Couples
98%
<1%
iElse -
Rallglon ¢
Raised Othaq R <1% 8
Undecided S 2 ey
Total - o 100% ©r100%

2010 data does nat includs chidren being raised by km.:h»nnd—snmﬂ)\hgilsa ‘ouples because of small numbes of
interviews with this sub-group,

1n 2000, an estimated 39% of chidren In infermarried s wer ed s belng raised ewish-only”
comperéd to 49% i 2010, However, the question potéa znon speaﬁ:a l asked fortha relgion” nnxm thec :md
was belng raised, whia in 2010 tha @ were
Tentioned, thereby alawng for a broader defnin o “Jewish Idumy than juxt religion,

16




CHILDREN & INTERMARRIAGE
2011 Matropabtan Chicaga Sedish Fopufation Study

Intermarried Couples who Raise Children
wish Are Mor Atifie

g ‘ish‘ls\yl ry
“Impartant

Have Traveled To Israel 36% 17%

Belong to Syna 'égug,‘JCC of !

Other Jewish Drganization 43% 18%
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. JEWISH CONNECTIONS
2010 Metropciican Chicaga Jewish Community Study

Synagogue Membership Among the Intermarried Very Low

c i hip, by Type of Marri

Metropolitan Chicago, 2010

All Households

Inmarried Couples ) 56%

Intermarried

Couples 16%

NOTE: Jewlsh-and-something-else couples not included because of small sample size.

7. Jewish philanthropy is relatively
strong, including giving to the JUF

17




PHILANTHROPY
2010 Matropnitan Chicaga Jewish Community Study

Metropolitan Chicago Jewish Households Are Charitable

of Chicags Jawish
that Report Thay Contributed to:

Any Charitable Cause

Not-Specifically Jewish
- Causes

Any Jewish Cause
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PHILANTHROPY .
2010 Mstrapalitan Chicage Jsivsh Commundy Study

Jewish United Fund Contributions

2/3 of all Jewish households give to a
Jewish cause, including JUF

44% of Jewish Households report
donating to JUF

18
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1 Chicago’s Jewish community has grown over the past decade,
continuing a 30 year pattern. Chicago continues to be a magnet
to newcomers, especially younger Jewish adults.

2 The Jewish population is concentrated in the north and northwest
as it was ten years ago.

3 There is a higher percentage of adults 50 and over and the same
percentage of children as ten years ago.

4 The community has been affected by the economic downturn and
there is a vulnerable segment of poor and near-poor.

5 A significant percentage of respondents find it difficult to access
services (counseling, job seeking, help with disabilities).

6 Overall rates of Jewish connection are relatively high (e.g.,
importance of being Jewish, Israel, Jewish education, but some
sub-groups are not very connected (e.g. intermarried, secular
and non-denominational Jews).

/ Jewish philanthropy is relatively strong, including giving to the
JUF.
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Jewish Population Study: Summary of the
| “_::ﬁm_ Highlights

- This is a strong Jewish 833::_5\ E:_n: has @_\92: over ﬂ:m Ummﬁ
- few decades.

. The Jewish population is dispersed within seven regions of the
Chicago metropolitan area.

- The community is diverse in its Jewish identity, including

intermarriage; community residence; household composition; and
age.

- There is a strong connection to Israel, Jewish education is
widespread and volunteering has increased.

. There are many challenges: growing service needs; target

populations (e.g., elderly, poor) accessibility of service: outreach
and Jewish engagement with specific target _uo_uc_m_h_os and
continuing to connect with JUF.

- This community, based upon past and present experience, will
build on the strengths and address the current and future

challenges. The study will contribute to our capacity to plan for
the future.



