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II BACKGROUND & INTRODUCTIONBACKGROUND & INTRODUCTION



 

The The ““Count Me InCount Me In”” study, despite its name, is not really about study, despite its name, is not really about 
counting, not just about counting, and not only about counting. counting, not just about counting, and not only about counting. Its Its 
real purpose is to provide actionable insight to support the strreal purpose is to provide actionable insight to support the strategic ategic 
and tactical planning process of our Jewish Communityand tactical planning process of our Jewish Community’’s agencies, s agencies, 
organizations, temples and synagogues over the decade to come.  organizations, temples and synagogues over the decade to come.  



 

These planning processes will require insight that goes far beyoThese planning processes will require insight that goes far beyond nd 
““how manyhow many”” to understand what it is that our Jewish community to understand what it is that our Jewish community 
members tell us they want, need, and value members tell us they want, need, and value –– and what they donand what they don’’t t 
want, donwant, don’’t need, and dont need, and don’’t value.  This studyt value.  This study’’s design, therefore, s design, therefore, 
was by intent much more attitudinal than census.was by intent much more attitudinal than census.
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IIII METHODOLOGYMETHODOLOGY



 

““Count Me InCount Me In”” launched on a communitylaunched on a community--wide basis 18 January 2010 and wide basis 18 January 2010 and 
remained live through 15 March 2010 remained live through 15 March 2010 –– a total of eight full weeks of data a total of eight full weeks of data 
collection.collection.



 

During that time, a final total of 2,334 selfDuring that time, a final total of 2,334 self--identified Jews across the greater identified Jews across the greater 
Rochester area participated and completed online interviews. ParRochester area participated and completed online interviews. Participants in our ticipants in our 
survey sample spanned the region from Batavia in the west, to Gesurvey sample spanned the region from Batavia in the west, to Geneseo and neseo and 
Naples in the south, to Geneva and Penn Yan in the east, and incNaples in the south, to Geneva and Penn Yan in the east, and included 100 luded 100 
Jewish students attending local colleges and universities. Jewish students attending local colleges and universities. 



 

BroadBroad--based inclusion based inclusion –– and a diversity of input and a diversity of input –– was sought and achieved was sought and achieved 
demographically, geographically, religiously, and in degree of Jdemographically, geographically, religiously, and in degree of Jewish communal ewish communal 
affiliation or lack thereof.   This was, in other words, a studyaffiliation or lack thereof.   This was, in other words, a study of Rochesterof Rochester’’s s 
Jewish community Jewish community –– not just the identified and affiliated nucleus of that not just the identified and affiliated nucleus of that 
community. community. 
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IIII METHODOLOGYMETHODOLOGY

As one of a series of themed analyses which emerged from the As one of a series of themed analyses which emerged from the 
extremely comprehensive extremely comprehensive ““Count Me InCount Me In”” study, study, this particular this particular 
presentation will focus on the Interfaith perspective within ourpresentation will focus on the Interfaith perspective within our 
Jewish community.  Jewish community.  

We will look at those in Interfaith households against the We will look at those in Interfaith households against the 
backdrop of our overall sample, and from their responses learn backdrop of our overall sample, and from their responses learn 
about their experiences, their priorities, and their needs as about their experiences, their priorities, and their needs as 
members of our Jewish community. members of our Jewish community. 



IIIIII ASSEMBLED FINDINGSASSEMBLED FINDINGS
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Jewish Community Overview: 
So how many of us are there?



 

There are an estimated 19,850 Jews 
living in the Rochester area today 
[2010].



 

There were an estimated 20,847 Jews 
living in Monroe County in 2000.  



 

Over the past decade, this represents 
an estimated 4.8% decline across the 
region, or an 8% decline within 
Monroe County.



 

There are an estimated 9,740 Jewish 
households in the Rochester area 
today [2010].  



 

There were an estimated 10,230 
Jewish households in Monroe County 
in 2000.



 

This, too, represents over the past 
decade an estimated 4.8% decline 
across the region, or an 8% decline 
within Monroe County. 
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Q33a)  Is this an 
inter-faith household? 

Q33b)  [If yes:]  
Are the children in this household 
being raised Jewish?

0%

25%

50%

75%

100%

% response 17% 83%

Yes No

Of all intermarried householdsOf all intermarried households::


 

[35%]  They[35%]  They’’re all being raised Jewish re all being raised Jewish 


 

[11%]  They[11%]  They’’re being raised Jewish plus other re being raised Jewish plus other 
religionsreligions



 

[9%]   This is a non[9%]   This is a non--religious householdreligious household


 

[2%]  Some of our children are being raised [2%]  Some of our children are being raised 
Jewish, others notJewish, others not



 

[<1%] They[<1%] They’’re being raised in some other re being raised in some other 
religionreligion



 

[43%]  NA/This household has no children[43%]  NA/This household has no children

Of intermarried households with children:


 

[61%]  They’re all being raised Jewish 


 

[19%]  They’re being raised Jewish plus other 
religions



 

[16%]   This is a non-religious household


 

[4%]  Some of our children are being raised 
Jewish, others not



 

[1%] They’re being raised in some other religion

[N=2,226 out of 2,234]

[N=369]            [N=1257]

[N=369 out of 2,234]

By way of historical comparison, in 2000 an estimated 62% of households were deemed “in-marriage”, 
8% “conversionary in-marriage”, and 30% “intermarriage”.  The “percentage of married Jewish persons 
married to someone not currently Jewish” was in 2000 estimated at 17%.  Our 2010 survey’s simpler 
question merely asked respondents whether their households are inter-faith, and 17% indicated yes. [p.221]

Moreover, in 2000 71% of the children of intermarriage were being raised Jewish, and 9% being raised both Jewish and 
another religion.  This year we find 61% being raised Jewish, 19% being raised Jewish plus other religions. [p.221]
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Q33a)  [Asked of all those in our nonQ33a)  [Asked of all those in our non--college student sample:]  college student sample:]  
Is this an interIs this an inter--faith household?faith household? 

Q18)  [Asked of all college students:]  Q18)  [Asked of all college students:]  
Did you grow up in an interDid you grow up in an inter--faith household?faith household?

Yes No

Yes = 17%

No = 83%

[N = 369 of 2,226 of 2,234]

Yes No

Yes = 9%

[N = 9 of 100]

No = 91%

Q18) College Student response:Q33a) Community Sample response:
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Q33a)  Is this an interQ33a)  Is this an inter--faith household?faith household?

Community-wide Projection:

Of the 9,740 households 
across the greater Rochester Jewish Community today, 
an estimated 1,615 are Interfaith households.

[N=2,234]
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Rest of the Region est. 13%

Collar Communities est. 23%
[Webster, Penfield, Fairport, Perinton, Victor, 
Mendon, Honeoye Falls, Rush, Henrietta]

Rest of the City est. 14%

Pittsford est. 15%

Brighton est. 33%

Where Our Interfaith Households Live in 2010 
[% of our est. 1,615 interfaith households]

Community Cluster 
Key
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Rest of the Region est. 5%

Collar Communities est. 12%
[Webster, Penfield, Fairport, Perinton, Victor, 
Mendon, Honeoye Falls, Rush, Henrietta]

Rest of the City est. 9%

Pittsford est. 19%

Brighton est. 53%

Where Our Non-Interfaith Households Live in 2010 
[% of our est. 8,125 non-interfaith households]

Community Cluster 
Key
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Observation:  Geographically, our Jewish CommunityObservation:  Geographically, our Jewish Community’’s s 
interfaith households are proportionately more apt to live in thinterfaith households are proportionately more apt to live in the e 
collar communities, the rest of the region, and the rest of the collar communities, the rest of the region, and the rest of the 
City than their nonCity than their non--interfaith counterparts, who are interfaith counterparts, who are 
proportionately more concentrated in Brighton and Pittsford.proportionately more concentrated in Brighton and Pittsford.

Interfaith HHs 
[est. 1,615]

Non-Interfaith HHs 
[est. 8,125]

Total HHs 
[est. 9,740]

Brighton 33% 53% 51%

Pittsford 15% 19% 19%

Collar 
Communities

23% 12% 16%

Rest of the City 14% 9% 10%

Rest of the Region 13% 5% 4%
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Our Jewish CommunityOur Jewish Community’’s Stability Profile:s Stability Profile: 
Our interfaith respondents may not have been here quite as long Our interfaith respondents may not have been here quite as long 
as their nonas their non--interfaith counterparts, but theyinterfaith counterparts, but they’’re clearly notre clearly not 
newcomers.  They, too, have tended to come, settle, and stay.newcomers.  They, too, have tended to come, settle, and stay.

Q41)  Were you born in the greater Rochester area?

If not:
Q42) How many years have you lived in the Rochester area?

[N = 2,234]

Interfaith HHs 
[est. 1,615]

Non-Interfaith 
HHs [est. 8,125]

Total HHs 
[est. 

9,740]

Born here 34% 34% 34%

< 10 years 12% 10% 10%

10-20 years 17% 11% 12%

> 20 years 36% 45% 43%

mean # years  
here

24.2 years 29.8 years 28.9 years
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Our Jewish CommunityOur Jewish Community’’s Denominational Profile:s Denominational Profile: 
Not surprisingly, our interfaith respondents are proportionatelyNot surprisingly, our interfaith respondents are proportionately 
more apt to see themselves today as Reform or Just Jewish more apt to see themselves today as Reform or Just Jewish ---- 
and less apt to see themselves as Orthodox or Conservative and less apt to see themselves as Orthodox or Conservative ---- 
than their nonthan their non--interfaith counterparts.interfaith counterparts.

Interfaith HHs 
[est. 1,615]

Non-Interfaith HHs 
[est. 8,125]

Total HHs 
[est. 9,740]

Orthodox <1% 9% 8%

Conservative 12% 36% 32%

Reform 58% 41% 44%

Just Jewish / PD 28% 11% 13%

Other 5% 5% 5%

Q90) Which of the following most closely describes how you see yourself today?
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Our Jewish CommunityOur Jewish Community’’s Denominational Profile:s Denominational Profile: 
Likewise, our interfaith households are also proportionately Likewise, our interfaith households are also proportionately 
more apt to have grown up as Reform or Just Jewish more apt to have grown up as Reform or Just Jewish ---- and less and less 
apt to have grown up as Orthodox or Conservative apt to have grown up as Orthodox or Conservative ---- than their than their 
nonnon--interfaith counterparts.interfaith counterparts.

Interfaith HHs 
[est. 1,615]

Non-Interfaith HHs 
[est. 8,125]

Total HHs 
[est. 9,740]

Orthodox 6% 18% 16%

Conservative 35% 42% 41%

Reform 37% 24% 26%

Just Jewish / PD 15% 10% 11%

Other 10% 7% 8%

Q91)  Which of the following most closely describes how you were raised?
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Not surprisingly, directionally fewer of those in interfaith houNot surprisingly, directionally fewer of those in interfaith households seholds 
have been to Israel and/or had Jewish camping experiences have been to Israel and/or had Jewish camping experiences –– but but 
many (43% and 60% respectively) of our interfaith respondents many (43% and 60% respectively) of our interfaith respondents 
have had one or both of those Jewish experiences.have had one or both of those Jewish experiences.

Interfaith HHs 
[est. 1,615]

Non-Interfaith HHs 
[est. 8,125]

Been to Israel 43% 69%

Jewish Camp 60% 76%

Q116c)  So in total, how many trips to Israel have the 
members of your family collectively participated in? 

Q92a & b)  Within your family, how may ever attended and/or worked at a 
Jewish summer day camp or overnight camp as children or teens?

26 p.p.

16 p.p.
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Again not surprisingly, directionally fewer of those in interfaiAgain not surprisingly, directionally fewer of those in interfaith th 
households are dueshouseholds are dues--paying synagogue and/or JCC members today paying synagogue and/or JCC members today –– 
but many (44% and 22% respectively) of our interfaith respondentbut many (44% and 22% respectively) of our interfaith respondents s 
have one or both of those Jewish affiliations.have one or both of those Jewish affiliations.

Interfaith HHs 
[est. 1,615]

Non-Interfaith HHs 
[est. 8,125]

Synagogue 
Member

44% 76%

JCC Member 22% 42%

Q95a)  Is your household currently a dues-paying member of any 
local temple or synagogue? 

Q99a)  Are you a dues-paying member of Rochester’s Jewish Community 
Center on Edgewood Avenue?

32 p.p.

20 p.p.
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While directionally fewer of those in interfaith households are While directionally fewer of those in interfaith households are 
Jewish Community Federation donors, many (44%) of our Jewish Community Federation donors, many (44%) of our 
interfaith respondentsinterfaith respondents’’ households did contribute to households did contribute to 
Federation/UJA last year. Federation/UJA last year. 

Interfaith HHs 
[est. 1,615]

Non-Interfaith HHs 
[est. 8,125]

Federation / UJA 
Donor

44% 65%

Q128a)  Last year, did your household make a contribution to the Jewish 
Community Federation of Greater Rochester ot the UJA Campaign?

21 p.p.
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When we combine the dimensions of temple/synagogue membership, When we combine the dimensions of temple/synagogue membership, 
JCC membership, and Federation/UJA donation into a single JCC membership, and Federation/UJA donation into a single ““affiliationaffiliation”” 
designation, we find that although affiliation is directionally designation, we find that although affiliation is directionally lower lower 
among interfaith households, nearly twoamong interfaith households, nearly two--thirds (63%) of our interfaith thirds (63%) of our interfaith 
respondentsrespondents’’ households are in fact households are in fact ““affiliatedaffiliated”” via one or more of the via one or more of the 
qualifying criteria. qualifying criteria. 

Q95a)  Is your household currently a dues-paying member of any local temple or synagogue? 

Q99a)  Are you a dues-paying member of Rochester’s Jewish Community Center on Edgewood Ave?

Q128a)  Last year, did your household make a contribution to he Jewish Community Federation of 
Greater Rochester ot the UJA Campaign?

23 p.p.

Interfaith HHs 
[est. 1,615]

Non-Interfaith HHs 
[est. 8,125]

“Affiliated” 63% 86%
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In Q33b, those who indicated in Q33a that theirs was an inter-faith household were 
asked “Are the children in this household being raised Jewish?” One of the choices  -- 
“They’re all being raised Jewish” -- arguably represents the hoped-for response.  The 
percentage choosing that response differs significantly by denomination, with the 
“Just Jewish / Post-Denominational” response significantly lower than all other 
denominational groups. Both travel to Israel and Jewish camping have directional 
linkage to that response as well, although it’s not nearly as dramatic as denomination.

61% of all Interfaith 
hhs with children 
chose this response

% of hhs with children responding
“They’re all being raised Jewish”

Orthodox [N=2] 100%

Conservative 
[N=41]

63% 

Reform [N=197] 77%

Just Jewish / PD  
[N=93]

21%

Been to Israel 41%

Not Been to Israel 33%

Jewish Summer 
Camp

38%

No Jewish Summer 
Camp

32%

Observations:

Note very small number of 
Interfaith Orthodox hh’s

Being Reform seems more 
closely correlated with this 

outcome than being 
Conservative 

[63% v. 77% = 14 p.p.]

Note: 44% of our interfaith 
JJ/PD responded “This is a 

non-religious hh.”

A trip to Israel makes 
interfaith hhs 8 p.p. more 

likely to raise all their 
children Jewishly

A Jewish camping experience 
makes interfaith hhs 6 p.p. 
more likely to raise all their 

children Jewishly
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What else do we know about the factors 
which tend to correlate significantly 

with the Interfaith response 
“They’re all being raised Jewish” ?

61% of all Interfaith 
hhs with children 
chose this response

% of hhs with children responding
“They’re all being raised Jewish”

Synagogue 
members

86%

Synagogue 
non-members

27% 

JCC members 81%

JCC non-members 54%

Federation donors 76%

Federation 
non-donors

44%

“affiliated” 75%

not “affiliated” 21%

Belonging to a synagogue: 
+ 59 p.p.

Belonging to the JCC:
+ 27 p.p.

Donating to Federation:
+32 p.p.

Being “affiliated” in 
one or more of these ways:
+ 54 p.p.
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Is there any geographic correlation 
with the Interfaith response 

“They’re all being raised Jewish” ?

61% of all 
Interfaith hhs with 
children chose this 
response

% of hhs with children 
responding

“They’re all being raised 
Jewish”

Pittsford 71%

Brighton 68%

Collar 
Communities

61%

Rest of the City 45%

Rest of the 
Region

35%

Observation:

Interfaith households
in the “rest of the city”
and the “rest of the 
region” are less apt 
to be raising all their
children Jewishly.
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In Q33c, Interfaith respondents were asked:  
“Do you feel warmly welcomed and comfortable in our Jewish community?” 

Overall, their response profile looked like this:

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

it varies

not at all

not very

somewhat

very

% response 6% 2% 7% 41% 44%

it varies not at all not very somewhat very
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If we take the “very warmly welcomed and comfortable” response as our 
hoped-for response, we can probe to see which variables correlate most 
closely with that response, and which therefore do not.   

% of Interfaith respondents 
answering “very warmly 

welcomed & comfortable”
Households with 
kids under age 5

53%

Households with 
kids 5-12

55% 

Households with 
teens 13-19

55%

Adults in their 
20s & 30s

41%

Adults in their 
40s & 50s

45%

Adults in their
60s

36%

Adults in their 
70s & 80s+

61%

Observation:
It would appear that our 
community does a better job of 
making interfaith households 
with children, and our eldest 
members, most comfortable –
but not as well with those 
interfaith adults who don’t have 
children, or who have grown 
children.

Of particular concern is the 
second-lowest score, among 
those in their 20s and 30s – 
where retention efforts might 
be most critical, and the 
welcome mat arguably more 
important.
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Again, if we take the “very warmly welcomed and comfortable” response as 
our hoped-for response, we can probe to see which variables correlate most 
closely with that response, and which therefore do not.   

% of Interfaith respondents 
answering “very warmly 

welcomed & comfortable”
Orthodox [N=2] 100%

Conservative 
[N=41]

56% 

Reform [N=197] 51%

Just Jewish / PD  
[N=93]

23%

Been to Israel 44%

Not Been to Israel 40%

Jewish Summer 
Camp

48%

No Jewish Summer 
Camp

33%

Observations:

(Note very small number of 
Interfaith Orthodox hh’s)

Perhaps surprisingly, our 
Conservative interfaith respondents 
feel slightly more warmly welcomed 

than their Reform counterparts 
[56% v. 51% = 5 p.p.]

This significantly lower number 
suggests that those who feel more 

directly affiliated with a specific 
denomination feel more warmly 
welcomed at a communal level

A trip to Israel makes interfaith 
respondents 4 p.p. more likely to 

feel warmly welcomed…

…while a Jewish camping 
experience makes interfaith 

respondents 15 p.p. more likely to 
feel warmly welcomed.
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Finally, taking the “very warmly welcomed and comfortable” response as 
our hoped-for response, we find that the more affiliated the respondent – 
whether via synagogue membership, JCC membership and/or Federation 

donation – the more warmly welcomed and comfortable.  The causal 
direction, however, is unclear:  Do they affiliate because they feel warmly 

welcomed, or does their affiliation lead to the warm welcome?

% of Interfaith respondents 
answering “very warmly 

welcomed & comfortable”
Synagogue 
members

57%

Synagogue 
non-members

29% 

JCC members 58%

JCC non-members 37%

Federation donors 51%
Federation 
non-donors

33%

“affiliated” 51%

not “affiliated” 23%

Belonging to a synagogue: 
+ 28 p.p.

Belonging to the JCC:
+ 21 p.p.

Donating to Federation:
+18 p.p.

Being “affiliated” in 
one or more of these ways:
+ 28 p.p.
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IVIV CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONSCONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS



 

This collection of slides provides a glimpse into the perspectivThis collection of slides provides a glimpse into the perspectives and es and 
perceptions of our Jewish Communityperceptions of our Jewish Community’’s Interfaith members today.s Interfaith members today.



 

In this analysis, we project an estimated 1,615 Interfaith houseIn this analysis, we project an estimated 1,615 Interfaith households holds 
across the greater Rochester Jewish Community. We find that as aacross the greater Rochester Jewish Community. We find that as a 
group these Interfaith households may not have been here quite agroup these Interfaith households may not have been here quite as s 
long as their nonlong as their non--Interfaith counterparts, but are just as apt to have Interfaith counterparts, but are just as apt to have 
been born here. been born here. 



 

Geographically, we find that these Interfaith households are Geographically, we find that these Interfaith households are 
proportionately more apt to live in the Collar Communities, the proportionately more apt to live in the Collar Communities, the rest of rest of 
the region, and the rest of the city than their nonthe region, and the rest of the city than their non--interfaith interfaith 
counterparts, who are proportionately more concentrated in Brighcounterparts, who are proportionately more concentrated in Brighton ton 
and Pittsford.  and Pittsford.  



 

Denominationally, our Interfaith respondents are proportionatelyDenominationally, our Interfaith respondents are proportionately more more 
apt to see themselves as Reform or Just Jewish / Post Denominatiapt to see themselves as Reform or Just Jewish / Post Denominational, onal, 
and less apt to see themselves as Orthodox or Conservative and less apt to see themselves as Orthodox or Conservative –– and and 
likewise to have grown up that way as well. likewise to have grown up that way as well. 
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IVIV CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS  (continued)CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS  (continued)



 

In this analysis, we also discover that significant numbers of In this analysis, we also discover that significant numbers of 
Interfaith households have been to Israel [4 in 10], participateInterfaith households have been to Israel [4 in 10], participated in d in 
Jewish camping [6 in 10], are Synagogue members [4 in 10], are Jewish camping [6 in 10], are Synagogue members [4 in 10], are 
JCC members [2 in 10], are Federation donors [4 in 10] JCC members [2 in 10], are Federation donors [4 in 10] –– and how and how 
as a group they are more as a group they are more ““affiliatedaffiliated”” [6 in 10] than might have [6 in 10] than might have 
been anticipated.been anticipated.



 

We next analyzed the many factors that most directly or We next analyzed the many factors that most directly or 
directionally correlated with raising all their children Jewishldirectionally correlated with raising all their children Jewishly, and y, and 
with feeling warmly welcomed and comfortable within our Jewish with feeling warmly welcomed and comfortable within our Jewish 
community. community. 



 

This InterfaithThis Interfaith--related compilation of findings is just another of the related compilation of findings is just another of the 
analytical iceberganalytical iceberg’’s tips.  The rest of the story is being told via the s tips.  The rest of the story is being told via the 
remaining presentations and reports, each focused on a another remaining presentations and reports, each focused on a another 
chapter of chapter of ““Count Me In Count Me In –– A Portrait of the Rochester A Portrait of the Rochester 
Jewish Community todayJewish Community today””, and each a live resource for the , and each a live resource for the 
ongoing use of those agencies, organizations, and individuals whongoing use of those agencies, organizations, and individuals who o 
will be planning for our Jewish communitywill be planning for our Jewish community’’s future in the years s future in the years 
ahead.ahead.
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