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be too broad tor the thesis and so narrowed the definition. In her 
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into all areas of conqregational lite and thereby was able to still 
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recomaend that the thesis be accepted. 

April 16,1990 

Respectfully subaitted, 
Mrs. Sherry H. BlUJlberq 
Referee 

' 



, 

FAMILY EDUCATION: 

THE INFLUENCE OF THE CONCEPT OF FAMILY EDUCATION 

ON 

PROGRAMMING WITHIN THE REFORM SYNAGOGUE 

HARRIET M. LEVINE 

Submitted in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements 
for the Degree of Master of Arts in Religious Education 

-
Hebrew Union College - Jewish Institute of Religion 

School of Education 
New York 1 New York 

March 16 1 1990 
Advisor: Mrs. Sherry H. Blumberg 



\ 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

INTRODUCTION . ...••...•... ... .•.• • ..•..•.•. •. •...• 

Endnotes . . ...... . ... .. . . . .• ...... ... . .. .... . . . 

CHAPTER ONE - REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

Definition of the Family •.. .. •••• . •••••.•.••. • 
The Need for Family Education .•... . . .. . . . . . . .. 
What is Meant by Family Education . • •.. .. ... •. . 
Endnotes •.... . ... . ......................•..... 

CHAPTER TWO - METHODOLOGY 

Why Survey Research ..•• . ••.•.•• • ..•. •.• •• . •.. . 
The Research Design • •• . . •. . ••••. . •.• • .•.• ...•. 

The Questionnaire •.•••••.•.•.•. . ..••...... 
Determining the Sample .••••• •••. ••....... . 
Insuring Maximum Return ••..•• •. ..• . •.•.•. . 
Additional Informati on •...•• • ••••••• ••.•.• 
Classifying Data ••• • •• . •... .•..•...•.• • •.• 

Endnotes •..••. . . • • •• .• ..... . .. . ..... . . . ..•••.. 

CHAPTER THREE -~ESULTS OF THE SURVEY r 

Response to Questionnaires ••• . .. . ..... . . . .. . .. 
The Questionnaire ... . ............. . ... . . ....•. 

Part I 
Con~egations That Have Family Education .. 
Synagog\.ie Population Involved ••••••..••••. 
Programming for Non-Traditional Families . . 
Number of Years ..••.••••. ••. •. .•. ..••• .... 
Who is Responsible • • • .. .• •.•...... . . ...••• 
Number of Programs Conducted •.......•.•.• • 
Restrictions of Participants ..... .. .. ...•. 
Help from Outside ·Agencies ..••...•••• ... .. 
Budgeting .. . ......•.•..•.... .. ......•... . . 

Part II - The Person Responsible .• .. .•• . ••••. . 

Part III - Future Plans • •..•.•....• .•..... •. . . 

Part IV 
Synagogue Demographics ..•.. ..... .... ....... 

- Dues Structure . .... . ..... . ...... .... ..... . 
Other Factors . ... . .................. . .... . 
Professional Staff •.•••..••..•••.•••.• . • .• 

• 

.... 
' 

i 

Page 

iii 

viii 

2 
3 
9 

14 

17 
21 
21 
23 
25 
26 
28 
30 

32 
33 

34 
34 
35 
35 
36 
36 
37 
3'7 
38 

39 

41 

42 
44 
44 
45 



ii 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

CHAPTER THREE (cont.) 

Part V Specific ·Kinds of Programming ..... . . 45 

In Sum..... . .. .. .. . ........... . . . ...... ...... . 45 
Endnotes • • • . . • . • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • . . . . . . . . 4 7 

CHAPTER FOUR - ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS 

Conclusions From the Research... ....... ....... 48 
Duplication of Responses.......... .... .... 50 
Curriculum for Family Education..... ... ... 51 
The Educational System of the Synagogue ... 51 
The Temple Educator . ........... ....... .... 52 

Follow-up Interviews and Results.... . ......... 52 
Some Definitions from Practitioners...... . 54 
Present UAHC Involvement.. . .......... .... . 55 

Proposed Definition of Family Education....... 56 
Implications for the Future.. ....... .......... 57 

Stumbling Blocks. . . • • • • • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . 59 
Types of Research Needed. ~·· ··· · ····· ·· ··· 60 

Endnote,,P. • . . • . . . . . . • . • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • . • • • • • • . • • 62 
I ~ 

CONCLUDING REMARKS •.•.•.•• • ... ....... .......•. \ • . 64 

APPENDIX............. .. ........ . ....... . .. ... .... 65 

BIBLIOGRAPHY'. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 102 

I 

• 

• 



-

iii 

INTRODUCTION 

Often religious education was considered to be just for 

the children. Religious educators have been child ori ented, 

commi.tte4 to the teachi.ng of our young people. Our 

synagogue schools were concerned only with th~ boys and 

girls who come into our buildings at age five and leave upon 

confirmation, or before. 1 

Until a relatively short time ago, these statements were 

, true in the majority of our synagogues. If the situatio n 

was different it- was often perceived as being true by many 

members of the congregation. 2 

Withi.n the synagogue supplementary school, a child 

learned Hebrew and history. Much of his/ her other religious 

education, that of customs and traditions of holiday and 

life-cycle even~s, was assumed to be learned at home. The 

school subj e cts were taught with the idea that there would 

be reinforcement in the home and with the family. Although 

parents were occasionally invited to "open house", there was 

little concern for what we today call family education. 

Reaching out to all members of the family, not only the 

child in school, so that they learn and experience together 

and become more knowledgeable and comfortable in Judaism was 

not often done . 3 
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Parents and children and grandparents came to the 

synagogue on the High Holy days, and sometimes for Shabbat 

and festivals for worship experiences, but for little 

connected with education of the family. 4 Adult education 

took place in the evenings or during an adult Torah study 

session on Shabbat mornings. There was · little or no 
t 

coordination between these classes and those of the 
~ 

children. Teachers in the religious school taught .the 

children. Many parents seemed content to let the school do 

its job, providing little or no support to Jewish schooling, 

either in Jewish behavior and observance at home, or in 

mot*vating the children. 5 

-Over the past few decades, educational leaders in 

decision-making positions at Boards of Jewish Bducation in 

major cities and in departments of education of 

organizations such as Union of American Hebrew Congregations 

and United Syn~gogues hlve written of the need to educate 

families of our children. 6 They note with alarm the lack 

of information families seem to have about holidays, 

history, customs, tradition, the Tanach, and other Judaic 

knowledge. There is concern expressed about the number of 

families having members who are not Jewish or who have had 

little or no Jewish education themselves. 7 

I have been a teacher in Reform synagogues for many 

years and am concerned not only with this lack of education, 
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but with the lack of coounitment students and fam~lies seem 

to exhibit toward JudaJ.sm itself or toward any Jewish 

organizations. It appears that those children whose 

families are active in the synagogue, whether coming to 

worship services on a regular basis or involved in 

committees, are more comfortable themselves-; that of having 

a sense of well-being, of belonging, or of ~ecurity J.n the 

synagogue. I believe that it is necessary to integrate the 

education and activities of our youth with the rest of the 

family so that everyone in the family can feel this comfort; 

this sense of belonging, of understanding what Judaism is 
• 

ad about, both in the sinagogue and at home. 

In response to the calls of our educational leadership . 

there is an apparent trend toward more family education and 

increased programming for the entire family. The phrase 

"family education" has become very popular in this past 

decade. 

In this thesis . I will -explore what our Jewish 

educational leaders have written and said about family 

education over the past two decades. I will try to 

determine whether or not our Reform congregations have made 

changes in their educational policies •so that they are 

educating families and, if not, why they are not doing so. 

I will also offer a working definition of family education 

drawn from the research and viewed from my own experience. 
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The design of this thesis will encompass the above 

statements. Chapter One will review the literature; point 

out specific material written in books and magazines during 

the past two decades 'with regard to the state of education 

in the synagogues and the concern and/ or hope for the 

future. Definitions of the term "family education" will be 

included because there appear to be several definitions, 

each given by s o meone else involved in planning family 

education. 

Chapter Two will concern itself with the way in which 

information was obtained from Un.ion of American Hebrew 

" ., Congregations affiliated congregations within the United 

States and Canada. My immediate concern is the Reform 

synagogue, and what rabbis 'and educators, along with lay 

leadership, have chosen to do with regard to family 

education. In this chapter, reasons for choosing the survey 

method of research to obtain the information will . be 

given. How. t~e questions were determined, a sample chosen, 

and procedures for mailing will be discussed. 

Chapt~r Three will provide the results of the survey. 

It will show how synagogues choose to carry out family 

education programming; whether this programming is for each 

of the family groups that make up the congregation or for 

family groups where part of that family is in the religious 
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school. In other words, we will determine from the results • 
how varied a~e the synagogue populations that are exposed to 

family education. 

A~ indicated above, a survey method of research will be 

used to obtain information. When the surveys are returned 

and answers to the questions analyzed, my analysis will be 
... 

given in Chapter Four. The conclusion will elaborate on 

problems facing congregations that wish- to in~lude family 

education programming in their planning, i ndicate areas in 

which research should be undertaken, and give implications 

for the future . 

.,,. The Appendix will include material used to obtain 

information; letters, questions, names of rabbis and 

educators who were persona!1y contacted, as well as each 

congregation that participated in this research. Charts and 

tables will expand on the information of Chapters Two and 

Three. 

It is my . coptention that religious education should not 

be just for c hildren. Religious educators should be total 

educators for everyone connected with the synagogue. We 

should be reaching out to every family member , regardless of 

the configuration of that family, to allow family units to 

learn and grow together. 
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ENDNOTES 

1 These statements are based on over thirty years 
of teaching experience and synagogue involvement, as well as 
conversations with teachers, pa.rents_, rabbis, and educators 
during those years and confirmed by the following studies: 
Stuart A. Gertman, And You Shall Teach Them Diligently (New 
York: National Association of Temple Educators, 1977); 
Jewish Bducation Service of North America, Perceptions of 
.Jewish Education (New York: JBSNA, 1983); Board of Jewish 
Education, Jewish Supplementary Schooling: An Educational 
System in Need of Change (New York: Board of Jewish 
Education, Inc., 1987). 

2 Ibid. 

3 Part of the working definition of family 
education of the author. · 

4 For further elaboration see . the Gertman, JESNA, 
~ BJE studies. 

5 This situation has been recognized as creating a 
serious problem for Jewish education. See 'Board of Jewish 
Education Study, p. 6. · 

6 See Gertman, JBSNA, and BJB studies, as well as 
Kerry M. Olitzky and Sanford Seltzer, The Synagogue 
Confronts the Jewish Family of the Twenty-First Century (New 
York: Union of American Hebrew Congregations and Hebrew 
Union College-Jewish Institute of Religi?n, 1988). 

7 Ibid. 

, 
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Family education has become a term used in many 

synagogues throughout the country. It is a topic being 

discussed at numerous seminars and workshops. The idea of 

family education is one that has grown over th~ past two 

decades, with seminars , workshops, and conferences using 

this theme more frequently than ever, as is noted by the 

Union of American Hebrew Congregation's (UAHC) creation of 

o1 the Task Force on the Family in 1985, of the Jewish 

Education Service of North America•s (~SNA) Leadership 

Conference on jewish Family Education in the fall of 1989, 

and of the number of sessions allotted to fam.1.ly education 

each year at the Coalition for Advancement in Jewish 

Education (CAJE). 

Each congregation committed to •doing family education" 

may have a different concept of what family education is all 

about . Before exploring what we are doing and hope to 

accomplish in the future, we should determine what we mean 

by the term . At the present time there is no one definition 

and, like a dictionary, perhaps we will end up with several 

meanings, each to be used according to our need. 
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DEFINITION OF TBB FAMILY 

A family is "the basic unJ.t in society having as its 

nucleus two or more adults 11.vJ.ng together and cooperatJ.ng 

in the care and rearJ.ng of their own or adopted 

children." 1 We have traditionally taken that definition 
. 

to mean two married adults of opposite sexes. This also 

refers to a group of people related by common _anceJ:l.try. 2 

Using this definition, we can add to parents and children 

and extended family of grandparents, aunts, uncles, and 

cousins. In the past, this has been what we mean when we 
.. 

~ speak of fami.ly. 

Today we are- faced with a new strupture. No longer is 

the former meaning accurate as we find different 

configurations of the family. We are told that the Jewish 

family is aiso changing; that the problems of divorce, 

single-parenthood, multi-step-parents, bomosexual!ty, and 

abuse of various kinds have affected Jews as well as the 

general population.~ In our synagogues, as we try to 

educate our members, we have to take into consideration all 

of the non-traditional groups, as well as the mother, -
father, and two-child household we ' thought of as the family 

in the not too distant past. 

In 1978, Dov Peretz Blkins, rabbi, educational 

consultant, and member of The National Council on Jewish 

Education, said t"hat the f&JQily is the basic unit of 

American Jewish life and that whole families or groups of 
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those families must be the target of our educational 

efforts. He wrote that •Jewi.sh education must become more 

holistic."4 By holistic he meant total human growth and 

development which would include all aspects of education . 

We, according to Elkins, cannot be concerned with the 

education of the individual person i.n isolation. He went on 

to note that living Jewish experiences seem to be the most 

successful; summer camps, week-long family camps, and 

retreats. 5 

THE NEED FOR FAMILY EDUCATION 

As far back ~as 1955, Sylvan Schwartzman, Professor of 

Education at ~ebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of 

Religion, took note of the wide gap between what the 

children are taught in religious school and the Jewish 

practices of the parents. He called for a curriculum of 

"systematic program of parent education coordinated witb the 

course of study of the religious school."6 Almost twenty 

years later, in 1972, he was still concerned about the 

success of p~rent education and questioned to what extent 

parent education programs contribu~e to their children's -
Jewishness. The following must happen: "(l) Jewish parent 

education must start prior to the birth of the child; 
. 

better, prior to the marriage itself, if the offspring is to 

receive adequate Jewisn nurturing; (2) the home must be 
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religiously orientated from the beginning; (3) continued 

Jewish education comes naturally to those who had a Jewish 

religious life before the birth of their children; (4) the 

grandparents can have a productive role. There is 

opportunity for religious growth for grandparents as well as 

parents. Sharing with grandchildren can be very 

meani.dgful . "7 

Twenty years ago, Zalman Sleai.nger, ~editor of The 

Pedagogic Reporter, said that we need a new vision and new 

solutions to the problems presently facing religious 

education. He wrote that formal education, in spite of 

continuous expansion and intensi"'f ication, is i.ncreasingly 

losing its relevance, relationship and responsiveness to the 

prevailing cultural cli.mate and the needs of the individual 

Jew and the Jewish community. 8 Slesinger believed that 

education must change . "The home and the complex of 

social-cultural institutions outside the school are far more 

effective i.n influencing the child's personality than i~ the 

Jewish schools as far as commitments, values, attitudes and 

appreciation are concerned . "9 

Fourteen years after Slesinger's plea for a new vision, 

Norman Linzer, professor at the Wufzweiller School of Social 

Work, Yeshiva University, said, "Professionals are 

encouraged to develop a vision of Jewish family life for 

Jews. They need to help families in three dimensions - the 

educational, the expe~~ntial, and th~ social - w~ill 
enable them to strengthen their ties to eaqh other and grow 
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together." 10 He, too, wrote of the need for families to 

reach out to other fami.liesr that the need for social 

contact and co~unity is greater today as a result of the 

d.ispersion of extended fami.lies, isolation of elderly 

parents in inner cities, and the breaking up of old 

neighborhoods . 
. 

In l972, educator...,. social worker, and founding director 

of The School for Communal Studies at. Hebrew Union 

College-Jew~sh Institute of Religion, Gerald Bubis, wrote, 

"People are searching for ways to combat their Jewish 

amnesia. They want to develop Jewish life styles."11 

Bubis bel~that people are COQcerned about the quality 

and dire~!!"~ their lives and that the school can become 

the educational resource for the family. The school could 

be the bridge back to the families for not only 

dissemination of materials but, more importantly, for 

"opportunities for Jewish experiential adventures." 12 

~ 

According to Bubis, fami.lies should be able to request help 
. . 

from the school to aid them in celebrating holidays, 

learning and observing High Holy Bays, and he was, as far 

back as 1972, an advocate for the hiring of a family life 

educator as part of nursery school staffs. 13 

Leonard 8. Troupp, Assistant Director of .;National 

Federation of Temple Youth, in an article about informal 

education in 1978, wrote that it is his belief that the 

Jewish family as a prime transmitter of Jewish values is 

breaking down in alarming and significant ways. He said the 
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weekend school is called upon to educate children within a 

limited time span. Additional burdens of transmitting 

value·s must be bo~e by others, in ways other than from the 

school alone. There is a need to belong to a community or 

group, to find satisfaction of personal individual feelings 

within a committed Jewish community. 14 

Bubis and Troupp both referred to the need for the 

family and the school to interact. Bubis believed that the 

family should be able to call on the school for help, that 

the school should be a resource. Troupp believed that the 

school being called upon, could not adequately do what was 

asked, therefore the need to go to tbe community. Troupp's 
""' 
idea of bringing the conununity into the process of family 

education is one that federations have been exploring. 15 

Although this thesis will explore family education 

within Reform synagogues, it is important to note that there 

were others concerned about the effectiveness of synagogues 

in educating children and parents. Morton Siegel, Director 

of the Department of Education of the United Synagogues, 

wrote in 1978, "If the Jewish schoo'l""is to succeed in its 

ambitious objectives, it has no choice but to embark on a 

program designed to transform the child's home, so as to 

create a reality in harmony with its own academ.io 

program. "16 we cannot educate the .child without 

simultaneously educating the parents. The school can only 
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discharge its function effectively by educating parents to 

discharge their own Tesponsibilities • 

By the late l970's, the Jewish fami.ly was becoming a 

- 17 
major focus on Jewish education. The Pedagogic Reporter 

devot~d an entire issue to Jewish family life education in 

the spring o£ 1977 and included in the issue was a statement 

that ~virtually eve:J' major national organization has 

organized a conference or task force on the family." 18. 

While the issue did not elaborate on these orgJUU.zations, 

the reader was informed that there was also a proliferation 

of proposals and position papers on the Jewish family. 

Bernard Reisman, Professor of American Jewish Communal 

Studies at Brandeis University, and writer of numerous 

papers on the Jewish fam.ily, proposed that groundwork be 
. 

laid for Jewish programs which would seek to foster the .. 
resurgence of the family. 19 His thesis was that the needs 

of contemporary American Jewish life be examined. Three 

types of programming that he considered of importance were 

the family h~vurah, family retreats, and single parent 

family programs. 20 

The theme of the above literature has basically been the 

same; the challenge to p;ovide the kind of education, both 

formal and informal, that would have a lasting influence on 

Jewish attitudes and behavior. Ways in which this.could be 

done began to be explored by synagogues, Boards of Jewish 

Education, and writers of articles about Jewish 
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education . 21 Magazines began to devote space each issue 

to programs being run in synagogues and community schools 

w~ere parents would be educated as well as their 

children. 22 Recogni.zing that synagogue schools would need 

help in attaining maximW1l results in their attempts to make 

Judaism a meaningful and vital part of the lives of their 

students, Boards of Jewish Education cyeated departments of . / 

family education with the purpose of stimulating schools to 

initiate, expand upon, and improve family educatio~ 

programming. 23 

As religious educators became more aware of the need for 

education for the fa.mil~ term " family educator" began 

being used. As seen prev iously, Bubis, in 1972, wrote of 

the need for a " family life educator" in nursery 

schools. 24 Alvin Schiff of the Board of Jewish Education 

of New York City wrote, "What synagogues need, what the 

Jewish community requires to provide effective Jewish 

schooling, are full-ti.me Jewish Family Bducators."25 Two 

years later, he ·wrote, "Synagogue education must become 

family oriented. The part- time Jewish teacher - along with 

the principal, youth director, rabbi and cantor - must 

become a full-time Jewish . family educator." 26 

Congregations began to think ab'.out family education 

programming and how this could be done . Rabbis and 

educators, realizing that ti.me constraints made for 

difficulty in planning and carrying out family education, 

-------

-
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made the first inroads i.nto hi.ring staff specially 

responsible for this part of congregational education. In 

the mid-seventies, Sharon Steinborn, the first person hired 

by a synagogue in the Chicago area to be ~esponsible for 

creating and coordinating family education, spoke of her 

position and why it came about. "There was a need for more 

of thls participation (involvement of parents), more 

continuity, more coordination, more family involvement 

outside the confines of school curriculum."27 

Rabbis and Temple Boards in other parts of the country, 

seeing the need for~essionals who would undertake the 

planning and carrying out of family education programming, 

asked that congregations hire such people. One Temple 

bulletin, announcing the establishment of such a position, 

said, "It has been the strong belief of the religious school 

committee that family life education is an .important 

component long neglec~ed in the .synagogue structure, " 28 

and continued that the synagogue"\•has taken a major step in 

expanding its educational system so that it will touch every 

member of the congregation."29 

WHAT IS MEANT BY FAMILY EDUCATION , 

As we begin to look at what our synagogues are doing 

with regard to educating families, we again must think about . 
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the term. Some educators have separated Jewish family 

education and Jewish faaily life education, believing that 

there is a distinct difference between the two. Janice 

Alper, ,educator and author, is one who has made a 

distinct:"ion. She says that "whenever both a student and 

his/ her family come together for Jewish learning on any 

topic, (in her opinion) it is called Jewish Family 

Bducation."30 She continues to say that these programs 

are designed specific~to provide the participants with 

skills and knowledge that can be transferred from the 

synagogue into the home and integrated into their lives. 

Family Life Education, on the other band, is the programs 

and workshops related to life-cycle or conte•porary family 

issues. According to Ms . Alper, this would be a combination 

of group or family therapy and adult e~ucation, usual.ly 

carried out by~mmunal agencies that have people especially 

trained to carry out this function. 31 

Sherry Bissell Blumberg defines family education as 

occurring "when both the child and his/ her family 

participate together in the cognitive, and a£fective aspects 

of learning."32 She also makes a distinction between this 

and family life education, which she states is where the 

primary focus is how families relate and support each 

other. Further, learning together may or may not be part of 

the proce~3 

Cherie Koller-Fox, Educational Director of the Harvard 

Hillel School, believes that "the p~rpose of family 
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education is to bring people closer to Judaism. Its goal is 

to empower parents to provide Jewish experiences for their 
<. 

own children in their own home and in the Jewish community 

in ~hich they have chosen to participate. "34 She further 

believ's that the venue of observance would ultimately be -
wherever appropriate; in the home, the school or the 

community. 

Isa Aron, Profes~or of Education at the Hebrew Union 

COllege-Jewish Institute of Religion, Los Angeles, speaks of 

parents and childre~rning together. She also believes 

that this is the direction that family education ought to 

take rather than parallel progr8.lllllling or any other 

programming that separates parents and children. 35 

Each of the people I have quoted above, all very 

committed to and involved in faaily education, each in the 

forefront of family education programming, has talked and ---written about family education basically as it relates to 

children of religious school age and their parents or 

grandparents. 

My belief is that family education is more than parents -and school-aged children. Not only should we educate 

parents and children, but also'm.idd1e-aged and elderly 

members of the family. Family education can therefore be 

defined in much the same way as "intergenerational 

education", that of involving two or more generations of a 

family in a learning situation.36 If we take this to be 
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• part of t6e definition, we no longer think only in terms of 

religious school or pre-school children and their parents. 

we can then think of another part of the synagogue family -
~ -

that P&Ft no longer having children in religious school , or 

who never had chil~n there. 

We must continually be aware of the s8?ent of the 

synagogue family that Rabbi Sanford Seltzer spok& of in 

1987. He said, "We live in a time when what is termed 'the 

traditional family' ~ ~erica is in great tur110il and is 

assuming new and ever ~anging configurations.•37 The 

Task Force on the Jewish Faaily, in its report to the 

Biennial Assembly of UAHC, 1987, stated " ••• many divorced 
./ 

men and women find the synagogue unresponsive to their needs 

and concerns. " In the same report; " ••• great concern about 

the paucity of material available for use in the religious 

schools in dealing directly with children f1'a divorced -Jewish households·. •38 -
This brings up another aspect of family e4ucation. 

Although many educators would define the term as having to 

do with either the entire famJ.ly or part of it, I would 

broaden the defilU.tion to include only one part of the 

family if what is learned affects. ~e family in genera1 . 39 

I believe that there has not yet been a clear-cut 

definition aaong the •_aj~rity of practitioners. With no 

clear-cut definition, there can be no clear guidelines. We 

determine, therefore, whether progr-1.ng that is 

j 
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labeled family education is actually that or is something 

else under the family education umbrella. The goal of this 

thesis will be to try to develop a definition based on a 

synthesis of the materials evaluated and read. 

' 
-· ,--

... 

\ 

'\) 
-.. ~ -_c .... 

" -

<'. ... 
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For the purpC)ie of this thesis, a sample of member 

congregations of the Union of American Hebrew congregations 
. 

were examined in order to evaluate how congregational 

programming is influenced by the concept of family 

education. The research design chosen - the survey - was 

determined to be the most expedient way to obtai.n the 

desired information. 

~s chapter will describe survey research. It will 

then explain in detail the methodology uaed to gather the 

anticipated results. 

WHY SURVEY RBSBARCH \ 
'-......, 

The goals of a research project shou1d ~ 

explicitly through the statement of the . research question • 
. 

What the researcher wants to know should be stated in clear, 

precise language. 1 

Chou, an author of statistical textbooks, tells us that 

•once.the problem has been precisely for11Ulated, the 

investigator must decide .whether to study the entire 

population or only part of it.•2 In practice, it is often 
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costly, time consuming, and even physically impossible to do 

- a 'complete enumeration' , the term by which we refer to the 

study of a complete population. Rather, a sampling is 

used. In ee.mpling we try to make an ll1ference on the basis 

of the sample data abc:mt the population from which the 

sample is drawn. The sample must adequately represent the 

population.3 

Survey research can have important implications. It 

provides, according to Babbie, "an excellent pedagogical 

device for methodological instruction.•4 Certainly it is 

a major instrument for the gatherll1g of data in a project 

such as the one undertaken. 

There are many types of sampling designs, each with its 

own merits. 5 A rai'ldom sample may be defined as one drawn 

under conditions such that each item in the population ~as 

an equal ~henpe to be selected. 6 

Returning to Chou, the next stage takes place. The 

first stage, we recall, is to formulate the problem. The 

second is to decide whether to study the entire population 

or part of it. The thi.rd stage , after tlle problem is 

formulated and the design chosen, is to collect the data. 

Often-the most time consuming and costly component of the 
I" 

whole statistical process , it is mai.n.ly a matter of 

ro\!tine. Important, though, ,is to keep in mind ·that good 

results in collecting data demand that the ll1terviewer's 

personal judgeaent be suppressed. 7 
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Although questionnaires can be done by telephone or 

in-person contact, the maJ.l questionnaire ~s the single most --..... 
widely used technique in research for education. 8 Good 

says t~at th.is technique is particularly useful ~when one 

can no~eadily ~ee personally all of the people from whom 

)le desires responses Dr where there is no particular reason 

to see the respondent personally."9 Data can be"gathered 

from any range of territory, national or international. 

At this point, the pre-test must be mentioned. The 

pre-test is a necessary part of reeearch when a 

questionnaix:e is chosen as a method of collecting data. It 

is dfsirable to try out the questionnaire and ezamJ.ne the 
' 

returns before it is used on a larger scale. 

The validity of the sample must be considered. A 

questionnaire, in order to be reaJ.ly valid, should have a 

good r!sponse. Low response r~s are difficult to 

statistically project. Babbie says that with a high rate of 

response there its less chance of significant response bias 

and, although there are a wide range of acceptable 

responses, a rule of thumb is that 50t is adequate for 

analysis and reporting. 10 Good suggests that the 

questionnaire must assume that there should be from 90t to 

100% returns and should therefore work out an entire plan 

for accomplishing this objective. 11 

Again returning to Chou's steps, a fourth stage, called 

descriptive statistics, is the arranging of d~ta into 
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readable form. 12 The material should be classified into 

some systematic manner and presented in a graph, table or 

diagram. For the purpose of this thesis, the descriptive 

statistics, material based on the answers to questionnaires , 

will be found in Chapters Three and Four and the Appendix . 

Chou's last stage is that of a final decision or 

inference . 13 When a sample consists of only part of the 

whole population or universe, a final step must take place. 

Once data bas been collected, the researcher must decide how 

best to use it. 

Why use statistics? Can the lim.ited nwnbers reached by 

a survey of this type give enough data to generalize on the 

basis of limited information? Blalock says "yes . " It is 

his belief that a very 1.mportant functi on of statistics is 

that \of induction or "infe~~g propert.ies of a population 

on the b6sis of known sample results."14 In his book, 

Social statistics, he states that the most obvious of the 

practical reasons why it is so often necessary to attempt to 

generalize on the basis of limited information is the 

time-cost factor. Instead, these steps could be followed: 

(1) decide upon the exact nature of the group in which the 

researcher intends to generalize; (2) draw a small sample 

consisting of a relatively small proportion of these 

people . 15 
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RESEARCH DESIGN 

In the research design for this thesis, the following 

were taken into consideration: (1) writing the 

questionnaire; (2) determJ.ning the pre-test and the sample; 

( 3) insuring maxi.mum return; ( 4) obtaining additional 

information. 

The Questionnaire 

Of ten the demographics of a synagogue determines the 

scope of the educational policies and practices. Therefore, 

questiona were asked of a sampling of synagogues regarding 

the use of family education programs, the populations that 

these programs reach, the numbers of programs each year, the 

personnel participating in the development and actual 

implementation, and other pertinent factors that would 

identify what involvement congregations have in family 

education . The questions were intended to obtain 

information about conditions and practices of which the 

respondent, the rabbi or educator, is presumed to have 

knowledge. 

Considerations of time and length were necessary when 

. . 

~ ' writing the questionnaire. It. is reasonable to assume that 

the questionnair~ would be going to people who have many 

obligations and duties for which they are responsible and 
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little ti.lie to devote to answering requests of this nature. -. 

Two factors to consider were aa follows: (1) is the reason 

for the -study of real merit? ( 2·) bow iaportant is th8 

material '\:o be de~ermi.ned? 

Often, according to Good, respondents do not give better . 
' 

answers because they are not present at the end of the study 

and do not see the results. 16 Thet'efore, it was deemed 

necessary to ask respondents whether or not they wanted the 

results of the study and a follow-up with a 

results was o~fered to those who made the request. Of 

utmosv importance was consideration that there must be a 

good reason for the person who receives the questionnaire to 

take the time and trouble to fill it out. Respondents must 

have an interest in the probl-, know the sender, or have a . 

common bond of loyalty to the sponsoring institution or 

organization.17 

Much of the questionnaire is in checklist fora. 

Closed-end responses were chosen; short cbeckaark responses, 

easy to fill out, taking little time to answer, and easy to 

tabulate and analyze. 18 This method of having a set of 

categories for the respondent to check provides a 

convenient, suggestive list on which the respondent may mark 

answers. Al though this type of closed questionnaire aay not 

provide an adequate picture of how the reepondent feels 

about the topic, it ia ·~111e-~ for both Queationnaire • 
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in sQcuring responses, and greatly facilitates the process 

of tabu1ating and s•-ari.zing.19 

In order to be able to elicit the information needed, it 

was necessary to use saliir~pen-end questions, questions 

where the respondents are not liaited in their replies to 
~ 

the answers. These questions provide a greater depth of 

response but are more difficult to interpret, tabul~te, and 

•· summarize. 20 They are necessary, though, to ascertain the 

complete picture. 

Determining the Sample 

" Following the mode of Rabbi Stuart Gartman in his study 

of 1977, 21 the congregations were divided as follows for 

the purpose of recording data and analysis: 

Bast - New York Federation; New Jersey - West Hudson 

Valley; Pennsylvania and Philadelphia; Northeast Region. 

South - Mid-Atlantic; Southeast and Florida; Southwest 

Region . 

Central - Great Lakes and Chicago; Northeast Lakes and 

Detroit; Canada; Midwest Region. 

West - Northern California/Paci~Northwest; Pacific 

Southwest Region. 

Although soae of the UABC divisions are called regions, 

otbers councils, or federations, in this study •region" will 

be used throughout. 
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There are current1y 815 COftlZ'fG•tiona affiliated with 

the Union of American Rebrev~tions.22 Since it is 

physically impossible to inteJ;view the rabbi or educator of 

each congregation, random aaapling ... chosen as the method 

• best suited to atta!J) information needed. 

A rflJldom sam~le was used to pre-teat, amounting to just 

over 2t of the actual congregations affiliated with the 

Union of berican Hebrew Congregations . Although the sample 

was chosen randomly - every f i£tieth congregation -

precautions were taken to ensure that each of the choaen 

congregations had a rabbi, and tha~ every region was 

represented._ 

When the fiftieth congregation did not have a rabbi, the .. 
fifty- first was used. A graph was drawn to ensure 

representation from every region and that various size• of 

congregations were also represented. (Table Two at the 

conclusion of this thesis w£Il give tlUa inforaatJ.on. ) 

Upon receipt of fifty percent of the pre-test samples, 

the results were analyzed to deteraine whether reviaion was 

needed . Good says that questionnaires and related 

instruments used for gathering data need validation in terms 

of practical use and that the preliminary fora of the 

questionnaire will probably lea4 ~ revision of certain 

iteas. 23 The questionnaires returned did not indicate 
\, 

that change• had to be made, ao the que• tionnd.re sent to 

the randoa saaple r .. a:i.ne4 the same . 
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The random saaple of approxiaately ten percent of the 
. 

UAHC affiliated congregations was determi.ned :1n the same way 
, 

as the pre-test; :1n this case, every ten congregations. A 

chart cfeterm:lned that every region was :lncluded and that 

each population grouping was represented. 

Based on the United American Hebrew Congregation figure · 
~ 

of 815 congregations, the percentage of qu_,stionnaires sent 
. 

to rabbis in UAHC affiliated congregations was just over 

12t. The 12t sample on an'"nth basis took :lnto account 

geographical distribution, size of congregation, and other 

variables. 24 

Insur:lng Mexi.mum Return .. 

In order to insure maz.i.mum returns for this survey, the 

following was done: (1) Approximately two weeks befqre 

mail:lng, a postcard was sent to each rabbi who was to 

receive a questionnaire . The card. introduced the -sender and 

alerted the rabbi to the mailing that would reach him or her 

shortly. This was done for both the pre-test mailing and 

the random sample sent one month later. The brief 
' 

introductory paragraph also informed the respondents of the 
~ 

reason for the questionnaire that was to follow; that it was 

_ the basis for data for a aaster' s thesis. Good, in his 

analysis of what constitutes a good survey, says: •send a 

1etter to aach ••• sometille in advance of a questionnaire, to 
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i th f th .2s expla n e purpose o e survey... • (2) Included 

with each rabbi~o su\y was a stamped, addressed envelope 

for the .. response. It is important not only to make the 

questionnaire easy to understand and answer, but also easy 

for the-respondent to return said questionnaire. 

EacK of the questiopnaires sent to rabbis, both in the 

pre-test and in the sample, had two cover letters . The 

first was that written to introduce myself and explain the 

purpose of the questionnaire. The second was written by 

Rabbi Arnold Sher of Congregation B'nai Israel in 
'""' 

B~idgeport, Connecticut, where I aa part of the professional 

staff as Faml.ly Bducation Coordinator. 

Additional Information 

-v 
The random sample sent to rabbis in UAHC congregations 

across the country was one of two methods used to obtain 

information. The second method was to send the same 
,. 

questionnaire with a different cover letter to all members 

of NATB (National Association of Temple Bducators) . Four 

things had to be taken into consideration before making this 

decision: (1) Not every meaber of NATB, 652 as of October, 

1989 , 26 is presently the educator of a-UARC congregation; 

(2) sOllle members of NATB are rabbis or cantors, as well as 

retirees; (3) there is DO.accurate way to determine the 

nwaber of UAHC congregations that would ultimately receive a 

.. 

·. 



questionnaire, either through the rabbi in th' random sample 

or through the NATB. •aiiing: (4) it is possible that there 
, 

would be duplication in congregations where there are either .. 
more than one NATB member, •r where the rabbi has received a 

J' 

questionnaire through the congregat:ional mailing. 

The determination was aade to send questionn~res to 

members of NATB in spite of the drawbacks. Bzacting records 

would be kept of the responses from both groups, keeping 
• 

them separate so that the results of the congregation random 

sample would not be affected. Unlike the randoa sample 
~ , 

where percentages cou1d easily be determined, the figures 

for NATB could not be as accurate. 

The congregations were Mvided, as previously, aentioned, 

into UAHC regions for the purpose of analysis. !'herefore, 

as NATB 8_9fVeys were returned, they too would be categorized· 

according to UAHC region. Since S0111e NATB meabers are in 

congregations other than tho8e affiliated with UABC, those 

would be tabulated separately,. 

These steps were followed: • (1) The exact nature of the 

group f rcm which I hope to gain inf oraation is that -ch 

respondent is a rabbi or educator in a Refora, UABC 

affiliated synagogue in the Un1.ted Stat•• or ~ada: (2) the 
. ' ll1!Ulple used ia a relatively -.11 proportion of thoaa 

peopJ.e. The random sample, • indicated previoaaly, is 
. 

baaed on just over 12t of the entll'e group of UABC 
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affiliated congregations. The NATB responses, as will be 

seen in Chapter Three, are also a small sample of the whole . 

For the purpqses of this thesis, it is important to 

recognize that statistics may be an aid to, but never a 
• 

substitute for, good sound thinking. From the standpoint of 

the social scientist it is merely a too1. 27 

!l'o sum up the planned research design: (1) a 

questionnaire was written; (2) two samples were determi.ned: 

first for a pre-test and second for a random sample; (3) a .. 
postcard was sent approximately two weeks before the 

questionnaire was mailed to alert the respondent to the 
A 

survey; (4) cover letters explaining the project were 

included with the questionnaires; (5) rabbis also received 

stamped, self-addressed return envelopes to aid in response; 

(6) questionnaires were sent to NATE members to obtain 

additional information with the understanding by the 

researcher that this sample was not "scientific." 

Classifying Data 

Upon completing the above, it was necessary to determine 

how the data would be arranged upon return. Bach entry had 

to be tabulated in a systematic manner to insure accurate 

recording and reporting of the results. The method chosen 

was a simple one of charting each response as it was 

received . Rabbinic responses were checked off on a master 
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liat as they were returned and results to ea~b question 

tabulated by region. The same was done with results of the 

NATB aurvey. A aaater chart ahowed daily responses and 

total n\Jilbers to date by region. It became relatively easy 

to keep track of data as questionnaires were answered • 
. 

Using the 1989 c:lirectory of UABC affiliated congregations, 

note was taken of each congregation that responded, whether 

by rabbi or educator. Responses were recorded as simply and 

efficiently as possible • 

• 
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Tabulation of ~he results of the surveys began on the 

cut-off date of December 1 , 1989. These samples will be .... 
called the "Prime Sample", referring to the rabbinic survey , 

and the "NATE Census " , referring to the National Association 

of Temple Educators survey. Charts with the details of the 

results can be found in the Appendix and will be spec ifie d 

by Table One through Table Twenty-Six. 

RESPONSE TO QUESTIONNAIRES 

Seventy congregations in the prime sample responded, 

giving a return of 71.4%. Although this number is 8.6% of 

the total number of member congregations , based on t he 

r a ndom sample, i t was an excellent response. 1 

UARC c o ngregations are divided into thirteen regions . 

Ques tionnaires we re sent to between 10.St and 15% of the 

congregations in each of eleven regions . Of the other two , 

the percentages were close to 19% for one and 9l for the 

other. Numbers were then tabulated to find the percentage 

of all congregations in a given region as compared to UAHC 

affiliated synagogues. The two percentages for each region 

were compared and found to be very close . Percentage of 



33 

total sent as compared to percentage of total congregations . ~ 

were similar ( as seen in Table 4) . 

As reported, 71.4t of the pri.me sample responded . By 

region, this breaks down to at least 50t in each region , 

with two regions havi ng lOOt return (see Table 3). 

Although NATB suryeys were mailed to every member , the 

1
? response from educators currently serving in positions in 

UAHC congregations would be at best 65% of the total number 

mailed. 2 117 responses, or ~5.8% , of possible returns 

were received. This cons titutes an acceptable respons e of 

( NATE membership~ A total of 187 ques:ionnaires were 

returned, representing 21 . 1% of all UAHC a ffiliated 
• 

congregations. 3 

THE QUESTIONNAIRE 

The questionnaire was divided into five parts for easier 

tabulation of the types of information requested . Parts I 

and II requested responses from congregations having family 

education programs already in place. Part III was concerned 

with future plans for those congregations not already 

involved in, or for expansion of family education 

programming. Part IV concerned demographi.cs of the 

responding congregations, and Part v asked for material 

regarding types of programming, if any. 
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Part I - Congregations That Have Family Education ,,. 

Based on all congregations that responded to the prime 

sample, 78 . 6% reported having family education programming , 

while 21-4% have none. NATE responses showed that 92.3% 

responding congregations have family education programming 

and 7 . 7% have not. 

Synagogue Population Involved 

• 
Responses t_o questions s.;>ecifying the constituency 

served by family education programming show that a very 

significant number of synagogues place emphasis on 

programming for families with children of religious school 

age. 70 . 3% of the congregations that responded have 

programs for families with pre-school children; so• fo~ 

those with children in the religious school; and 71% with 

families where a bar or bat mitzvah is scheduled during the 

year . 

Fewer programs are conducted for families with older 

children or for families where children are no longer living 

at home . For families with children of confirmation age, 

35.8% of the reporting congregations do some sort of family 

education: 10 . 5% where children are beyond high school; only 

11.1% when families consist of middle-aged and elderly. 

-{-
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Programming for Non-Traditional Families 

Responses to the questionnaire indicated disc repancies 

between figures of the prime sample and that of NATE. 

Rabbis reported 59.2% of their congregations have programs 

for mixed-married families and educators reported 35%. 4 A 

combined total shows that while 42.0% try to respond to the . 
needs of mixed-married families, only 27.2% consider the 

family where one member is a Jew-by-choice, although these 

congregants face some of the same issud'S'- as the 
• 

mixed-married families. Only 21.6% specifically consider 

single-parent families in their planning. 

N$1nber of Years 

A very small number of congregations responding reported 

that they had £amily education programming for more than 

just a few years. In response to the question, "How long 

ago did your coM}regation begin family education 

programming?", 50.6% began during the past five years, 28 . 8% 

between five and ten years ago, only 14.7% between ten and 

twenty years ago, and as little as 5.8t over twenty years. 
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Who is Responsible 

Questions asked about the responsibility for both 

developing and implementing the programs brought responses 

showing that in congregations that have family education 

programs, rabbis and educators are overwhelmingly the choice 

of answers(s). To a much lesser degree, others . respo~sible 

are teachers, cantors , lay committees, and in some 

instances, local agencies. Percentages in the prime sample 

and the NATE survey differ in responses to these two 

questions: , In the former, responses were that of 92.6% by 

the rabbi, an d 77.8t, the educator. The latter indicated 

rabbis 78% and•educators 90t. 5 

Number of Programs Conducted 

Several questions were asked regarding the number of 

family education programs conducted in the synagogue during 

the past year. The goal was to find out, not just the 

number, but whether congregations were making these integral 

parts of synagogue life or one-shot events. Of all 
.... 

synagogues reporting that they conduct family education 

programs, 45.5% had one to~ this past year, 31.4% 

conducted between five and ten, ~ 12.84 reported eleven to 

fifteen, and 10.3% planned over fifteen. Of the 

t . 
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congregations who answered specifica1ly "Do your family 

education programs consist of one-time programs or are they 

ongoing?", 65.lt said they were once a year. 

Restrictions of Participants 

63.7% of all rabbis and educators said that their family 

education programs were usually restricted to congregational 

families. 51.6% occasionally would open their programs to 

the public. This depended on the program.. Events involving 

pre-schoolers and t~eir families often are open to the 

public because many synagogue nursery schools accept 

children of families who are not congregants. 

Help From outside Agencies 

Approximately half of the congregations use other 

synagogues or outside agencies for help in planning and 

conducting family education programs. Although there were a 

variety of responses, most were the following: Board of 

Jewish Education, Jewish Family Services, Jewish Community 

Centers, Departments of UAHC or Federations, other 

synagogues, public schools and local colleges and 

universities, or county and local agencies, e.g., mental 
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heal~h. Of the synagogues that said they did not use 

outside agencies, about 10% said that there were no agencies 

or other synagogues available. All UAHC affiliated 

congregations have the availability of their regional or 

national departments, but a very small number specifically 

referred to them as being resources . 

One answer that was not given in tbe prime samp~e and is .. 
of interest is that St of the NATE respondents stated that 

CAJE was one of the areas from which they obtained material 

for family education programming . I ,.believe this response 

appeared in the NATE survey because CAJE (Coalition for the 

Advancement of Education) is made up primarily of people 

specifically involved in Jewish education. 

In response to the question "Does your synagogue use an 

outside consultant for development of family education 

programming? " , only 23 congregations said they did. Of the 

134 that said they did not, approximately one-third replied 

that they might or would consider e consultant in the 

future. 

Budgeting 

Budgeting is an important part of any synagogue 

progra.mmJ.ng, and an indication of concern on the part of 
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officer s and board members as to priorities for the 

c ongregation . Only 25.4t of the prime sample and 34.0% of 

the NATE survey have b udgets specifically for family 

education. The other c ongregations had no spec ific budget , 

but obtain funding in a variety of ways . The biggest s ingle 

source i s the religious school budget. Other sources a r e 

parents, donat ions, special programs, self- funding ,· rabbi' s 

fund, or from the budgets of other professionals on the 

staff. 

Of tho se congregations answering .yes to the question, 

50\ gave figures ranging from $2, 000 to $40 , 000. All but 

one were between $2,000 and $15,000, and the med.J.an figure 

is $7 , 500 . 

Part I I - The Person Responsible 

The objective of Part II of the survey is to discover 

more about the person responsible ·for family education 

programming i n each congregation. While questions in Part I 

ask who develops and implements programming, this part 
I 

becomes more specific: salary, time requirements , other 

informatio n that the respondent to the survey thinks might 

be useful . 

The response shows that an extremely small number of 

congregations have professio nals whose sole responsibility 
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is in the field of family education. Four pieces of 

inf?;mation are important to this study: (1) l~.7% of the 

prime sample and ll.2% of the NATE census did not answer 

questions in this part, although they had responded that 

their congregations have family education programming; (2) 

of those responding, none of t h e prime sample -had 

professionals solely res ponsible for family education, as 

discussed previously. Those professionals had other 

responsibilities . The 12.9t who had "Family Educators" in 

their employ also required other resp0nsibilities . The 

majority of the congregations in both groups reported that 

family education programming comes under the auspices of 

eithe r the rabbi or educator; (3) the NATE survey reported 

Family Educators on staff at 23.4t of the congregations . 

Only just over lOt of the congregations have professionals 

whose sole responsibility is family education . Other family 

educat?rs are required, as part of their job descriptions, 

to do a variety of things that are not considered " family 

6 --education" ; (4) i n£ormation regarding salaries of family 

educator s were difficult to ascertaini very few 

congregations have a professional whose sole responsibility 

is family education and few still responded to the 

question "If paid, and only responsibility is family 

edqcation programmi.ng, what is the salary range?" Answers 

ranged from a low of $300 to $10,500-11,000 per year; to 

between $5 and $9, if paid hourly. As each of these figures 



J 

41 

is for a part-time employee, we have no figures to 

accurately report what the famiiy educators earn. More than 

one person referred to "more than full-time work for 

part-time pay." 

Part III - Future Plans 

What do congregations who presently have no family 

education plan for the future? Will there be expansion into 

other types of family education progra.Jllnling for those who 

already have some_programs in place? How do synagogues view 

family education as they think about the last decade of this 

century and ahead to the 21st? In a later chapter, we will 

examine possible re&sons for the responses given to 

questions in Part III; this chapter will only report on the 

findings. 

Question one : If you have no programs currently, are 

you planning to develop programs in the future? Every rabbi 

in the prime sample who answered in the negative to the 

original enquiry regarding family education responded to 

this question. Of the NATE survey, 36.6\ did not respond. 

The r abbis were equally divided; sot have plans for the 

future, sot have not. Of those who responded in the NATE 

sample, 45.St have future plans and 17.St have not. 

Question two was designed to eKpand on the plans of 

congregations who would be beginning family education 



42 

programming. Respondents were asked to inclicate a time 

frame. Special note sbou1d be taken of the wide difference 

between NATE figures and those of rabbis regarding immediate 

plans for 1990-91 . 7 

Question three asked how congregations planning to 

expand would become involved. 82t of all congregations 

-planning new programming indicated the areas: some are as 

follows: elder adults and aging parents, single parent 

families, parents and teens, interfaith families, holiday 
• 

workshops, family life programs, parent groups for parent 

education. Many answered they were unsure, open to 

possibilities. A small number plan to add personnel to .be 

able to expand programming in family education. 8 

Part IV - Synagogue Demographics 

The purpose of requesting information and studying the 

demographics of each congregation responding to the rabbinic 

and NATE surveys was to try to ascertain whether there are 

common characteristics among those congr9gationa involved · in 

specific family education programming. Do congregations 

with small schools have more or leas f~ly education? Does 

a rabbi-educator or cantor-educator make a difference? Does 

size of the congregation or size of the staff determine 

whether or not faaily education programaing is part of the 
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.. 
yearly plans? Believing that each of these factors may have 

some significance in determining the priorities when the 

yearly calendar is planned in each synagogue, these 

questions were included. The figures, though, may be 

insufficient to show any trends • . 
Several factors in the demographics of each synagogue 

were considered. The first was to determine the size of the 

congregation. The Appendix will show that NATB responses 

were from larger synagogues generally. A1so noted is that 
• 

the size of the professional staff increases as the numbers 

of families increase. Many congregation~ of fewer than 100 

families have only one professional - the rabbi - whose 

responsibilities include that of the religious school, as 

well as rabbinic duties. 

Generally, responses of the NATB survey show larger 

schools than the response of the pri.me sample. The 

assumption can be made that small synagogues with small 

schools would not have full-ti.me educators. 

NATE members are not necessarily currently working as 
• educators in religious schools. Some NATB members are 

rabbis or cantors connected with congregations that may not 

have schools. 
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Dues Structure 

Responses to the questionnaire with regard to dues did 

not give the desired information. There was ~ot enough data 

to find correlations between dues, budget, and amount: of 

money spent for family education programming. 84t of the 

prime sample and 68t of the NATE survey had responses to 

questions about dues structure, but responses were varied. 

Rather than ac~al figures, 40l answered "fair share" and 

another approximately 25t stated sliding scale·, 

self-assessment, flexible, voluntary, and many levels. In 

retrospect, questi~ns regarding monies should have been more 

specific or should not have been included. 

Other Factors 

91.St of all congregations responding have a youth 

group. Almost every congregation answered the question 

about pre-school or nursery school. Although 112 

congregations f 63.9l) have nursery schools, only 38 (33.9l) 

of them are part of the synagogue's religious school. The 

other 66.ll are independently operated, although housed in 

the synagogue. This may account for the high percentage of 

family education involving pre-school families. 
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Professional Staff 

• 

In the pr).me sample, 84.3t of the congregations have 

either a full or part-time educator on the staff. Of those 

congregations in the prime sample that do not have family 

education programming, 40\ have no educator, 53\ hava an 

educator who is part time, and 6.7t have someone who holds a 

full-time position as Director of Education . 

• 
Part v - Specific Kinds of Programming 

111 rabbis and educators who have family education 

programming described for us what programs are available in 

their congregations. These are to be found in the 

Appendix. It is ·sufficient to say that most are programs 

for families with children in the religious schools. 

IN SUM 

• The prime sample, that of 12\ of the UAHC congregations, 

shows that over three-fourths of the synagogues have some 

sort of family education programming and responses from NATE 

members show that over 90t of their congregations are 

simi.larly involved. From the responses, there are 
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indications that family education is considered to be for 

parents and children of the religious school . At the 

present time, we are not addressing the needs o f many of our 

congregants: single parent families, older families, 

mixed-married families. 

Budgeting for family education is not a priority in most 

congregations, as is seen ~Y the lack of monies spec~fically 

set aside for this programming. Also lacking is long-range 

planning. Programs tend to be one-time events rather than 

ongoing. 

) 



BNDMOTES - CBaPTD THREE 

1 Babbie, p. 165. 

2 According to Richard Morin, Executive 
National Association of Temple Bducators, of 
of NATB in October 1989, 478 were associated 
congregations. 
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Secretary, 
the 701 members 
with 

3 The January 1989 Union of American Hebrew . 
Congregations Member Directory lists 815 congregations 
having affiliation with UA.HC. Bight NATE (National 
Association of Temple Bducators) returns were from members 
connected with synagogues unaffiliated with UAHC and from 
synagogues that had returns from more than one person. In 
addition, letters were received from NATE members who no 
longer hold positions in synagogues a.ad, therefore, did not 
fill out the questionnaire . 

4 It appe~s to this writer that rabbis and educ ators 
may not always be aware of what is happening in areas other 
than their own domain, and with the rabbinic responses as 
high as it is, it is possible that some percentage of the 
rabbinic response may be counseling of individual families. 

5 Each response of the NATE sw:vey came from an 
educator. Some synagogues in the prime sample have no 
educators . 

6 Among these are youth group director, program 
director, leadership development, audio-visual aide, 
assistant principal , cantor, retreat coordinator, adult 
education chairperson, bar/ bat mitzvah class coordinator, 
assistant rabbi,.,.' teacher, parenting center, resource center, 
and youth activ~ties. 

7 While only 22% of the prime sample plan to 
begin or expand family education within the year, 
response for the same question was 62.St 

either 
the NATE 

8 Although the latter answer was given by only St of 
the congregations responding, on the basis of personal 
conversations with rabbis and educators (see Chapter Four) , 
I believe that a major factor in the slow growth of family 
education programming is lack of ataff with which to develop 
and. conduct ~aid programming . ' 
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From the responses of approximately two hundred rabbis 

and educators of Reform synagogues throughout the United 

States and Canada found in Chapter Three, thi.~ chapter will 

draw some conclusions about the state of family eduCtion in 

our synagogues based on the results of the research. It 

will also address the follqwing: (1) report results of 

follow-up personal or telephone inte:rviews with ·specific 

rabbis and edueators; (2) give my definition of family 

education; and (3) conclude with implications for the , 
future. 

CONCLUSIONS FROM THB RBSBARCH 

One goal of this thesis was to determine whether or not 

family education has incx:_eas\d during the twenty years since 

writers began to verbalize the need for a !'ay in which 

parents could be involved in the relig~ous education of 

their children. The figures show that there has been an '-::,!-,.. 

increase in the amount of family education taki.ng place. 

From the research we have become aware of two points; the 

first being that the majority of Refora synagogues do have 
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some family education, the second that the increase in 

family education programming over the past five years has 

been greater than the first fifteen. 1 

A question raised in this thesis is whether patterns can 

be seen in the demographics of synagogues that have given 

both positive and negative responses to the questio~ "Does 

your synagogue have family education programming?" 

Questionnaires from the congregations were examined 

carefully as to commonality of responses . Represented ~ 

the responses are 172 member congregations of the Union of 

American Hebrew Congregations, representing over 21% of the 

total. Of this number, over three-fourths have family 

education programming. 2 Examination of the demographics 

of both the synagogues that have family education and those 

who do not show that the data was inconclusive. Further 

research would be necessary in order to draw specific 

conclusions about demographic trends. 

Another question is related to the professional staff; 

i.e. , is there any correlation between family education 

programming and congregations having eit'her part time or 

full time or no educators. Again, the data is not 

conclusive. There is no indication that the number or kind 

of personnel makes a difference. What can be concluded is 

that the person responsible for f amJ.ly education be 

committed to family education. 
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A question that this thesis hoped to resolve was that of 

~ the type of family education programs most often found 

within the synagogues. Based on the research, indications 

are that the great majority of programming reported by 

rabbis takes place in the synagogue. Families seldom leave 

the building itself for family education except for family 

kallahs, a popular family education program. 3 Less than 

2% of the respondents listed picnics, trips, or other family 

outings as possibilities. This leads to the conclusion that 
~ 

we still consider the synagogue to be the prime source of 

education, whether i€ be in the classroom or in more 

informal settings. 

Family education programming, to a large degree, is not 

only synagogue oriented - it is also very much school-child 

oriented. The research shows that family education 

programming falls into several categories and the greatest 

percentages are in those relating to families where the 

children are school age or younger. 4 (If we are to 

broaden the definition of family education to involve all 

family members in family education, we must increase the 

programming done to reach those whose children are no longer 

either in pre-school or lower grades.) 

Dupl~cation of Responses , 

When questionnaires were mailed to rabbis and educators, 

we knew that there would be areas ·of duplication; some 
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congregations chosen in the prime sample also had members of 

NATE as part of their professional staffs. In some 

instances only one person responded, 5 but there were 

instances where more than one questionnaire was returned. 

These were studied carefully to determine how the answers 

compared. The only significant difference w's in the area 

of constituency served by family education programming. In 

each congregation, results showed that the educator viewed 

family education programming as usually involving religious 

school or pre-school children and their families , while 

rabbis of the § ame congregation were almost always more 

diversified in their responses. 6 

Curriculum for Family Education 

Just as curriculum is designed for students in synagogue 

nursery and religious schools and for adult education, there 

must be long-range planning and curriculum. For example, 

the UAHC Department of Education has over the past decade 

developed guidelines for various segments of the 

congregation. Guidelines for family education are also 

necessary. 

The Educational System of the Synagogue 

Gertman's study of 1977 indicated that the perception of 

the religious educator is primarily as an educator of 



J 

52 

children, not as a total temple educator. His data showed 

that congregations were not taking full advantage of the 

skill, expertise, and talent of the educators. Gertman's 

study also showed that congregations were missing 

opportunities for family education in the congregation 

because "there is too little responsibility and au~ority 

given to the congregation's educator for development of the 

total congregational education program." 7 

The Temple Educator 

Since Gertman's study, the Reform movement seems to have 

begun to rethink its perception of the religious educator as 

child centered, and to move toward that of their being total 

Temple educators. As this thesis indicates, family 

education programming is conceived and implemented by 

educators in over 70% of the congregations responding. As 

seen in the figures, growth in this area is constant. There 

is still a prevailing attitude, though, that education is 

religious school and this attitude is fostered by the 

educators. 8 

FOLLOW-UP INTERVIEWS AND RESULTS 

As questionnaires were returned and data tabulated, it 

became apparent that follow-up interviews would be 
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desirable. The choice of those interviewed was contingent 

upon responses to the questionnaires. 

Follow-up telephone or personal interviews were 

conducted with 4\ of the rabbis and educators who had 

initially responded to the questionnaire. Reasons were 

twofold: To clarify specific answers and to speak directly 

with practitioners known to be in the forefront of family 

education. 9 Questions ranged from asking for an 

explanation of an answer or a program listed to requesting 
.. 

of the interviewee a prognosis of family education as they 

-themselves see it. 

Although each interview in itself did not result in 

changes in the outcome of the survey, generalities can be 

drawn which have an impact on our conclusions . (1) There 

is no clear definition of family education. Although we · 

know what it is not, we are not ready to make a statement of 

what it is. 10 ( 2) Rabbis and educators believe that 

family education is a very J.mportant part of congregational 

life. For many congregations though, money, personnel, and 

time constraints account for this not beillg a priority . 11 

(3) Family education is part of a total. The Educational 

Director of the congregation should be responsible for all 

educat~on, not just the religious school. 12 (4) There 

are . indications that rabbis and educators, as well as school 

committees or boards of education in congregations, desire 

more information about family education programming, 
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budgeting, and responsibility of plannJ.ng and 

i.mplementing. 13 

Some Defi.nitions from Practitioners 

54 
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Results of the survey indi.cated ways in wh1;.ch 

congregations programmed for faaily education. Th.is 

information, along with answers regarding future plans 

relating to family education progr..U.ng, give some 

indication as to how congregations define family education. 

Referring once a§&in to definitions found in the literary 

search (see Chapter One), f&Jllly education can be many 

things. The multitude of answers to the questionnaire gives 

a sense of th.is being true; that rabbis and educators are 

still searching for one definition. 14 

Janice Alper, Director of Religious Bducation, Kehillath 

Israel, Pacific Palisades, California, in a recent 

interview, said, "Although we know what family education is 

not, we cannot come up with one definition.•15 Ruth . 

Gruber, Educational Director of Ta11ple Israel, Westport, 

Connecticut, and a founding member of NATB, said, "When I 

th.ink of family education, I th.ink of multi-generational 

activities, projects, services. Moat of the tille we think 

of it being parents and children in the religious· school, , 

but it shouldn't be liaited to that. It should include 
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parents and children, grandparents and children, and 

siblings. " 16 Zena Sulkes, presently President of NATE and 

Director of Educatio n of Temple B'nai Israel, Clearwater, 
~ 

Florida , defines family education as "something that 

involves parents and/ or children together, as long as it 

involves children. It can be indirectly related to children 

17 through parenting sessions." 

Present UAHC Involvement 

The Department of Education of the Union of American 

Hebrew Congregations, in the last decade, has made a 

commitment to educating the family by developing two 

programs! PATT (Parents Are Teachers Too) and Project 

Malachi.
18 

Both are designed to involve parents and 

children in mutual Je~ish enrichment experiences, giving 

parents the possibility of actively participating in their 

child's Jewish education as well as ideas for ways in which 

to initiate or continue fami ly participation in the UAHC 

curriculum, "Seeing the World Through Jewish Eyes . " 

These programs, accorcling to Rabbi Howard Bogot, were 

developed as resource material for families to use at home . 

The assumption was that what goes on at home serves as a 

pretext for what would happen in the synagogue. Family 
~ 

education would be ongoing in the home and the synagogue/ 
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school would act as the resource center. At the present 

time, says Rabbi Bogot, "we haven't arrived - we do not see 

19 much evidence of it . " 

Can the synagogue school as we know it today survive? 

Rabbi Bogot believes that the Jewish school, modeled after 

the public school , will give way to the family school, one 

where the,re will be parallel education for parents, and 

workshops, and parents doing education at home , nurtured by 
20 the synagogue as a resource . 

PROPOSED DEFINITION OF FAMILY EDUCATION 

My definition of family education, formulated after 

reading the literature, studying the data, and speaking with 

rabbis and educators currently actively participating in 

planning and executing family education programming is as 

follows: I see family education as a many-faceted concept . ... 
It is an ongoing process of fopnal or informal education, 

taking place in or out of the synagogue. ,designed to be 

continued in the home, which will enable families to: {a) 

feel comfortable with their Jude.J.c heritage; (b) participate 

knowledgeably in both congregational and home rituals and 

cel.ebrations; ( c) understand .the essence of Juda.ism; and ( d) 

enjoy the beauties of their fe.J.th . 

Those participating can be parents, grandparents and 

children of any age, or any intergenerational combination of 
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family, learning and experiencing Judaism together. The key 

words are TOGETHER and BXPBRIBNTIAL. 

I believe that most rabbis and educators would agree 

with the concept as I have defined it. More specific 

definitions may be appropriate for other practitione~s. 

IMPLICATIONS FOR THB FUTURB 

There are important implications for the future of 

family education . Included are identifiable stumbling 

blocks to continued growth in family education, the type of 

research needed, and changes in educational systems in the 

synagogue that need consideration. 

The overwhelming positive response from rabbis and 

educators who currently have family education programming in 

place and the response that sot of the congregations who 

have none now but are planning for the immediate future, 

indicates that family education is considered to be 

important. Indications are that more and ' varied family 

education programs are being considered by congregations. 

We no longer have to convJ.nce congregational leadership 

of the necessity of family education. What is necessary 

though, is to help congregations to determine how best to 

integrate fam.ily education into the rest of synagogue life . 

What must be addressed is who is responsible for planning, 

budgeting, and implementing these new programs. 
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If family education is to remain part of the umbrella of 

"religious education" as is presently the case in most of 

our congregations, then synagogue educators have to become 

"total" educators, not just directors of the religious 

school. The time constraints of educators, the necessity of 

spending most of the working week in matters involving the 

religious school itself, cause many to shy away from 

increased family education. The issue of ti.qle must be 

addressed. 

Although the Department of Education of UAHC has written 

guidelines for family education in their PATT and Malachi 

Project programs, it is my conclusion that more practical 

guides may be needed by officers and boards of directors of 

individual congregations. UAHC bienni.als and region 

"mini-biennials", as well as a variety of UABC sponsored 

·, 
J 

workshops have addressed the family education issue, but we 

need more than theory or specific programs. Overall 

planning, budgeting, personnel - these are the things 

necessary to address to help congregations follow through on 

their commitment to having more family education. 

Workshops for educators, rabbis and teachers, as well as 

for laypeople in fundamentals necessary to have good 

multi-generational programming will be necessary. We are 

very aware that the family today may be very different from 

the "traditional" mother, father, children and two sets of 

grandparents that we knew in the past. The issue is not to 
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recogni.ze the new fandly, but to learn to help that family 

to grow Jewishly . Therefore, training personnel to work 

with two or more different ages is necessary. 

Stumbling Blocks 

Budgeting is an ongoing problem for synagogues. How to 

have money for additional programming and materials will 

continue to plague synagogue boards and financial .. 
committees. 

Scheduling must be addressed. The best plans fall by 

the wayside when no one shows up to an event. Consideration 

has to be given to ~he best time for specific programming. 

Synagogues, Jewish Community Centers, and other Jewish 

organizations usually cooperate in keeping a central 

calendar which can be used. Long-range planning is 

important and making certain that fandly education events 

are on the synagogue calendar is a necessity. Publicity is 
. 

important, both in the synagogue bulletin and though other 

mailings. 

Rabbis and educators agree that lack of personnel is a 

stumbling block to good faaily education programlli.ng. This 

also relates back to time and money. 
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Types of Research Needed 

The majority of rabbis and educators responding to the 

questionnaire asked that results of the tabulation of the 

data be shared with them . Besides wanting to know what 

other congregations are doing in the field of family 

education, they want to know how and who. Research is 

necessary to give them that information~ This thesis is 

just a beginning . - A more complete picture of what 

congregations are doing now should be obtained by research . 

Nowhere , to my knowledge, is there a complete listing of 

programs t hat fall under the umbrella of family education 

and how to accomplish them. Books, such as Learning 

Together, edited by Janice Alper, magazine articles, 

newsletters, workshops, conferences and seminars speak of 

some successful programs, but a research center that has all 

of this would be most helpful. Although there are numerous 

teacher centers throughout the country, ce~ters such as the 

Education Service of North America/Hebrew Union College 

(JESNA/ HUC), and the Conference on Advancement in Jewish 

Education ( CAJE) program bank which encourages all family 

education programs be sent to it, many congregations are 

unable to avail themselves of their use. These 

congregations should be able to tap into the same resources. 

Research is needed as to the ways in which personnel can 

be trained to implement family education programming. We 
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should determine how best to do this . Works hops are needed, 

and how they are to be designed and by whom they would be 

giv en must be addressed. 



• ENDNOTES - CHAPTER FOUR 

1 These figures are to be found in the Appendix, 
Tables Six and Seventeen. 
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2 For a further explanation, refer to Chapter Three 
and to the Appendix. 

3 Based on answers to the questionnaires, less than 
2% of congregations involved in fandly education programming 
mention family trips or picnics, but almost 12% do schedule 
family kallahs. 

4 These categories, for the purposes of this thesis, 
have been designa~d Shabbat, pre-school children and 
families, religious school children and families, bar/bat 
mitzvah families, confirmation families, families where 
children are beyond high school ages, families where 
children are grown and elder parents and middle-aged 
children. 

5 In examining the NATB membership, several large 
congregations belonging to UAHC have more than one member ef 
NATE. In addition, approximately one dozen of the 
congregations in the prime sample have educators who are 
NATE members, and letters were received from some members in 
lieu of questionnaires stating that only one person would 
respond. 

6 This information is based on a careful comparison 
of answers given in several categories: families reached 
programming, number of programs each year, people 
responsible for both planning and implementing, and number 
of years fami.ly education programs have been in existence. 

7 Stuart A. Gertman, And You Shall Teach Them 
Diligently, p. 21. 

8 Sulkes interview. 

by 

9 Among educators assumed tp be in the forefront ffi' ._ 
family· education are those who are presenters at family 
education seminars and writers of articles about family 
education; people who have been the guiding forces in family 
education planning and implementation during the past two 
decades. 

10 Janice Alper, RJE, telephone interview, January 
31, 1990. 
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Endnotes - Chapter Four (cont.) 

11 Interviews with a number of rabbis and educators, 
along with comments taken f~om written questionnaires. 

12 Several rabbis and educators believe this. AJ!long 
them are: Rabbi Arnold I. Sher, interview held at B'nai 
Israel, Bridgeport, Connecticut, January 16, 1990; Dr. Zena 
Sulkes, RJB, telephone interview to B'nai Israel, 
Clearwater , Florida, January 25, 1990. 

13 over 75% of people responding to the questionnaire 
requested the findings of the survey. 

14 This is t~e op1.nion of the researcher, baaed 
conversations with educators and rabbis, on response 
questionnaire, and the literary search. 

15 Alper interview. 

16 Ruth Gruber, RJB, interview at Temple Israel, 
Westport, Connecticut, January 24, 1990. 

17 Sulkes interview. 

on 
to the 

18 Rabbi Howard Bogot, telephone interview, UAHC, New 
York, January 31, 1990. 

19 Ibid. 

20 Ibid. Although Rabbi Howard Bogot is not 
connected with any one synagogue or religious school , in his 
position as Director of Education for UAHC, his input 
regarding family education was deemed necessary to the 
research. 
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CONCLUDING REMARKS 

Thia study is but a beginning. There is still a long 

way to go before we have a complete picture of qongregations 

throughout the country with regard to family education. We 

do know that as we approach the 21st century, we are looking 

at the make-up of families in a new way and are realizing 

that congregations must relate to the needs of all types of 

families . As this thesis shows, Jewish professionals in the 

synagogues are aware of the needs ana responding to the 

challenge. It takes long-range planning, staffing and 

budgeting, research, sharing of ideas; all these are 

necessary for us to move through this decade and into the 

next century with the knowledge that we are realistically 

addressing the issue of how best to reach all of our 

families to educate them Jewishly. 
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August 15, 1989 

Within the next two weeks I will be sending you a 
questionaire concerning family education in your 
cc11g1egatioo. I am currently the Family Edupator at 
Congregatioo B'nai Israel, Bridgeport, CT, and this 
questiCllaire will be the basis for my Master's thesis 
in R~ligious Education at HOC-JIR, New York. 

Your prarq:>t attention WOUl.d be roost appreciated . 

Sincerely, 

Harriet M. Levine 

Septenber 15, 1989 

Within the next tw weeks I will be sending you a 
questionnaire ccnceming family educat:ioo. in your 
caigregaticn. I an currently the Faci.ly ~tor at 
Calgregatioo. B'nai Israel, Bridgeport, er, and this 
questi.amai.J:e will be the basis fur my Master's thesis 
in P.eligious F.daJCRt:im at hU:-JIR, New York. 

Yem' pl."Cllpt attenti.a\ would be Ul)St appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

lia.rriet M. Levine 
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RABBI ARNOLD l. SHER 

~ugust 1989 

Oear Col league, 

Harriet Levine is a dedicated member of our 

professional Stiff at Congregation B'nai Israel. 

She has worked effectively and tirelessly in the 

area of family education. 

In June she .,;·11 be awac:ded a H.A. degree 

fr<>111 HUC-JIR in New York pending COll!Pletion of her 

thesis. The attached quesionRaire is part of her 

thesis project. 

would consider it a personal favor if you 

would be kind enougll to take ti.e frOla your schedule 

to co.plete the questionnaire. 

Kany t"-nlc.s. 
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Harriet H. Levine· 
21 'l\Jpel.o' Road 

Westport, er 06880 
203-222-1984 

August 23, 1989 

You recently received a post card fran me indicating that I 
would be sending you a questionaire concerning family 
education in your congregation. Enclosed is that questionaire. 

In additioo to being family educator at Congregation B'nai 
Israel, Bridgeport, Conrtecticut, I am currently fulfilling 
the requirements for a Master of Arts degree in Religious 
F.ducatioo at Hebrev Union College - Jevish Institute of 
Religion in New York City. 

My thesis topic is The Influence of Family F.ducation 
Progranming on the Reform Synagogue. 'lbe responses to this 
questionaire will serve as the data base for my thesis. 
Please canplete the entire questionaire, and I would 
appreciate any additional carments you may have concerning 
family education. 

Thank you for your pranpt attention. 

Sincerely, 

Harriet M. Levine 

69 



-

Harriet M. Levine 
21 Tupelo Road 

WestpOrt. Connecticut 06880 
203-222-1984 

October 1989 

You recently received a post card from me indicating that I 
would be sending you a questionaire concerning family 
education in your congregation. Enclosed is that· questionaire. 

In addition to being family educator at Congregation B'nai 
Israel, Bridgeport, Connecticut, I am currently fulfilling the 
requ~rements for a M~ster of Arts degree in Religious Education 
at Hebrew Onion College - Jewish Institute . of Religion in Nev 
York City. 
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My thesis topic is The Influence of Family Education Programming 
on the Reform Congregation. The responses to this questionaire 
will serve as· the data base for my thesis. Please complete the 
entire questionaire, and I would appreciate any additional 
comments you may have concerning family education. 

Thank you for your prompt attention. 

Sincerely, 

Harriet M. Levine 
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RABB1ARN0LDl.S11J1R 

October 1989 

Dear Col league, 

Harriet Levine is a dedicated tneaber of our 

professional staff at Congregation B'nai Israel. 

She has worked effectively and tirelessly in the 

area of fa.ily education. 

In June s he will be awarded a H.A. degree 

frorn HUC-JIR in New York pending completion of her 

thesis. The attached quesionnaire is part of her 

thesis project. 

would consider ic a personal favor if you 

would be kind enough to take time froaa your schedule 

to complete the questionnaire. 

Hany thanks . 
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Dear NATE Colleaguea 

Harriet M. Levine 
2 I Tupelo Road 

Westpalt, 'Conneaicut 06880 
203-222-1984 

October 1989 

I currently hold the position of Faaily Education Cootdinator 
at Congregation B'nai Israel, Bridgeport, Connecticut. In 
addition, I •• fulfilling the requirements for a Master of 
Arts degree in Religious Education at Hebrew Union College -
Jewish Institute of Religion in Nev York City. 

Hy thesis topic is The Influence of Paail Education Pro 
in the Reform Congregation . The response the enclosed 
questionalre vill serve as the data base for~y thesis. 

If you are presently working in a synagogue or have been doing 
so until recently, I would appreciate your taking some. time to 
complete tb• questionaire and send it to me. The results of 
the survey will be shared with NATE. 

Thank you for your prompt attention. 

Sincerely, 

Harriet H. Levine 
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FAMILY ~TIOO QUESTION'AIRE 

~egian ----------------------

Part I- Family Education Progranming 

l. Ik>es your congregation have family education progranming? 
___yes __ no 

If yes, prooeed to question 2. If no, please go to Part III. 

2. Check the answer(s) that best describes the constituency 
served by your family education progranming: 
Families vith 
__ a. pre-school children 
__ b. children of religious school age 
__ c. a child approaching bar/bat mitzvah 

d. a child approaching confirmation 
_ e. single parent families 

f. mixed~riage 
___ g. one parent is a Jew-by-choice 

h. children are beyond high school (E!ll1PtY nesters) 
--i . older-adUlt (senior citizens) 
--j. inter-generational - older parents live with 

middle-aged children 

3. Family education programs are initiated by: check all 
that apply 
_ _ a. Rabbi b. cantor 

c. Educator (Religious - school directo.r or principal) 
--d. Teacher e . Family educator 

f. other - specify __ -_-:_: __________ _ 

4. Family education programs are inq:>lemented by: 
that apply 

a . Rabbi b. cantor 
c . Educator --d. Teacher(s) 

check all 

--e. Family educator _ f. Lay ccmnittee 
--g. other - specify - -------------

5. How many family education programs were conducted 
congregation during the past year? 
_ __.a. 1 - 5 __ b. 6 - 10 
__ c . 11 - 15 __ d . over 25 

• I 

lJl your 

6. Ik> your family education projects consist of one-time 
programs (ie. ooce a temple year}? 
____ yes ~-no 

7. Are your programs mainly on-going (ie monthly, 
quarterly)? 
___yes __ no other - please explain ___ _ 
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8. Are your family education programs restricted to 
calgl"egatim ~? 
__yes __ no 

9. Are your program open to the ccmnunity? 
___yes __ no _sanetilnes 

10. Does your congregation avail itself of family education 
programning done by other agencies or synagogues in the 
carmmity? 
___yes no 

ll. If yes to the above, lihich agencie.s are used? 
__ a. Jewish camunity Center 
__ b. Board of Jewish F.ducation 
__ c . Other synagogue 
__ d. other - please specify -----------

12. Does your coogregation use an outside consUltant for 
fevelopnent of programs? 
• __ yes _no 

lf yes, who? ------------------
If no, liOUld you coosider using a consUltant? ___ _ 

13 . Is there a specif-ic budget for family education 
progranming? 
__ yes _no 
If yes, What is the yea.rly aroo\D'lt? --------­
If no, haw are the programs funded? ---------

14. Approximately how long ago did your congregation begin 
family education programning? 
__ a. 1 - 5 years __ b. 6 - 10 
__ c. 11 - 20 d. longer 

Part II 

l. If there is a person responsible for family education, is 
that person an eq>loyee of the congregation? 
__yes __ no 

2. Is the person full-ti.me __ or part-time_? . 
3. Is this the only responsibility of the person res(X)nSible 

for family education? 
__ yes _no 

4. If no to the above, What are the other responsibilities? 

5. If paid, and only responsibility is family education 
programaing, Vhat is the salary range?-----­
If the persao(s) responsible for family education is a 
volunteer, vho is it?-------------
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6. Other pertinent information regarding person(s) 
responsible for family education planning and programs? 
Please state briefly. 

Part 111 
1. If you have no family education currently, are you 

planning to develop programs in the future? 
t· yes __ no 

2. If yes: 
__ a. next year? 
__ c. five years? 

__ b. two to three years? 
__ d. · uncertain 

3. If you currently have programs, but do not cover entire 
membership, are there plans to expand the program? 
_ __yes __ no 

If yes, hoV? -------------------

Part lV - Synagogue Demographics 

1. N\lnber of families. _______ _ 

2. N\lnber of students in religi~ ------

3 . rues structure ------------------

4. Is there a youth group? · yes __ no 
__ senior i\D'lior 

5. Median age of congregants if available;,_ _____ _ 

6. % of members 60 years old or more if available. ----

7 . If possible, % Jews by choice and 
% mixed marriages" ______ _ 

8. Is there a nursery school in your congregation? 
__ _..yes _no 
If yes, is it part of the religious school or 
independent of the religious school? __ _ 

9. state n\Dber of each: 
a. Rabbi 

- _full-time _ __part-time __ student 
..:..._b. Cantor 

___ fUll-time __part-time _ student 
c. F.ducator/principal 

-- ___ full-time __part-time 
_d. teachers 
_e. family educator 
_f. Teq>le administrator 
___ g. support staff (custodial, secretarial, general office) 
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Part v. 
If JOU have f-1ly ecb:ation programdng, pleue list by 
,_and give brief deecription, or aend broc:hures or 
publicity. 

• 

1bank you for responding to this questionaire. Are you interested 
in receivinrJ a copy of the tabulated results? 
__JeS _oo . 
If so, to v1hcm should it be sent? 

Nma and position of person responsible for answering this 
~ionaire~·~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
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lticL&l:e associatad with mgtegati.cns 

Publlcatials 

Day schools 

Cblleges 

lh:i..oo of American Hebrew CDlgregatioos 

Lay leaders 

Ree.idents of Israel 

Residents of Great Bri.tain 

Resigned since mailed 

Died since mailed 

77 

478 

3 

40 

11 

15 

19 

3 

8 

2 

5 

3 

114 

~ S11R>l 1 ed by Emealtf.ve Secret:a:ry of Nat1ooa1 Asaoci.atirn of 'l'Enple 
FdJC:ators. 
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Rabbinic Smple -~ Sent - By ~ 

Regims - t.WC 

Cenadian OJuncil 
Great Lakes Cl:luncil/ Chicago Federaticn 
~Atlantic OJuncil 
M1 di l8Bt Q:u'lCJi.l 
New JerseyjWest RJdsoo Valley CbJncil 
New Yark Federaticn of Refoiln Synagogues 
~OJuncil 
~ Lakes OJuncil,!Dettoit Federaticn 
Rn: Ueu1 Cs.l.i.fat:nia OJuncilfPaci £1 c 

Rn: u JBSt Cb.n::i.1 
Paci fie Scuttwt OJuncil 
Penlsylvania CbJncil/Philadel.Plia Federat1cn 
Southeast Cbuncil/ SOJth Flarida Federaticn 
Scuttwt OJuncil 

U'lder 100 fani 11 es 
100 - 300 fearl 11 es 
301 - SCX> femilies 
501 - 800 famf 11es 
801 - 1000 fearl 1 1 es 
1001 - lSCX> families 
~ 

OYm- lSCX> families 

3 
10 

8 
5 . 
6 

14 
8 
8 

6 
8 
6 
9 
7 

98 

21 
Zl 
21 
16 

5 
3 
5 
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'· lortllena Callfonle/PeciUc lortbveat 1 

10. faciflc loutlive1t 1 . 
11. faaDaly.aola/Plliladelphla 1 
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u. Soutbveat 2 
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--- . ~ 
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CNl'ARIO 
Blaaptu1 - Har Tikvah Qmgtegatial - Rabbi Laay r.armr 
Mf-1 SS"IC,18 - Sol.el Qmgtegatial - Arlene Batnick 
'Itloailill - Teaple lfar ZJan - ltm9\ Qx>di A RJB 
'Ibta1to - lt:>ly Blossom Teaple - Robe:£t E. Tocb:u:g, RJE . 
Wil.ladal..e - Teaple 0Denl-el - Marlene Myerson 

ILLlNJIS 
QU.cago - Tenple Sholan - Bmbm:a Groas, RJB • 
Glal008 - Am Shalan - Rabbi Hm:old Kudan, Shm:rn Mn: tu1, RJE 
Glencoe - ?ilrth Sham Oxlg:regatian Israel - Lari B. 

Sagarin, RJB 
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Glawiaf - Oxlg:regatian B'nai Jeh::letua Beth Elohim - Rabbi Merle $. 
Shapiro, Faith Avner 
~ Parle - LaJcee1de Oxlg:regatian far Re£cmn Judah1n - Vanessa 

Bhrllch 
?ilrthfield - Talple Jeremiah - Dr. Ame M. Lidsky, RJB 
Skdd.e - 'l'erple Beth Israel - Rabbi Mic:hael A. Weinberg 

IN>IAZIP. 
Haiiud - Teuple Beth-Bl - Rabbi Michael N • Steuens 

~ 
Mirneapolis - Teuple Israel - wendy Rcb.1nsal, RJB 
st. Paul - Mt. Zial 'l'eq)le - Isaac Behel 

WISCXH>Dl 
Keoosha - Beth Hillel Teaple - Rabbi Dena A. Feillgold 
Madi a=n - Teuple Beth El - Lawrence Kdn 
Milwaukee ~ Oxlg:regatian 8anln.1-el B'ne JeehJ:run ~Eve Zucker 
Milwaukee - Q:rgregat1al Sinai. - ~ Neistain 
W8usau - Mt. Sinai Q:rgregat1al - Rabbi E. Daniel Dansc:n 

~, D.C. 
Tmple Mic.ah - Rabbi Daniel G. 1aal 
l4lashU:1gb:n Hebrew Q:rgregat1al - Haxvey Leven 
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M.\RYI.AN) 

Baltinlxe - Baltim Hebrew OJngregat1on - Dr. Suzame Amer~, RJE 
BaltiJlar:'& - Har Sinai Cbiy;tegat::icm - Bm:bm:a Lisle 
lb:Jcv:l.lle - Teapl.e Bath 1lld. - Rabbi Jack A. u nradJurg 

- taml~ 
Dumam - .Judea RBfmm Cblgregat:icn - Eve Kedem 
Gt'eelstxn:o - 'l'Ellple BnanJel - Rabbi Amold Task * 

VIR:;INIA 

Al8Wldria - Beth El Hebrew Cblgregat:icn - Rabbi Al:mld G. Firic 
Martinsville - CllSV Zioo Synagogue - Rabbi Harold A. Fried:nan 
Rest:Xll:& - th: Uem V:i.J:gini.a Hebrew Cblgregat:icn - Louis A. Nagel 
Ri.c:hDood - CD1gregatial Beth Nl8bah - Wi 1 1 i am Btu 1St:ein ~ 

\ltxxlJridge/MBnae e e - Cblgregat:icn Ner Sha1an - Rabbi Judi.th Abr8ns 

WEST VIOOlNIA 
Olarlestx:Jn - O::ngregatial B'nai Israel - Rabbi Israel B. Koller 

CXJU:IWX) -
Boulder - Cblgregat:icn Har Hashem - Rabbi Herbert H. Ible 

Dl)JAN1\ 

Bloan1ngtx:n - CbJgLegat:ioo Beth Shalan - Karen Pranks 
Indianapolis - Indi.anepol1.s Hebrew ~ - Marci.a Goldstein 

MISSaJRI 
Kansas City - in. 'l'alple O::ngregatial B' nai JehJdah 

Rabbi Midlaal R. Zedek 
st. Louis - 'Iapl.e Istael - caro1 RLm!n 
st. Louis - OJngregat1on Shaar9 eneth - Ma:u:i• Grazman 

CHIO 
C:incinlati - ltx:kdale '1'alple K K Bene Israel - Dr. Meryl Goldnan 

TEN-ESSEB 
Nashville - '1he '1'alple Cblgregat:icn W Stx>lcm - Lyrda R. G.Jtc:becn 

Nari ~ 
East Btunswic:k - 'l'alple B 'nai Shalan - Rabbi Eric M. Milgrim 
lllbm:al - '1'tllple Beth Mirian - Myra YedMab 
~ -~ Beth om. - ArtbJ:r Fink1e, R.JE 
LivifVltal - 'IWlp1.e Blllnl-el - Bmtma Ber-N1.se1m 
Manalgan - Tmple Shaad. BlllBth - Oind Ma1ben 
Marlboro - Telal>le ~' 'nxah of Uaetem tit:nlDJth - &bl O::>leman 
New Btunswic:k - Anebe Bnettl MEllDrial Telal>le - Rabbi Ba 111ett F . Miller 
River Edge - Tall>le Sbolm - <ma Jablow 
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ta JWWW (cart: . ) 
Short Rills· - nax-9"""'ega-. t:1a\ B'nai JeehJEul - m.aine F. Kaci1 EDl 
SUocaa"'8 - 'lWlpl.e Shel.an -~ Hllrr1s 
su.it - Talple SJnai. - Cl:Dll&IO& Raitar, RJB 
Tenafly - Talpl.e Sinai of Betgen Qurt:y - Rivka Singer 
Txa1tu1 - Har Sinai Hebrat Q:Jngragat:1a\ - Rabbi Davi.d E. Straus 

Nai~ 
~ Nyack - Temple Beth 'l\:Jr'ab - Jeffretf A. Jablow 

CDNi'Cl'!Cl11' 
Ridgefield - 'l'Enple ~th Israel - Rabbi Jen R. Haddal 
lfee l:pA: t - 'l'Enple Israel - Ruth Gruber, RJ'B 

NElii \'CR( 

Great Neck - Tarple Beth El - Dahlia lt:>Uiidi t 
Holl 1 fMlOC! - Ta1ple Israel of Jamaica - Dc:nla Kle.:lner-Lichtman 
Rlllt1ngtx:.n - 'l'alple Beth Bl of Rlllt1ngtx:.n - Diane Berg 
Je:ric:ho - 'l'Enple Or-Bl ctWn - A= a e e u P. Mi.chel.scn, RJ'B 
Lyrri:Jtcdc - Tal'ple Bmln1-el - Elaine B. Mendel 
Mt. VeDlon - Free Synagogue of 1b&bch!istar - Sicbey starr, RJE 
New Yack - Beth-1im '!be :feq)les Teal>le - Rabbi Pm:gax:et M:>e.rs Wenig 
New Yack - Q:!ntral Synagogue - Dr. Jade Sparlcs, R.JE 
New Yack -~ stnlcm CDlgregat1m - Renee ~lU181 
New Yar:k - Teal>le Shaaray Tefila - Cindy Dimenstein 
1a't W8ahington - '!be C>.:11111.N.ty Synagogue - Rabbi Mllrt1n s. lbz.enberg 
Rye - CDlgregat1m a..:u-el. - Mllrc1e N. Aiuvalaait 
Scarsdale - lfeel:dmet:ac BafoDn '1'811ple - Rabbi Beth Singer 
south Salem - Jew:lSl Pl!lmily ~ - Rabbi SteYal M. ltJsnarl 
statan Is1el'ld - '1'Eaple Israel - Rabbi David A. Katz 
~a a at - N::Jrth Sh:Jre Synagogue - Irene Blanco 
Tan:ytaon - Taxple Beth Abrahan - Rabbi Joan Glazer Farber 
waotarp - '!be S\bJrt>an Talple - Joan Oevid9c:n 
lillita Plains - Jadsh o:a-mty OBntar - "8ncy Boaeov 
\IU..ta Plains - 1'xdlmda o:n-ntty Talple - Deb:JLah tr seerna1 
Yalkara - Temple 0nen.a-el - Rabbi Keu1eU1 N. illita, Phil1P A!aa:u 

VIIGIN ISLANlS 
St. '1h:lnas - Hebrew O:X9egaticn of St. '1h:nas - Rabbi Stanley Relkin 

a:tff!CTIC111' 
Brfdgepcu t - OxlgregatUn B'nai ~ - Harriet M. Levine 
Deep RiYfll" - Cllngregat1cn Beth Shalan - katili Marcia PlUlf:> 
New Milford - '1'ellpla st.lall - Rabbi RJcua 1 D. Koch 

t-P.DE 

j 

Portl8nd -~ Rafoua 0»9egeticn Bet Ra' EID - Rabbi David Fax 
Sardnel 



~ 
Brookl.1ne. - 'lWllp1.e Ql8bai Shalall - Fredda Hamil tm 
Brookl.1ne -~ S1neJ. - Pndill BMd.ltrn 
Bast PalJIDJtb - PalKJl.rt:h Jew1J!h O.IQDiY&tim - Rabbi Robert s . 

Goldstein 
Hingham - Cl:mg:regat:1.a Sha•~ Sha1an - Joan carr 
Mm:blehead - 'l'eq>le BIDarl.l-el - Garald L. Orlen 
Needlem - 'l'alple Beth Shalon - Bini. w. Silver 
Newtxxl - 'l'eaple Shalan of Newtxxl - Julie A. Vanek 
Pi.ttsfieJd - Tellp1.e Anshe ~ - Retbi AlS\ L. Bmg 
Sid).Jcy - Cl:mg:regat:1.a Beth Bl -~ GolCl>erg 
wa11 es1 ey Hills - 'l'eaple Beth El.oh1m - Claire IUlin 
wastbarough -~ B'nai Sha1.an - »b:/ Brown 
tu:oester - 'l'Ellp1e Sinai - CBntXlr Mendy J. Autalri..eth 

NEltl 'YCR< 
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Albany - B 'nai Sholau Refaml Qmgregat:ial - Rabbi Dcnald P. Ceshnan 
catekill - 'l'eaple Israel - Rabbi Philip Sc:hlenker 

RIDE l.$LAN) 

Prc:w1den::'9 - 'l'eq>l.e Beth Bl - Lisa J. Goldstelll 

MICllI~ 

B1nn:ingham - Tenple Beth Bl - Rabbi Dani.el F. Polish, Robert M. 
Lask, R.'JB 

Oek Paxk - Talple Blln.1-81 - Dxut:by A. Dnaaler 
Pmt:iac - 'l'Ellple Beth 3acd> - Rabbi Richard A. Ma.i.ss 

NEltl YCR< 
aJffa.lo - Beth M Tallple - Rabbi StJsvian S. Mason 
b:tl8Ster - B 'rith Kcdeetl Talple - Bl.eenar Lawin 

CHIO 
Ak:rm - Terlple Israel - cantor Gedaliah Gartz, R.JB 
Beach«XXl - Anshe Ol89ed Fa.llmJunt Tent>le - Rabbi David J. Gelfand 
Cl:>lurbls - Tarple Beth Shalon - Rabb1 Howard L. Apothaker 
Cbl.Ulb.ls - 'l'8llp1e Israel - Joan s. Pblpe, R.lB 
Daytx:n - 'l'alple Israel - Shirley Schet:z, R.JB 

BRITISH CDDeIA, ~ 
Vancouver - Teqlle Sbolan - Eve l41be••nan 

CALIRRaA 
Bedcley -~ Betb Bl - Rl!til1. Amold L. Levine 
Los Gatxls -~ Shir H8dash - Marcia 8. R:llt 
Oeklarxl - Ttllpl.e Sinai - Dr. Bob Rotta:b1l4 
Salinas - Talple Beth El - BalJbi Bruoa J. ~ 



~(ocnt.) 
Sm JOee - Tmpl.e ~ - ~ Padolsky 
Sm R8f8el - QJngregat:1.cn amf Shol.aa - Sheny R. Xnazal 
Sb:d<tat - Tmp1.e Israel - Smmi Helberg 

- cmn:::fi 
Teople Beth Israel - Rabbi FlDaruel aoee 

t1mH 
Salt Lake City - QJngregat:1.cn Kol. Ami - Ra1Di Frederick Wenger 

~ 
Mar:car Island - Teaple B'nai 'lbrah - Arlene Sc:h.lster 
Taccma - Teaple Beth El - '1tMdl AhdJt: 

~ 
Phoenix - Teople Chai - Avi.va Keenan 
Sc:xJttsdale - Tetple Solel - U1signed 

oo.IPCRaA 
Beverly Hills - Teople 0mnJe1 - axnn Segal 
PUllartal - 'l'alple Beth T1kvah - Miriam Van Raalte 
Mrthr1dge - Teaple Ahavat ShalaD - Ban:y M. Lutz, RJB 
~ - Teople Beth Israel - Rabbi Barl L. Kaplan, RJB 
Poway - 'l'alple Mat Shalan - Rabbi Deborah R. Prinz 
Sen Bama:rdirx:> - QJngregat:1.cn BmnJ El - Rabbi Hillel Qin 
San Diego - Olngregati.al Beth Israel - Helene Sch1.afman 
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San Luis Q>i spo - Cl:xlgregat:i.c Beth David - Rabbi Hen:y A. Manlx>ff 
San Pedro - Tellple Beth Bl - Debi ltJWl9 
Santa Ana - Tmple BBth stx>laD of Oraige O::unty - Inna M:Jskowitz 
Santa Ba:rbara - Cbq£egation B 'nai B' rlth - Wi 111 am CDxx>ff 
S8nt:a M::ni.ca - 'lhe Senta M:Dica Synagogue - Aoslyn Jb.Jc:heI" 
Va1b.D:a - ventura Cl:ulty Jewish Cl:Ud.l, 'l'alple Beth 'l\rah 

Den a::ti:xine, RJB 

~ 

Las veges - Cblgregat::i.al Nar Tam1d - Rabbi Sanford D. Ncse1rad 

N9l ~ 
Chm:xy Hill - Talple BnenJel - Rabbi Randi M.alitaky 
Mxtlafield - Cblgregat::i.al Beth Israel - Mara Vaae11des 

1'9N)YLVANIA , 

Ab1ngUl - Old Yadc lm4 Tallp1e Beth llm - ArthJr ~ 
AlJ.antx::Jtcl - Olngregati.al Jf8I E B E tlt Israel - J. Birhneld 
Basten - Tmpl.e Cbi.wa1t of Peace - Rabbi Marjorie Yucld.n 
Lafayette Hill - Or Ami - Rabbi Jeff.r:ey Schein * 



PIH-SYLVANIA ( omt. 
M:ru:oeville - 'l'alple David - Dr. Ivan Fnrit 
Newtown - Shir 1lmi aJdcs CbJnty JeKlsb Cl:xlgregatial 

cantor Made Rl R"ID, RJB 
Pittsburgh - 'l'alple Emar1lel - mma Ka>fn>an 

FI.aU:M 
Boca Ratm - Tenple Beth El - lt:lbin Biseri:lerg 
Boca Ratm - Q:rigregat1.cn B' nai I:s:rael - Sandra Q:)l.dstein 
Clemwatar - 'l'alple B'nai Israel - Dr. 1A!lla W. SUl.kes, BJE 
OJral Gables - 'l'Ellple Judea - Ray Beunan 
Del.ray Beach - Tenple Sinai - Rabbi SanueJ M. Silver 
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Loogboet Key - Talpl.e Bath Israel - Rabbi Senfox:d E. Saperstein 
Miani - Q:rigregat1.cn Bet Breira - Martha Aft * 
Orlancb - Liberal Ji ada1 flD Q:rigregat1.cn - Rabbi Larry J. Halpern 
Plantat:im - Tellple ({ol 1lmi - uns1~ 
St. Petersburg - 'l'Enple Beth El - Rabbi Ira S. Youdovin, Susan 

Youdovin 
Tanpa -~ Beth Am - Rabbi Janet B. Liss 

GECIG1A 
Atl.enta - Teaple Sinai - Jeff:z:ey B. Lazar, RJB 
Atlanta - '!be Tenple - .Joanne Lym Bm:ringt:al 
lb:lwell - Q:rigregat1.cn I<ehillat Ol8i.m - Rabbi Har:vey J. Windcur 

sami CARLINA 
Greenville - Te:tpl.e of Israel - Rabbi Janee D. Cl:lhn 

La.JISIANA 
Batal lbJge - Beth Shalan Synagogue - Rabtn Paul D. Olplan 
Shreveport - B 'nai Zial Q:rigregat1.cn - Helaine Braunig 

~EB 
MelJPrl.s - Tenple Israel - Rabbi Hany K. Danz.ige:r, Barbara W. MarlSbeJ:g 

TE:>CA$ 
Austin - Talple Beth Israel - Rabbi. Soott B. Sm>l am 
Dallas - 'l'alple Bmn.1-el - Renee L. Karp, Karen Roesel, R.JE 
Dalles - Tellple Shalan - Rabbi l(aueth D. Rc;eerna11 
Fbrt il'.lrth - Beth-el Cl:nJtegat:im - men Mack, R.JE 
lbJsb:n - Ckllgregatian Beth Israel - Kemeth A. Mlino, R.JE 
Loogview - Teaple Bnaru-el - Rabbi Bexnard M. Honan 
San Antco1o - 'l'ellple Beth El - Deena Bloa•etue 
Sprinl,;J - Jad.sb Q:mlunity ?brt:!l - Rdrl. 9.XJaL t s. Sharf£ 
waoo - CDlgregat1cn Roc1ef Sholan - Rabbi Joeh.Ja s. Taub 



00.IFCRaA 
Qclno - Shir Ol8dash - Judy AtaeJn, RJE 
Pacific Palisades - Kehillath Israel - Janioe Alper, RJE 

~ 
West Palm Beach - TEltple Beth Tarah - Norman Wean 

ILL IN:> IS 
Ver:n:::n Hills - Or Shalan - Debra Lym Cblcdly 

KANSAS 
Prairie Village - Beth Tarah - st.even H. Bumste1n 

MIOllGAN 
West Bloanf ield - Teltple Israel - Flo Bloch 

~ 
M1.rneapolis - Beth El Synagogue - Dr. Newnan, FRE 

TEXAS 
Bellaire - Cblg!egatim Brith Sholan - Deena Groeanau 

* No lager at this CCI gregatial 8S of .June JO, 1989 . 

j 



.... 

Yes 
No 

78.6 
21.4 

91.5 
8.5 

cmstituBcles S&ved by ~ 

Pre-Scrool Children 69.1 71.0 
ChildrEn,IReligiaJs Scrool >qe 83.6 77.6 
Children ~ 'Bar/ 

Bat Mitzvah 80.0 66.4 
Children Approectrlng 

Q:nfll:maticn 32.7 37.4 
Single Parent Families 20.0 22.4 
Mixed Marriages 58.2 33.6 
Family With Jew-By-<lx:rl..oe 

Parent Zl.2 2:7.1 
El:1pty Nest:m's 14.5 8.4 
Senior Ci t:i.zens 23.6 13.1 
Intergenerat1al Families 10.9 11.2 

Totals abow 100% rue to Dllltiple answers 

88 

86.6 
13.4 

70.4 
80.9 

71.0 

35.8 
21.6 
42.0 

Zl .2 
10.5 
16.7 
11.1 
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Pe.rsc:n RespalSi.ble far Ini:tiating Family B:b:atim Prcgrans 

t PR]}IE ·~ t '10I'AL 

Rabbi 92. 7 74.8 80.9 
cantor 10.9 10.3 10.5 . 
F.ducatar 78.2 86.9 84.0 
Teacher(s) 20.0 20.6 20.4 
Family FdJcatar 7.3 7.5 7.4 
other 16.4 17.8 17.3 

Perscn Reepcnsible for Inplement:in:1 Family Fdlcatioo. Prop:are 

t PRDoE t N.a.TB t '10I'AL 

Rabbi 96.4 84.1 88.3 
cantor 23.6 24.3 24.1 
Fdx::atar 74.5 84.1 00.9 
Teacher(s) 40.0 59.8 53.1 
FBDily Fdlcatar 12.7 12.1 12.3 
Lay Q:.mnittee 32.7 24.3 27.2 
other 12.7 10.3 U.l 

Totals to OYeJr loot dl0 to 111.lltiple responses. 

j 



1 - 5 
6 - 10 
11 - 15 
16 - 25 
Ouer 25 

N\.mt>er" of Family Fd.Jcatirn Programs 
Cl:rd.Jcted During the Past Year 

43.6 
23.6 
12.7 
5.5 
9.1 

?<l ~me '\.. 5: 5 

• 

90 

43.9 43.8 
33.6 30.2 
12.2 12.4 
1.9 3.1 
5.6 6.8 
2.8 3.7 



Frequency 0£ Progtans 

50.9 
41.8 
7.3 

64.5 
27.1 
8.4 

Availability of Family Fd.Jcatial P:rognmning 

Q:aigregatial ()lly 

~to others 
ti:> RespaliSe 

' 

60.0 
40.0 

56.4 
43.6 

21.8 
27.3 
16.4 
27.3 

14.5 
80.0 
5.5 

62.6 
32.7 

4 . 7 

53.3 
44.9 
1.8 

19.6 
23.4 
15.0 
22.4 

14.0 
84.1 
1.9 

91 

59.9 
32.1 
8.0 

61.7 
35.2 
3 .1 

54.3 
44.4 
1.3 

20.3 
24.7 
15.4 
24.1 

14.2 
82.7 
3.1 

blld oalSi.dsr using an outside oonsultant for family eclJcat1rn progx:an 
developuent, if rot using now: · 

Yee 
M:> 

27.2 
72.8 

34.4 
63.6 

32.1 
67.9 



I ·-
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'mBLB Plllii!ri 

Specific Budget Exists far Family Fdlcaticn Programn1ng 

Yes 
M:> 
M:> Respor IS0 

RABBINIC 

Religious Scrool aJdget 
Special Progxan P\Jnd 
Parents \!Ix:> Participate 
9..dJet of other Professicnals 
Dalat:1oos 
fund-raising 
Entrance Fees 

' ... 
t PRIM3 t NATE t rorAL 

25. 5 32.7 30.2 
74.5 63.6 67.3 

3.7 2.5 

Rel 1g1ous Scrool 
Sped a1 F\K'da - Foundaticns 
M.ll. t BdJCatial adJet 
axttaic:e Fees 
other Q:mnittees 
Individ.Jal Cbltributials 
~raising 
M:> OJst 

* OVenihelmingly ( 01Jer 90\) answers were that the' religious 
sc::h:X>l bdJet is the eouroe of funds far family ecb::aticn. 
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% PRD£ % N1\TE t 'lUl'AL 

1 - 5 Years /lqJ 52.7 46. 7 48.8 
6 - 10 Years /lqJ 30.9 26.2 Zl.8 
11 - ~ 10.9 15. 9 14. 2 
Oum- ~ Years /lqJ 5.5 5 . 6 5.6 
N:> Reepaiee 5.6 3.6 

J 



Y• 
N:> 
N:> Pe ElfClhJ9 

Pull TJme 
Pmt TJma 
N:> p (0188 

Is this the ml.y reapcxe1bf J t:ty: 

Y• 
lt:> 
lt:> P p::alBB 

-

othar nepol'•f bf 11 t:1es of p81[80il! * 

Otlaa ** 
lt:> p ap>IBB 

54.5 
27.3 
18.2 

34.5 
27.3 
38.2 

75.7 
13.1 
11.2 

57.9 
'1>.6 
21.5 

68.5 
17.9 
13.6 

50.0 
22.8 
27.2 

RalJb1nic ~ 

54.6 
45.4 

36.0 
61.0 
64.6 

8.4 
71.0 
'1).6 

'1).0 
58.0 
36.0 
36.0 

* 9- rempx a ea 1xJta1. m tt1m lOOt • 
.,., •• 1n the .othar. cet19xy. 

** Otl:&:s 1nclude: 

PLU;p::• Direotxr 
OXJrdlnatxr of 1buth Activities 
OXJrdlnatxr of Bllr/Bllt Mltzvab Pl:o:JIO• 



Yea 
N::> 

Plans to expsd: 

Yea 
N::> 

.. 

53.3 
46.7 

22.3 
33.3 
11.1 
33.3 

58.6 
'1.4 

80.0 
20.0 

62.5 
25.0 

12.5 

69.6 
30. 4 

76.2 
23.8 

. 48.0 
2.8.0 
4.0 

20.0 

65.9 
34.1 



Size of ~ by Fanily 

t PBDE t N.\TB t '1'0rAL 

umr 100 14.5 5. 6 
101 - 300 27.5 19.3 22.5 
301-500 2D.3 26.6 24.2 
501 - 800 17.4. 22.9 2D.8 
801 - 1000 8.7 8.3 8.4 
1001 - 1500 2.9 12.8 . 9.0 
OV9r' 1500 8.7 10.1 9.5 
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?Urt>eJ:- of Students ~ Religious School 

% PRil£ % NATE % rorAI. 
, 

U1der 100 38.2 5.6 18. 2 
101 - 250 16. 2 38.0 29.6 
251 - 350 13.2 20.4 17.6 
351 - 500 13.2 19.4 17.0 
501 - 850 14.8 13.8 14.2 
<Nm" 850 1.5 1.8 1.7 
It> School 2. 9 1.0 1.7 

.. 

)' ..... 



MJ:rsm:y School 

Part of RaJ 1g;fOJS School 
Irdapalldad: 
lb 111a111r 

52.9 
42.9 
4.2 

35.1 
51.4 
13.5 

64.1 
Zl.3 
8.5 

33.3 
66.7 

60.0 
33.1 
7.0 
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... PRD£ 

""'~ ... tonal ~ of CCllgL'91ticn respxding to Ratilinic 

Rabbi• 
Pst:U- 8. 6 
~ full .t:lma .. 65. 7 
C:.. full an&! me part tilllli 2 .9 
'nlO full ti.. .r 15.7 
'1'tlD ~ an&! ma part t:1m 1 .4 
Tt«> ~ an&! stment 2. 9 
'111l98 f\111 time 2.9 

C8ntar 
Pull ti.a 35.7 
Part time • 28.6 
Cmtxr1al Soloists 7.1 
M> OMatm: 28.6 

Mloatxr/Pdnc1pal. 
l'Ull t:lma 4.5. 7 
Part tim 38.6 
M> llral&r 15.7 

'l'aecta:a 
5 and uodar' 8.6 ~ 
5 -10 17.6 
11 - 15 23.1 
16 - 21) 9.3 
()us- 21) 3).0 
M> An8Mar' 11.4 

Family E'llDdxr 
Y• 10.0 
M> 90.0 

• Tap1.e Adldn1strator 
Y88 52.9 
tt> ,7.1 

& IP a t staff 
5 and mdm' 50.0 
6 - 10 1'.3 
a..- 10 10.0 
•111 ... 25.7 
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JI 

Shabbat Cblatvmce 
....U.y Shlbbet tlCIE'llh1p eerv1oeB - Fridl!ly evmiDg er SabJrdsy 
Shll:tet dimmll md 8KVfcaa 
SlwtiJat diJ1nm' end sm:v.lcaa far yoong fend 11 ea 
'10t ShetiJat 
ShatDlta• 
Havdalah mrvioea rn'J/ar sb.dy groups 
Family at lt:Jne Shatbrt 

Bar/Bat Mltzvah y.111ea 
St1dent end per&lt smdnllm, 11188tingB, 
ltallah 
Bavumt 
Mltzvah projects, e.g, tw1nWig 

'1'eal8 end Pments, incJl.d1rV ~ 
PaLal.lel p:oy:c m f.m.l.y life 
Tww end pm:ed:& '"F11WB1ons - faaily life, problem, pr: aaur911 
Youth grop md ..... ta 
O:mfll:mt::lal sb.dy md pm:alts' gmupa 

Pm-Schoo.l. F-111• - Does not 1.ncl.\da actlv.ltiea epec:lflceuy mlatad to 
ruramy ecl1ools 

Play gmupa 
Jt>l 1"ay u- t«Jlkstqe end pr:oy:caaa fJOr ch1ldam end pm:a1ts 
•IAn:h an:.ti• - p:e actml actlv.ltiea with pacenta 
"IC'Tania. 
Pm-zeadar festivals 
'l'all>l• 'n:Jts 

Relf g:f OIJB Sc:hool-1'ga p.t 11-

lbl tctay wcd11tqJa, 08l.ebmtia18, other ho> t day p:oy:c:Widli5J 
Grade lau9l. wadcsb:!pl., fmd.ly P:UWLW, paa:aat wtinga 
Pmd.ly ecilcat1.c:n dip, fmll.y ecb:at:1al l.em:n1ng 81p8f18loee, PACE 

Pia, lif'e OJC1a wdBqe 
Fmd.l.y Kall8ha 
Bibla/p;iij&C sb.dy, l1bna:y pwgume, parallal stui!y 
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