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FOREWORD

The following pages of this pamphlet present in minute detail the
story of the Jewish student in universities and colleges in the United
States and Canada. The need for such a study was realized long ago., But
the revelations which the study discloses far exceed all that was either
known or guessed hy even the best informed. The results of the careful
investigation sufficiently justify the action taken by the B'nai B'rith
Hillel Foundation Commission at its May 1935 meeting, held in Washington,
D. C. when the following resolution was adopted with unanimous concurrence.

"In recognition of the serious problems arising
out of the professional and occupational adjustment of
Jewish youth graduated from college, and in order to extend
the usefulness of the Hillel movement to Jewish students
in American universgities, both for their social and economic
adjustment in life, the B'nai B'rith Hillel Commission re-
commends to the Executive Committee of B'nai B'rith, that a
Bureau of Research be established undor the Hillel Commission
for the purpose of studying all problems relating to Jewish
students in college, including the problem of economic and
occupational adjustment. It further recommends that
Dr, Lee J. Levinger be appointed Director of this Bureau of
Research and that he be put in charge of this investigation
under the general supervision of the Secretary of the Order,"

The recommendation of the Hillel Foundation Commission was promptly
adopted by the Central Administrative Board of the Order,

Unfortunately Dr. Rubinow, Secretary of the Order, became incapaci-
tated by illness and could do no more than help prepare a general plan,
vhich, with necessary variations, was followed in the prosecution of the
work, ‘ .

The study revealed the startling fact that by actual registration
and count there are 105,000 Jews and Jewesses studying in colleges. This
means that one for every 42 Jews in the United States and Canada is in-
cluded in the registration of the 140C odd colleges in those countries.
Carrying the comparison further; these Jewish students make up 2 little
over 9% of the entire student bodies, or three times the proportion of the
Jewish population to the whole number of people,

The study discloses other facts nf enormous value. No lonzer will
it be necessary to indulge in conjccture as to those facts. We now know
how Jewish students are distributed among the colleges. We have become
acquainted with their vocational trends, their extra curricular affilia-
tions, their interest or lack of interest in Jewish cultural and religious
values,

As a result of this survey, intelligzent service may be rendered
students now in colleges, those who may hereafter contemplate entrance
into colleges, and young men and women vwho have no such thought in mind,
A1l of these will be helped in their choice of careers because of the
information which this study has gathered, We now know as never before
the colleges attended by Jevs and Jewessecs, and that will make it
possible to encourage nearby communities to undertake some type of work
to stimulate interest amrng the Jewish students in their heritages
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The uses to which this survey can be put are really limitless. The
study is the most comprehensive ever undertaken,

B'nai B'rith during its ninety-three years has contributed much to
the welfare of the Jew, constructively and defensively. It has added, I
thoroughly believe, something very much worth while, in the very complete
study it now presents to American Jewish life,

Alfred M. Cohen
President B'nai B'rith

Cincinnati, Ohio
April, 1937
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Preface,

The present work is the first formal report of the studies of Jewish
students in the United States and Canada, conducted by the Research Bureau
of the B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations, Further reports are being projected
on other aspects of the study, as well as articles and pamphlets of a more

popular type,

The purpose of the study was both scientific and practieal, and it is
hoped that both purposes will be sorved by the material here presented, In
the attempt to understand Jewish life in Amerieca, one important phase is
the factual study of the great body of Jewish students, On the practical
side, there is the immediate problem of the Bfnai B'rith Hillel Foundations
and other organizations, to serve the Jewish students, Behind it lies the
far more intricate protlem, confronting Amecrican Jewry cs a whole, to aid
these young people in the choice of their professiomal corcers, and thus
to promote a useful and desirable cconomie distribution of our young people,

This study has been a cooperative one, in which hundreds of interested
persons hove taken part, Jewish and non=Jewish feculty members and univere
sity administrators throughout the cowntry have freely given information and
advice, Every Jewish worker on a university campus was enlisted for active
participction, whether his affilistion lay with the Hillel Foundation, the
United Synagogue, the Union of Amcrican Hebrow Congregations, or the Univer-
sity itself, Y,M.C.A, directors and Christian student pastors wore occasw
ionnlly appealed to and alwnys rosponded helpfully,

Rabbis, direetors of Jewish Centers, officers of Btnai B'rith lodges
and of A.Z,A, chapters cooperated constantly., The national of ficers of
Jewish fraternities and sororities, Avukah, Menorah, the Canadian Jewish
Congress and the Amorican Jewish Commitice were among those always roady
to assist,

The grentest help of e£ll, in laying the broad foundations of the
entire study, come from aedministrative officers of over a thousand colleges
who filled in the basic material on the postal cards sont them, Presidents,
registrars, and deans coopercted in giving this fundamental material, Their
intercst in the projeet and their willingness to work for its successful
accomplishment was most remorkable, tostifying to tho weluc in their eyes
of such a picce of educational research,

Mombors of the Burcau of Educational Rescarch at the Ohio State
University gave much expert adviec, with considerablc sacrifice of time,
" Finally, the entire manuseript was read by Dr, Maurice J. Karpf, Dr. Philip
L. Semon and Dr., A, L. Sachar, and was revised in accordance with their
suggestions,

Lec J, Lovinger

Columbus, Ohio
March, 1937,
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Chapter I, The Jewish Student in the Past.

The connection of Jews with American universities began before the
Revolution. Few as these early Jews were in numbers and small as was the
system of higher education, they still had contacts with it as instructor,
as student and as trustee. The students came first; for one Judah Monis was
a student at Harvard College and then instructor in Hebrew for forty years.
Monis, who had studied in Amsterdam and Leghorn, came to America and entered
Harvard, where he received the degree of M.A. in 1720, the first Jew to re-
ceive a degree from any American University, and one of the few Jews to study
in any university in the world in the early eighteenth century. Two years
later he was converted to Christianity by the famous Increase Mather, and was
appointed to the post of instructor in Hebrew. In those days Hebrew was a
required subject at Harvard, where practically all students were preparing
for the ministry, so that the persenality of Monis and the Hecbrew grammar
which he prepared for his students and which was printed in 1735 were signi-
ficant elements in the life of the college for fully a generation.

A little later we hear of the Pinto brothers, who resided in New Haven,
two of whom were graduated from Yale and later served in the colonial army.
Shortly after the Revolution the Reverend Gershom Mendez Seixas, rabbi of the
Congregation Shearith Israel of New York City, became a trustee of King's
College (now Columbia University), a position which he occupied for twenty-
nine years,

Throughout the development of the Jewish community in America and of
higher education in America, similar individurl connections persisted and
developed. The Jew became a citizen in the United States before any nation
of the 0ld World, and this fact was instrumental in bringing him early into
many fields of American life,

The rapid growth of the Jewish student bodies of many American colleges
and universities, however, is the product of the past few years. This is due
to the simultaneous growth of the Jewish community and of the student bodies
as a whole., The Jews of America, who had been few in number during the first
half of the nineteenth century, increased very rapidly after the beginning of
violent revression in Russia after 188l1. From 250,000 in that year, they
grew to fully 4,500,000 in the vear 1936, Naturally, the immigrants (with a
few notable exceptions) did not themselves enter college; they were too busy
establishing themselves in the new civilization into which they had entered,
But their sons began to study for the professions in increasing numbers.

With the virtual stoppage of all immisgration in 1914, the growth to manhood
of the sons of the former immigrants, and the prosperity of the post-war
period, this movement grew steadily.

This was particularly true as it coincided with the enormous growth of
American higher education as a whole. The World Almanac cites figures of the
Federal Office of BEducation as follows: in 1891-2 there were 74,500 college
and university students in the United States; in 1901-02 that number had in-
creased to 118,700, an increase of 594 by 1911-12 it had become 198,500, an
increase of ee%, in 1921-22 the total was 437,800, a 120% increase; in 1931~
32 it was 989,700, a further growth of 125% in ten years. The total figures
for the year 1934-35, according to the studies to be presented here, are
1,150,000, which means that the previous three years had seen an increase of
fully 160,000 students or 16% over 1931-32, In forty-three years the
number of college students had grown to 15 times its original total while the
population was 2— times that of 1890; in thirteen years it was tvo and six-
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tenths what it had been in 1921-22, though the population increase was only
25%.

It was only natural that the ambitious sons of Jewish immigrants
should share in this national movement toward college education. The first
evidence of this trend appeared in the organization of Jewish student socie-
ties of various kinds, both social fraternities and sororities, and organiza-
tions of a religious and cultural nature, In the days vhen Jowish students
were only a few scattered individuals, they hnd occasionally been admitted
to general fraternities (though some of these had excluded them by their
national charters from the beginning). As their numbers grew, the general
fraternities solidified this policy of exclusion, and those Jews <7ho wished
the benefits of such organization found a need to organize social groups of
their owm.,

The first to be organized was the Zeta Beta Tau fraternity. This was
formed, with a Hebrew name, in New York City in 1898 as an organization for
Jerish study, but was soon converted into a Jewish socinl fraternity, and
the initials changed from Hebrew to Greek to confomm with the prevailing
mode, Other organizations followed rapidly; the first professional fraterni-
ties, Sigma Epsilon Deltn for dental students in 1901, and Phi Delta Epsilon
for medical students in 1904. The first sorority, the Iota Alpha Pi, came
in 1903, as the Jewish girls began to follow their brothers into the col-
legiate world,

The Zeta Beta Tau fraternity had begun simply as a club for the study
of Jewish history and culture, When this organization changed its character,
it wmas succeeded in its original field by the Intercollegiate Menorah Society,
organized by a few Jewish students at Harvard in 1906, The Intercollegiate
Zionist Society, founded in 1915, existed for a number of years but finally
dissolved. The B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations, organized in 1923 at the
University of Illinois, have expanded until they now (1936) have eleven
establishments, each with a centrnl house and a full-time director. The
Avukah, founded in 1925, is the student Zionist federation of today, an act-
ive and expanding group of some thirty chapters,

Meanvhile, the fraternity and sorority movement has grown apace, as
will be developed fully in a later chapter. Various local orszanizations
have been springing up -- fraternities, student congregations, cultural clubs,
and the like. Finally, a number of national Jewish organizations, existing
for other purposes, have gone into the field of student work to a greater or
less extent. The Union of American Hebrew Congregntions hns established con-
tacts with various student groups through its regional rabbis; the United
Synagogue conducts two student houses in Philadelphia, one in connection
with the University of Pennsylvania, the other near Temple University; the
Central Conference of American Rabbis and the Rabbinical Assembly of the
United Synagogue both have committees on religious work in universities; the
Jevish Chautaugua Society conducts summer lectures in a considerable number
of university summer schools. The Conference on Jewish Relations ha® made
valuable studies, especially of Jewish graduates of medical schools and of
Jewish faculty members. There is a Council on American Jewish Student
Affairs, organized in 1925, which is largely composed of the representatives
of national Jewish fraternity groups; therc is also a National Conference on
Judaism in Universities (now inactive) in which the dozen organizations de-
voting all or part of their efforts to this special phase of service came
tngether for consultation,
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From time to time various of these bodies have made special studies
of Jewish university students, The earliest of these of which the present
writer has record was conducted by the Department of Synasogue and School
Extension of the Union of American Hebrew Congregations in 1915, This study
reached 534 institutions, of which 180 reported the presence of Jewish stu-
dents, Their total number was estimated at more than 7,300 Jews out of the
237,000 students attending college that year, or 3.1%. "Of the 180 colleges
which reported the presence of Jewish students, only BO report 10 or more
students each. Of these eighty colleges, 50 are situated in towns where
there are rabbis and 30 in towns without rabbis. +.+84 universities report
some form of religious welfare work; 45 universities report educational acti-
vities; 26 report social activities and 16 repert fraternal societies."
("Jewish Students, a Survey", printed by the Dept. of Synagogue and School
Extension, 1915),

Just one year later (1916) a study was made of the enrollment of Jew-
ish students in some 57 leading institutions, printed in the Menorah Journal
for October 1916, and reprinted in the American Jewish Yearbook for 1917-18
(pages 407«8). In these 57 colleges and universities, & total of 147,352
students were recorded and out of these 17,653 were Jews, giving the amazing
percentage of 11.9. This discrepancy from 3.1% in 180 institutions Jjust the
year before cannot be accounted for by the number of colleges included; it
is evidently due to the different estimates of Jewish students at many of
these colleges, so that the total number of Jews jumped from 7,300 in 1914-
15 to 17,600 in 1915-16, The difference appears in a nmumber of the special
colleges, especially the College of the City of New York and New York Uni-
versity, which account for the greater part of the discrepancy.

Three years later another survey was made, this time bv the Bureau of
Jewish Social Research, which is orinted in the American Jewish Yearbook for
1920-21 (pages 383-393). This covers the enrollment and professional tenden-
cies of the Jewish students in 106 institutions in the year 1918<19. These
10€ colleges enrolled that year 153,000 students, of whom 14,837 were Jews,
or 9.7%, This study, including 59 more colleges than the one from the
Menorah Journal, gives only 6,000 more students and actually 2816 fewer Jews,
Evidently, the estimates in several institutions must be again at variance,
and again the College of the City of New York is the chilef onffender. In the
study of 1914.15 it is recorded as having 1,100 Jewish students; in that of
1915-16, it is given a total of 9484 and a Jewish attendance of 8061, or 85%;
in that of 1918-19 it is down again to 1961 total students and 1544 Jewish
students, or 78.7% Jews, Perhaps all these were mere estimates; perhaps the
last was small during the war years, when the Student Army Training Corps
rather than regular courses filled the campus, Or perhaps, as the difference
in total students indicates, different bases were taken for each study, one
using merely the day classes in the Arts College, others including engineer-
ing, evening schools, and the like,

The 1914-15 study was made by various rabbis, acting as loeal repre-
sentatives of the Union of American Hebrevw Congregations in various areas;
the method of the 1915-186 study is unknovn to the author. That of the
1918-19 study was very interesting and would insure a minimum picture of the
Jewish enrollment; it vas made by a study of the names in the student direc-
tories of the institutions in question. This is an unreliable method of
getting the actual facts, as many Jews bear doubtful names such as Klein or
Schwartz, while still others are kmowm as Smith or Maguire and cannot be
identified as Jews at all, Only the Levis and the Goldsteins are certain to
be included in such a list, which will certninly be short unless it is
compensated by estimates for the others - estimates for which no basis has
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been found. This 1918-19 study, however, made a significant contribution in
the study of professional or vocational registrations of Jewish and non-Jew-
ish students. We shall utilize these results for comparison with our own in
this field,

Various special studies have been made of Jewish students from time
to time, both by organizations and individuals, One of the most important
of these was made by Dr. Marvin Nathan and published in book form in 1932
under the title, "The Attitude of the Jewish Student in the Colleges and
Universities towards His Religion". This study is based on 1500 question-
naires returned from 57 different universities and collegess The questions
asked concerned religious attitudes strictly, as well as religious education
and background, a field on which the present study barely touches, Dr.
Julius 3. Maller made a study along similar lines in 1931, using two
questionnaires, one on the "Background of Jewish Students", the other, "Atti-
tudes of Jewish Students", His final results are not available for use by
the present author,

Many estimates and partial studies by committees of various rabbinical,
educational and lay bodies testify to the great interest which American Jewry
has in finding about its sons nnd daughters in institutions of higher learn-
ing, TFor exnmple, the. Council of American Jewish Student Affairs made an
inquiry in the spring semester of 1926 throush the agency of local fraterni-
ty chapters, covering 67 institutions, They found a total of 236,395 under-
graduate students, of which 25,348 or 10,72% were Jews. They made studies
also of such matters as the distribution of Jewish fraternities, and anti-
Jewish feeling, to which we shall refer in connection with our own material
on the same topics,

In May 1935 the National Commission on Hillel Foundations, recognizing
the wide interest and the general uscfulness of information on Jewish stu-
dents in America, organized a research burcau, appointing the present author
as its director, and instructing him to make a general survey of Jewish stu-—
dents in the United States and Canada, of a scale to take an entire year.

The purpose of the Commissisn was ~ double one, to serve itself and the
local directors of the Hillel Foundations, and at the same time to serve the
Jewish student, the many organizations interested in him, and the American
Jevish commnity as a vwhole, in which he is such a vital and hopeful element,
Thus we decided to find nut, sno far as possible, not only the major concen-
trations of Jewish students, but also all minor cnncentrations, as well as
those places where Jewish students may be lacking; in this way we can
aporoach a real census, with percentages that have a national bearing, Cer-
tainly the number of Jewish students is a matter nf great sncial importance,
while their distribution is most significant to the many organizations which
are seeking them out to serve them,

In addition, certnin special problems seemed especially important.,
The vncational distribution of the Jews is a matter of grave moment in
these days, and any piece nf exact knowledge on that subject is useful, The
constant accusations of discriminaticn against Jews necd t~ be checked up so
far ns possible, and are of importance, whether the results be pnsitive or
negative. The religisus background, Jewish education, nnd religicus inter-
ests of Jewish students are of orime importance to the Hillel directors,
Jewish faculty members, and any others who try to serve and to zuide them in
the paths of Jewish knowledze and Jewish worship,

This vast amount of statistical material, then, has many practical
potentialities, The author hopes that he =ill be able tn present it so
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clearly that the many persons active in Jewish student work will be able te
apply it to their ovm prnblems, bnth thenretical and practical, and thereby
serve the Jewrish students nf the nation more adequately, by its aida.
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Chapter II., Method of the Present Study

The method and approach of the present study was worked out by the
present writer with the late Dr, I, M, Rubinow, Secretary of the Supreme
Lodge of Bfnai Bfrith, The first decision was to study primarily facts
rather than attitudes, This should provide a sound basis for further
attitude studies in the future, as well as for practical work of the Hillel
Foundations and other organizations, A few items regarding attitudes later
crept in; these, however, must be taken as additions to the general preoject
to assemble the significant facts about Jewish students as a whols,

The second decision was to make this study broadly national and te
gather as many of the basic facts as possible, Canada was included because
of the close relation in educational systems, The basic facts were cone
ceived as: how many Jewish students there are, where they are studying,
and what they are studying, Secondary facts, though still extremely sig=
nificant, concern such matters as the family background of the Jewish
students, their age and sex, their religious affiliations, their activity
in college ==~ in such different fields as scholastic work, athleties,
extra-curricular activities, and Jewish student organizations, The
division of Jewish students between regular college courses and such part-
time work as evening and summer schools may have important bearing on the
general situation. Many matters, such as percentage in wvarious professional
fields, average grades, and division into men and women, have significance
chiefly as compared with the parallel facts of the American student bodies
as a whole, so that the study involved also considerable delving into the
literature of educational research,

The third decision was to take up a three=fold investigation in order
to cover as much of the desired information as possible, Two of these
studies have proved to be ambitious projects, which in scope if not in
purpose have turned out to be unique, The first is a distribution census
of Jewish students the country over, including also Canada. The second is
& questionnaire study of Jewish students themselves, in order te get infor-
mation not available from official or general sources, This study is not
included in the present work, but should be published later, The third
and most limited study is a distribution of Jewish student organizations,
social, religious and cultural, in order to see how the greater aggregations
of Jewish students are being served today, This will also have the possi=
bility of practical application by indicating where new organizations are
needed for the future,

A fourth study, which was initiated, is designed to survey the Jewish
faculty members of American universities, as to rank, department, and so
forth, It was found impossible to conclude this study during the current
year, but the matter is important enough to justify completion,

1, The Distribution Census.

The first step, obviously, was to find out how large the Jewish
student population may be and where it may be found, In this effort we
tried to reach every college possible, to give a really national scope to
the study, For that purpose we toek the most complete list of institutions
of higher education, the Educational Directory for 1935, part III, published
by the Office of Education of the United States Department of the Interior,
This list includes 1662 colleges and universities. The first letter was
sent to the registrar of every institution on the list, except 107 Negro
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institutions, 87 Christian theological seminaries, and 10 institutions in
the outlying possessions of the United States == in all of which no Jews
were to be expected, In addition, a list of 23 leading institutions in
Canada was obtained from the Bureau of Educational Research of the Ohio
State University, Subtracting those few institutions which had gone out
of existence, o total of 1445 colleges and universities was contacted,
These include every type of institution over secondary rank —= universi-
ties, colleges, professional schools, teachers! colleges and normal schools,
and junior colleges, In addition, two Negro institutions were later in-
cluded because they possess Class A medical schools, and were thus needed
for complcteness in the professional picture,

The first letter enclosed a card for reply by the registrar, which
is hore reproduced,

RESEARCH BUREAU
BINAT B'RITH HILLEL FOUNDATIONS

Nﬂma of Institution....-.....o-...-...u.......-...... City...-.-----.-'
Registration of year 195435, including summer of 1934,
Total number of studentSeceecescece MeNeooreesoscse WOMON vevesoccccccccas
Number of Jewish students sesesss MENicoreassosse WOMPNLsenasssosesseses
No., not Sta'tiﬂg relig‘ion s s @uad MO )yiewwinesedes Wamennctll.lill...cl..
Can you furnish any of the following information?

2. Rogistration of Jowish students, by co0lleges seeesssssccessssssoen

b. HOmC City Of JU\‘fiSh Studcnts A R R R R T

Romﬂ-rks LA R AR S N AR R N N R R N R N I I I I A I R A ]

Some 45% of the college officials onswered the first letter with
complete or partial information, A later letter to those who neglected
the first brought another 25%, The great majority of colleges have this
material in their files, as they request studonts to state thoir religion
in thoe application for registration, Where this informotion is available,
it is official but obviously incomplote, Some Jowish students may possibly
register as licthodist or Unitarian, and cannot possibly be deteceted (even
if onc wished to do so), Morc important still, most colleges rcquest but
do not requirc the filling in of religious preference, Hence a consider-
able number of all studonts, both Jews ond noneJews, omit this particular
blank, According to o check at several institutions, the Jowish students
arc apt to omit this in somewhat groater numbors than the non-Jews, es=
pocially where they moy fear discrimination in future omployment, The
method cmployed, thorefore, was the very conscrvative onc of requesting
the total number of students who omitted this information, When this was
forthcoming, it was thcn assumoed that the Jows were represented in this
group to cxactly the same percontage as among those who designated their
religious affiliation, This may give us a minimum figurc, becausc of the
tendency cmong ceortain Jows to resent such questions or to conceal their
identity, but it is a consorvative figurc which can be woll established,

In some fow cases the number of students not dosignating their
religion could not be ascortained; in these cases the figure of those who
gave their rcligion as Jewish is used without corroction,

A considerablo number of institutions, however, do not ask this
question of their students, or do not tabulate the rcplics, In several
states, notably Now York and Massachusetts, state supported institutions
such as tecachers colleoges are forbidden by law from asking any question
as to the religion of their students, A similar rcgulation by college
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authorities prevails in a few scattered colleges throughout the country,
Ho effort was made by our Bureau to interfere with any such regulations,
We merely endeavored to supplement the official information by other
sources on as wide a scale as possible, In such cases the registrar could
give no information, and other sources had to be found when possible,
These were of various types, and their knowledge of the subject varied
considerably,

The first choice were faculty members, who would be in daily touch
with the situation; the second, rabbis or other Jewish workers in ad joining
communities, who could acquaint themselves with it; the third, students,
particularly responsible persons, such as graduate students, froternity
presidents and the like, The accuracy of such estimates probably vary
considerably, and it has been the policy of the author always to take the
more conservative of such cstimntes, unless he had convinecing cvidence on
the other side, Any faculty member or student in an average medical col-
lege, for example, will lmow every Jewish student personally, and can give
an exact count in a moment, In larger institutions, however, estimatoes
become increasingly unrcliable, and only a count of registration cards
or some similar mothod will give o reasonably accurate result, Estimates

. in such cascs arc usually vague == 20 to 30%, said onc informant -~ and
the only safe way, in the absence of more earcful figures, is simply to
use the smaller number,

In a few cases, where registrotion figures or estimates wore not
available, the author obtained the printed register of students and
followed the name method, by studying carcfully the names as listed,

This mcthod, of coursc, will again orr on the side of understatement even
if carcfully carried out, In two institutions in particular, the College
of the City of New York and Huntor College, it was found possible to study
the registration cards (in the first case by the author, assisted by the
Burcau of Social Rescarch of the College; in the second, by several Jowish
faculty mombers) and to get an oxact count of those registering Jewish
descent in the regular day classcs of the institutions, In thesc two
instances, however, as well as in many others, thc cvening classes could
not be so counted, as their form of registration diffors from that of the
day classes, and cstimotes of a number of pcrsons associnted with them had
to be utilized, In many institutions the rcligious registration is not
official, but semi=offiecial, conducted by the Y.M,C.A. or other rcligious
bodics, In these casecs ordinnrily the evening and summer schools, which
arc less accessible for recligious and social workers, are not registered
and counted ot all, Such an institution is Harvard, wherc the religious
registrotion is a voluntary one, conducted by the Phillips Brooks Houso.

Obviously, this study involved a vast correcspondence and the
. cooperation -- often very arduous -~ of a large number of intercsted per=
sonse Mony of those were Jewish faculty members, rcligious workers in
universitices, and local rabbis; others were noneJows in the first two
classcs, Occasionally leaders in Btnai B'rith and A,Z,A, were asked for
personal effort or to aid in cstablishing contacts, which they invariably
carricd out, This list of local rcprescentatives proved invaluable in
carrying the investigation onc step farther,

This next stop was to break down the total number of Jewish students
in various ways which might provide significant information, Wec wonted to
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¢ know the number of men and women, the distribution into various professional
\ schools, and the Jewish representation in evening and summer schools,
This information was not always available, even when total numbers could
. be obtained. In many colleges the religion of students is given only by

totals and not divided into the various professional schools, There again
our local correspondents had to assume a great share of responsibility in
providing us with figures, or at least with estimates, In every case we
needed this information on both the general student body and the Jewish
students in order to establish percentages for the census areas and for
the nation as a whole; in no case have we included either figure in our
sumarics unless we had both parallel columns, In the majority of in-
stances, however, the general figures were available from published re-
ports, particularly the Bulletin of the American Association of Collegiate
Registrars for December 1935, which gives the detailed registration figures
for 583 institutions of collegiate grade in 1934-5; the report of Presi-
dent Raymond Walters of the University of Cincinnati in "School and
Society" for December 14, 1935, ("Statistics of Registration in Amoriecan
Universitics and Colleges, 1935") in which 577 institutions are included
as of autumn 1935; and various works of reference as to junior colleges,
teachers colleges, as well as the annual reports of the various associa-
tions of professional schools (law, medicine, and so forth)., As all

these are bosced on official figures, their information was of the greatest
valuc,

- The government publication, "Statistics of Higher Education, 1931-2",
which is by far the most inclusive, was of the least direct value beeause
of its date, No later study is yet avnilable with this authority or on
this scale, This study covers 1460 institutions, and was occasionally
used, but only when no later sourccs were available, The fluctuation of
college registration from year to year makes it difficult, if not impos=
sible to compare figures gathered four years apart,

The present study comes ncarest the govermment survey in its compre=-
hensiveness, as it includes 1319 institutions for the year 1934-35, This
Jyoar was taken in order to have a completed ycar to study instead of one
semester, In a very fow cascs, whoen the figures for thot year wore not
available, the figures for 1935-6 wore utilized instead; this practice
was not followed often enough to change the reosults materially,

The vast majority of our figurcs, therefore, are taken from official
sources; all othors arc verified so far as pessible; all are minimum
figures oxcept where personal contacts cnabled our corrcspondent to give
an cxact count., The weakest part of our study in this ficld is the study
of evening and summer schools, as in many cascs those have never been
registered in the usunl form, with the full list of inquiries, including
religion,

After considerable difficulty in defining that variable term,
"college student", wo adopted the definition of tho Ameriecan Association
p of Collegiamte Registrars: "any person who enrolls in eny class of college
grado and pays the roquisite fec,"

This was inclusive and so scrved our purposc admirably, Leside
being the one officially used by all the registrars belonging to the Asso=
ciation. But it proved inadequate in dealing with part-time students, We
finally have ineluded cverning school students, wherever data were available,
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as college students, but have excluded summer schools, Both of these,
however, will have special tables dealing with them in the proper secm
tions, The distinction, which may seem arbitrary, was based on the im-
possibility of distinguishing regular, full-time students from part-time
students in the evening schools, Many of these evening students are
taking a professional course, such as law, in which they take exactly the
same work as day students, but study for an extra year, Others take as
many hours per week as day students, while still others vary down to g
few hours a week as "auditors", Most institutions do not count auditors
as repularly registered students, but do count all regular students working
toward a degree, no matter what their number of hours per week may be,
This then proved the only practicable method for the present study, if we
were to utilize and perallel official registration figures with the
numbers of Jowish students,

2. The Sumary of Organizations.

This study was conducted in two ways, which checked cech other to
give a final picture, The first was to communicate with ecach national
Jewish organization, fraternities, sororities, religious and cultural
agoencies, for lists of their loeal chapters, In the great ma jority of
cases this information was speedily and cordially provided. The sccond
was to send a brief questionnaire to cach college with 50 or more Jewish
students, asking for a list of all Jewish student organizations, For this
FFoject our same correspondents were often contacted; though many of these
questionnaires were filled out by local chapters of the A.Z.A., which proved
most helpful throughout, Those two methods, when checked, provided a
rcasonably complete picture of the facilities available for the Jewish
students in thc vast majority of the colleges which they attend, It is
probably defective for the great citics, such as New York and Chicago,
where most students resido in tho community, and are far more depcndent
on synagogues, Jowish centers, and similar organizations, thah on the
strictly collegiate groups. These fow great conmunitics will require
spccial studies in order to allgn their facilitics for Jewish students
with the others.
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Chapter III.

A CENSUS OF JEWISH STUDENTS

. 1. The Number and Types of Institutions Included.

The present study includes the largest number of institutions of col-
legiate grade of any national survey except that of the federal Office of
Education. The latter, conducted under the auspices of the United States
Department of the Interior, with an office staff in Washington and several
workers in the field, covered a total of 1,460 institutions. The Bulletin
of the American Association of Collegiate Registrars for December 1935 gives
detailed information on 583 institutions. The report of President Walters
in "School and Society" includes 577 institutions.

As compared to these, the study of our Research Bureau includes 1,319
colleges and universities: 1,296 in the United States and 23 in Canada, This
represents 91.2% of the 1,445 institutions contacted. This material is de-
tailed by states and census areas in Table I.

TABLE I
INSTITUTIONS — REFORTED BY STATES
; i | Percent
Ares and State Number Number | Not Reported
!Contactedi Revorted | Reported [From Bach Areal
! 4
I. New York City 35 | 32 3 91.4
.‘ |
1T, New Englnnd Total | 111 i 96 15 86.5
Maine : 12 i 10 2
New Hamnshire : 7 : & 1
Vermont .10 ! 10 0 .
Massachusetts 5 5 45 8 ‘
Rhode Island | 6 | § 0
Connecticut 5 2 | 19 4
ITT. Middle Atlantic I ) 141 24 84.8
New York (Less N.Y.C.) 54 | 46 8
Pennsylvania 82 : 74! 8
New Jersey 29 | 21 5 8
IV. East North Central 221 | 211 20 90.9
Ohio ! 55 ! 55 0
Indiana | 57 ! A4 3 i
Illinois 76 | 65 11 '
Michizan : 38 ! 35 i 3
Wisconsin ’ 25 | 22 i 3 |
V. West Worth Central 224 ! 216 18 3 92.3
Minnesota 35 | 24 1
Towa 62 ; 54 B }
Missouri 51 | 44 7 |
Torth Dakota | 10 9 1 !
South Dakota 15 15 | 0 !
Mebraska 23 22 | 1 |
Kansas. ___28 88 1 0 !

(continued on next paze)
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TABLE I (continued)

¥ INSTITUTIONS . REPORTED BY STATES
: | [ | : Percent
] Area and State | Number | Number | Not Reported
’ .’ jcantacted | Reported | Revorted |From Ench Area
IVI. South Atlaontie ' 199 | 1ss 14 92.9
i Delaware | 1 | 1 0
| i Maryland | 22 | 20 : 2
| [ District of Columbia | 23 | 20 | 3
Virginia | 32 i 30 ; 2
‘ West Virginia | 18 | 15 ' 3
| North Carolina ? 39 39 } 0
| South Carolina ! 20 19 1 '
i Georgia &4 22 | 2
| Florida } 10 | 9 1
[VII. ZEast South Central 115 | 110 | 5 95.6
' Kentuclky 31 29 i 2
} Tennessee | 37 36 1
Alabama | 17 16 é 1
) j Mississippi E 30 29 | 1
! I ;
VIII. Tost South Gemtral T 148 138 10 93.2
i Arkansas ! 21 | 17 4
" f Oklahoma ! & | 34 | 3
| Louisiana ; 19 : 19 | 0
’ Texns i 71 : 68 F 3
| ]
1
1IX. Mountain 56 ! 54 2 96.4
f Colorado 17 16 , 1
| Wvoming 1 _ i 0
| Utah g | 8 0
{ Montana 8 i 8 0
i Idaho i 9 { 8 ; 1l
| Nevada | 3! ! 1 1 0
Arizona ! 5 i 5 ! O
| New Mexico ! 7 7 | 0 !
i | |
Xe Pacific 128 | 113 15 ! 88.2
Washington i - 20 | 19 1
Oregon | 17 | 16 i 1
California | 91 | 78 | 13
! ; |
XI. Cannda ! 23 23 ; 0 100,
| | i
TOTAL o | 1445 | 1319 | 126 91.2 |
As the table shows, the poorest resvonse came from the Middle Atlantic
. States —- 84,8%; the best from the Mountain States —— 96,4%, if we except
the more limited 1ist in Canada, which produced 100% response. In fifteen
states every collese wasg reported, including the following: Vermont, Rhode
Island, Ohio (the largest complete area -- 55 collezes), South Dakota,
Kansas, Delaware, Morth Carolina, Louisiana, Wyoming, Utah, Montana, Vevada,
Arizona, Vew Mexico, and Canada. 1In other words, we can fairly claim to
have a representative picture of the totnl registration and almost a complete
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picture of the Jewish registration throughout the country.

L P The degree of completeness of this study appears even more clearly
when we exomine the response from various types of institutions in Table IA.

TABLE I A

ANALYSTS OF INSTITUTIONS NOT REPORTED

Type of Institution i Total Number Wo. not Percent not
} Number Reported Reported Reported
Universities I 95 94 1 1.
Colleges 563 545 18 3.3
Professional schools 142 119 23 le.2
Teachers colleges l 232 196 36 15.5
Junior colleges 413 365 48 11.6
TOTAL 1445 1319 126 8.8
. |

The overwhelming majority of universities and colleges are included in our
study: 99% of the former and 9?% of the latter. The greatest weakness in

the study lies in the three types of institutions which are as a rule smaller
in size: the professional schools not associated with universities, teachers
colleges, and junior colleges. The first of these, of which 16.2% are
lacking, is a serious gap in the study, as professional schools include a
relatively large number of Jewish students, and the 23 of these institutions
not replying may conceivably have several hundred Jews in their student
bodies. The other two groups have a negligible number of Jewish students,
(indicated in our figures later on) as the latter the country over seem to
prefer the larger universities to these relatively small and isolated seats
of learning. The grecatest number of junior colleges, in particular,-are
found in the states of Towa, Texns, and California, and are frequently lo-
cated in small communities, where they function largely as local institutions,
Naturally in such cases the number of Jewish students proves negligible,

Hence we can fairly claim that this study covering 91.2% of the col-
leges includes well over 90% of the students of the United States, and an
even higher proportion of the Jewish students., This last conclusion can be
checked by the various works of reference already referred to. The report

. of the Americen Association of Collegiate Registrars gives a total for all
types of institutions for 1934-35 of 741,202 regular full time students., It
adds to this:

g For the summer session of 1934 242 448
Extension and evening classes 227,956
Correspondence study 65,363
Sub-collegiate departments 40,463

or a grand total of 1,025,263, The first, third, and fourth of these items
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are ordinarily not included in our present study; the sccond item is in-
cluded only in part, as we wished to study the regularly registered students

3o in evening schools, but not the extension classes. It is safe to say, there-
fore, that the report of the Collegiate Registrars includes some 850,000
students in the categories in which we are interested,

L

The report of President Raymond Walters in "School and Society" says:
"There are 700,730 full time students and 2 grand total (including part time
and summer school registration) of 1,063,472 registered students in 577
approved institutions,"

The report of the federal Office of Education, summarized in the World
Almanac for 1936 (Page 388) gives the total attendance for the year 1931-32
as 989,757, later years not being available,

A1l accounts thus agree that there are approximately a million regu-
lar students enrolled in cnlleges and universities in the United States,
Our figures check with this very Closely, as the 1,319 institutions covered
report a total of 1,148,393 students for the year 1934-35. In this study a
few summer schools arc included when these could not be differentiated from
the regular student body and kept separate. A fov evening schools are also
included whenever reliable figures were obtainable as to their total regis-
tration and Jewish registration.

In vier of the close correspondence of cur total figures with those
of the other investigntors, and particularly in view of the fact that only
. one large institution of university rank is lacking from our distribution
census, it scems quite definite that we have nbtained an adequate survey,
and nne which stands within a few percent of cempleteness,

b |

<. The Number of Jewish Students.

Table II (pasge 15) gives the result of this phase of our study in
detail, enumcrating by stoates the total number of students in institutions
reported, the totnl number of Jewish students in the same institutinns, the
percentage of Jewish students tn tntnl students, the percentage of Jews in
the population of the varinus states, and the ratio of the percentage of
Jewish students to the percentage of Jewish population. In Table II A
(pnge 16) this same material is summarized by giving merely the cleven head-
ings of census arcas and omitting the detnil by states,

For cenvenience the states have been grruped in the nine areas used
by the federnl bureau of the census, which gives us opportunity to compare
different parts of the country according tn various criteria, as alse to
compare this study with many others. It was found nccessary, however, in
view of the special cenditions of New York City, hich contains half the
Jewish students nf the country, to make this one city a specinl area,

* - -
Number I. Irn addition, ns our study includes Canadn, we h~ve called Canada
Area Number XI, in orcer that it mny be included in A manner parnllel to
thnt of the various arens of the United States,

4

The total numoer of students crumerated, as we have mentiosoned in the
preceding sectien, is 1,148,393, or almost the complete enumeration of the
university nnd cellege students in the cruntry in the yenr 1934-35, The
number of Jevish students listed is 104,906, wvhich constitutes 9.13% of the
total number of students., As the Jewish population of the United States was
estimnted in the most enrcful study made, by Dr. Harry S. Linfield, ("The
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TABLE II

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF JEUISH STUDENTS OF TOTAL BY STATES

: 1. . 2. 3. j 4, 5.
Area; State t Total Jewish Jewish Jewish
: Students | Students Students Population
| Percentage in
L In Bach State | Each State
;1 New York City | 110,922 | 55,008 49,59 29.56
1. ' New Enszland | 75,832 7,492 9.83 4.35
Maine 4,708 195 4,14 1.07
New Hampshire 5,107 200 3.92 .61
Vermont 3,037 139 4,57 .58
Massachusetts 48,245 | 5,452 11,2 5,32
Rhode Island 4,874 481 9.45 3.56
Connecticut i 9,861 1,025 10.08 5.59
III. Middle Atlantic 123,220 11,787 9.56 4.06
New York (Less N.Y.C.) 40,715 2,767 6.85 2,46
t Pennsylvania . 69,916 7,418 | 10.60 4,16
New Jersey | 12,589 1,582 12,60 6.01
f
. IV. East North Central | 217. 85€ 13,863 6,31 L 274
Ohio i 67,070 3,715 5.55 | 2.59
Indiana | 27,098 489 1.81 .86
I1linois | 63,281 5,378 .5 4,74
Michigan 39,581 3,020 7.64 1.99
Wisconsin | 20,826 1,261 6.07 1.23
V.  West North Centra) | 135 318 3,381 2,49 | 1.28
Minnesota | 28,093 1,219 4,34 | 1.61
Towa i 23,736 356 1:5 i .68
Missouri i 24,674 1,247 5.05 i 2,3
North Dakota g 8,715 | 58 .66 .43
South Dakota | 6,207 | 31 .5 23
Nebraska | 19,894 | 341 1.71 1.02
Kansas | 23,999 | 129 .54 « D9
i !
VI. South Atlantic | 122,126 | 4,867 3,98 .86
Delaware | 760 | 59 7.89 2.18
Maryland | 15,330 | 1,950 | 12,77 4,44
District of Columbia |, 16,108 | gea | 5.35 2.96
Virginia bo17,407 | 599 | 3.44 1.01
West Virginia i 13,489 ! 153 | 1.13 .44
. North Carolina | 25,528 | 442 | 175 | .28
South Carolina 10,027 | 145 | 1.44 .37
Georgia | 15,545 |, 446 | 2.87 73
= Florida . 7,932 | 209 | 2,63 .98
VII. East South Cemtral | 64,795 | _ 1026 E 1,58 .65
Kentucky i 18,414 | 248 i 1.35 .77
Tennessee | 19,009 | 260 i 1.38 .91
Alabama ' 15,837 | 439 | 2,77 .50
Mississipoi . 11,535 ! 79 | .69 | .36

" (continued on next page)
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TABLE II (continued)

v NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF JEWISH STUDENTS OF TOTAL BY STATES
1. ! 2. a. 4, 5. |
. Area; State Total ! Jewish Jewish Jewish
Students| Students Students Population
Percentage in
. | In Bach State| Each#tate
VIII. West South Central |  110.454 1,658 | 1.48 .68
Arkansas | 7,305 159 | 2.16 .46
Oklahoma | 27,795 159 .56 .33
Louisiana 18,349 570 2.10 .85
Texas 1 57,005 770 1.33 .86
1
IX. Mountain ‘ 45,290 536 1.18 .75
Colorndo 12,673 288 2.28 1.89
Wyoming 1,410 20 1.42 .55
Utah 10,673 77 .72 .55
Montana 5,677 18 .32 22
Idaho 4,301 3 .07 .21
Nevada 1,021 3 .29 34
Arizona 5,069 98 1.93 232 |
g New Mexico 4,476 29 .65 | 27 |
X. Pacific 105,747 3,637 3,44 2,18
. Washington 20,911 389 1.76 .94
Oregon 10,034 126 1.25 1.47
California 74,802 3,142 4,04 2.76
XI. Canada 36,833 1,651 4,48 1.50
TOTAL 1,148,393 | 104,906 9,13 3.58
B l !
TABLE II A
PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS BY AREAS
1. 2. 3. 4,
Area and State Jewish % Jewish Ratio
Students Population 2 to 3
Percentage in
S e In Each Area | ZFach Area
¥ New York City 49, 59 29,56 1.65
1T, New England 9.83 4.35 2.26
ITI. Middle Atlantic 9.56 4,06 2.36
. IV. East North Central 6.31 2.74 2.30
Vi West Forth Central 2.49 1.28 1.94
VI. South Atlantic 2,98 0.86 4,62
B VII. ZEast South Central 1.58 0.65 2.43
VITI. West South Central 1.48 0.68 2.18
IX. Mountain 1.18 0.75 1.5%
z. Pacific B.44 2.18 1.58
XI. Qamada 4,48 @ | 1,50 2,98
TOTAL STUDENTS 9,13 2.58 2.49 |
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Jews in the United States in 1927", published by the American Jewish Com-
mittes, New York, 1929) to constitute in the year 1927 3.58% of the popula-
tion of the nation, the high proportion of Jewish students is evident at
once. The percentage of Jewish students in the United States and Canada is
Just two-and-one-half times the percentage of Jews in the national popula-
. tion. The study of Dr. Linfield, made in 1927, will obviously not give
exact numbers for 1934-35, We have assumed, however, that the percentages
then established will still apply very closely, as no imvortant population
trends have developed among Jevs, different from those in the general popu-

lation., The povulation for Canada was taken from the American Jewish Year—
book for 1936,

This is in itself a rcmarkable fact, but it becomes still more remark-
able when we glance at column 4 in the table. It appears there that the
ratio never falls beloy 1.57 (in the Mountain States), that it rises as high
as 4.62 (in the South Atlantic States), and that in six of the eleven census
areas it ranges very near the national average. In other words, whether a
given state be rural or urban, vhether its vopulation be large or small, and
whether the Jews residing there are few or many, they almost invariably send
double their own percentage from among their children to pursue a higher edu-
cation. The only exceptions to this genernl rule are Kansns, Montana, and
Idaho, three states of relatively small populations, in all of which the
number of Jews is negligible.

But ordinarily the proportion runs true to form the country over, The
urban state of Pennsylvania, with 4,16% of Jews in its population, has 10.6%
) of Jews among its student bodies. The rural state of Iowa runs .68% and
1.5%.In Texas the relative proportions are ,86% and 1.33%. In California
they are 2,76% and 4.24%, while in Canada, where only the major institutions
were included, relative percentages are 1,56 and 4,48%,

The estimated number of Jewish students attending college in New York
City is 55,008, or 52.4% of all the Jewish students in the United States,
This is to be expected from the fact that 41.5% of the Jewish population of
the country is concentrated in the New York metropolitan area, The total
student body of New York City, meanwhile, is 110,922, or only 9.7% of the
total student population of the country.

It is especially interesting that New York City, with its enormous
Jewish population, should have almost as small a ratio of Jewish students to
Jewish population as the Mountain States or those on the Pacific Coast, the
third smallest ratio of the eleven areas considered. The vercentages in New
York in round numbers are 30% Jewish population and 50% Jewish students a
ratio of 1.65, There is a nossibility that the poverty of many New York
Jews prevents their sending their children to college in the same proportion
as Jevs in other scetions of the country. This seems, however, not to be
the correct interpretation. Figures on the home city of Jewish students in
other areas, while not complete, indicate that an entirely disproportionate
number of Wew York Jevwish students are studving elsevhere. Perhaps this is
due to the limited number of educational institutions in Wew York City and
their frequent overcrowding. Perhaps it is due %o the quotas which exist in
" certain professional schools, which lead Jews in that grent Jewish center to
seek opportunities for their professional training elsewhere, The fact is
that Jewish students from New York City appear in large numbers in every
part of the country, in sections as far removed as the University of Alabama,
Ohio State University, and the University of Wisconsin. In smaller numbers
they are even found on the Pacific Coast and in Canada, Probably, if these
facts could all be known, the situation would be equalized and the ratio of
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the Jewish students who live in New York City would be as high as those who
live in other areas. The deceptive feature in this present table is simply

¥ that the students are listed not where they live, but where they are attend-
ing college,

We are naturally interested in the reasons for this great dispropor-
tion of Jewish college students. The figures cannot indicate these. The
basis lies undoubtedly in the age-old respect for education among the Jews,
as well as in the European situation, which made certain professions, notably
law and medicine, the most conspicuous and most convenient means of social
and economic advance for the oppressed Jews. The figures as to professional
enrollment and vocational choices indicate the importance of this factor.

Another cause might be sought in the geographical distribution of
American Jewry. The cities contribute a much higher percentage of students
than the rural districts everywhere in the country, and the Jews are con-
spicuously a city group. A third cause cometimes suggested lies in the
social backgrounds of the families from vhich the students come. The middle
classes in our society, because of their superior incomes and social posi-
tion and their different outlook on life, contribute a much higher quota of
students than the vorking classes generally. This factor, however, seems to
have no bearing on the situation among the Jews., The largely working class
population of Wew York City contributes almost As great a gquota to the col-
» leges as the prévailingly middle class Jews of the Middle West and South,
If this could be equalized as we have suggested, by tracing the migration of
New York Jewish youth to study in other sections of the country, the vercent-
ages might become emctly the same.

Probably the nmbition of the Jewish immigrant that his son may rise
in the world is one of the determining factors in the situntion. But if so,
this mercly means that the psychology of the Jewish immigzrant group differs
merkedly from that of other rccent immigrants to the United States., For the
Jews are apparently the only group of rccent immigrants who send/conspicuous—
ly largze number of their children to institutions of higher learning, This
interest in higher education is certainly not limited to the immigrant group,
however, It is at least ns strong in sections of the country such as the
far South, vwhere the Jewish vopulation is of older standing Aand includes a
very smnll numver of recent immigrants,

As a matter of fact, the highest ratio of all is found in the South
Atlantic division (the states from Delarmre to Florida). In these nine
states the percentnge of Jemish porulatign to the totnl is .B€% and the
percentnge of Jewish students is 2.98%, over four-and-one-hnlf times the
percentage to be expected if Jews 7ere to send only their normal quota to
college. This percentagze is somesthat higher becnuse of the large number of
Jewish students from Ne York City and neighboring sectinns tho hove Fone
to study in Maryland, Virginia, and Georgia, But the bulk of it is certainly
made up of young people from the some or adjoining states. The mrjority of

- all college students, both Jes and non-Jews, incvitably attend college in
the state of their residence, so that students from distant areas may in-
fluence this percentage but cannot possibly constitute a major portinn,

3. Tyves of Schnols Attended.

The next question which arises, naturnlly, is vhether the Jewrish stu-
dents attend all types nf colleges in equal measure, or whether they are
selective in their choices. With this purpnse in mind, the entire analysis
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of Table II was reconstrcted along three different lines, in order to find
out state by state and census area by census area the attendance ~f Jewish
students according to (1) types of institutions, (2) size of institutions,
and (8) support of institutions, In these three analyses it nppeared very
definitely that the Jewish students are by no means an average cross-section
of the student body of the country, but that they are highly selective in
their chnrice of universities and colleges. Just as the national averaze of
9.12% Jemish students does not apply to & single area, in the same way the
average for any particular area does nnt apply to the diverse types and
sizes of institutions found in it.

The first study nf these threc was according to types of institutions:
(1) universities, (2) colleges, (3) independent professional schools,
(4) teachers Colleges, and (8) Jjunior colleges, This classification and the
listing of institutions under the five heads was taken bodily from the Edu-
cational Directory of the Federal Office of Education., The Directory hnwe-
ever, makes nc distinction between universities and colleges, and it was
felt that this distinction is a real one, which might have some bearing on
our problem. In separatinz this classification into (1) universities ang
(2) colleges, the present author followed in the main the classification of
President Walters in "School and Society", though other authorities were
sometimes consulted, Obviously this distinction, while clear enough for
the majority of the institutions, is somctimes a difficult pne to make,

v

According to our analysis (Table III, page 20) our complete study
includes 94 universities, 545 colleges, 119 professi~nal schools, 196 teach-
ers colleges, and 365 junior colleges, to make up the total of 1,319, Table
IV gives the total mumber of students and number of Jewish students accord-
ing to these five classificntions., As appéars At nnce, the largest propor-
tions of the Jewish students are found in two types of institutions:
(Table IV, page 22) the 94 large universities (where they constitute 14,3%
of the total student body) ,and the 119 small professional schools (where
they are 13.5%). In the smnll colleges the Jewish students are 6.23% of all
students enrolled. The last twn catcgories, on the other hand, contain a
negligible number of Jews. For the Jewish students are only 1.73% of the
student bodies of the Juninr colleges in the TUnited States, and 1.65% of the
teachers colleges and normal schools considered together.

This selectivity appears even more clearly in the recapitulation, It
appecrs clearly that the percentage of Jews in universities is far higher
than the percentage of all students Attending this type of institution; and
that the same applies to the professional schools., Universities have nver
two~thirds of the Jewish students nf the country but less than one-half of
all students., The Jewish students are thus represented in them over 50%
beyond their normal qu ta, In the professional schools (Table IV A, page 23
the respective percentages arc 6.8% of all Jewish students in the cruntry,
and 4,8% nf the total students; nzain the Jewish students are almost one—
and-one-half times what they would be in an even distribution. In the other
three categories the situation is reversed. The colleges contain 21.7% of
All students but only 22.1% of the Jews, almost a third below, The teachers
colleges, vhich include 12,6% of all students, have only 2.3% of Jewish stu—
dents, or about one—fifth of the number tn which they would be entitled by
an even distribution, The Juninr celleges, which contain 8.2% of all stu-
dents, have only 1.6% nf the Jewish students, or again, ~nc-fifth of the
anticipated number,

A similar selectivity appears in Table V (page 24), the analysis of
Jewish students ageording to the size of institution attended, In this case
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TABLE III
» NUMBER OF INSTITUTIONS REPORTED BY TYPES IN EACH STATE
1 2 | 8 @ 4 5 6
‘ AREAS Univer-l Col-! Profes-| Teachers| Junior. Total
STATES sities | leges | sionnl ' Colleges| Colleges
1. New York City 5 11 9 %_ £ 1 32
IT. New England 13 a2 11 ! 21 11 g6
Maine 1 3 0 ! 5 1 10
New Hampshire 2 ! 1 0 2 1 8
Vermont 2 | 4 0 3 il | 10
Massachusetts 4 | 16 7 14 4 45
Rhode Island 1 | 2 2 | 1 0 6
Connecticut 1 B 2 6 4 E 19
ITI. Middle Atlantic 10 76 18 26 11 141
New York (Less NYC) 3 26 8 8 2 46
Pennsylvania 5 43 r 9 1 13 4 74
New Jersey | 2 : 7 3 i 5 4 21
|
. IV, East North Central | 14 110 24 ' 26 37 211
Ohio I3 40 7 2 3 55
Indiana i 1 19 5 4 5 34
. Illinois 6 =6 | 9 8 16 65
Michigan 2 14 | a 5 11 35
Wisconsin l 2 | n | o 7 2 22
: | |
V. West North Central | 8 78 15 : 32 i 83 216
Minnesota i 1 14 2 g | 9 54
Iowa 1 20 3 1 29 54
Missouri | 2 8 | 7 7 | 20 44
North Dakota 1 2 0 5 | 1 9
South Dakota o 7 1 ; 4 | 3 15
Nebraska {2 9 1 i 5 5 22
Kansas | 1 18 1 2 16 38
| |
VI. South Atlantic 13 82 13 | 17 60 185
Delaware 1 0 0 I' 0 0 1
Maryland 2 11 2 2 3 20
Dist. of Columbia 2 7 3 3 5 20
Virginia 1 13 3 3 10 30
West Virginia 1 e 0 4 4 15
North Carolina | 2 15 0 4 18 39
South Carolina . | 14 1 0 3 19
Georgia ] 2 11 4 1 14 32
* Florida 1 5 0 ; 0 2 g
|
VII. ZEast Souti Central € 42 7 14 41 110
% Kentucky 2 8 2 3 14 29
Tennessee i 2 19 3 5 7 36
Alabama, 1 8 1 4 2 16
Mississippi 1 7 ! 1 i 2 18 29
|
: (continued on next pnce)
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TABLE III (continued)

NUMBER OF INSTITUTIONS REPORTED BY TYPES INW EACH STATE

1 2 3 4 5 6

AREAS Univer—| Col-!| Profes-| Teachers Junior Total

STATES sities |leges!| sional | Colleges |Colleges

VITII. West South Central 5 46 7 18 62 138
Arkansas 1 7 0 2 7 17
Oklahoma 1 10 1 6 16 34
Louisiana 2 7 1 2 6 19

Texas 1 22 5 7 33 68

IX. Mountain 9 14 6 13 12 b4
Colorado 2 4 4 & 3 16
lyoming 1 0 0 0 0 1
Utah 1 z 0 0 4 £
Montana 1 3 1 2 1 8

Idaho 3 3 0 4 0 &

Nevada 1 0 0 0 0 1
Arizona 1 0 0 2 2 5

New lMexico 1 ] 1 2 2 7

X. Pacific 6 28 9 13 47 113
Washington 1 7 0 3 8 19

Oregon 1 10 1 3 1 16
California 4 21 8 7 38 78

XI. Canada 7 16 0 0 0 23

|
L TOTAL ; 94 | 545 | 119 196 365 1,319




TABLE IV

PERCENTAGE JEWISE STUDELTS OF TOTAL STUDENTS

L}
| 1 . 2 1~
AREA AND STATE UNIVERSITIES g COLLEGES
- o ———— - !
Total Jewish | % | Total Jewish % |
New York City 80,276 56,673 |45.8 | 25,542 | 15,838 | 62.1
IT. New England 38,242 4,342 | 9.41| 23,568 2,090 9.
Maine - 1,473 | 67 1,850 120
liew Hampshire ’ 3,981 | 187 276 2
Vermont 1,493 | 124 1,138 13
liassachusetts 23,917 | 3,153 15,809 1,543
Rhode Island 2,018 | 286 1,869 145
Conrecticut 5,362 ! 525 2,626 267
i
IIT. liiddle Atlantic | 54,63¢ 7,510 113.5 | 36,683 | 1,898 | 4.75
New York 16,759 1,535 113,681 684
Pennsylvania 33,034 5,458 19,510 757
New Jersey 4,845 519 3,492 457
1
IV. ast K. Central |104,31% 10,317 | 9.6 | 72,973 | 1,287 T.72 ' b
Ohio 32,152 2,856 30,871 641
Indiana 5,044 266 16,308 192
T1linois 35,233 | 3,530 12,972 321 2
Michizan 20,140 | 2,511 | 9,053 102
Wisconsin 11,749 | 1,154 | 3,769 51
V. Mest N. Central 43,107 2,566 5.95% 44,996 294 . 64
liinnesota 14,022 1,125 | 6,843 25
Towa 6,314 228 | 13,180 94
Missouri 7,201 880 | 2,835 18
North Dakota 2,518 | 40 I 2,011 13
south Dakots ~ [ - | 3,558 24
lebraska 8,784 | 242 4,493 72
Kansas £,268 * | 53 © 12,076 48
| :
VI. South Atlantic | 38,301 5,027 | 7.78 | 46,904 743 | 11.56
De laware 760 b9
Maryland 6,443 1,389 3,757 223
Dist. of Columbia | 6,727 | 456 5,984 . 45
Virginia 2,435 201 6,666 231
"Mest Virginia 3,374 100 5,357 36
North Carolina 9,386 374 8,477 51
south Carolinsa 1,961 (5] 7,468 72
Georgia 1,240 230 4,581 i 31 .
Florida 2,982 153 1,413 54
VII. East South Central|i7,710 720 | 2,18 | 2=,369 122 .00
Lentucl 6,260 T P06 1,580 17 -
Tennessee H,180 122 79000 23
Alabama k, 700 375 8,162 58
jnississippi 1,578 ' a7 k, 262 24 .
} I
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(continued on next page)

TABLE IV
BY TYPLS OF INSTITUTIONS IN STAThs AND AREAS
y
e |- ° 3 Z 5
PROFESSIONAL TEACHERS COLLEGES JUNIOR COLLEGES
. 1 T
Total Jewish | % | Total Jewish % Total |Jewish %
4,357 2,308 |37.2 603 180 k9.9 144 10 6.95
4,700 525 [19.4 | 7,412 414 |5.45 1,910 121 6.34 |
B = 1,253 3 132 5 |
- - 588 5 262 8 ,
- - 270 ° 1 136 1 |
4,035 467 3,700 237 784 52 ;
493 20 436 30 - |
17% 38 1,105 138 596 57
|
13,848 1,245 | 9.91] 18,383 1,052 [6.4 | 1,668 82 4,92
Z,725 154 5,775 116 575 0
8,274 923 8,601 274 497 6
1,349 168 2,007 362 8986 76
g 8,567 1,563 |10.7] 23,536 209 |8.9 | 8,662 487 5.68
1,865 190 1,080 T 1,182 24
737 10 4,396 11 613 19
. 3,687 1,056 7,760 85 3,629 386
2,078 307 5,247 34 3,063 66
- = 5,053 75 255 1
3,540 179 | 5.07| 28,580 110 .38[15,005 732 1.47
- 307 5 4,719 15 2,202 49
325 12 1,200 2 2,717 22
1,995 129 7,520 77 5,123 143
- - 4,026 5 160 0
272 4 1,961 3 416 )
337 20 5,442 1 838 5
304 9 3,712 7 3,639 12
12,821 851 | 6.38|12,515 177 [1.41]11,585 73 .63
4,177 282 551 56 402 0
2,447 260 569 97 421 6
3,194 122 2,766 12 2,146 33
- - 4,085 5 &73 R
- - 3,914 0 3,751 17
181 11 - - 413 1
2,862 176 630 3 3,242 6
‘ 537 2
91 69 | 7.56112,330 71 57| 9,456 24 .25
’ 545 19 1,569 7 7,768 )
565 47 4,125 62 1,774 6
58 1 2,645 3 272 2
13 2 1,800 2 ,652 14
| 1 |
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TABLE IV (continued)

PERCENTASE JE"I5H STUDENTS OF TOTAL STUDEN TS

1 2
| AREA AYD STATE UNIVERSITIES COLLEGES
| Total | Jewish 9 Total Jewish %
VIII. West Sauth_Centrall 24,240 995 4.4 46,120 399 .63
Arkansas | 2,129 148 2,330 1
Oklahomsa ‘ 6,021 125 9,771 27
Louisiana _ 8,428 378 6,591 143
Texas 7,662 344 27,428 228
IX. Mountain 21,292 458 2.07 11,394 14 o124
Colorado 6,373 246 2,618 12
Tyoming 1,410 20 = #
Utah 3,677 75 5,680 1
lontana 2,359 13 1,467 1
Idaho 2,425 3 921 0
Nevada 1,021 3 = -
Arizona 2,6&01 g5 .- -
New liexico 1,387 | 13 708 3 .
P Pacific 40,599 2,958 6.28 22,220 170 B Af
Wasnington 9,954 338 6,694 21
Oregon 2,498 ST 0,616 53 ’
Californis 28,147 2,183 8,910 96
V1 Camada 27,2851 1,310 1.8 9,548 341 3.57
[
TOTAL 490,007 | 70,496 14,3 364,318 23,196 6.32
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TABLE IV (continued)

BY TYPES OF INSTITUTIONS IN STATES AND AREAS

DISTRIBUTION OF ALL STUDENTS AND JEWISH

BY TYPES OF INSTITUTIONS

3 3 4 5
[
| PROFESS TONAL TEACHERS COLLEGES JUNIOR COLLEGES
: |
|
Total Jewish A Total Jewish % Total JewisH %
2,525 173 | 6.84{ 20,872 8 .04 16,697 83| .5
- B 1,144 0 1,702 10
- - 8,259 0 3,744 7
317 42 1,877 5 1,136 2
2,208 131 9,592 3 10,105 g4
1,002 13 | 1.19| 7,584 24 32 3,928 24 | .61
605 10 2,367 Y7 . 622 3
- - - - 1,316 1
262 3 1,160 0 429 1
- - 955 0 - -
- - 1,544 4 875 9
137 0 1,558 3 686 10
[ 2,819 201 | 6.02] 15,289 170 1o12 24,820 53812.18
- - s 5 1,052 5
479 36 1,331 0 110 0
2,340 165 10,747 165 23,658 533
54,980 7,125 ;13.5 145,113 2,415 1.65 93,975 1,674 [1.73
TABLE IV A
COMPARISON OF
STUDENTS

Type of Institution| Total Students| % of Total | Total Jewish % of Total
Student o
Universities 490,007 42.7% 70,496 67.2
. Colleges 364,718 31.7 23,196 22.1
Professional schoold 54,980 4.8 74125 €.8
Teachers colleges 145,113 12.6 2,415 2,3
Junior colleges 92,975 B.2 1,674 1,6
L4
TOTAL 1,148,393 | 100.0 104,906 100.0




-23 A -

DISTRIBUTION OF ALL STUDENTs AND JEWISH STUDENTS
‘ BY TYPES OF SCHOOLS

F'lgurc 1
Per,

lﬂd'

—r
(]
. 0
I f Jewish Students
. |?::j All Students
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80
672
I
20
20
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= e ’ l::::_ﬁl e
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TABLE V

NUMBER OF JEWISH STUDENTS

Size 1. 1-500 Size 2. 501-1000 ¢
Jewish Jewish
Total otudents Total Students
Students| No. [Percentd No. Percent -
age age
L . New York City 3,835 830] 21.3
T, New Enzland 12,764 802 6.26 11,637 825 7.06
Maine 797 7 2,438 121
New Hampshire 1,126 13
Vermont 1,118 15 649 4
Massachusetts 6,210 442 5,754 411
Rhode Island 989 50 821 64
Conrecticut 2,524 276 1,975 225
[II. Middle Atlantic 23,535 [ 1,554 6.58 2,102 1,184 4,95
New York 6,088 | 390 5,317 287
Pennsylwvania 13,043 729 10,250 630
‘ Bew J.w 5.00-& l[ 435 ) 395“ ¢ 25: &
[V, East N, Central 29,689 |06 3.67 | BTeivd 729 .64
Ohio 6,204 176 9,926 198
Indiana 4,930 40 1,725 7
Illinois 9,582 633 8,490 476
Michigan 5,742 69 5,732 31
Misconsin 3,171 28 3,581 17
[V . Yest N. Central 34,088 347 1.03 23,170 193 .84
Minnesota 4,966 ol 7,740 40
Iowa 7,364 49 2,497 12
kissouri 7,729 187 35119 104
North Dakota 1,099 2 1,455 2
South Dakota 2,635 7 3,572 24
Nebraska 2,422 27 2,725 0
Kansas 7,873 24 2,062 11
V. South Atlantic 28,200 5b4 1.92 22,887 048 2.24
Delaware 760 59
Maryland 3,185 109 1.525 170
Dist. of Columbia 2,287 169 1,332 50
Virginia 4,730 b9 5,821 211
Mest Virginia 1,480 16 3,063 7
North Carolina 4,979 26 5,888 23
south Carolina 3,566 50 1,963 20
Georgia 6,554 111 1,356 4
Florida 1,419 14 1,189 2
VII. East 5. Central 17,898 124 .61 13,957 74 + 03
Kentucky 3,297 29 0,280 9
Tennessee 6,769 66 5,185 58
Alabama 2,181 10 742 0
Mississippi 5,651 19 2,750 7
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TABLE ¥

BY SIZE OF INSTITUTIONS' ENROLLIENT

. Size 3, 1001-2000 Size 4, 2001-5000 Size 5. Over 5000
Jewish Jewish Jewl sh
Total Students Total Students Total Students
+ No. | Percent4 No. |Peroent- No. Percent-
age age age
5,757 2,729 55, 101,330 | 51,449 51l.2
13,150 1,041f. T+186 15,159 1,648| 12.9 23,122 3,176 13.7
1,283 67 '
1,559 47 2,422 140
1,270 120
7,800 726 10,721 1,222 17,700 2,661
1,048 81 2,016 2886
5,362 525
19,149 1,268 6.61 10,117 1,301 8.4 43,322 6,490 15.
T ol 577 %,123 269 12,636 1,264
9,793 320 6,144 513 30,686 0,226
1,605 371 4,845 519
. 33,345 1,135 5.48 36,046 1,847 Hel 91,322 9,206 9.6
11,408 195 74020 290 Sa,102 2,806
" 7,504 515 7,895 121 5,044 266
6,040 489 11,353 979 27,8186 2,801
. 6,068 334 6,386 175 17,653 2,411
2,325 62 3,082 282 8,657 872
22,195 215 .97 29,361 1,146 3.91 26,504 1,480 D.62
1,365 3 14,022 Ly Ted
2,774 | . 35 4,791 34 6,310 226
4,608 T4 9,218 882
3,643 14 2,518 40
5,983 T2 2,612 113 6,172 129
5,842 17 10,222 7
30,269 | 1,275 4.5 40,770 2,492 6.11
4,587 739 6,033 932
3,062 179 9,427 466
4,421 128 2,435 201
5,582 30 5,374 100
5,238 22 9,423 371
4,498 i 4
2,681 102 4,754 229
. 5,324 193
13,165 191 1«48 19,775 637 2,72
1,500 2 8,537 208
N 3,318 108 3,737 28
0,213 28 7,701 401
3,134 53 [

(continued on next page)



TABLE V (continued)

NUL.BLR OF JEWISH 5TUDENTS ;
Size 1. 1-500 Size 2, 501-1000
Jewish Jewish
Total Students Tota] otudents
Students No.|{ Percentd " To. Pereent-
age azge
VIII. "lest 5. Central| 18,103 199] 1.09 18,355 197 1.07
Arkansas 3,833 11 1,313 0
Oklahoma 4,055 7 0,413 1
.Louisiana 2,333 4 1,450 112
Texas T:972 132 10,149 84
IX. liountain 7,293 o8 .8 4,684 19 A1
Colorado 1,566 T1 1,784 7 /i
Nyoming
Utah 615 0 732 1
Montana 1,373 4 767 0
Idaho 1,876 9|
Nevads .
Arizona 682 2 693 8
New Kexico 1,181 11 708 3 L
Ko Pacific 14,637 287 2.03 20,Nn66 173 «26
Mashington 1,896 5 Senta 13 a
Oregon 3,016 82 1,588 0
California 9,725 200 15,605 160
x1. Canadn 1,868 21 1.12 4,371 184 1.22 i
TOTAL 192,000 |5,722 3. 168,683 |4,124 2.45
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TABLE V (continued)
BY SIZE OF INSTITUTIONS' ENROLLMENT
size 3. 1001-2000 Size 4, 2001-5000 Size 5. Over 5000
Jewish Jewi sh Jewish
Total students Total Students Total] ostudents
No. Percent ¢ No. Percentt No. Percentt
ase age age
27,244 169 .63 27,078 496 1.83] 19,584 597 3.05
8l 2,129 148
5,484 26 6,822 0 6,021 125
6,138 31 2,527 250 5,901 128
15,622 112 15,600 98 7,662 344
10,414 65 .62 22,899 394 1.865
3,174 23 6,149 217
1,410 20
9,326 76
1,178 1 2,359 13
2,425 3
1,021 3
1,044 d 2,640 85
2,587 15
11,156 308 2423 29,787 760 2.74| 30,101 2,108 6.87
2,811 9 3,477 g 9,954 358
5;330 43
8,345 303 23,080 709 20,147 1,770
7,014 245 Bed 8,757 641 7.31| 14,823 560 3.78
192,858 | 8,641 4,47 | 244,744 111,353 4,5 {350,108 | 75,066 2132
TABLE V A
COMPARIoON OF
DISTRIBUTION OF aLL oTUDENTs WD JEWIsH STUDELTS
BY 5IZk OF TNSTITUTIORS' ENROLIMENT
Fercent Total Jewish Percent
Size of Institution |Total Students | of Total 3tudents of Jews
cize 1 1 - 500 192,000 16.9 5,722 5.8
Size 2 501 - 1000 168,683 14,4 4,124 3.8
Size 3 1001 - 2000 192,858 17«0 8,641 T.§
Size 4 2001 - 5000 244,744 21.6 11,553 13.4
Size b Qver 5000 350,108 30.1 75,066 69.7
TOTAL 1,148,393 100.0 104,906 100.0
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five groups were established: (1) 1-500 total registration, (2) 501-1000,
. (3) 1001-2000, (4) 2001-5000, and (5) over 5000. These groups contain the
following number of institutions, respectively: (1), 824; (2) 242; (3) 136;
(4) 80; and (5) 37. In this case again we see not an even distribution but
a highly selective one for the Jewish students, They are found most frequent-
ly in the largest institutions. As we would expect from the previous analysis
for universities in Table IV., they are to be found in practically all of the
institutions in classes 4 and 5 of Table V. The percentage of Jews rises
steadily as the institutions in a given class become larger, running from 3%
of the student body in the smallest of the institutions to 21% or 22% in the
largest. The only interruption to this regular curve comes in the difference
between class 1 (the smallest institutions) and class 2 (the institutions of
from 501-1000 registration). In class 1 the Jews are 3% of all students,
while in class 2 they show a small drop to 2.5%, This seems to correspond.
with the large percentaze of Jews in the professional schools, most of which
are very small ins.itutions; in fact, 8l of the 119 professional schools are
included among the 842 small colleges in class 1.

The recapitulation (Table VA, page 25) again brings out this relation—
ship. Class 1 of the smallest colleges contains 16.9% of all students in the
United States, but only 5.8% of the Jewish students. At the other extreme,
class 5 (those institutions of over 5000 total registration) contains 30.1%
N of all American students but 69.7% of the Jewish students, Evidently an
exceptional number of Jewish students are attracted to the larger institu-
tions of learning,

A clue toward this situation may be found in the previous analysis of
types of institutions. A further one appears in the analysis of institu—
tions according to their type of support. In this cnse, the categories used
were (1) publie (including institutions gupported in whole or in the greater
part by cities, states, nnd other public bodies), (2) private (including all
non-public institutions which are not controlled by rcligious bodies) ,

(3) Catholic, (4) Protestant, and (5) Jewish. Tt apoears in Table VII that
there are all together 452 public institutions, 302 private institutions,
155 Catholic, 378 Protcstant, and 9 Jewish institutions of collegiate grade
in the United States. Canada could not be included in this particular
table, so that the total number of institutions considered is only 1,296,

- omitting the 23 Canadian colleges and universities,

The favorite type of college for the Jewish students (Table VIII) turns
out to be the private institution, where 14.9% of all students reported are
Jewish., Next is the public institution, which we might we¢ll have expected
to lead the list. In this type of college the Jews represent 9.23% of the
student bodies. The Catholic colleges follow, where 6,01% of the totnl
registration is Jewish., The Protestant colleges come last, where they have
but 1.26% Jews in their student body. The few Jewish institutions have
student bodies including 96.5% Jews., This is to be expected as most of them

= are theological institutions, although Yeshiva College and Dropsie College
are institutions of secular learning as well; all except Yeshiva College
are graduate institutions.

The rccapitulation (Table VIII A) brings out this distribution again,
The public institutions, which contain just 51% of all students in the
United States, contain also 51% of the Jews., The private institutions have
25.3% of all students, and 40.7% of the Jewish students. In the Roman
Catholic collegcs the relative proportions are 8.2% and 5.3%; in the Protes-
tant colleges they are 14.9) and 2%. The Jewish colleges, which contain



«1% of all students in tho country, have .9% of the Jewish students.

It thus appears that the public institutions attract Jewish students to
exactly the same proportion as they do students in gencral; that the private
. institutions attract them to an extent of 50% over an even distribution,
that in the Catholic institutions they are one-third less than what an even
distribution would bring, while the Protestant institutions have Jjust one-
seventh the number of Jewish students which they would have had if attendance
at college were random rather than selective,

In this analysis two points of interest arise: the excess of Jewish stu-
dents in the private rather than the public schools, and the excess of the
Catholic over the Protestant schools. The second question is easily
answered. It is due to the fact that two large Catholic universities, Ford-
ham nnd St. John's, are locnted in New York City, where all institutions
have a very large percentaze of Jewish students, and that no Protestant in-
stitutions are found there. Most Protestant colleges, as in fact, most
Catholic colleges also, are relatively small institutions located at points
remote from the larger centers of Jewish pooulation., They are established
primarily to serve their om young people in particular sections of the
country, and while very few of them exclude Jews or others not of their
communion, they naturally offer limited attractions to students of a differ—
ent faith who come from a long distance,

Practically none of these Church-controlled colleges refuse to admit
Jews, however, and those which do so are chiefly theological schools, where
members of differing Christian denominations would also not fit into their
specific programs of religious education. Apparcntly not more than one or
two of the colleges which answered us exclude Jews entirely for social
reasons. Those colleges which have erected an artificial standard limited to
a certain social class prefer to establish a quota and to admit a limited
number of Jewish students.

The explanation for the excess of private over public institutions is
more difficult, The great public institutions such as the three city col-
leges in greater New York and the huge state universities of the Middle
West certainly have great numbers of Jewish students. On the other hand, the
public institutions include almost all the teachers colleges and junior col-
leges of the country, and these, as we have already seen, have very few Jew-
ish students, and bring down the average. The private institutions include
many of the large universities of over 5,000 students. They also include
practically all of the small professional schools (in which Jews are o
numerous) ,and finally they include a considerable number of small colleges
in which, as we saw in Table IV, Jews are fairly numerous, though not ex—
tremely so. Evidently these three categories with many Jews, when added
together, contain a total larger average in their Jewish student bodies than
the great state and city universities when joined together with the teachers

. colleges and junior conlleges,

However that may be, it is evident that the Jewish students seek the
public and the privately endowed institutions rather than Church control-
led and Church supported nnes.

We can now see clearly in what wiy the Jewish students have selected
the colleges which they attend. They attend the large universities, no
matter whether these are publicly or privately controlled. They attend the
professional schools, both those in the universities and those existing
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separately. They attend privately controlled arts colleges to a considerable
extent. On the other hand, they do not gravitate to the teachers colleges
and junior colleges, which are publicly controlled, or to the small Church
controlled collecges which are found the country over,

. It appears also that this distribution of Jewish students coincides
with the geographical distribution of Jewish population. Ve have secen that
the junior ceclleges of the United States are found largely in small towns of
Texas, Iowa, and California, wherc very few Jews reside. Those junior col-
leges in large cities such as Los Angeles and Kansas City, Missouri, are the
only ones with considerable numbers of Jewish students. We have noticed
also that a great proportion of the Protestant controlled colleges of the
country are found in areas vhere the Jews are least numerous, such as the
South Atlantic, the West North Central, and the East South Central. Evident-
1y Jewish students, like other students, prefer on the whole colleges which
are easily accessible to their homes. When they leave home to attend a
distant institution, they seek almost invariably the large and famous insti-
tutions. It is notable that the great cities which are centers of Jewish
population are alse outstanding educational centers: such as New York,
Chicago, Philadelphia and Bnston. The large universities located in and
about these communities invariably have a great number of Jewish students,
whether they be private or Church controlled. Even here, however, the
smaller colleges do not have the same relative proportion of Jewish stu-
dents,.

To sum up, the Jewish students attend (1) universitics and professional
B schools, (2) the larger institutions, (3) the public and privately endowed
colleges. They do not attend in large numbers (1) tenchers colleges and
Junior colleges, (2) institutions of under 1000 total registration, (3)
Church supported and Church controlled collcges.

4. The Major Asgregations of Jewish Students

In view of this unequal distribution of Jewish students in the 1,319
colleges and universities under consideration, it seemed interesting to re-
group the institutions nccording to the number of Jewish students which they
contain, The result appears in Table IX and X. There are four institutions,
all located in New York City, which contain over 5,000 Jewish students each,
There are three with between 2,001 and 5,000 Jewish students, twe of these
in New York City, and the third in Pennsylvania, Ten institutions contain
from 1,001 to 2,000 Jewish students. These three classes are all great uni-
versities, and almost all either public or private. Only two Church con—
trolled institutions are among them, one a Protestant, the other a Catholic
university, Seventeen colleges hnve from 501 t~ 1,000 Jewish students each,
33 from 201-500, and 46 from 101-200. These six classes then include 113
institutions, each of them having more than 100 Jewish students. These
113 institutions c-ntain 36.5% of all college students in the United States,
but 89.9% of all Jewish students., Evidently the concentratinn nf Jewish
students in American colleges is just as striking as the concentration of
the Jewish population in the large industrial cities of the country.

Below these categories are three much larger groups of colleges.
149 institutions have from 25-100 Jews each; 580 have less than 25 Jewish
students; while 477, including a total of 162,330 in their student bodies,
have ne Jewish students at all. These three categories of 1,206 institutions
of collegiate grade contain 63.5% of all the students in America, but only
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10.1% of the Jewish students.

If we include with the first six groups class 7 (25-100 Jewish students)
we have 262 institutions with 25 or more Jewish students, sufficiently
large Jewish student bodies to require some type of religious or other mini-
stration on the part of the Jewish communities of America. The 580 Jewish
student groups of less than 25 each are probably too small for effective
organization or service, except in such instances where the college is lo-
cated in a city with an active Jewish community. This problem will be con-
sidered in connection with the survey of Jewish collegiatg organizations.

Finally, it is of great interest to notice that 477 colleges in the
United States report no Jews in their student bodies. These colleges are of
many different types. They include Church controlled institutions, a great
many of them in rural arcas far from large Jewish centers, but a few im-
mediately adjoining the large cities. They include many junior colleges
located in small communities, and many teachers colleges in remote sections
of western and southern states. It is interesting that many Jewish students
appear to prefer the state university to a local institution of this kind,
vhether for an arts or an educational course. Perhaps they are attracted by
the ‘superior reputation or the superior educational facilities of the state
university; perhaps by the large Jewish student bodies already there, its
personalities, and its organizations.

Some of these colleges with no Jewish students are of considerable size,
especinlly a few of the teachers colleges which have between 1,000-2,000
students, and one College of Agriculture and Industries in a southwestern
state, which has over 3,000 students, but where not a single Jew is regis-
tered as such. In these cases the professional choice may have as much to
do with the lack of Jewish students as the geographical location; as we
shall see later on, a relatively small number of Jews are studying- for the
professions of teaching and agriculture; and as we have already scen, only
the minority of those who are studying for the teaching profession are
pursuing their studies in n professional teachers college,

The picture of Jewish student life in America then shows a high degree
of concentration and selectivity. A small number of institutions of special
types contain a very large percentage of Jewish students; along with these
is a general scattering of small groups of Jews in a much larger number of
colleges, such as one would expect in any body of people who are living in
every state of the Union. Finally, it shows that over one-third of the
colleges in the United States arec entirely without Jewish students, and that
in almost every case this seems to be the result of the deliberate choice of
the Jewish students themselves rather than any act of exclusion by the
college,
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TABLE VI
» NUMBER OF INSTITUTIONS REPORTED Y SIZES IN EACH STATE
icswsus |1 2 3 4 5 |Total
~ [ AREA . 11-5001501-1000 | 1001-2000{2001-5000 |over 50001
{I. New York City i 21 0 4 0 7 ‘ 32
iII. New England i 61 17 10 5 3 oi
Maine 5 4 1 0 0 10
New Hampshire 4 | 0] 1 1 0 6
Vermont 8. 1 1 0 0 10
Massnchusetts 26 8 6 3 2 45
Rhode Island 3 1 1 1 0 6
Connecticut 15 3 0 0 1 19
ITI. Middle Atlantic 83 33 14 5 6 141
New York 24 13 6 1 2 46
Pennsylvania 45 16 7 2 A 74
New Jersey 14 4 1 2 0 21
IV. ZEast North Cecntral | 12€ 41 23 11 10 211
® Ohio 27 14 8 3 3 55
Indiana 23 3 5 2 1 24
Illinois 42 12 4 3 4 65
. Michigan | 22 6 4 2 1 35
Wisconsin ! 2 6 2 1 1 22
| Vo West North Central | 153 34 17 9 3 216
! Minneésota | 20 12 1 0 1 34
Towa | 46 4 2 1 1 54
Missouri 33 4 4 3 0 a4
Yorth Dakota 3 2 ! 3 ] 0 9
Soutnh Dakota 10 5 f 0 0 0 15
Nebraska 12 4 = 4 1 1 22
Kansas | 29 | 3 , 3 3 0 38
VI. South Atlantic 119 31 21 14 0 185
Delnware 0 7 0 0 0 il
Maryland [ 14 2 2 2 0 2
Dist. of Columbia | 12 3 2 3 0 20
Virginia .18 7 4 1 0 30
Test Virginia | 6 4 | 4 1 0 15
North Carolina | 26 6 1 4 3 0 29
South Carolina [ 1& | 3 3 0 0 19
Georgia | 26 | 2 2 2 0 32
Florida : 4 3 0 2 0 9
* |
VII. East South Central | 75 20 9 6 0 110
Kentucky P17 8 1 3 0 2
. Tennessee | 26 | 7 2 1 0 36
| Alabama l 9 ! 1 4 2 0 16
i Mississippi ‘ 23 | 4 ’ 0 0 29
|

(continued on next page)
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TABLE VI (continued)

NIMBER OF INSTITUTIONS REPORTED BY SIZES IN EACH STATE

: CENSUS T 2 | 3 4 5 Total
AREA (1-500 [ 501-1000] 1001-2000| 2001-5000 Over 5000

VIII. West South Central 82 25 18 10 3 138

Arkansas 14 2 0 1 0 17

Oklahoma 20 7 4 2 1 24

Louisiana 12 2 3 1 1 19

Texas 6 14 11 6 1 68

IX. Mountain 31 7 8 8 0 54

Colorado 9 3 2 2 0 16

Wyoming 0 0 1 0 0 1

Utah 4 1, 0 3 0 8

Montana 5 1 1 1 0 8

Idaho 7 0 0 1 0 8

Nevada 0 0 1] 0 0 1

Arizona 2 1 1 1 0 5

New Mexico 4 1 2 0 0 7

- X Pacific 65 28 8 9 3 113
Washington 13 4 2 1 1 19

Oregon 12 2 0 2 0 16

. California 42 22 6 6 2 78
1. Canada B 6 4 3 2 23

TOTAL | 824 242 136 80 37 1319

|
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TABLE VII
» NUMBER OF INSTITUTIONS REPORTED BY TYPE OF SUPPORT - BY STATES
: [ 2 | 3 4 5 6
- AREA AND STATE Public| Private Roman | Protestant| JewisH Total
Catholic
i New York City 3 16 : 8 1 4 32
II. New England 33 50 8 5 96
Maine 6 & 10
New Hampshire 3 1 1 1 6
Vermont 5 2 2 1 10
Massachusetts 51 § 28 3 3 45
Rhode Igland 2 3 1 6
Connecticut 6 12 1 19
IIT. Middle Atlantic 30 50 27 32 2 141
New York 10 22 9 5 46
Pennsylvania 12 22 14 24 2 74
New Jersey 8 6 4 3 21
IV. ZEast North Centra 47 55 37 69 3 211
— Ohio 8 > 11 22 1 55
Indiana 4 12 4 14 34 |
Illinois 11 2 11 20 2 65
p Michigan 16 4 6 9 . 35
Wisconsin 8 5 5 4 a2
V, TWest North Centrall 92 28 23 73 216
Minnesota 14 3 7 10 3
Iowa 24 8 7 19 o4
Missouri 13 14 & 14 44
North Dakota 8 1 9
South Dakota 7 1 ? 15
Nebraska 9 1 12 22
Kansasg 17 2 5 14 38
VI. South Atlantic 52 38 13 82 185
Delaware 1 1
Maryland 5 & 6 3 20
Dist. of Columbia 2 10 5 3 20
Virginia 8 7 15 30
West Virginia 8 1 6 15
North Carolinn 8 2 o 27 39
South Carolina 6 il 12 19
Georgia i 5 13 22
Florida 3 3 3 9
L
VII. East South Central| 234 24 7 45 110
Kentuclky 5 2 5 11 29
. Tennessce 7 14 18 36
Alabama 7 2 5 16
Mississippi 15 3 11 29
i

(continued on next page)
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TABLE VII (continued)

» NUMBER OF INSTITUTIONS REPORTED BY TYPE OF SUPPORT - 3BY STATES
1 2 3 4 5 6
” AREA AND STATE Public [Private| Roman | Protestant| Jewish Total
Catholic
VIII. West South Central 73 10 15 40 138
Arkansas 8 2 7 17
Oklahoma 25 2 2 5 34
Louisiana 7 - 6 2 19
Texas 33 4 5 26 68
IX. Mountain 37 4 3 10 b4
Colorado 9 2 2 3 16
Wyoming 1 1
Utah 5 1 2 8
Montana 6 1 1 8
Idaho 3 1 B 8
Nevada 1 L
Arizona 5] 5]
New Mexico 7 7
= X. Pacific 51 27 14 21 113
Washington 7 5] 2 5] 19
Oregon 6 2 i 5 16
. California 38 =20 9 32 78
. TOT4 . 452 302 155 378 9 1296
TABLE VII A
NUMBER OF INSTITUTIONS REPORTED BY TYPE OF SUPPORT . BY AREAS
1 2 3 4 5 6
AREA Public| Private Roman |Protestant| Jewish| Total
: Catholic
I. New York City 3 16 8 1 4 32
II. VNew England 33 50 8 5] 96
ITI. Middle Atlantic 30 50 27 32 2 141
IV, East Worth Central 47 55 37 69 2 211
V. West North Central o2 28 23 73 216
VI. South Atlantic 572 38 13 82 185
VII. ZEast South Central 34 24 7 45 110
VIII. West Scuth Central 73 1« L5 40 138
IX. Mountain 37 4 3 10 54
X. Pacific 51 27 14 21 113
*
TOTAL 452 302 155 378 9 1296
L ] i




TABLE VIII

PERCENTAGE JEISF STUDENTS OF TOTAL STUDENTS "

I. 1I.
PUBLTIC PRIVATE -
Per- Per-
L Total Jews cent Total Jews cent
I. New York City 43,229 32,519 |75.2 52,223 18,454 34,
ITs New England 14,734 973 6.58 54,336 6,306 10.4
Maine 2,726 70 1,982 125
New Hampshire 2,147 52 2,422 140
Vermont 1,763 1256 B73 13
Massachusetts 4,744 347 38,612 4,969
Rhode Island 1,544 111 2,509 306
Connecticut 1,810 268 7,938 753
III. Middlc Atlantio 27,260 1,946 T.d 70,966 8,781 1258
New York 8,004 521 2V 874 2e2eT
Pennsylvania 13,628 481 38,731 6,004 1
New Jersey 5,628 44 4,961 550
Iv. East N. Central 109,388 7,612 6.5 45,126 4,398 10.4
Ohio 34,655 | 2,349 14,144 1,110 .
Indiana 12,779 364 2,841 23
Illinois 18,582 1,364 21,561 2,924
Michigan 29,650 2,588 2,623 312
Wisconsin 13,710 947 1,957 29
V. West N. Central 50,558 2,321 2.33 12,463 876 7.04
Minnesots - 20,449 1,187 973 17
Tows 13,938 282 3,615 53
Iissouri 13,153 433 6,835 797
North Dakota 8,225 58
South. Daltota 3,793 25
Nebraska 13,580 221
Kansas 17,420 115 1,040 9
VI. South Atlantic 60,237 2,383 3.96 19,484 1,889 9.7
Delaware 760 59
Meryland 6,015 768 6,578 1,17
Dist. of Columbia 2,376 103 6,793 556
Virginia 9,600 413 2,194 71
West Virginia 10,288 138 125 3
North Carolina 11,053 318 181 §) .
South Carolina 5,653 &2 290 0
Georgia 8,868 259 2,249 74
Florida 5,624 193 1,074 14
VII. Esst S. Central 38,277 787 2.05 7,932 167 2.11
Kentucky 10,821 210 - 1,812 20
Tennessee 7,278 104 5,491 134
Alzbama 11,598 406 259 3
i;ississlppi { 8,580 65 370 1
|
] |
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TABLE VIII

BY SUPPORT OF INSTITUTION

V. V.
“ ROMAN CATHOLTI # PROTESTANT JEWISH
|Psr- Per=- Per=-
Total Jews cent Total Jews cent Total Jews cent
14,806 (3,625 |22.9 275 21 7.63 389 389 100.
5,279 159 1.96 1,483 54 3.64
276 2 262 6
265 0 136 1
3,804 89 1,085 47
821 64
113 4
11,795 439 3,74 13,039 467 3.58 160 154 096.4
1,265 34 13002 5
X 6,319 393 11,078 386 160 154
1,231 12 789 76
25,0864 904 3.01|. 34,927 546 1.6 433 403 93.4
. 5,041 35 13,163 162 67 59
4,203 38 7,275 64
12,504 446 10,258 300 366 344
4,083 102 3,225 18
t,153 283 1,006 2
9,556 159 1.46 22,741 45 0
3,026 B8 3,045 7
1,897 13 4,286 8
198 3 4,188 14
490 0
144 0 2,270 6
2,612 113 3,702 7
1,379 2 4,160 3
6,775 150 2. 35,630 415 i
1,347 1 1,390 10
5,242 146 1,697 59
5,613 115
3,076 12
186 3 14,108 121
: 4,084 13
4,428 113
1,234 2
L
1,607 6 .38 16,970 66 " 39
1,121 5 %, 660 13
6,240 20
486 1 3,494 29
2,585 4
i

(continued on next vpage)



TABLE VITI (continued)

PERCENTAGE JEWISH STUDENTS OF TOTAL STUDENTS

-
] ! s 1.
FUBLIG FPRIVATE
' Per- Per-
Total Jews cent Total Jews cent
VIII. WMest 3. Central 75,2858 969 1.36 6,361 454 Te
Arkansas 5,027 158
Oklahoma 23,119 133 1,321 20
Louisiana - 11,413 187 3,373 360
Texas 33,726 491 1,667 84
IX. Mountein 36,895 357 «92 760 8 1.05
Colorado 8,713 110 659 8
Wyoming 1,410 20
Utah 7,671 76 31 0
Montansa 5,388 18
Idaho 3,157 3 70 0
levada 1,021 3
Arizona 5,059 a8
New Mexico 4,476 29 .
X. Pacific 76,827 2,786 3.71 14,567 708 4,86
Mashingtnon 16,832 3561 1,088 5
Oregon 6,803 65 926 59 .
California 58,092 2,370 12,873 544
TOTAL h70,688 2,653 9.23 282,218 42,041 14.9
|
L
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TABLE VIII (continued)

BY SUPPORT OF INSTITUTION

I1T.

IV. Ve
ROMAN CATHOLTIGC PROTESTANT JEWIGSH
Per= Per-~ Per-
Total Jews cent Total Jews cent Total Jews cent
6,258 52 .83 24,550 183 T4
424 0 1,854 1
210 0 3,145 8
2,374 19 1,189 14
3,250 33 18,362 162
418 0] 0.0 7,217 171 2.36
315 0 2,986 170
2,971 2 |
103 0 186 0
1,074 0
5,560 57 1.02 8,793 86 .97
703 7 2,308 B
603 2 1,602 0
4 254 48 4,883 80
92,038 5 o v i 6.01 165,634 2,084 ] ] 982 946 96.5

TABLE VIII A

COMPARTSON OF ALL STUDLNT REGISTRATION ALD JeWIoH STUDENT ENROLLumNT

IN INSTITUTIONs - ACCORDING TCO TYPE OF SUPPORT

Type of Total Percent Total Jewish Percent of
Support students of Total 3tudents all Jewish Students
Public 570,688 51.5 52,6503 51.1°
Private 282,218 25.3 42,041 40.7
Catholic 82,038 8.2 5,531 5.5
Protestant 165,634 14,9 2,084 d.?

Jewish 582 s | 946 -

TOTALS 1,111,560 100.0 103,255 100.0

Notes

Canada omitted beesuse of lack of information.




TABLE IX

DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL STUDENTS AND JLTISE STUDENTS
Class I | Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 o
AREA AND STATE 5001 and over 2001-5000 11701-2000 501 =-1000
Total
Students| Jews | Total| Jews| Total Jews Total Jews
T New York City 71,520 }15,228 [23,844]5,495| 1,800] 1,350 8,724 2,105
IT. New England 17,760 2,579 9,156 1,087
Maine
New Hempshire
Vermont
Massachusetts 17,760 2,579 3,794 562
Rhode Island
Connecticut 5,362 525
ITI. Middle Atlantic 9,967|2,170( 9,126 1,813 | 18,998 2,161
New York 12,636 1,264
Pennsylvania 9,967|2,170| 9,126 1,813 6,362 897
New Jersey *
IV. East N.Central 47,8391 5,830 | 56,640| 3,880
Ohio 13,5051 1,013 | 18,647| 1,843 "
Indiana
Illinois 16,681 | 2,406 9,336 1,171
Michigan 17,683 | 2,411
Wisconsin 8,657 872
V. West N. Central 14,022 | 1,125 3,400 642
Minnesota 14,022 | 1,125
Towa
Missouri 3,400 642
North Dakota
south Dakota
Nebraska
Kansas
VI. South Atlantic 4,031 709
Delaware
Maryland 4,031 709
Dist.of Columbia
Virginia
West Virginia
North Carolina .
South Carolina .
Georgia
Florida
_ -
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TABLE IX

BY SIZE OF JEWISH ENROLLMENTS

Class 5 Class 6 Class 7 Class 8B Class 9
201-500 101-200 25-100 1-24 No Jews
{ | Total
Total Jewd Total | Jews Total| Jews Total| Jews Students
895 417 758 345 882 68 2,499
8,480 | 1,154 10,488 1,130 | 17,527[1,249 11,121 293| 1,300
3,323 187 [ 1,220 8 165
2,422 140| 1,559 47 | 1,126 13
1,270| 120 1,362 19 405
6,464 868 | 6,068 740; 7,644 5:5| 6,008| 158 507
2,016 286 2,365 175 493 20
728 | 130 2,636 295 912 75 223
19,660 11,936 [ 8,639 1,399 | 22,700 1,762 | 30,732 546 3,387
4,123 269 | 4,162 570 6,703 5l4 [ 12,224 170 867
11,382 828 | 3,564 | 621 | 10,640 762 |16,355| 327| 2,520
4,155 839 913 | 208| 5,366 486 | 2,155 49
2,273 1,854 [ 8,748 760 | 25,410 886 | 57,161 647 | 17,785
4,702 243 [ 9,343 402 [16,012| 214| 4,861
5,044 266 ' 9,793 156 | 8,878 67| 3,583
14,598 |1,006 | 1,559 | 417 | 1,175| 198 |15,228| 180 4,704
1,539 300 | 2,487 | 100 | 3,899 75 (11,121 134 | 2,882
3,092 282 1,200 551 6,122 52| 1,755
10,111 464 | 8,784 242 | 18,506 539 | 45,459 369 | 35,036
336 26 | 8,536 68 5,199
6,310 226 6,315 72 | 6,708 58 4,403
3,801 238 3,638 277 |10,197 90| 3,638
2,518 40 | 3,910 18| 2,287
5,772 31| 2,435
8,784 | 242 | 1,431 71 | 2,016 28| 7,663
4,268 53 | 11,320 76| 9,411
10,741 11,733 16,637 [[,043 | 25,908| 992 |41,277] 390 | 20,537
780 59
4,612 930 630 | 184 2,632 114 | 1,988 33| 1,437
,631 321 13,261 | 296 | 1,721| 184 | B,549 63 956
2,435 201 5,704 308 | 7,625 90 | 1,643
3,374 | 100 | 1,940 25 | 6,146 28| 2,019
1,063 281 6,142 125 | 7,566 36| 7,757
2,378 95 | 4,818 50 2,831
6,400 | 330 284 42 | 5,917 74| 2,944
2,982 | 153 2,342 40 | 1,668 16 940
|

(continued on next page




TABLE IX (continued)

DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL STUDENTS AWD JE7TISH STUDENTS -

Class 1 Class 2 Cless 3 | Class4

——

AREA AND STATE
9001 and over 2001-5000 1001-2000 501-1000

Total | !
Students Jews| Total| Jewd Total  .JTewd Total Jews

VII. East S. Centra
Kentucky
Tennessee
Alabams
I'ississippi

VIIT. West S. Centrall
Arkansas
Oklahoma
Louisiana
Texas

IX. Mountain
Colorado .
Wyoming
Utah
Montana
Idaho
Nevada
Arizona
New Mexico

b Pacific 20,147 1,733
"ashington
Oregon |
California 20,147 1,733

XI. Canada

TOTAL 71,520 (45,228 [33,811(7,665 [90,547 (12,697 101,096112,323
r
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TABLE IX (continued)

BY SIZE OF JEWISH ENROLIMENTS

Class 5 Class 6 Class 7 Class 8 Class 9
201-500 101-200 25-100 1-24 No Jews
Total
Total Jews | Totall| Jews Total| Jews Total | Jews | Students
4,700 375 ] 2,582 160 14,1171 308 | 25,071 183 17,931
2,982 160 3,270 46 7,022 4 5,140
6,262 199 5,810 61 6,937
4,700 375 3,001 26 6,873 38 1,263
1,578 37 5,366 42 4,591
10,189 294 14,701 501 9,959 304 | 33,514 259 42,091
2,129 148 S16 il | 4,260
6,021 125 4,505 34| 17,269
2,527 250 | 6,551 228 317 42 6,837 o0 L B
7,662 344 9,642 262 | 21,2566 164 | 18,4456
2,870 l166| 10,020 240 | 23,858 130 8,742
2,670 166 3,703 80 4,957 48 1,343
1,410 20
3,677 76 3,523 2 35473 .
4,228 18 1,449
2,425 3 1,876
1,021 3
2,640 85 2,419 13
3,875 29 601
18,693 890 | 5,800 22561 11,337 428 | 38,163 361 | 11,807
9,954 338 6,745 31 4,212
2,946 B2 3,597 44 3,491
8,739 552 | 5,800 225 8,391 346 | 27,821 286 4,104
13,463 | 1,135 846 145 | 14,837 305 6,472 66 I{E}S
125,310 0,135 BO,980 (6,188 1169,077(7,358(313,712 {3,312(162,330
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TABLE IXA

DISTRIBUTION OF ALL STUDENTS AND JEWISH STUDENTS

ACCORDING TO SIZE OF JEWISH ENROLIMENT

Size of No. of Total Students Jeizislh Students
Enrollment each Sige Number Percent Number FPercent
5001-or over 4 71,520 6.23 45,228 43.12
2001-5000 3 33,811 2,94 7,665 7,82
1001—3000 10 90,547 7.88 12,697 12.12
501-1000 17 101,096 g8.81 12,323 11.74
201-500 33 125,310 10.92 10,135 9.62
101-200 46 80,990 7.05 6,188 5.89
25-100 149 169,077 14,72 7,358 7.03
1-24 580 313,712 27.32 3,312 3.16
no Jews 477 162,330 | 14,13 0 0
Total 1,319 1,148,393 100.00 104,906 100.0
Summary:
Sizes over
5000 to 100 113 503,274 43,83 94,242 89.81

- ISizes less than 100 1,206 | 645,119 | 56,17 10,670 10.19

TABLE IX B
’ PERCENT JEWISH STUDENTS OF TOTAL STUDENTS IN EACH SIZE
ACCORDING TO THZ SIZE OF JEWISH ENROLIMENT
iSige of No. of Students Attending Jewish Percent
Enrollment each Size Total ' Jewish Of Total in each
| size

5001 or over 4 71,520 ! 45,228 63.3 .
2001-5000 3 32,611 7,665 22.7
1001-2000 10 90,547 12,697 14,
501-1000 i b 101,096 12,323 12.2
201-500 33 125,310 10,135 8.1
101-200 46 80,990 6,188 7.64
25-100 149 169,077 7,358 L35
1-24 580 313,712 3,312 LB
No Jews 477 162,330 0 0
Total 1,319 1,148,393 104,906 9.13
:"""—"—*B""—'**l—'-‘—"-'r.:-__"m_ " TR ke o
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TABLE X
NUMBER OF SCHOOLS OF EACH CLASS (SIZE OF JEWISH ENROLIMENT)

e BY STATES AND AREAS
ARFAS AND STATE Size Pize |Size |SizejSize}Size|Size Sizd Size Total
. i 2 3 B 5 6 7 8 9
Ty New York City 4 2 1 3 3 6 7 6 ‘ 32
IT lew England 2 2 4 8 |26 43 11 96
Maine 4 4 2 - 10
New Hampshire 1 1 4 6
Vermont 1 5 4 10
Massachusetts 2 i | 3 5 11 20 3 45
Rhode Island 1 3 2 6
Connecticut 1 1 7 8 2 19
ITI. Middle Atlantic 1 1 3 6 11 37 65 17 141
New York 2 1 4 10 23 6 46
Pennsylvania 1 A i 3 5 18 35 10 74
New Jersey 2 2 9 7 1 21
Iv. East N. Central 5 5] 7 6 16 109 63 211
Ohio 1 2 2 B8 |26 16 55
& Indiana 1 3 |18 [12 34
Illinois 2 2 4 3 3 33 18. 65
Michizan 2 1 1 1 19 1% 35
2 Wisconsin 1 2] i 13 6 22
Ve West M. Central 1 1 2 2 11 93 106 216
Minnesota 1 1 18 14 34
Towa 1 2 23 28 54
Missouri 1 1) 5 2 14 44
North Dakota 1 1 4 9
South Dakota 7 8 15
Nebraska 2 1 5 | 14 22
Kansas 1 13 24 38
VI. South Atlantic | 1 5 8 19 85 67 185
Delaware 1 1
Maryland 1 2 1 3 5 8 20
Dist. of Columbip 1 2 & £ 6 20
Virginia 1 5 19 5 3
West Virzinia p 8 1 10 3 15
Horth Carolina 1 2 16 20 39
South Carolina 2 8 9 19
Georgia 3 1 15 13 32
Florida 1 1 -+ 3 9
. VII. BEast South Centrhl 1 1 7 145 | 56 110
Kentucky 1 1 11 16 29
Tennessee ‘ 4 |13 |19 36
p Alabama 3. 1 10 4 16
' Mississippi | 1 |11 | 17 29
! H | 1 1

(continued on next page)
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TABLE X (continued)

{ . NUMBER OF SCHOOLS OF EACH CLASS (SIZE OF JEWISH ENROLLMENT)
r BY STATES 41D AREAS
| .
ARE4S AND STATE Size [Size|Sizel|Size |Size |Size Size |Size|Size Total
| 1 2 2 4 b 6 7 8 9
! VIII. West S. Central 2 3 7 | 44 | 82 138
Arkansas 1 3 13 17
Oklahoma 1 & 27 24
Louisiana 1 1 i B 8 19
Texas 1 6 27 4 68
1 IX. Mountain 1 4 |26 | 23 54
Colorado 1. 2 8 5 16
[ Wyoming 1 1
Utah 1 2 5 8
Montana -+ g 8
Idaho 1, 7 8
Nevada 1 1
Arizona E | i 5
New Mexico 5 2 7
X. Pacific 2 3 2 11 54 41 113
Washington 1 6 | 12 19
P Oregon 2 4 | 10 16
California 2 2. 2 9 44 19 78
XT. Canada 3 1 5] 9 5 23 |
TOTAL 4 3 10 By 33 46 1149 |580 |477 1,319
= e e ==\ —— e
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Chapter IV,

. SPECIAL ASPECTS QF THE CENSUS.

ls Subdivision by Sex,

An important aspect of thc census lics in a scparate study of men
-and women students, In this, as in theo other problems, the primary
question is whother the Jowish students present an averago cross=scction
of American student lifc or whether they provide an unusual type of
picturc, And in this, as most other aspeets, the Jowish students prove
to bo somcwhat different from the average of American students as a whole.

They do not correspond to +the average in their numbers, which are
for higher. They do not corrcspond to the averoge in the type of insti-
tution which they froquont; they are largely grouped in certain kinds of
institutions and in cortain institutions of thosc varictics, The study
of distribution by sox brings us to similar rosults.

’ Tho rclative proportion of men and women in American miversities is
roughly fixed as slightly less thon two mon to onc woman. I'or tho year
1931~32 (World Almonac, 1936, p. 388), thc rclative numbers were 616,843
men and 372,941 women, a ratio of 1,65 men to onc woman, For the preeceding
year the rntio was 1,64, The recport of the American Association of
Collecgiatc Registrars gives a total for 1933-34 of 524,883 mon and 425,157
women, a ratio of 1,23, For 1934~35 the rclative numbers wore 565,272 men
and 459,991 womon, or the same ratio of 1,23, If in this last report we
take only the regular full time enrollment, omitting summer scssion,
cxtension and cvening classes, and corrcspondonco study, the proportion of
mon riscs somcwhat, In 1934 among full time students only the numbers were
425,688 men, 274,203 women; a ratio of 1.55 men +to one woman, For 1934-35
the figures are 453,532 men and 287,670 women, a ratio of 1,57, It is thus
evidont that in genecral the number of men to women ranges from 1,23 to
1.65, and never approaches 2, Our rcport on this distribution agrees sub-
stantially with these gencral figures, We have this distribution by scx
for 1,118 collegos out of owr total number of 1,319, or 84.4% (Tablo XI).
The numbers reported were 506,572 men and 579,288 women, or a ratio of
1.33,

Among Jewish students, however, the ratio is conspicuously higher,
Our rccords show 46,881 Jowish men and 26,653 Jowish women students, a
ratio of 1.93 men to every woman, To put the matter differently, in our
report of total students, 57.2% arc men and 42.8% arc women, whilc among
Jowish students 66.4% are men and 33.6% wemcn, It is very cleor that the
precpondorance of Jowish students in their attendance at universitics is
duc far more to the ecxcess of men than of women students,

In fact, we find that of those colleges whore this division into mon
o and women was available, 9.25% of all the men were Jowish, but only 6.28%
of all the women studonts were Jowish, This last figure, we notice, is
considerably nearcor to the genoral population percent of 3.58%.

In the 134 colleges for men on vhich we had reports, 10,2% of the
- . r - o i i =
students were Jewish, In the 747 cocducational colleges 9,02% of the men
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students were Jewish, This difference is probably due to the fact that
the separate colleges for men and women are largely located in eastern
areas, where attendance of Jews in colleges is relatively high. The co-
educational institutions include a very large number in the South West
and Far West, which brings down the proportion as a whole.

In 236 colleges for women the Jewish students are 11,7%, while in
the 747 coecducational colleges the Jewish women arc 4,51% of all the
women students. This even more striking differcnce is undoubtodly due to
the same factors, namely, the different group of colleges listed and their
different geographical distribution.

Each of thcse ways of considering the matter brings us to exactly
the same conclusion, The one important cxception, however, is arca L
New York City, Herc the numbers are fairly even throughout, The percentage
of Jewish men in the men's colleges is 57,8%, In the cocducational
colleges it is 52,7%. The percentage of Jewish women in the woments
colleges is 5645%, in tho cocducational colleges, 47.4%. The proportions
arc thus substantially cqual, The Jewish men number 54% of all men in
New York City colleges, the Jewish women 52,1% of all the women students,
It is interesting, as we shall note later on, that among the very large
number of New York Jewish students who study in other parts of the country,
the overwhelming preponderance belongs to the Jewish men, Men students
generally go away from home in far groater numbers to attend college than
their sisters,. On the whole they also go greater distances for this pur=
posce The tendeney is a general one, but scems to be considerably more
cmphasized among Jowish students living in New York City than among most
other groups,

2+ Evening Schools.

We have had the greatest difficulty getting information about cvening
schools, Among the colleges which conduct official or unofficial recligious
censuses of their student bodies, the overwhelming majority restrict this
census to regularly registered full-time day students of the institution,
The evening schools and summer schools are adjuncts of the college which
arc nover given exactly the same consideration, and which orc ordinarily
listed in separate columns from the full time students by any investigator.

The religious workers in universities, both Christian and Jewish,
have taken the same attitude, duc to the natural limitations of their
workes The regular doy students arc the oncs residing on or ncar the
campus, available for extra curricular activities, and usually with suf=-
ficient time to give to thosc interests, Evening schools, on the other
hand, are usually conducted in large city universities; thoir students
reside in the city far from the campus, and arc in the university buildings
only during the actual time of class attendance, In many cases theso
classes are not even conducted in the regular university buildings, but
arc held in other buildings morc accessible to the homes of the students,

The summer schools arc oven more difficult to approach from the
standpoint of the recligious worker, Many of them arc held for brief
periods of four to six wooks, Many of their studonts are more nature than
the mass of undergraduates, consisting of public school teachers or other



adults, who pursue this method of keeping up their academic contdcts, and
sometimes also to gain degrees, Tt is thus natural thot with the best will
in the world, neither college officials nor religious workers were often

able to provide statistics as to the Jewish registration in their evening
and summer schools,

Out of 187 evening schools listed by the American Associntion of
Collegiate Registrars, only 23 or 12.7% were able to provide statistics
on their Jewish registration, The proportion is probably somewhat higher
than this, as the report makes no distinction between evening schools and
extension departments, while we werc interested only in students attending
evening schools as regularyregistered students of the institution working
for college credit, It is thus likely that some of the 187 institutions
have extension departments but not regular evening departments of college
work for graduates, In these 23 institutions the percentage of Jows in
the regulor day classes is 31.7%; in the evening classes, 39,9%. The
first and the most obvious conclusion would be, then, that Jewish students
attend evening classes to o somewhat higher proportion than regular day
classes, and thaot much of +the nuncrical preponderance of Jewish students
is due to the large number of poor but ambitious young people who work
during the day end ottend college classes in the evening,

This is undoubtedly true of lew Yorlk City, but on the basis of our
figures is probably not the case for the rest of +he country, In New York
City the relative proportions in six large institutions are: day classes,
50.2% Jowss evening classes, 66% Jews, The percentage of Jows in tho
great city institutions of New Yorlk City is opproximately the same for day
and cvening classes. The difference is largely due to Columbia University,
whore Jowish students arc limited in thoir attendance to the regular day
classes of the undergraduste department, but encounter no limitations
whatover in the evening classes, When we examine the 17 cvening schools
outside New York on which we have statistics, the situation changes im-
mediately, In thesc institutions the regular day classes inelude 15, 7%
Jews, while the cvening schools include 10.8% of Jowish students.  For the
rest of the country outside of New Yorlk City, then, it appecars that the
preponderance of Jewish students is in the regular acadomic and professione
al departments, and thot a somewhat smaller proportion talkes advantage of
the cducational opportunity of ecvening colleges,

The small number of evening schools on which reports were available
means that this conclusion is less firmly established than most of our
study,

3¢ Summer Schools,

These same considerations apply oven morc strikingly to the summer
schools, on which an cven smaller pereentage werc able to report religious
statisties than with regard to the cvening schools, Of the 301 sumer
schools listed in the rcport of the Collegiate Registrars, we were able

to got information on only 23, or 7,65%., In thesc institutions the Jowish
students accounted for 20,4% of the regular student bodics, and 23.3% of

the attendance at summer schools, This would again moke it appear as though
sumner school attendance included an excepticnally large proportion of Jews,.
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If we consider the rest of the country apart from New York City,
however, we get just the opposite picture, In New York City institutions
most of the summer school students are said to be the same individuals who
attend college in the winter; they are merely endeavoring to shorten their
. college course by studying ten or eleven months instead of nine, This is
evidently not the case in Columbia University, where the very large summer
school draws people from all over the country, Unfortunately, however, we
were not able to learn the Jewish registrotion in the summer school at
Columbia, as these ghort=term students are not registered in the same form
as the full-time students of the,university,

In other ports of the country, however, the situation is entirely
differoent, Most regular students use the summer as a period of vancation
or of outside work, Most summer school students consist of people working
during the rest of the year, largely as school teachers, who study during
the summer only, How it happens that excopt for New York and other large
cities, the Jewish porcontage among toachers and also omong those training
for the teaching profession is relatively low, Hence it is not surprising
that in the 19 summer schools outside New York City on which we have
statisties, we find that only 1,08% of the summer students arc Jews, while
in the regular classes of the same institutions, 7.4% of the students are
Jowish,

In thesc two situations, then, the colleges in New York City are

entircly diffcerent from thosc in the rest of the country. The Now York
» colleges show a slightly higher percentage of students in the evening and

sumer schools than in the rcgular day classes. In other parts of the
country (according to our scant material), thc Jewish percentage in evening
gchools is onec=third lower thon in the regular day classes, while in the
summer schools it is only one-seventh as high. We must conclude this
chapter, then, with the following summarys

(1) The preponderance of the Jewish students outside of Now York
City is almost cntirely duc to thc excoss of Jewish men rather than to
that of Jowish womene The Jewish women attend college to o percentage
1.75 times the proportion of Jewish population in the United States, The
Jowish men, on the other hond, attend in o proportion of 2,58 times the
pecrecntage of Jewish pbpulation,

If we omit New York City from thc picture, the variance betwcen the
proportion of men and women is even morc striking, The proportion of Jowish
men then becomes 5,04, that of Jowish vomen, 2,64. The ratio of the
23,352 Jewish mon to that of the 9,335 Joewish women students in other areas
than Now York City is 2,5, by far the highest ratio of men to women in any
of the studics availables It thus appears thot while the preponderance of
Jowish students is malc, this preponderance is much more striking in other
scetions than in New York City, In that city both the Jewish young mon and

» young women secm to ‘be pursuing a higher education in greater degrec than
the non~Jdewish students, and to preciscly the same cxtent,

(2) 1In ovening schools the Jowish youth of New York City nre found
to an cven greater cxtont than in the day sessions of the colleges, In the

4

rest of the country they attend evening schools to a somcwhat smaller

1

extent thon the day scssions in the colleges and universities,

Yo adl

(3) In summer schools the samc situation is true, though the



variation is much greoater,

It must bo noted that thesc last two conclusions arc somcwhat
weakened by the relatively small number of ovening schools and summer
schools on which reports were available,




TABLE XI

Percontage Jewish Students of

total -Students by Soxcs in

1,117 Collcges

o HEN'S COLLEGES I, WOHETT S COLEGES
Arca & State 1 2 i3 ‘ 4 5 6 7 8
No, [Total | Jows % No, Total Jews %
Coll,| Stu= ! Coll, Stu=
donts i i dents
! - o ]
I. New York City 6 10,32y 5,962! 57.8 11 (14,476 23;170 56,5
[ E P
1 '
11. Now England |19 | 21,159 1,406 6,52 35 113,336 (1,176 8.82
Maine 1 58 37i 2 226 | 6
Now Hampshire 1| 2,42 140 1 262 6
Vormont 3 49 5, 2 55¢ | 9
Massachusotts |12 16,590 1,164! 21 10,730 | 994
Rhode Island : i !
Comeeticut 2{ 1,074 60 9 1,764 | 161 |
I ]
ITI, Middlo ! | 1 !
Atlantic 24 | 14,473 705| 4,76 | 39 12,023 583 | 4,83
New York 9 I 5,519 241 16 5,868 358 i
Pennsylvania 11 | 5,564 380 21 5,453 220
New Jerscy 4 | 3,388 84 | 2 702 5 |
|
IV. E. North
Central 17 5,636 5821 10,3 28 T, 1Bl 114 .47
Ohio 2 1,272 63 7 1,731 7
Indiana 4 917 2 2 b67 5
Il1linois 7 1,543 217 12 3,242 83
Michigan 1( 1,539 300 4 1,503 2
Wisconsin 1 165 0 3 708 17
V. W, Horth
Central 14 3,610 24 « 66 19 5,486 42 g
Minnesotaq 4 1,506 6 5 1,756 4
Towa 1 333 1 4 663 1
Missouri 8 | 1,524 16 6 1,935 36
North Dalcota
South Dakota
Nebraska
Kansas 1 247 A g 1,132 1
VI. South
Atlantie £S5 | 27,982 865 | 3,12 54 20,029 387 1,93
Delavmre
Maryland 7| 4,146 234 6 1,589 183
Dist, of Columbid2 4,796 145 8 897 19
Virginia 4| 4,752 | 289 14 5,687 80
West Virginia 1 125 3
North Carolina |6 | 9,858 102 9 3,078 27
South Carolina 3 2,120 18 6 2,843 11
Georgia 3| 2,310 77 9 5,468 24
Florida 1 2,342 £0




COLLEGES

111, COEDUCATIODNATL

9 10 11 12 13 14 15
No, ! Total|Students Jewish Students

Coll, Fen Women Wen % TWomon | %
i 33,267 | 12,952 17,547 52,7 | 6,148 4744
34 17,548 6,758 1,768 | 10,1 279 4,12
7 2,113 1,810 123 27

4 1,581 902 45 9

5 1,144 1,045 106 12

8 5,484 1,391 649 53

3 2,007 593 267 87

7 5,279 1,017 578 91

64 42,626 |29,845 5,098 | 11,9 | 2,049 G486
16 13,677 | 9,636 ,106 611

36 24,128 17,159 3,053 931
12 4,821 | 3,050 849 507

138 95,695 | 63,877 6,307 66 | 2,330 3¢5
37 34,035 [26,270 2,405 1,019

21 13,968 | 6,398 368 81

38 23,638 | 14,447 2,342 861

25 10,286 | 7,603 388 51

17 13,768 | 9,159 804 _ 318
143 47,974 145,585 794 | 1,65 270 _ 59
19 4,204 5,419 50 29

37 10,376 7,891 218 56

23 5,278 6,222 136 46

5 3,063 2,925 38 10

13 2,558 2,948 26 5

19 10,265 |10,830 214 110

27 12,230 | 9,351 112 14

86 33,838 22,357 1,908 15,63 351 (1,57 |
g 47T 283 39 20

6 3,020 1,319 682 94

7 3,426 1,856 258 112

9 4,144 1,538 177 24

12 3,321 3,695 17 9

23 6,294 6,994 268 2

6 2,331 1,542 63 33
16 6,358 3,068 242 25
L Lagdll ] 008 L. 368 b L. & 4 ]




TABLE XI (Continucd)

Arca & State I MEN?'S COLLEGES II, WOME N ' S COLLEGES
1, 2 3 | 4 5 6 T 8
No, Total Jows | % No, Total ‘Jowrs a
Colls Stu= Coll, Stu= "
dents dents
1
VII. East South
Central 5 948 2 - 19 5,553 29 02
Kentucky 1 60 - 8 1,675 6
Tennessce J; 263 - 3 631 8
Alaboma 2 272 2 3 1,788 3
Mississippi 1 353 - 5 1,459 12
|
VIII, West South i
Contral 5 | 4,068 32 o 79 17 8,034 , 124 1,42
Arknnsas 1 130 - ;7 137 | =
Oklohomn I 310 3 3 1,010 | 1
Louisinna 1 80 0 8 1,445 | 104
Toxas 2 | 3,548 29 5 5,442 | 19
IX, Mountain 5] 1,358 24 1.77 3 458 J 3 « 65
Colorado 2 689 A 2 427 ’ 3
Wyoming
Utah 1 31 '
Montana 1 103 )
Idaho ’
Nevada ]
Arizona
New Muxico 2 566 20 o L
X. Pacific 12 4,716 70 1,48 11 | 2,965 ‘ 43 .45
Washington 3 751 G [
Orcgon 2 446 i 2 267 3
Californin 7 3,519 62 8 2,698 L 40
XI., Canoada 5] 478 2 J_
TOTAL 134 195,055 9,674 10,2 236 bO,lll LO,GTI 11,7
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III. COEDUCATIONAL COLLEGES

9 10 ] 12 13 | 14 15
No, Total | Students Jewish Students

Coll, en ~ Women ; Men % Women %
62 24,928 19,883 | 636 2.,55| 139 o7
14 5,296 4,524 | 59 17

21 7,110 6,512 148 63

10 8,239 5,254 | 380 54

17 4,283 3,595 | 49 5 L
85 39,173 31,874 | 674 1.72| 263 .83
5 5,876 2,739 1 152 9

14 5,355 4,070 7 3

9 ! 7,847 6,036 | 113 60
a7 22,125 19,029 | 402 191

36 | 21,311 16,243 | 268 1,26 101 | .62

9 ' 6,640 5,507 | 178 69

6 | 4,226 2,739 1 j 1

7 {2,738 2,769 10 5

5 | 2,223 1,262 3 0

1 ' 597 424 1 2

4 | 2,846 2,031 61 19

2 | 2,041 1,42 14 5

f 2

70 39,885 31,088 | 1,541 3,87 920 [2,95
11 Z,506 3,767 10 8

13 5,521 3,876 83 16

46 29,858 23,445 | 1,448 896

18 15,954 7,952 677 118

747 412,199 | 288,395 | 37,218 9,02 |12,968 [4,51 |
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TABLE XI (Continued)

PER CENTAGE JEWISH STUDENTS OF TOTAL STUDENTS BY SEXES

¢ ' in 1,117 COLLEGES,
® Area & State IV. GRAND TOTAL
16 17 18 19 20 21
Jewish Jowish
Men Women len %  Womon %
I, Now York City 43,594 127,428 [23,529 54, [14,318 5241
II, Nocw England 58,707 (20,094 | 3,174 8,1| 1,455 Te25
Mainc 2,693 | 2,036 160 33
Now Hampshire 3,943 :© 1,164 185 15
Vermont 1,638 1,399 113 21
Massachusctts 22,074 112,121 | 1,813 1,047
Rhode Igland 2,007 | 593 267 87
Commecticut 6,352 | 2,781 638 252
I1T liiddle Atlantic 57,099 41,868 5,803 10.2 | 2,632 643
Hdew Yorlk 19,196 |15,504 1,437 969
Pernsylvania 29,694 122,612 | 3,433 1,151
__Wew Jerscy 8,209 | 3,752 933 512
IV. E, North Central 101,331 71,628 6,889 6.86)2,444 B.42
Ohio "~ 35,507(28,001 | 2,468 1,026
a Indiana 14,885 6,965 370 86
T1linois 25,181 {17,689 | 2,559 944
» Michigan 11,825( 9,106 688 53
Wisconsin 15,933 9,867 804 335
Ve W. North
Central 51,584 |51,072 818 1.568| 312 | .61,
Iimesota 5,710 | 7,175 56 33
Towa 10,709 | 8,554 219 57
Missouri 6,802 | 8,157 152 82
North Dakota 3,063 | 2,925 38 10
South Dakota 2,558 2,948 26 5
Nebraska 10,265 (10,830 214 110
Kansas 12,477 |10,483 113 15
Vi, South Atlantic 61,830 |43,386 2,73 4,52 | 738 1.75
Delawarc 477 283 39 20
Varyland 7,166 | 2,908 | 916 277
District of Columbin 8,222 2,753 403 131
Virginia 8,896 | 7,225 | 466 104
West Virginia 3,321 | 3,820 iy 12
North Carolina 16,152 |10,072 270 56
’ South Carolina 4,451 | 4,385 81 44
Georgia 7,668 | 6,536 | 319 49
Florida 4,467 | 4,404 162 45
) VII. Eret South
Central 25,876 |28,436 638 2046 168 0 66
Kentueky 5,366 | 6,199 o9 23
Tennessce 7,375 7,14 148 71
Alabama 8,511 | 7,042 382 57
Mississippi 4,636 | 5,052 49 ] 17
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TABLE XI (CONTINUED).
-
Arca & State IV, GRAND TOTAL
16 17 18 19 20 21
Jowish Jowish
Mon Women Men % Women %
VIII, VWest South
Central 45,241 | 39,908 706 1.63 387 «97
Arkansas 3,976 2,876 152 g
Oklahoma 5,665 | 5,080 10 4
Louisiana 7,927 | 7,481 113 164
Texas 25,673 | 24,471 431 210
IX. Mountain 22,669 |16,701 292 1,29 104 62
Colorado 7,529 | 6,022 182 72
Wyoming
Utah 4,226 | 2,770 1 1
‘ Montana 2,841 2,769 10 5
Idaho 2,225 | 1,262 3 0.
Nevada 597 424 1 2
Arizona 2,846 | 2,031 61 19
= Now Mexico 2,607 | 1,421 34 5
#*Xe Pacific 44,601 | 34,053 1,611 5462 863 2482
Woshington 5,257 | 3,767 16 8
Orcgon 5,967 | 4,143 85 19
California 33,377 | 26,143 | 1,510 936
XI. Canada 16,432 | 7,932 679 118
TOTAL 506, 954 |378,506 |46,892 9.25 23,639 |6,28




TABLE XI .

SUMI ARY OF PERCENTAGE JEYISH 3TUDELT3 ARE OF

l. MEN "'

COLLEGEL 5

ARE A4 1 2 3 4
No. Total Jews 4
Coll., |3tudents
1. New York City 6 10,327 5,962 57.8
L1 New England 19 21,159 1,406 6.52
III. Middle Atlantic 24 14,473 705 4,76
Iv. East North Central 17 5,636 582 10.3
V. West North Central 14 3,610 24 .66
VI. South Atlantie 2b 27,982 865 3.12
VII. East South Central 5 948 2 .o
VIIT. West South Central 5 4,068 - e
I1X. Mountain 5 1,358 24 a7
X. Pacific 12 4,716 70 1.48
XI. Canada 3 178 2 42
TOTAL 134 94, 755 9,674 10.8
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TABLE XI A

TOTAL STUDENTS BY okXEo BY AREAS

IT. TOMEN ' 8 COLLEGLS III. COEDUCATIONAL COLLEGES
5 6 7 8 9 10 . 11 12 13 14 15
No. Total'| Jews | % l'as | Total [Students| ~ Jewhish ‘Students| %
Coll{ Students Colly Mon Women { Men % | Wemen |~
11 114,476 8,170 | 56, 11 | 33,267 12,9527 117,547 {1 52.7T { 6,148 |47.4
35 (13,336 1,176 8.82 34 °| 17,548 6,758 1,768 | 1e.1 279 4,12
39 112,023 583 .83 64 42,626 29,845 5,098 | 11.9 2,049 6.86
28 7,751 114 1.47 | 138 95,695 63,877 6,307 6.6 2,330 3¢5
19 5,486 42 LTT | 143 47,974 45,586 794 1.65 270 «09
54 (20,029 387 1.93 86 33,838 22,357 1,908 5.63 351 1.57
19 5,653 29 D2 62 24,928 19,883 636 2.55 139 .7
17 8,034 124 1.42 85 39,173 31,874 674 1.72 263 .83
3 458 3 .65 36 21,311 16,243 268 1.26 lel .62
11 2, 965 43 1.45 70 39,885 31,088 1,541 3.87 920 2.95
18 15,954 7,932 677 4,25 118 1.49
, 236 180,111 [O,871 [11.7 747 (412,199 |288,395 |37,218 9.02 | 12,968 4,51
TABLE XI A (continued)
IV. GRAND TOTkL
16 i 18 19 20 21
& RE & o : Jewish % Jewish /A
Men "omen Men Women
I. New York City 45,054 el ,%28 | £5,009 | o0&, 14,318 | 52.1
II1. New England 38,707 20,094 | 3,174 8.1 1,455 7.25
I11. Middle Atlantic 57,099 41,868 5,803 | 10.2 2,832 6.3
IV. Fast North Central |101,331 71,628 6,889 6.86 2,444 3.42
¥ West North Central| 51,584 51,072 818 1.58 312 « 61
Vi. South Atlantic 61,820 42,386 2,773 4.52 T38 1.76
VII. East South Central| 25,876 25,436 638 2.46 168 .66
VIII. West South Central| 43,241 39,908 706 1.63 387 «37
. Mountain 22,669 16,701 292 1429 104 .62
X. Pacific 44,601 34,083 1,611 3.62 563 2.82
XJ. Canada 16,432 7,932 679 4,12 118 1.49
TOT AL 506,954 | 378,506 | 46,892 9.25 | 23,689 6.28
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TABLE XI B

1 students

in collecpes according to sex of

gtudents

adnitted in 1,117 in

stitutions,

{ Total | No, Col- | Men Students ] Womon Students

[ in | loges Total | Jowish [Pct, of, Total | Jowish TFet

I Study] Report- total ol

] ing in ,total

] this ‘
o f ! study | i
Ments | ! 134 94,755! 9,674 |10.2 ( ]
Woments | | 236 | 90,111 110,671 {11.7
Co-cd | 747 412,199 157,218 | 9.02 288,395 |12.568 ’ 4,5

T
Total ’1,319 ,l,ll? 506,954,46,892 l .25 !378,508 23,689 ‘ 6.2

Distribution of Total

TABLE XI ©

Students and Jewish Students

According to s

ex of students admitted in O T

institutions,

Type of Men Students Women Students
School Total Pet. Jowish Pet, Total Pct, Jewish Pot,
| ! ] [
Mont's Schools| 94,755 18.7' 9,674 | 20.6 |
‘y"erJﬂCTl'S " 90,111 I 23.7 ! 10_, 671 45.1
Co=cd 412,199 81.5]57,218 79.4 | 288,395 | 76.3 } 12,968 | 54,9
Totals 506,954 100.0’46,892 100.0 | 378,508 1100.0 23,689 |100,0




TABLE XI D,
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Distribution of Total Studonts end Jewish Students

According to Sex, 1117 colloges out of 1319 rcporting,

Weightcd Estimato*

Unmweightod If percontages were applicd

b k% Hokok

| Total Students Pet, - , Jewish| Pet, Total |Jowish

' Reporting Sex Diste | . rcports Sex

ing
Mon 506,954 57,2 46,892 66.4 |656,881 |69,658
Women 378,506 42.8 23,€739 83,6 |491,512 |35,248
Totals 885, 560 100.0 70,531  100,0 1,148,393 104,906

* Apnlying the percentages of distribution, the weighted columns were
couse information was received from only

ostimntod,

This wns donc be
84,8% of the collec

ges we have included in this report,

** Of tho colleges reporting, 885,860 students or 77,1% of total students
were seporated according to sex, )

*¥* The sex of only 70,534 Jowish students or 67.2 of the total,
104,906 Jewish students was reported to us for this study,

" Jewish

TABLE XIT

ttondance in Evening Schools

Arca No, | Noe Tre= % of Regular Day Stu~  Evening Students
of ported totnl  dents Reported Reported
‘Schools - in each Total  Jdows % of Total Jows % of

| arce total total in

; in cach cach areca

| arca
MeYeCo L 9 6 [ 6647 | 35,384 |17,725 50.2 '28,932'19,040] 66.
New Eng.II 8 2 | 25. | 5,570 506 9.1 1 1,129 118§ 10,5
Middle III ' r ‘
Atlanties 28 s | 1,316,582 | 5,807 | 23, | 7,413 | 914! 12,3
East North l | i ' ! |
Central IV 39 6 ! 15.4 {12,735 | 1,335 | 10.5 |12,196 ! 1,259 | 10.3
West HNorth | i . g _
Contral V 22 o | o | o | o 0 | o o | o
South VI E ! ; ! |
Atlantic 30 4 118,53 | 3,670 889 2,42 3,046 518 { 1,7
East South J |
Ceatral VII 8 0 o) 0 0 0 0 0 0
West South | \ :
Contral VIIT 17 | 0 |0 | o o | o o | o0 0
lountain IX 10 1 (10, | 3,340 75 2.24| 2,145 5 .23
Pocific X 12 - [ - f - - - - - =
Conada XI i N [ - - - - -{ =~
Ty TR7 12% 112 27 177 %81 |94 737 | 31.5 154,850 [ 21,8541 399
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Figure 2

COMPARISON OF SEX DISTRIBUTION:

ALL STUDENTS AND JeWISH STUDENTS
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TABLE XIII

o .
Jowish Attendance in Summer Schools
! Arca I Noe | No. . ¥+ % Regular Students = Summer Studentst
| o 1 Rew '} Reported Reported
[Schnm}ported otal | Jews [|% of i Total chs[ % of
i : %otal in [total
| ! | ach arpa in
E i ’ : cach
i ' arca
N.Y.C. I | 10 4 40. [121,046 115,349 |72.9 |12,840 |9,502 |74
Now Eng.TI i 15 4 2647 (14,028 1,500 (10,7 2,874 83 2489
IMiddle IIIE
Atlentic T - - - - b < - -
East North |
Central IV | 77 6 7.8 (44,637 | 3,951 | 8,92 13,499 | 362 |[2.7
West Horth |
Central V! 49 2 | 4,1 7,346 267 3464 3,051 22 P
South | i
& Atlantic VI 56 2 346 4,646 187 4,03 1,902 34 1,79
Eaost South i '
Central VIT 21 1 [ 4,8 5,389 " 390 7425 3,395 36 (1,06
West South i
Contral VIIT 34 2 | 5,9 | 3,923 20 | .51 3,910 1. | 02
lMountain X 17 2 | 11.8 5,765 78 1.35 1,566 - -
Pacific X i 18 - - - - - - -
Cannda XI | 4 - - - - - - - -
!
Total | 301 23 7.65]106,780 | 21,742 | 20,4 | 43,037 10,040 | 23.3
Arcas |
TT-X1 ! 291 | 19 6.5 | 85,7341 6,393 | 7.4| 30,197 538 | 1,04
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Chapter V,

JEWISH STUDENT ORGANIZATIONS

ls A Statement of the Problem,

One of the significent tasks of this entire investigation was
obviously to find out what religious, cultural, and social facilities are
available for Jewish students, This may prove a valuable guide to all
national Jewish organizations which work in the student field, as well as
to many local Jewish communities with nearby colleges,

There are two distinct methods of epproach in investigating Jewish
student 1ife, The first is that of the social organization, fraternity
or sorority, the second, that of religious and cultural organizations,
The social organizations, with their Greelk letter names, their ceremony
of initiation, and their ideals of "brotherhood", are found very generally
in the larger colleges of the country, A fei institutions forbid national
fraternities and sororities to organize local chapters; in such places
neither Jewish nor non-Jewish social ocrgenizations are to be found, The
present writer knows only one college which permits the existence of
fraternities but has placed obstacles to the organization of a Jewish
fraternity chapter,

Practically all national social fraternities and sororities of nonw
Jewish origin do not admit Jews as members, This does not apply to loeal
organizations, which form their own rules of admission, " In consequence,

the Jewish fraternities and sororities have had a rapid growth and are
'highly appreciated by great numbers of Jewish students, as well as en-
listing the support of many alwmi, A special situntion exists with
regard to two or three national froternities, largely Jewish in member-
ship, which are officinlly "non-Scctarian” according to their constituw
tions, It hes been felt in this study that ve should be realistic enough
to consider the actual membership rather than the theory of the organizom-
tiong conscquently we have included these latter organizations among
Jewrish fraternities ns actually serving the Jewish student body,

In addition to the widespread national Jewish soecial orgonizations,
there arc many loenl groups of a social character which we have endeavored
to include in the gencral picture,

A speeial type of organization is the so-called "professional fro-
ternity". These bodies, largely socinl in character, exist to serve
young men who are studying in the some professional school: law, medi-
cine, and the like, They have therecfore q scholastic as well as a social
purpose .

Some of these fraternitics and sororitics conduct ambitious nntional
projects along Jewish lines; their purpose however is chiefly social, and
any participantion in these nationnl projeets by the loeal chapters or the
individual membors is sccondary to the primary purpose, The fraternitics
and sororitics cxist to provide a congenial home and socinl background
for youns people attending wiversities, There arc certainly importont
devriish values to be surved by « Jewish fraternity or sorarity group,
inasmuch s it brings together o considerable number of Jawish young mer
or women, and is the chief influence in thoir social life for a pec
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years, - These Jewish valucs however aro largely implieit in the general
situation, and scldom cxpress themselves in any dircet or concrete WO Y e

In addition to these organizations which arc primarily social, we
find also a groat many groups which exist for the development of speceifis-
cally Joewish programs: religious, cultural, or nationalistic, as the casc
may bee Throc of these are national organizations with chapters in
various institutions: tho B'nai Brith Hillel Foundations, Avukah (The
Student Zionist Orgonization) and The Intercollegiate Mcnorah Association,
a body for the study and perpetuntion of Jewish culture, The various
nation-wide organizations of congrogations and of rabbis arc intercsted in
Jowish student work, have organized a number of ‘student congregations, and
serve student groups from time to timo through their local community or-
ganizations, One of thesc, the Uaited Synagogue, conducts an amb itious
picee of work in the form of two Student Houscs at the University of
Pennsylvania and Temple University,

Our purposc in this special study, then, has been to find out
exactly how the major aggregations of Jowish students aro organized and
served along Jowish lines, This has not involved an important further
step, namely, the study of the programs and the membership of the various
organizations, It was folt that in a statistical resecarch such as the
prosent one, the proper approach to this problem is to provide a statis-
tical basis on which further students may. develop a qualitative study,

2, Mothod of the Study,

In pursuing this study we first communiceted with the national office
of cvery Jewish fraternity, sorority, professional fraternity,; or other
college organization of national scopc, We asked cach of these organiza-
tions for a list of its chapters cnd made o distribution shect in order
to sce how these chapters were distributed in various institutions the
country over, The rcsponse to this request was oxcellent; only three of
the 41 organizations in quostion neglected to provide this data, We
followed this up by a questiomnaire, which is herc reproduced,

JEWISH ORGAVIZATIONS IN UNIVERSITIES
Survey by the Rescarch Burcau, Bfnoi Blrith Hillol Foundations,
This Questiommaire is an integral part of the investigation on Jowish
students, It is desipgned to find out cxactly the facilitics, social and
religious, for Jewish students in the year 1936-36, Even if there arc
no orgonizations pleasc inform us of tho fact, for silence offers no basis
for such an assumption on our part,

Name of University .

A, Jowish Scecial Organizations,
Pleasc list the nomes of all soecinl orgenizations, national & local,

ls Jdowish socinl fraternitics

e« dJewish scroritics




¢ Jowish professicnal froternitics (specify profession)

Bs National Religious and Cultural Organizations
Check with an "X" on the 1inc opposito the name or namgs of such
orgenizations as oxist in your university,

Bfnai B'rith Hillel Foundation, licnorah Socioty, Avukah,

Ce Local Jewish Organizations

Please fill in the full name of mny of the following which may oxist;
stating their purposcs and auspices,

l, Student Congregation , If any exists, state whethers
Orthodox Consorvative Reform

ae Under whot auspicos?
be Visiting Rabbis =- How often do thoy visit thc campus?
2e Other Jowish cambus organizntions

Se¢ Jowish student eclubs in adjocent city

Sighature

This was sent to reprosentatives in a number of collcges and to the
seéeretarics of many A,Z,A, chapters which arc located near different
collegos, 262 of these wero sent out, to all colleges with 25 or more
Jeviish studonts, and 127 werc returncd, including all major inmstitutions
and many smaller ones as woll, Tho current year (1935~6) was token ns the
most likely to provide corrcet information

3 Froternitics and Sororitics,
-

There arc today 16 national Jewish social frateruities, with 287
active chapters in the United States ond Coanndey 5 national social sorori-
tics with 83 chapters, and 17 professional froternitices with 2 total of 185
chapters, This makes a grand totel of 38 national Jowish soecial organizoe-
tions with 555 loenl chapters,

The professional fraternitics may bec subdivided os follows: two
medical with 89 chs rs, six legal with 34 chapters, and two dental with

32 chapters, Others arcs two pharmacy, one veterinary medicine, onc
commerce, one optics, onc ostoopathy, and onc commecrece and law organization,
with a total of 30 chopters among them, It appears clearly thet these pro-
fessional organizations sorve practically nll the importont groups of Jeiwrish
students in their various profussions,

In Table XIV we present a sumnary of the number and distribution of
the various types of froternal organizationss social froternitics, nationa
1d localsg sororitics, antional and local; and professional fratornitics,
Thesc are sub=divided into the wrious groups of the colleges according to
number of Jewish students in cach, It vms fclt that by this grouping the

- ¥
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% adequacy of the organizetions to their problem could most easily be
ascertaineds In o matter 1ike this, section of the country means little,

while the number of Jewish students at any particular campus is all

important, We have included in this study every college in the first

seven groups of Table IX, the lowest being that with 25-100 Jewish stu=
dents,

It appears very clearly that the social organizations have spread
widely enough to serve most large and important groups of Jewish students,
The number of such organizations per college goes steadily down from
17.75 in the four huge aggregations of the Jewish students in New York
City, to .64 in the colleges which have between' 25-100 Jews each, Meane
while, the number of these organizations per hundred Jewish students
steadily ascends from .15 in group 1 to 1,31 in group 7. When we bear
in mind that very lorge numbors of Jewish studonts do not carc to join
Such organizations, either bccause of the expense involved or boeause of
personal preferences, the adequacy with which this ficld is covered is
ceven more striking,

Altogether, thesc social organizrtions arce found in 155 colleges
out of the 262 included in our scven groups, If wo take only the first
. six groups, thosc having 101 Jowish students or more, they are then re-
presemted in 95 institutions of the 113, of which a few do not permit the
organization of social groupse In these -155 institutions the number of
froaternity chapters ranges from 1 to 23, with an averopge of 3,86 chapters
! per college,

If the number of students per fraternity or sorority chapter is
estimated at some 25 to 30 membors, these 599 local chopters will inelude
among them from 15,000 to 18,000 Jewish studonts, or 14% to 17% of all the
Jowish students of the country, This number is probably a little too high
becausc some mombers of socinl frdcrnities belong also to professional
fraternitics at the same timc, On the other hond, 25 to 30 is o very
conservative cstimato for overage mombership, so that this difficulty is
probably fully compenscted in our general estimate,

4s Recligious and Cultural Organizations,

This type of organization was much morc difficult to survey come
pletely than the social organizations, as the greoater number of the
rcligious and cultural organizations are purcly local with no national
affilirtions whatever, The fow national organizations functioning in this
ficld readily provided a list of their local chaptors, but most of the
material ha d to come of neeessity from the 127 questionmaires returnc
as well as from correspondence and other personal contacts. Table XV
summarizes these organizations according to groups of collcges by number
of Jewish students in cache There arc 52 student groups reported as
religious and cultural, 32 studont congregations, and 23 other student
clubs, a total of 113 organizations of this typo, These 113 organizations
o arc found among 195 colleges on which we had specific information, liost

of the remaining group of 67 colleges have such small numbers of Jowish
students that it is rendered unlilkely that many such organizations cxist in
those small student bodics, Tho average number of thesce organizations per
college is only .42, and oenly the first four classcs of colle

rog thes
eS8, thcse
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having from 501 Jewish students up, eaverage over one such organization per
< college, The weakness of Jewish student work appears in such figures as
these: group 5, (colleges of 201-500 Jews), average number of religious
and cultural organizations, .45 per college; group 6 (colleges from
101-200 Jewish students), average number of religious and cultural orgenie
h ¢ zations, ,19 per college, Obviously, if colleges having over 100 Jewish
students have only one religious or cultural organization to every five

colleges, the other four very considerable student bodies arc being sadly
neglected,

The same tendency appears in the number of such organizations per
hundred Jewish students, In the two highest classes, it is only .,016
and .08 respectively, It goes up till the lowest class (having from
256=100 Jewish students) possess .44 of such organizations for every 100
Jewish students, Except for this group, where any such organization must
necessarily serve less than 100 Jews, the highest pcreentege remains ,17
religious and cultural organizations to every 100 Jowish students in
groups 4 and 5, those colleges which ronge from 201-1,000 Jews,

This figure, while very significant, is probably not so meaningful
as the preceding one, the number of religious and cultural organizations
per college. The religious and cultural organizations by thcir nature do

. not appeal to all students, Jewish or Christian, Hard as it may be to
4 face the fact, it still remains that not all students in institutions of
higher learning possess either religious or cultural intercsts,

* Among thosc who have cultural interests, thesc may be exclusively
along lincs of pelities, cconomics, scicnce, or literature, and may not
include the historical or present day problems of the Jewish group, Henee
neither Avukah nor Menorah has over cxpeeted to be a majority organization
in any single college,

It is also clear that in cortain collcges o single large organizae
tion with branches or sub-committcos serves the purpose which would othere
wisc require scveral smaller organizations, This is particularly the casc
with the inelusive program of the B'nai B!rith Hillel Foundations, Onec
Foundation; with its student congregation, open forum, dram~tics, musie,
and other activities, mLy serve o number of interosts, chicfly of speocifi-
cally Jewish typc, ond still count os only one orgenization in the statisge
tics,

It appears plainly, however, with oll these qualifications, that
the religious and eultural nocds of the Jewish student bodies arc by ne
means adequately served, particularly in the fifth, sixth, and seventh
groups, those with 500 or less Jewish students, It is the conviction of
the present writer that any group of 25 Jewish students is definitely worth
the same effort of the Jewish community which it receives from its univere
sity faculty, for 25 is generally considered a fully adequate group to

¢ command the best type of college instruction, Certainly the larger bodies,
from 100=500 Jewish students, demand imperatively religious and cultural
service which is provided now in only 17 colleges out of 79,

Os Jewish Efforts from Outside the Campus,

=i

t is true that these religious and cultural organizations of
students in the universitics do not comprise the totality of forces working




for Jewish education and Jewish worship among college students, Some 30
colleges report visiting rabbis, the frequency of whose visits ranges

from once or twice a year to monthly or even weekly attendance, Twonty=
two report student advisors, of whom 13 are giving their full time to this
. work, and 9 are Jewish faculty members or local robbis who have token on
this duty as an adjunct to their regular activities, In addition, 34
colleges report significant community contacts with congregations, Y,M.H.Als
B'nai B'rith Lodges, nnd so forth, All these must be reckoned as part of

the serviee rendered by the Jewish commmity to its young people in univer=
sities,

Such contacts with community organizations and such visits to the

campus by neighboring rabbis may vary grea tly in frequency and usefulness,
An invitation to attond the Holy Day scrvices in o local Synagogue is cecre
tainly a scrvice to the Jewish student; but a Temple or Jewish Center Club
for students, under proper londership, will give far more service in the

course of four years in college,

The colleges with resident student advisors, whother full time or
part timc, hove invariably a significant number of rcligious and cultural
activitics, for the students recspond in considerable numbers to any clear-
cut loodership, In some colleges, however, the presence of community cone

| " tacts, strong or weak, or of occasional visits by rabbis, scem to take the
place altogothor of Jovish student organizations for thesc purposcs,
Table XVI gives thesc two types of scrvieo by the outside Jewish community -
3 to the Jowish community on the campus. The reader will notice that group 1,
with four hugo studont bodics in New York City, does not list cither
visiting rabbis, pcrmonent advisors, or community groups to scrve the stu-
donts spocifically, Certainly this is incorrcect, Among the very large
numbers of synagogucs in New York City, undoubtedly some hove.speeial
groups for Jewish students, Mony Jewish students attond young pecople!s
orga nizations in conncction with their owm synagoguc or a neighborhood
T.M.HeA, Rabbis certainly visit thesc campuscs from time to time in order
to work with tho student groups which cxist there,

The New York City situation is so large and so complicated that a
spceinl inquiry would be noecessary to show the many ways in which the
Jowish students arc served or fail to recoive sorviece from the Jowish
comnunity, It remoins truc, however, that this cnormous number of Jewish
students fails to roceive the dircet and personal ministration which is
provided for the Jewish students in such commumitics as Fhiladelphia or
Chicago., The lack of Hillel Foundations, Jcwish Student Houses, or full
time student advisors in New York City institutions brings this out clearly,
Columbia University alonc has o full time Counsclor for Jowish tudents,

6o Distribution of Student Organizations,

We have been examining the Jowish student orgenizations as though

avorage numbers wore the most significant matter, For dircct sorviee to
" the Jewish students, howover, the matter of distribution is far morc

important, The students in two colleges will actunlly be better served
if cach college has onc religious or cultural organization, averaging onc
per college, than if one college has throc such organizotions and the othor
is lacking altogether , Weo must thercforc supplement the study of total
numbers and averages by o bricf study of distribution, This is comtained
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in Table XVII, It will bc scen here that of the 262 colle gos in consie
deration, 67 have not reported any Jowish studont activities, cither
through the questionmairc or through any of the nationnl organizations
which provided us with their roster of chaptors, As thesc 67 institutions
. were not inecluded in the national roster of any nntional froternity or
sorority, and as most of them have relatively small Jowish student bodics,
it scoms fairly certain that the great mjority of these 67 have no Jewish
activitics whatovor, 155 colloges with over 25 Jowish studonts have social
groups, 40 have none, 67 have not rcported ony, cither from the college
itsolf or from any notional fraternity or sopority, 65 colleges have
rcligious or cultural organizations; 130 havo noneci 67 have not rcported,
Thirty-two colleges rcoport visiting rabbisg 21, student advisors; and 34,
community contacts. Twoenty-soven colleges or 10,3% of nll thosc listed
report definitoly that thoy provide no Jowish activity vhatever -- social
recligious, or cultural, cither on the campus itsclf or through the agency
of the community., If to these 27 we may add a cousiderable proportion of
the 67 not reporting, it is probable that 20% to 25% of thesc colleges .
hoving 25 Jowish students or more have no type of Jewish activity or Jewish
services whatevere A graphioc ploture ef these faets is shown in Figura 3.

2

lost of those, naturally, are the small groups of under 100 Jows,
Two institutions, however, with from 101=-200 Jewish students, and one
4 © botween 201-500 report specifically that no Joewish activitics of eny type
arc available,

> This situntion is onc which should rightly concern the ncighboring
communities to all thosc collcges of sovoral categorics: (1) thosc which
Jhave no Jewish activitics whatevers (2) those which have only social groups
but no religious or cultural oncs; (3) thosc where religious and cultural
activitics cxist on a limited scale and require development and intensifie
cation,
A further cffort was made to sum up the situation in difforent sizes
and types of cormunitics, New York City wns taken ns onc class, tho 13
other large citics which arc great cducationnl centers ns a sccond class
and all collcges in smaller cities or rural centers as o third elass,
Table XVIII cstablishes this situation clearly, It appears that the scr-
vice to Jowish students of both social nnd religious-cultural types is
least prevalent in Now York City, is somewhat morc nvailable in the 13 othor
large citics, but best of all in thosc collcges which arc ot adjacent to
the great Jewish communitics of the country, This is particulerly true of
tho social groups, for thore is obviously greator nced for fraternity 1life
and socinl nctivitics among students living away from home in a small
college towvm than omong students attonding uwniversity in their home city,
But it applics also to the religious and cultural organizations, for thesc
arc almost threo times as numerous por 100 Jawish students in the third
class as in the sccond, and ten times as numerous in the smaller tovms and
rural communitics as in Noew York City, This table corrosponds to a certain
extent, though not cxactly, with Tablesxryand xy, for many, though by no
means all of the larger universities arc loeated in or ncar the larger
. citics of the country, In this prrbticular study suburban arcas were
taken as pa rt of the largor city arca to which they arc adjacent:
Cambridge as part of Boston, Evanston as part of Chicago, for cxomple,

E ]

Table XVIII A gives the details of the 13 larger citices included as
class 2 in Table XVIII, It cppears that there is a grent deal of variation
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among these cities, depending perhaps in part on the varying interests of
the students themselves, in part on external coaditions (whether they live
near or far from the campus, etec,), but certainly in tHe largést part on
the Tacilities and the leadership provided in each community, On the whole
we may conclude that the Jewish students have provided themselves with as
much social organization as they desire or need, but that they are woefully
lacking in recligious and cultural activitics, The need of these is not
felt immediately or dircetly by all studontse They must be provided and
the interest in them stimulsted, (see.figure & ),

We sce also that the greatest lack is in colleges of some 10C=200
Jewish students and in colleges from 25-100 Jowish students, Ve sce
likewise a tremendous mass of Jewish students in New Yorl: City, most of
vhom are not provided with any direcct religious or cultural ministration
as students, It is impossible, within the scope of this study, to say
how far this need is served outside of the university groups in their own
synagogucs and ncighborhood centers,

.
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TABLE XVI
STUDENT ADVISORS .-'.JIL{J_@L.L’HITY CONTACTS

Te 2 3 T Z 5 6 i
Group Hos of | Total ! Visiting Advisors Community
by No, of Schools | Jowish Rabbis Groups
Jewish | Enroll-
Students ! ment
! |
I . ! |
Over 5000 4 45,228 0 ! 0 0
; | ' I
1 J i |
2001-5000 i 5 | 7,665 0 2 ; 1
’ | !
ITI i | [
1001-2000 | 10 12,697 | 2 7 ! 2
' |
v ; | ‘
501-1000 | 17 12,323 4 5 6
i :
v ! |
201-500 f 33 | 10,135 | 5 6 5
! |
VI ! i
101-200 | 46 | 6,188 | s 0 3
i !’ |
VII ! [ ‘
25-100 | 149 | 7,358 | 16 2 17
E ; _%
TOTAL | 262 | 101,594 J 32 22 34

f
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'S Figure 3
PERCENTAGE OF SCHOOLS IN EACH GROUP REPORTING
JEWISH S0CIAL, RELIGIOUS & CULTURAL ORGALIZATIONS

AND STUDENT ADVIE RS
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CHAPTER VI

THE JEW IN PROFESSIONAL STUDIES . %

1, The Problem.

Probably more attention has been paid to the distribution of
Jewish students in certain professions in the past than to any other of
the problemq included in this study, Among all professions, that of
medicine has received the greatest amount of attention, Discussion has
gone on for a number of yenrs as to whether the Jewish students were repro-
sented in this profession to an abnormal degrece, whether or not quotas are
enforced to limit them in medieal schools, whether or not such quotas, if
they exist, are justified, Seovoral statistical studies have been made of
Jows in a limited number of medical schools, Rabbi Morris Lazaron of
Baltimore made & study of Jeowish graduates of some 40 medieal collecges
ovoer a period of ten yetirs for the Council on Joewish Relations,

The chief purposc of the study made in 1918-19, printcd in the
Ameriean Jowish Yearbook for 1920, lay in the professional tendencics of
Jewish students, Hence we have paid spceial attention to registration of
the 104,906 Jewish students in the various professionnl schools, both
soparate professional institutions and the professional collecges of the
grecat universities,

This question of professional registration was asked of the

administroetion or of our correspondent in cvery college which ineludes
(various professional branches, In many casos the information was not
available, But in 78.2% of all professional colleges in the country we
werc able to obtain the facts which we necded for the present. study,

Those facts wore:s (1) the total number of- students registercd in cach
professional school, (2) the number of Jowish students in the same Pro=
fessional school, Without both columns comparisons would obviously become
meoningless, The report of the American Association of Collegiate Rogism
trars provided invaluable material on the first question, as Table II in
that work gives the distribution of the 18934-35 onrollment in 583 institu-
Jtions, covering 21 different curricula, These arc: agriculture, architec-
ture, art, business administration, chemistry, dentistry, divinity, cduca=
tion, enginccring, forestry, home cconomics, journalism, law, liberal arts,
medieine, mining, music, nursing, phermacy, voterinary medicine, graduate,
and other undergraduate curricula, This table was usecd to supplemont the
information received dircctly from the institutions whenever tho Jdewish
cnrollment in the various curricula was knovm, Other professions were added
from our owm rccords,

Of the total number of students in our general study, 81,7% have

been subdivided by their professional registration, Of the total Jewish
students in the gonoral study T5.5% have been thus distributed,
g Vs /"

2e Jowish Registration in Professional Branches,

Table XIX summerizes all the mterial of the present chapter, TFor
19 branchos of study a largc cnough number of colleges wms reported that
our conclusions scom adequate, The best returns were in ostcopathy, 100%;
medicine, 95.4%; graduatc schools, 93,3% and dentistry, 90.8% of all
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solleges of these branches in the country, In seven branches, most of

them fairly small, the information was available from less than half of

the professional colleges in the country, These are therefore grouped
separately in the table as being less reliable than the preceding list,

In the first list, which includes most of the major occupations, nine
different professions report a markedly higher percentage of Jewish stu=
dents than the 9,13% which is our national average for all students and
which may serve as a base for the professional distribution, Four branches:
ostecopathy, arts and sciences, graduate school, and engineering are slightly
below 9,13%, Six branches are markedly below, the lowest of all being the
military profession, where only 1,59% of Jewish students werc reported,

TABLE XIX

PERCENTAGE JEWISH STUDENTS OF TOTAL STUDENTS
1N EACH FIELD OF STUDY,

Ficld of 1 2 3 4 5 6

Study Noe | No, % Row Total Jewish % of Jewish

of | Rem ported | Students Students Students to

Schools| ported Total
Dentistry 43 36 90,8 7,488 1,975 1 26437
Law 139 | 110 7941 30,057 7,557 25,11
Pharmacy 68 52 7645 | 6,416 1,542 224,32
Gommerce 123 78 63e5 44,520 7,428 16,68
Medicine 87 83 95,4 25,784 4,150 16,15
Fine Arts 24 16 6647 2,697 419 15,5
Social Work 34 | 18 83. | 4,781 648 13.6
Physical 5 . [ '
Education 14 10 Tle4 1,313 163 12.4
Veterinary ;

Medicine 11 8 T2aT | 1,106 124 11.2
Osteopathy 6 6 100.0 1,938 176 9.1
Arts & Scien-

ces (1,055 | 951 90.1 | 520,654 43,586 8,38
Graduate 45 42 9343 21,806 1,543 7408
Enginecring 147 90 6l.2 44,316 3,024 6.84
Education 279 | 238 85,3 | 178,164 5,443 . 3405
Theology* 130 | 118 90.8 13,485 363 2oT
Agriculture 51 | 33 64,8 9,152 | 222 2,43

|Library 23 13 56,5 | 832 19 2428
Music 32 20 6245 2,272 50 242
Militery 6 | 5 | 83,5! 4,725 75 1,59
Optometry 10 2 20,0 217 98 45,1
Journalism 33 11 5763 1,181 123 1044
Architectue 36 12 5343 | 1,318 112 8e5
Forestry 22 4 18,17 1,270 54 4425
Home Economics 80 18 2245 2,996 110 6Tl
Mining 22 10 45,5 2,767 58 2,1
Nursing 36 11 30.6 1,751 14 «8
Mot Knovm 225,412 25,830 11.5
TOTAL 12,556 |1,995 7842 [L,148,393 |104,906 9,13
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TABLE XIX (Continued)

*The cstimnte used above for theology includes the scparate theological

colleges, which arc not listed in tho general consus of distribution, but
only in the professional tableg

NOTE: The second group of professions arc those in which the pereentage
knovm is loss than half of total numbor of' schools,

RECAPITULATION
Total No, Ro= Percent
ported Reported
Professional Coll:zgeq 2,556 ‘ 1,995 78.2
Total Students 1,148,393 922,981 81.7
LJowish Students 104,906 79,076 7545

In the second group of professions optometry rates high, Jjournalism
and architecture are near the base of 9.13%, while four professions rank
very low, As this distribution in the second half of the table is very
similar to that in the first half, and as the types of professions which
rank high and low are eractly the same, our figures, even in the second
half of the table, appear quite reasonable on analysis, except in opto-

, metry, where 45% is undoubtedly too high, Of the nine professions having

considerably higher proportions than the national student average of
9.13%, seven are individualistic professions where the aspirant may hope
to open his own office and carve his own career, These are the six
highest: dentistry, law, pharmacy, commerce, medicine, and fine arts,
and the ninth in order, veterinary medicine, To these we may add ostoo=
pathy, 9.1%; music, 2.2%; optometry, 45,1%; and journalism, 10.4%,

Whether due to natural bent, social traini G, or to the obstacles
in certain other ficlds of work, the Jowish students incline markedly to
the professions of individualistic type.

Arts and seicnees, as we might expect, includes 8438% of Jewish
students, or approximately the national average for all students, The
students enrolled in thesc curricula inelude over 40% of all the Jowish

. students in the country; they are pursuing both general academic studics
and various types of pre-professionnl work,

The remnining professions arc thosc in which the individual as a rule
1s urable to proceed by himsclf, but must scck cmployment from some public
or private organization, Of these, social work and physical education
rank the highcst, 15,5% and 13,8% respeetively, Graduate studies leading
townrd university toaching include 1,543 Jewish students, or 7.08% of
their total registration, The student bodics of the ¢ngincoring schools
are 6,84% Jowish, and those of architcctural schools, 8.5%e All other
profeossions have less than half the pereentage of Jows as that found the
country over, including cducation, thoology, agriculture, librarianship,
military and naval schools, forestry, home cconomics, mining, and nursing,
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The general criterion then scoms to be primarily the division betweon
individualistic professions and those where the candidnto must depend on
an employor in order to practice his profession,

Se¢ Mecdicine and Related Professions,

Becausc of the general inmbercost of the Jews in the medical profession,
a speecial effort was mnde +o get this information as completely as possible,
and reports were reccived from 83 of the 87 class-A medical schools in the
United States and Canoda, In these medical schools the Jewish students
number 4,150 out of a total registration of 25,784, or 16,5%. This is thus
the fifth profession in order of Jewish pcrcentage, To put the matter
differently, in total numbor of studonts the medicsl profession ranks sixth,
having 2,24% of all students in the United States and Canada, In order of
Jewish students it ranks fifth; containing 3496% of all Jowish students,

These facts bring out clearly the great intercst in medical studies
on the part of Jewish students, It is probable that the Jewish registration
in modical schools might be somewhat higher if none of thesc institutions
had established quotas for Jews or other minority eroups, Certainly all
professions reclated to medicine rani high in our percentages, The highest
of all is dentistry, where 26437% of all students are Jews, There follow
pharmacy with 22,32%, veterinary medicine with 11,2%, and osteopathy, 9,1%;
2s also, (from the second list), optometry, 45,1%. These related fields
- all represent interest in medical work, Some of thc Jewish students regis-
tered for them (it is impossible to say how moany) arc candidates who have
been rejected by medical colleges and are now studying for related prow
fessions, Thesc professional groups rank respectively first, third, fifth,
ninth, and tenth out of nineteen professions on which we have adequate rom
portse Their average rank i=n the list is 5.6, or four above the middle
point of 9,5,

We must remember that the situntion of the Jows in medical schools
is only a part of the broader problem of medical education as ao whole, and
that most persons discussing the matter are medical educators who consider
it purcly from this point of views The publication of the American Medical
Association entitled "Medical Education in the United States and Canada"
gives many of tho essential facts on this entirc problcm, (Reprint from
the educational number of the Journal of the American Medieal Association,
August 31, 1935), This pamphlct shows on page 686, the decline in the
number of medical students from 26,147 in 1905 to 15,798 in 1920, which
followed a reduction ir the number of medical schools to about half, Since
that time, with a slight further docreasc in the number of medical schools,
there has been o marked increase in their size and in the total number of
students cnrolled, In 1935 the total number of students was 22,888 in the
United States, If we add the 2,891 in Conndian institutions, therc were then
Tor the ycar 1934 a total number of 25,779 medical students in the United
States and Canada,

The number of froshmen in 84 of these 87 medical schocls in that year
wos 6,356, Thesc werce sclected from 52,321 applications, rcepresenting
12,779 different applicants, Thus about half the applicants for that year
werc accepted in medical schools, but oitly nbout one=fifth of the total
applications were accepted, The differcnce lics in the so=called "multiple
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applications", which were actually so numerous as to be 2,5 times the
number of applicants, That is, every candidate for a medical sehool

applied on the averzge to two and one half medical schools before he was
admitted to one,

All observers agree in ascribing much of this multiple application
To Jewish condidates for the medical profession, although they are
ordinarily not in a position to give the actual number of these applicants

who were Jews, or the number of schools to which Jewish candidates made
application, '

Estimates indicate that from 33% to 50% of the total 32,000
applications come from Jews, How many of the 12,000 individuuzls arc Jews,
nobody scems to lmow., We hove record, however, in this study of 4,150
Jewish medical students in 82 of the 87 medical schools, Therefrre ot
loast 1,100 of the 6,300 medical froshmon for the fall of 1934 wore Jowish,
Evidently it is much harder for a Jow than for an equally qualified none
Jew to obtain admission to a medical school, -

Onc rcason for this difficulty is the concontration of Jewish popu=-
lation in certain large citics, whercas the modical schools arc scattered
throughout thc country, Many of those medical schools arc connceted with
state universitics and admit cxclusively or primarily residents of their
own state, Honece a Jew from Toxas or Georgin may have no moerc difficulty
than a non-Jew in obtaining admission to the medical school of his own
state wniversity -- a difficult cnough situation for any student when only
half of all applicants arc accepted, But a Jew from Now York or Chiecago
Fho Tails to obtain cntrancc into the fow medical schools in his ovm
city has a limited fiold to which he may apply clsewhere, Obviously Texas
and Georgic will have a smaller proportion of applicntions from Jowish
rosidents than medical schools in New York State and Illinois,

Another aspect of this problem appears in the 1,471 Amcrican
medical students who were studying in forcign universitics in the year
1934=35, Undoubtedly mony of thcoe were Jews who had failed to obtain
cntrance to American medical collcges, though the frequent asscrtions' that
807 or 90% of them arc Jewish arc quitc impossible to prove, It is ine
terosting, howover, that this mumber has increased very rapidly from 710
in the ycar 1930-31, and that it rcached its pcak of 2,054 in the year
1932-33, The Amcrican Mcdical Association is making it morc difficult for
thesc graduntes of forcign universitics to practice in the United Statoes,
80 that this method may soon ceasc to bo a way out for thosc Jewish
students who arc rcjceted by the medical school of their choice, but who
possess the funds to study abroad,

From the medieal standpoint, thc cssontial fact in the situation is
the number of persons per physician in a givon population, The bull tins
of the American Medical Association stato that the optimum number of
physicions pcr population is onc for cvery thousand persons, providing
they are so distributed geographically as to be available to the entirec
population, At prcsent Cancda closcly approximntes this situation, with
onc physician to cvery 952 persons, In the United States, howover, the
proporticn of physicians is mueh higher, being onc physician to cvery
783 pcrsons in 1934, when the number of physicinns cnumcrated was
161,363, This number ropresents o distinet growth in the past thirty
yearss The "Finnl Report of the Commission on Modical Education", 1932,
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of the Amcrican Modical Agsocintion, reported that in 1906 tho United Statos
(Now England not ircluded) had one physician to overy 675 persons; in

1923, onc to overy 763, The number of physicinns has boon increasing
steadily, but not as rapidly ns population, Botweon 1929 and 1931 the
total number incroascd by 1,868 per yoar;botweon 1931 and 1934 the increaso
was 1,634 per year, This dosire of the American Medical Associntion to
avoid overcrowding tho .medical profession, togethor with its ambition to
improve medieal training, has motivatod its groat drive to limit the number
of medicrl schools and the total numbor of students admitted to them, When
quotas cxist in the gonoral field, it is natural that in many cascs they
should be applicd to special groups such as the Jews,

This important matter of the supply of physicians for g population,
however, cannot be settled by 2 single figurc for the United States, The
average of 783 persons por physician applics to very fow of tho individual
states, -The District of Columbia has 268 persons per physician; New York
state and city together, 572; California, 586; Massachusetts, 618, At the
other cnd of the scalc, Mississippi has 1,348 persons per physiciang
North Dakotn, 1,346; South Cnrolina, 1,316; Alabama, 1,272; ond South
Dekota, 1,209, To the laymen it would appear that the problom of the
number of physicions is not so much o matter of total numbers as of sound
distribution which would make Physicians reasonably available to tho entire
population ¢f the country, The American Hedical Association roport of
1932, cited above, shows that wherees for the year 1923 thore were 763
perscns per physician for the comtry ns a whole, this proportion varied
from 536 per physician in the citics of morec than 100,000 population, dovm.
to 1,338 per physician in rurnl communitics of loss than 1,000 population,
Only thosc communitics ranging from 2,500 to 5,000 populntion conformed
closcly to the mational AVCIrageo, '

There is thus some Justificntion for those who objecct to the st-ict
policy of limitation of the Amorican Medical Associntion, holding that the
vast incrcase in possibilitiecs ir medicel science and the nceded wider
distribution of physicirns in practice would allow for considerable increasc
in the total numbor of physicisns in the country, Cortainly this problom
is basic to the siturtion of tho Jowish applicants for medical training,

I the number of physicinns in the cowmtry is to be kept stable, the number
of medical students will have to be reduced, and many of the Jowish appli=~
cants for medical schools will h~ve to forocge that coveted carcer,

As writh many other Jewish problems, the problem of the Jew in
medicine is intimately related to the general problems of medical cduca=
tion and medical scrvice, The same applics to most othor ficldss to
veterinary medicine, whore a simil~r cffort at limitation is now being
made; to law and dentistry, where the stand-rds of professional cducation
arc being steadily raised, but without limitation on the total number of
groduntes, This study, from the standpoint of the colleges and professional
schools, can givo necessarily only one side of the picturc,

4 Other Popular Professions,

Other groups cf professions which ranik high arc law, 25,11% Jowish
students to total, commecrce, 16,68%, and journnlism, 10,4%. In thosc
fields (as in practically all professions except medicine) ne limitations
cxist as to Jeowish registration, In addition, ns thesc ficlds arc
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individualistic ones, every ambitious student hopes to achieve a successful

caroer by his own efforts, Imowing that he will not be dependent on a limie
ted group of potential employers,

A third group of professions of the individualistic type does not
rank so high ns one might expoct, This includes the students in fine arts,
15.5%, and in music, only 2,2%, This is espeeinlly striking in view of the
large number of well Xmown Jews 4n the field of music, Perhaps Jowish
musicians arc studying in conscrvatories or with private instructors rather
thon in those musical schools which arc branches of universitics,

This is the morc likely, as we were forced to omit from this study
all musical schools except thosc which are incorporated in universitics,
An offort wns made to reach the various colleges listed os members of “he
Nationnl Association of Schools of Music, Wc socon found, however, that
the great majority of those schools arc private institutions which do not
kecp the type of porsomncl records that most universities and colleges do,
and therefore lack any knowledge of how many of the students may be Jowish,
In addition, it wns often found impossible to ascortain how many students
in a particular conscrvatory werc students of college grode, rogistercd for
o music degrece, A given music school may include cvery typo of student,
from young children of pre-school agc to professionnl musicians desiring
special work, On this account, only thosc music schools in conncetion with
universitics could be included in this study, 2s from these alone could we
get statistics comparable to the othor professions,

Six professions arc concerned in a gencral way with cducation, Those
arcs social work, 13,6% Jows to total; physical cducntion, 12,4%; graduate
study, 7.08%; schools of cducation, 3,05%; thoology, 2,7%; and library
service, 2,8%. Horc of ceurse, there is a wide spread between the highest
and lowest groups, Socinl work is a growing profeussion which has been
attracting an inereasing number of Jows along with or perhaps ahead of an
inereasing number of students in general,  Physical cducation again is n
rclatively new speeialty in which positions arc usually readily availabple
for the well trained gradunte, It is thorcfore intercsting to obscrve that
Jewish students ropresent four times os high n porcentage in this ficld as
in the ficld of gencral public school cducation,

Gradurte study in a university leads in most cascs, when successful,
to an academic carecer. In certanin specinlitics such as chomistry or
accounting, it may lead to a highor degrec of ndvancément in commereial
work than the ordinary Bachclort's degroe, On the whole, however, the bulk
of students in the gradunte schools may be considered to be cendidates for
wniversity teaching, In this ficld 7% of the students arc Jowish, almost
as high a porcentage as in the colloges of arts and scicnces, and o far
higher pereentage than arc at present cmployed in coll ge and wniversity
teaching,

The ficld of college and university teaching is greatly limited for
Jowish condidates, Most church controlled collegos prcfor instructors of
heir own faith, or nt leoast of some closely relnted denomination. This
imits the ficld to the public nnd the privately cndowed collecges, Even in
hesc the policy of employing Jewish instructors varies from onc institution
anotker, and often from onc department to ancther of the samo institution.
In o givon college one department head may rcfuse altogether to rccommend
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Jewish instructors for appointment; another may welcome the cxceptional
Jow but may rcfuse to have more than one or two on the staff of his
depnrtment swhile a third may not consider rcligious or national background
in vhe least, but mny recommend instructors solcly on the bnsis of
scholarship: wi¢ teaching ability,

With thesc serious linitations, it scems likely thet the Jewish
candidntes for acadeomic positions, with 7%, arc considorably morc overs
crowded than the Jewish candidates for lnw with 25% or for medicine, with
16% The ficld of "education", morc narrowly considered, is limited as a
rule to clcmentary and sccondary school tecaching. This work is given in
scveral types of institutions: (1) teachers colleges, (2) normal schools,
awnrding o teacher?s cortificate but not a Bochclor's dogree, (3) teachers
celleges of universitics, and (4) dopartments of cducation in arts cole
leges, We found it impossible in our survey to get ony information whate
cver about the fourth of these closses, Any student in an arts college
may clcet onc or more coursecs in cducation, nathemotics, or any other
ficld; nobody can know whother he intends to entor any given profussion,
This factor may have cut down ocur total percentage somowhat, ns Hunter
Colloge in Now York is onc of the institutions which preparcs students
for a teaching carcor as part of the regular work of a college of arts
and scicnees, - The omission of any large Wew York City institution imust
nocessarily cut down tho Jewish percentage in ~ny one of our mony tables,

We shall give lotor a dotailed study (Table XIXn) listing in cno
category teachors colleges and rormal schocls; in ancther, teachers
colleges in univorsitics, In the first co cgory cnly 1,85% of all
students the country over crc Jowish, In the socond category, out of a
much smaller cnrollnent 9,16% arc Jowishe In the country as p whole,
3.05% of all candidates for speeific cducation degrecs arc Jowish, not
rerely o smaller percentage than the 9413 % of college registration
as a whole, but oven less thon tho 3,58% which represents the Jewish
population of Amorica, It is interesting thet those Jows whe plan to enter
the teaching profession prefor to study =t the larger universitics rather
than in specinl toachers collcges, This may be duc te a focling that thoy

an get o botter oducation in this way, or that they will encounter less
discriminntion, Or it may mercly be ~ port-of the general prefercnce
which Jewish students have shown for the larger umiversitics on the whole,

.54 Less Popular Profossions,

In theology we have a spocinl situnticn: a very small mumber of
Jewish institutions which linit their studert bodics strictly in view
of the current depreossion, As centrasted with these, there arce a large
number cf Christion theological institutions scrving their special deno-
minntions, and nlso a somewhat smaller number of divinity schools
associnteod with universitics under church auspices. A fow Jowish students
arc found taking speeial work in somc of the university divinity schoolsy
a very fow Christian students likewisc arc toking spoceinl courses in
Jowish soninarics; but en the whole, the two groups arc distinct, Includ=-
ing all these eategerios, the actual vercentage of Jowish theologieal
tudents is 2,7% of all theological studonts, or slightly less than the
«58% of Jowish populaticn in America,

S
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This is not due to lack of applicants for the Jowish serniinary,
It is duc to the limitation of the student bodics by the scnminary
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officials and their estimates of the future demnd for the services of
their graduates, This ratio indicates cither that the synagogue is
undermanned with rabbis, or that the Christian churches are overmanned
with ministers; that is, unless Jows are affiliated with the synogoguc

to a lower proportion than the Christians are affiliated with their
churches, This significont matter cannot be decided without. further
surveys of synagogue and church membership and their respective ministers,

In the Jewish scminaries only students of collegiate grade arc
included, so that this study has necessarily omitted a considorable
number of students for the rabbinate who may be of secondary school
advancemont,

Tho colleges of arts and scicnces: include almost half of all
students as well as of Jewish students, thus giving practically the same
pereentnge as the national total (8.38% as compared to 9,13%)e This
grecat group includes all students who arc attending college for a general
cducation, or in order to find themsclves and work out a lifc carcer, as
wcll as a considerable number who arc preparing for ontrance to onc or
another profossional school, All medical schools, most law schools, and
very many training schools for other professions demand one or morc ycars
oi general college studies as o preliminary to entering professional
training, Only a fow professions such as commercce, education, and cngie
noering arc customarily conducted strictly as undergraduatc schools,

Anmong these students of arts and scicnces , thosc who are studying
in scparate arts colleges ropresent 5.16% of the studont bodics in those
institutions, whilc thosc studying in the arts colloges of universitics
arc 14.8% of all students thus cnrollede This distinction holds in cvery
part of the country cxcept New York City, whore the two arc substantially
cqual,

Library scrvice is a relatively small and now ficld which Jewish
students have not yet entered to any appreciable numbers,

Engineering and architecture show on the whole surprisingly large
Jewish percentages, 6.84% and 8,5% respectively, These figures are much
smaller for the major part of the country, but are raised by the large
number of Jewish students in New York City and throughout the East, In
view of the fact that most engineers and architects are employed by a
limited number of large corporations or by govermméntal agencies, and of
the further fact that some employers in these fields refuse to employ many
Jews, it is at least a matier of doubt whether we have at present a larger
enrollment in this field than can readily find an opportunity to practice
their professions,

The related professions of agriculture, forestry, and mining are
all near the bottom of our table (agriculture, 2.43%; forestry, 4,25%;
and mining, 2,1%). Even these small numbers represent a marked increase
in Jewish intercsts in thesc related fields., Jews arec not engaged in any
of these fields to lorge numbers, Only a few years ago they were quite
unreprescnted, The relatively small proportion which this study showed
marks then a distinet growth of intorest on the part of Jewish students
in the possibilities of extractive industries,

Three professions were named at the bottom of the list, one for
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men and two for women. In five military and naval schools, ineluding
West Point and Annapolis, the Jewish registration is 1.59%. 1In schools
of home economics it is 3.71%, and in nursing schools in connection with
universities i% is «8%. This low proportion must indicate definite lack
of interest on the part of Jewish students. As to nursing, however, we
must notice that only a minority of nursest training schools are asso-
ciated with universities, most of thenm being affiliated rather with
hospitals. As this study covers only institutions of higher‘ltarning,
we have not been able to include the hospital training schools for
nurses. There is no reason to believe, however, that the inclusion of
this larger group of training schools would appreciably increase the
Jewish percentage, In fact, if we are to judge by normal schools or
Similar institutions of Swb-collegiate grade in other professional
branches, such inelusion might actually lower even the present rate,

6. The Relative Order of the Jews in Professions,

Tables XX, XX A and XX B summarize the material which we have been
considering from a different point of view. Table XX B BEives the pro-
fessional distribution according to the number of Jewish students,

Table XX A the professional distribution according to the total number .
of Students, Jews and non-Jews, and XX the comparison of the two.
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TABLE XX

Comparison of Distribution of Total Students and
Jewish Studonts According to Fields of Study,.

-

Field of Study Total Jewish Percentage Distribution
] tudents -Students Total
Students Jewish
Arts & Scicnces 520,654 43,586 45,40 41,60
Education 178,164 5,443 15,53 5.20
Cormerce 44,520 7,428 3.87 7,10
nginecring 44,316 5,024 3486 2489
Egv - 30,057 7,887 2462 Te.21
edicine’ 25,784 4,150 2.24 3.96
Graduato 21,806 1,543 1.90 1,48
Theology* 13,485 363 1,08 0,34
\griculture 9,152 222 0.80 0.20
Dentistry 7,488 1,975 0.61 1,89
Pharmacy 6,416 1,542 0,56 1.48
Social Work 4,781 648 0,39 0. 60
Militory 4,725 75 0.3 0,07
Home Economics 2,996 110 0.25 0,10
Mining 2,767 58 0.24 0.05
Fine Arts 2,697 419 0423 0440
Music 2,272 50 0.10 0,04
Msteopathy 1,938 176 0.16 0417
Nursing 1,751 14 0.15 0,01
Architecture 1,318 112 0,11 0.10
Forestry 1,318 54 0.11 0.05
Phys, Education 1,313 163 0,11 0.14
Journalism I s | 23 0410 0.11
Vet, Medicine 1,106 124 0,09 0,11
Library 832 19 0,07 0,01
Optometry 217 98 0,02 0.09
Unknown 225,412 25,830 19,65 24460
TOTAL 1,148,393 |[104,906 100,00 100,00

*Note: The estimate used above for theology included the separato
theological colleges which are not listed in the general
census of distribution,
table,

but only in the professional
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TABLE XX A

? PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL NUMBER OF

STUDENTS BY FIELDS OF STUDY.

Field of Study Total Students |Percentage
Distribution
Arts and Sciences 520,654 45,4
Education 178,164 15,53
Commerce 44,520 .87
Engineering 44,316 2.86
Law 30,057 2. 62
Medicine 25,784 2.24
Graduate 21,806 1.9 |
i Theology* 13,485 1.08
Agriculture 9,152 « 798
Dentistry 7,488 .61
Pharmacy 6,416 « 56
¥ Social Work 4,781 « 39
Military 4,725 .39
“ |Home Economics 2,996 251
Mining 2,767 241
Fine Arts 2,697 234
Music 2,272 .198
Osteopathy : 1,938 «160
JNursing L5 2D 152
Architecture 1,318 .112
Forestry 1,318 112
Physical Education 1,313 .11
Journalism 1,181 .1
Veterinary Medicine 1,106 .09
Library 32 .072
Optometry 217 .02
Not Known 25,412 19,65
TOTAL 1,148,393 100.0

*Note: The estimate used above for theology included the separate
é theological colleges which are not listed in the general census
of distribution, but only in the professional table,




TABLE XX B

Percontage Distribution of Jewish Students by FMields
of Study.

Field of Study Total Jewish Percentage
Students Distribution

Arts and Seiences 43,586 41.6
Law 7,557 Te21
Commerce 7,428 Tel
Education 5,443 5.2
llcdicine 4,150 5496
Engincering 3,024 2.89.
Dentistry 1,975 1,89
Graduate 1,543 1,48
Pharmacy 1,542 . 1o48
Socinl Work 648 o6
Finc Arts 419 o4
Theology 363 345 .
«lAgriculturc 222 o2
Ostecopathy 176 « 165
FPhysical Education 163 14

Veterinary Medicine 124 .11
Journalism 123 el
Architecture 112 - ol
Home Econonics 110 ol

Optonctry 98 .08

Military 75 .07
Mining 58 .05
Forestry 54 «052
Music 50 « 04
Library 19 .01
Nursing 14 +01
Not Known 25,830 . 24,6

TOTAL [ 104,906 100,0

A cursory comparison shows that tho gencral order is similur, large
professional groups including large numbers of Jdews, small professions
smaller numbers of Jews, but that the detailed distribution is By no neans
the same, cither in order or in percentagces,

In both cases the colleges of arts and scicnces lecad, having
45,4% of 0ll students and 41.6% of Jewish students, Immediately after
this, howcver, we come upon striking differcncess law is sccond omeng Jews
and fifth in the general list, the relative proportions being 7.,21% of all
Jewish students and 2,62% of all students whosc prefessions have been

rannrted to us Bducation, on the other hand, is sccond on the genecral
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list and fourth on the Jewish list, the general proportion of 15.53%
dropping to 5,2% among Jews, Commercial courses are third in both lists,
but the percentages differ markedly, as these include 3,87% of all stus
dents and 7,1%, almost double the percentage, of Jews, Engineering is
fourth in the general list with 3.8% and sixth on the Jewish list with
2489%, Medicine, on the other hand, is sixth on the general list with
2484%, and fifth on the Jewish 1ist with 3,96%, Those six professions
stand at the head of both lists as to numbers of students cenrolled, ine
cluding 73,52% of all students and 67.96% of the Jewish students, This
slight difference may be taken up in the number of Jews "not knovm" rather
than in smaller professional groups,

Among thesc smaller grouns howover, theorc are still a number of
striking differcnces, Dentistry is threc rankings higher in the Jowish

list, pharmacy two rankings higher, agriculturce drops four places from
ainth to thirteoonth,

Among the most striking changes in the smaller groups of students
are the military profession, which drops from thirtcenth place among all
students to the t wenty-first among Jows; nursing, which drops from nince
teenth to twenty-sixth place; and veterinary medicine, which riscs from
twenty=-fourth in the gencral list to sixteenth in the Jowish list,

If we consider the medical ond related professions (modicino, dens
tistry, pharmacy, ostcopathy, veterinary medicine, optometry, and nursing),
those s even profcssions include 3483% of all studonts and TeT05% of the
Jowish students, or approximately double, On the othor hand, in the variows
ficlds connceted with education (cducation, graduate work, physical cducae-
%ion, and library service), the relative proportions arc 17,612% of all
students and 6,83% of Jewish students, or slightly over a third.as many.,
Engincering, architocture, and mining includo 4,21% of all students and
3404% of Jovish students, or approximatecly one-fourth less,

Theology includes 1,08% of all students but only «34% of the
Jows, Finc arts and music include ,43% of all studcnts and o4% of the
Jowish students, or approximately the same, The ficlds of agriculture,
home cconomics, and forcstry include among them 1.,16% of all students
but only ,35% of the Jowish students, or onc-third as many in proportion,
Socia 1 work is ropresented among the Jews about 50% morc than among all
students, respective percentages being ,6% and .39%. Journalism, while
six places renovad in order, rising from twenty-third to scventcenth, rcw
mains about the same in porcentage, 1% and ,11% respectively, Finally,
the military and naval professions drop from 13th place in sgeneral to 21st
place dmong Jews, and in porcontages from ,39% to .07%, thus including
only one~fifth as large a proportion of the Jewish student body as of the
genercl student body,

Te_ Tho Geographical Distribution of Profossional Studies,

A study was made of cach profossion, following the order of +tho
cleven census arcas which we havo beon using throughout, ond comparing the
pereentage of Jewish studonts onrolled in the various profiessions by census
areas with the percentage of Jewish students in each area on our mastor
list, Table II,

It became obvieus immediately that whother the percontage of Jows
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in a given profession is lorge or smll, it follows in cach soction of

the country the pereentage of Jowish students oenrolled, much as this
quantity follows the percentage of Jowish population as a whole, That is,
if a profession runs high, it will presorve a fairly constant ratio to the
student percentage in genoral, while if it ranks low, tho same relationship
ordinarily applics, The 26 professions which we have studied are all
listed in the appendix according to their distribution in the varicus ECOm
graphical arcas, We shall consider herc o fow of the more striking cascs,
in order to bring out the goneral principle,

In dentistry, in which the proportion of Jewish students is higher
than in any other field, the percentage of Jows by areas ronges from
70443% in New York City to only 6.,1% in the West South Central states, But
as the percentage of Jowish studonts varics from arca to aroa, the ratio of
the percent of Jowish dentistry students to the percont of Jowish students
as a whole only wvarics from 1.5 in Now York City to 4 in arca VIII, That
is to say, the percentoge of Jewish dontistry students, 6,1% in the West
South Central arca, is four times as preat as the percentage of Jowish
students in general, 1,8% in the same arca, The largest spread is actually
in Area VI, the South Atlantic states, where the percentage of dertistry
students is almost five times that of the Jowish students in general,

Among law students the proportion of Jows varies from 5,1% in the West
South Central to 56,1% in New York, but the greatost sproad is in the
Mountain States, whore the nereentage of Jewish law students is 6.25%, or
over five times as groat as the pereentage of Jewish students in gencral.,

Phormacy follows a similar formula, The smallest pereentage of Jewish
students in this ficld is 2,6% in the Mountain States, but this is over
double the general percentage of students in the samc area, The' largest
percentage of Jowish phormacy students is 53,1% in New York City, but this
is almost cxactly the same as the pereentage of all Jewish students there,
The widest spread is in the South Atlantic- states, where tho percentoge of
Jews in pharmacy is cipght times as great as the percembage in the colleges
as a wholes and in the West South Central arca, where the ratio botween the
two quantities is almost 9,

In commerce the two quantitics run along very similar to cach other,
The percentage of Jowish students in commcrec is actunlly lower than the
general percentape in two arcas, slightly higher in others, and highest of
all in the Middle Atlantic states, where it is double the gencral percent-
age of Jowish students, Thus in the ficld of commerce the percentage of
Jowish students is about 80% higher than in the colleges as a whole,

In medicine the spread is least from the highest to thc lowest area,
running frem 7.2% in the East South Contral area to 31.2% in Now York City.
It is heowever higher than the general student percentage in every scetion
except New York City, where the limited number of medical colleges and the
quotas which some of them anply to Jowish eandidatcs operate to keep it low,
Probably the percentage of Jowish medical students in the lowesot arons would
speedily risc by migration from other scetions of the country, werc it not
for the fact that many medical schools arc associnted with state universi-
tics and adnit only residents of their owm This is certainly a
reasonable provision on the part of an educatio astitution which aims

to serve its own community; but it prevents any gr ipration of Jewish
students from the larger centers of Jewish population to these more sparsely
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settled areas, The highest ratio between the two quantities is in the
Hountain States, where the percentage of Jewish medical students is ten
times as large as the percentage of the students in general, the lowest in
New York City, wherc it is only ,61 as high,

In Table XIXk we give a summary of arts and scicnces, This follows
very close on the general student registration, as we would oxpoet from tho
fact thot it includes over 40% of all Jowish studonts, The oxtromcs arc in
the Hast South Contral arca whorc the Jewish registration in arts and
sciences is one~third below the Jowish rogistration in general, and in
New York City, whorc it is oncetonth highor, It may be that this unusual
situation in tho East South Contral arca is duc to an unusually high Jcwrish
registration in tho professional schools in that scetiom; it is cortainly
not duc to the omission of any large number of colleges, as 94,5% of the
arts colleges in this area have been roportod,

The cducational profession, including both teachers colloges and also
the cducational collcges of universities, has only ono-third as large a
pereentage of Joews as the Americon studont body on the whole, This rotio
varics, however, just as in thosc profossians which are morc popular among,
the Jows, In the West South Contral arca it is only onc-soventh as high
as the goncral percontage of Jewish studonts, In the West North Central
it is onc-sixth as high, whilc in the Middlo Atlentic stateu it eomcs up
to two-thirds of the general studout proportion, In onc arca, the South
Atlantie, the percentage of Jows registercd in schools of cducation is
actunlly higher than the Jowish student percentege in gonernl, boing 5,48%
as compnred to 3.98%, the general proportion of Jewish students,

- We can thus conclude that with certain variations, the percontapge of
Jowish students in any given profossion verics according to tho percecentage
of Jetwish studeats in the different geogrophical areas as a whole, just as
this quantity va ries according to the percentage of Joewish population in
the different parts of the country,

The nearest to o recl oxcoption is the medical profession, where
quota limitaticns keep down the number in the arcas where Jows arc most
numerous, and where migrotion of Jowish students incroascs the number
slightly in arcoas of sparscr Jowish scttlement,

a

8¢ Comparison with Study of 1918-19,

It may be valunble to compare the results of the preseat study writh
those of the study made of tho "Number ond Proportion of Jowish Students
Enrolled in 106 Cellcgos, Universities, and Professicanl Schools in the
United States for the Scholastic Yoar 1918-19", This study was printed
in the American Jowish Yearbook for 1920 (pages 383=393 inclusive), and
includes o total of 14,837 Jowish students out of a genercl registration
of 153,084 in 106 sclccted institutions, giving ~ general average of 9,7%.
The proportion of Jewish men to all men was 11,8%; that of Jowish women to
all women, 5.4%; or oven a wider sproad thon we have obsorved in-our study,

.

se of Jowish enrollment in the
the perecentage in the study

In Table XXI we swmarize the porcentoay
various professions as we have found them w

of sixtcen years previous, as given in the Yearbook,

oJ
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L TABLE XXI

Percontage of Jewish Studonts to Total in Each Micld of Study

’ Comparison with Study of 191819
1. Jowish Pereccntage of Percont
Fiold of Study, Total Enrollment of change
Prosont Study 1918-19
' Dentistry 26457 2344 + 2,97

Law 25,11 21,6 -+ 3451
Pharmacy | 22432 , 279 = 5,58
Commerce ' 16,68 E 19,2 » 2,52
Medicine ' 16415 ’ 16.4 » 0,25
Fine Arts i 1be80 : 1.9 +13,60
Social Work © 13,60 ! 44,2 + 9,40
Physical Education 12,40 § Bol + 9,30
Veterinary Medicine 11,20 : 16,4 = 5420
Osteopathy i 9,10 ' - <+ 9,10

g Arts & Sciences I Be38 8,7 - 0.32
Graduate Schools 7.08 —— = T.08
Engineering ! 6.84 5.9 -+ 0,94

a Education | 3405 | 44,2 - 1,15
Theology [ 2470 | —— +* 2.70
Agriculture ; 2ed3 22 + 0423
fibra ry : 2428 1.8 + 0,48
Music i 220 2,9 - 0,70
Military i - 1e59 243 =~ 0,89
Optometry 45,10 10,0 35410
Jowrnalism ‘ 10440 7.8 + 2,60
Architecture | 8450 9.1 ~ 0460
Forestry | 4,25 4,2 * 0,05 i
Home Economics ! SeTl. 1.6 “ Pall
lining i 2410 3.0 - 0.90
Nursing 0.80 1,1 - 0,30
llot Known } 11,450 - +11,50

Percent all Jewish

| students of all college
| students | 943 9,7 - .57

A cursory comparison indicutes that on the whole the studies have a
high degrec of correlation, Most profussions which were popular among
. Jows then are popular now, while most professions which were little regarded
then orc still ncpgleeted by Jewish studentse To take some of the oute
stonding caces, low vas 21,6% then and is now 25.,11%; medicinc was 16.4%

] k ¥ =
= and is now 16,15%; agriculture w-s 2,20 and is now 2 o43%he
A fow profeossions have shovn o marked incrcasc, cither déuc to tho
lorger number and wider distribution of the institutions we have studied,

or to an actual chenge in the situation, For excmple, finc arts has
increased from 1.9% to 15.5%, social work from 4.2% to 13.6%, and physical
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cducation from 3,1% to 12.4%, Apparcntly these arc all growing profossions

in general, and arc attracting the due proportion of Jewish students to tho
now opportunities which arc opening up, Even library sorvice, home cconomics,
and journalism show a slight increasc as new and developing fiolds of work.

On the other hand, commerce, vetorinary medicine, cducation, and military
sorvice show a more or less markod decreasc in the passage of sixteen yecars,
It is our opinion that the figurcs in vetorinary medicinc are not comparable,
as only 317 total students and 52 Jowish students were included in the earlier
studys Probably a survey sixteon yecars ago which included the veterinmary
schools in the Middle West and Far West would not have shown quite so high o
Jowish percentage, The decreasc in thec other ficlds scoms duc (unless it

also is a purely statistical matter) to some actual change in the professional
field which has discouraged many Jewish students from ontering it,

On the wholo, tho professional tronds monifest in 1918=19 were still
operating in 1934=-35, These tronds of Jowish students, like the widor
movements of young people as a whole, arc part of great social movements and
respond to general conditions of socicty,

Jde Present Trends in Professional Study.

As o furthor check on trends in professionnl study, it was docided to
scc how the Jewish registration varied from year to year in certain of tho
most important professiona 1 fields, For this purposc we sclected medicine,
dentistry and law, as threoe ficlds which publish amual statistics of their
students by collegos and years, Lottors were written to representatives at
a number of the leading colleges in thesc three fields, asking for the
registration of Jewish studoents by years, The replics were not as complcte
ad" in many other matters, where only a singlc figurc was requircd instecad of
a full analysise As it is, however, we have a sompling which is ontirely
adequate in medicine and dentistry (29% and 32% respectively), but inadoquate
in law, where we have only 10% of the cpproved schools by classes. This fact
is rcflocted by the totals, as the percentages in this sampling of medical
and dental sclhiools are very closc to the national percentages in these fields,
while that in our sampling of the law schools is much lowor than the national
pereentage,

No definite trend cen be seen in any of these fields, according to the
tables which we give here, In medicine (Table XXII) the graduates of 1935
included some 14,1% of Jews, while those of 1936 had the higher proportion
of 18,9. But the Tirst figure was based on only seven colleges and omitted
some of those in which Jews arec most numerous, As for the rest, the propor=
tions go up and down, concluding with the low figure of 14,1 for the froshman
class of the autumn of 1936, But the differences arc slight, and several
schools werec lacking from this last total, so that we can derive no concluse-
ions from our material,
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TABLE XXII
N Percontage Jewish Medical Students are of Total

by Classes,
Yoor of No, Colleges Total Jewish Percentage of Jewish
Graduation Reporting Students | Students Students
1935 7 545 7 14,1
1936 22 1876 356 18.9
1937 25 2319 468 20,1
1938 24 2452 413 16,8
1939 17 1639 302 18,4
1940 16 1557 220 | 14,1

[
Total 25 10,386 1836 I 17,6
Total Schools in U,S, and Cancda - 87

The same is truc of the dontal colleges, which we summarize in
Table XXIITI, The graduates of 1936 included 19.1% Jows, the students in tho
threc highest yoars at this time show practically no variation; the freshmen
of the avtumn of 1936 includoc 317% of Jowish candidates for tho profcssion,
But again, this last number was from a smaller number of colleges than the
othors, (7 out of 12) so that it may be duc mercly to the omission of onc or
cnother dental college whers the Jewish proportion is relatively low, Whilc
it may possibly indicatec a rising intercst in dentistry on the part of
Joewish students, the data are insufficicnt to cstablish the point,

TABLE XXIII

Percentage Jewish Dental Students arc of Total by Classcs

Year of Noe Collecges Total Jowish Perccntagc of Jewish
Groduntion Reporting Students Students Students

1936 10 502 96 19,1

1937 12 668 146 2l.8

1938 12 672 150 2243

1939 1L 659 137 20,8

- 1940 7 428 136 51,7
Total 12 ’ 292 _J 665 ’ 22,7 [

Total schools in U.,S, 37

BT A S R R T R 1 S R TR T
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Our figures on law schools (Table XXIV) are inadequate, both as to
number of colleges (10%) and number of students considered (11%). Therefore
the trend which the bare figures indicate must not be taken as establighod,

. That trend would indicatc a decline from 17.,1% in the graduating clase of
1936 to 11.1% in the sophomorc class of 1936=7, This figure, however, is
¢von weaker than the number of colleges would indieate, The table docs
not inelude the largest law schools of the country, in New York City, in
which morcover, there is the largost proportion of Jews, These schools
furnished only estimotes for the general study, having no cxact record of
the religions of their students, and were complctoly unable to furnish
figures by classocs, Besides, the number of total students (colum 3,
Table XXIV) wos taken from printed reports of the year 19356, whilc the
number of Jewish students was derived from actual count in the year 1936=T7,
So far as the sophomorc classes of tho latter year were smaller than the
freshman classes of the yoar before, our figuros arc invalidated and tho
proportion of Jews would be actually so much higher,

TABLE XXIV

Percontago Jowish Law Students arc of Tobtal
by Classcs

.
[Year of No, Collcges Total Jowish Percentage of
. Graduntion Reperting Studcents Students | Jowish Students
i
1936 7 914 157 17,1
1937 10 1374 199 14,4
1938 10 1952 217 11,1
Total 10 £240 573 13,5
Evidently, no trend cither of inercasc or deercasc con be established
in these important professional ficlds during the brief period of four to
six yocars, The toendoncies which wore ¢stablished o gencration 1go arc
still prcvalent, and await some new forco or motive which alonc can alter
4\’-?‘1 Cllig
10, Crneclusions,
This survey of Jordish ropistration in professionnl schools brings out
certnin clowr cut conclusionss
. (1) The professional distribution of dews is in many rcspocts strilting-

1y differcnt from the profossional distribution of non-dJewish collcge stu~
dentse The Jewish young men and young women incline toward certain pro-

i fossions in far greater numbors than the non-Jews, They largely avoid
cortnin othor profossions which attract large numbers of non=Jewish studonts.

(2) This discrepancy is by no means as marked and its results not
nearly so scricus os has often been stated, The Jews come nowvherc ncar
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"monopolizing" any single profession, Thoy amount to 26% in dentistry,

25% in law, and 22% in pharmacy, onc large, two smaller professional groups.
They are 16% in two other lerge professional groups, commerce and medicine,
There are altogether nine professional groups in which Jewish students are
proportionally morc numerous than in the colleges as a whole, In four
other groups, including arts and sciocnces, the Jowish students arc less
numerous than in the colleges as o whole, but morc numerous proportionally
than in the gencral population,

(3) Jowish students prefer those professions which they can practice
as individuals, toking their own chances in tho competitive world about
theme Theoy chose to a less dogrec, though still to a considerable cxtent,
thosc profcssions where they must apply for positions and whorce consequent=
ly occasional anti=Jowish discrimination may possibly prevent their prace
ticing at 2ll, This is not morely notural on their own part; it is core
tainly prudent, as no person desires to invest four years or morc preparing
for a profession unless he has some reason to believe that he will later be
permitted to practice it, The low percentage of Jowish students in cducaw=
tion can be raised only if Jewish students and their advisors feol that
they arc not likely to be diseriminated against when they apply for public
school positions, The relatively high numbers in such fields as engincer=
ing and graduate work will quitc cortainly come down unless the pressure
in thosc ficlds scon decreascs +to a marked extent,

We moy take for granted that the outstanding Jewish student will
reccive rccognition and eventunl success in almost any profession. He
moy not get his first opportunity as promptly as a non~Jew would; his
Lrogress in the profession may be somewhat slower than that of the none
Jow of cqual ability; but he will win success in the end. Tho great
majority of Jowish students, however, as of any other group, does not cohw
sist of these cceasional brilliant individ als, The great majority arc
capable but not outstanding, Obstacles which arc scrious to the cxceptions
al young man or young woman arec insuperable to the mass,

(4) The problem of vocntionnl guidance for the individual, as well
as that of wvocotional adjustment for the American Jewish commun ity, is too
broad to be approached solely from the standpoint of the colleges, In
order to understand it properly, we shall have to have further svrveys,
samplings of various types of communities, in order to add the Jews now in
various professions and occupntions to their younger colleagues who are
now preparing to enter these ficlds, We shall need to supploment tho many
studics of vocational opportwities as a whole by speeial Jowish studices
indicating how far the various profcssions and occupations arc open to a
Jewish nspirant,._

A real program of voeational guidance such as is imperatively nocded
by Amcrican Jewish youth can be worked out only on the basis of some
general surveys of thesc diffeorent types,

Meanwhilc, the present chapter should prove a contribution toword a
broad consideration of the problem as o wholc,




Chapter VII

HOME RESIDENCE OF JEWISH STUDENTS

l. Statement of the Problem.

The majority of all students the country over attend colleges or uni-
versities which are convenient to their home residence. Elements of expense
enter into this decision as well as the desire of parents to have their
children near them. A third element of importance is the wide scattering of
colleges throughout the country, so that almost every community has one or
more located nearby.

This gereral situation applies to Jewish students as well as to others,
The nearby college Tits into their needs particularly well, for as we have
shown, the Jewish students prefer the large universities. MNow many of these
great universities are located in or near the great industrial cities, which
arc the centers of Jewish 1life in America. Hence we can expect to find a
great majority of Jewish students attending college in the same area, and
often in the same state as that of their family residence,

But a considerable number of students (Jews and non-Jews alike) migrate
from one state to another or from one area to another in order to pursue,
their studies in the college of their choice. Some areas are particularly
blessed with educational institutions and attract many students from outside.
Others, less fortunately endowed with collegiate institutions, send many stu-
dents away to study. A tracing of these trends from area to area throughout
Ehe country should be of great importance for our subject.

In this problem the outstanding trend is from New York City to other
parts of the country. ZEverv observer of Jewish student 1life, wherever
located, north, south, or west, has commented on this situation. Apparently
the limited facilities in NWew York City nand the great pressure of Jewish
students upon them has induced considerable numbers to enter colleges far
from home,

2. Students Remaining in the Home District.

Table XXV gives the distribution of residences by areas according to
information received from the college officials or other local representa—
tives in connection with the general census of distribution. In this part
of the study information was rcceived about the home residence of 44,518

students, or 42.4% of all Jewish students in the country. The colleges from

which full or partial information was received number 443 or 52.6% of all
institutions which had one Jew or more in attendance. Naturally this in-
formation could not be received from such institutions as included no Jews
vhatever in their student bodies.

In this schedule 94,73% of all students nttend college in the census
area in vhich they reside, and only 5.27% leave their area to study elsc—
where,

In order to sce migrations within a census area, we hnve omitted New
York City and Canada, which we have considered as single units without
subdivisions., In the other areas the total number of students who are




studying in the state in which they rcside becomes 7696, the total number
studying in other states of the same area, 537, out of a total in thesc nine
consus areas of 8,233. Of this number 6.4% have migrated from state to
state within the same arca. and 93.6% have stayed in their home state to

study.

Table XXVI gives parallel material with regard to 2,824 students who
filled in the questionnaires, which we carried out at the same time as our
distribution census, As this particular table deals with the subject we are
here considering, it may be appropriate to include it at this same time,

According to this table, 82.55 of all the students included are studying
in the same area in which their homes are located and 17.5% in other areas,

The great discrepancy between the two tables is due almost entirely to
the different numbers of students included from New York City. The first
table includes the College of the City of lew York, Hunter College, and
Brooklyn Colleze, all three of which, under the rules of the Board of Higher
Education, admit only "bona fide residents of Wew York City". It does not
include Columbia University with its extremel- cosmopolitan student body,
from which this narticular informntion could not be obtained. In numbers,
the students attending college in Area T are 75% of thoe total students listed
in this table, whereas they should be about 50% for a nationnl picture,

Table XX includes n certnin number of students from Columbin Tmiver-
sity and New York Universitv as —ell as from the Colleze of the City of New
York, but does not include the groat bulk of the student pooulation of New
York City. Hence in this table the total number of Jewish students in that
area is only 482, or 12,7% of the totnl number considered,

In order to get an accurate picture, we have endeavored to weight the
values allotted to Wew York in both tables, nlloting New York City 50%.

When this is done the proportions in Table XXV become 89.5% residing in the
home arca, and 10.5% going away to school. In Table XXVI they become 90.1%
residing in the area and 9.9% who #o amy to school. We may say in general ,
then, that sbout 10% of all Jewish students lenve the nrea of their residence
to attend school elsewhere. About 90% attend college in the area of their
family residence, Of those who attend college within their own area (omit-
ting New York City and Canada), about 6% g0 to colleges in other states than
their own and 94% attend college in their own s ate.

3. Migration Between Areas.

We shall here consider migration of students from one area to ancther,
not included in the special problem of New York City. In Table XXV we may
compare the percentages at the right hand, which indicate the home residence
nf students, with the percentages at the bottom, indicating the area in
which they are studying, In.this it appears at once that students migrate
from ¥ew York City and the Pacific Coast in larger numbers than they travel
to these areas to study. Areas vhich have a marked increase in number of
students over resident numbers are the Morth BEast Central, the South Atlantie,
and the East South Central, other areas hnaving practically the same number of
students leaving to study and of non- residents coming to studyr in them.

Table XXVI gives very similar results, Areas nf student emisration are




New England, North East Central, and the South West Central, others being
substantially the same,

In both tables the largest number in every column consists of those
students who study in the same area in which they reside,

4 study of this problem for college students generally was made in
1930-31 by the Federal Office of Zducation and published in 1934 under the
title "Residence and Migration of College Students", by Kelly and Patterson.
This study covered approximately a million university and college students
in that year, and included, 1,164 different institutions. In that vear the
total population per student was 123 for the country as a whole, ranging
from 68 persons per student in North Dakota and Kansas to 291 in Florida and
279 in Delaware. New York with 112 and Ohio with 132 were near the median
figure. With this figure we may compare the 42 Jews per Jewish student which
is the result of the present studv in 1934-35,

Tith regard to the migrations of college students, the federnl study
shows that of all students classified by the state where they are studying,
79.5% reside in the state; 19,5% come from other states of the Union, and
1% from the outlying possessions of the Tnited States and foreign countries.
The figures range from Oklahema and Texas, 94% of whose students orizinate
in the state, to the District of Columbia and Connecticut where only 28% and
43% respectively reside in the state where they are studying., New York with
78%, and Ohio with 82% again approximate the national figures.

Surprisingly enough, both of our studies of Jewish students zive larger
proportions of residents than this national study. The distribution of
residents in our census gives a crude figure of 94,73% of the students as
residents in.the state where they are studrving, and a weighted fizure of
86.9%, as compared to the fizure of the government study, 79.5% (Table XXV A)-
and Figure 5,

The summary in our questionnaire (TableXXVI A) is not arranged by states,
but solely by census areas, and in this study 82.5% of the students are
residents of the census area in which they study. If this figure were cor-
rected for those students migrating from one state to anothor within the
census area, it would conceivably come closer tr the national figures.

Our conclusion must be, then, that Jewish students migrate no more than
students of the United States as a whole, and that the best figures we have
on the subject actually show a smaller amount of migratinn on the part of
Jewish students than that of the student body generally.

4, Residents of New York City.

The most striking single fact in both tables XXV and XXVI is the large
rercentage of students who are residents in New York Citv but study in other
parts of the country. In nine different areas (in Table XXV) the number of
such students is second nnly t~ the number residing in the district where
they study. 1In every area it is of importance. The figures in Table XXVI
are sinilar, thoush not quite sn marked in proportions. OFf the 2,345 stu—
dents listed in Table XXV as migrating from one arca to another, 1,185 or
50% come from New York. Of the 665 migrants listed in Table XXVI, 223 or
35% come from New York. Thus this single area contributes the greater pro=
portion of students migrating tn colleges, and New York Jewish students are
a marked feature of college life in the West and South,




Taking the tables as weighted, with New York students as 50% of the
total, we find that of all New York City residents, 9.61% are studving out-
side of that city, according to Table XXV; and 6.6% according to Table XXVI.
0f all students studying in other areas, 10.7% originate in New York City
(Table XXV) or 7,16% in Table XXVI. That means that of all Jewish students
in the United States, wherever residing or wherever studyings, the proportion
residing in New York and studying elsevhere is between 5.36% (Table XXV)
and 3.5% (Table XXVI). The high degree of correlation betveen these two
tables, especially when weighted, indicates that we have encountered here a
factor of importance,

This means that half of all migratory students in the United States are
residents of New York City. It indicates alsn one reason why the ratio of
Jewish students to Jewish population is lower in New York City than in nmany
other sections of the country. New York is the great source of migrating
students, whose numbers are therefore subtracted from the number studving in
New York City and added to the totnl studying elsewhere, changing both ver-
centages to a considerable =xtent.

We have been discussing only those students whose homes are within the
adninistrative area of Greater Vew York. But in fact, their number must be
increased by a considerable propnrtion from New Jersey, Westchester County,
Connecticut, and other sections of the wide flung New York metropolitan area,
New England sends away to school almost as many as come there from other
areas; the incoming groups are from the Middle Atlantic and North East
Central states. Those who g0 awav to schonl enter these areas but alsn in
considerable numbers the South Atlantic and East South Central states. he
Middle Atlantic states send avay to school a few rnore students than come
there to study, and these go particularly to the North East Central, South
East Central, and South Atlantic arens. While it is impnssible to.indicate
Just which students of the 1iddle Atlantic area come from Jersey City or
Newark (parts of the New York netroponlitan distriect) and vhich ones come
from points as far removed as Buffalnr or Pittsburgh, the fact that their
migration synchronizes with that from the students from Manaattan and
Brooklyn indicates that it is largely part of the same movement. -

S5.__Conclusjons.

It is normal that 90% of all students, both Jews and non-Jews, attend
colleze in the area in which their parents reside. It is likewise custonmary
that 10% of all students should seek a college educaticn away from their
homes. There are many ndvantages in such a step, which young people are
quick to recognize. 4 wider choice of college, greater independence in
conditions of living, and experience in strange sections of the country sug-
gest themselves at nnce, For the majority these are neutralized by the
greater convenience and cheapness nf study near their own henmes,

An unusual feature among Jewish students is due to the Wew York situa-
tion., This raises a double nroblen from the standpoint of NWew York City
itself and fron that in colleges in other arcas,

To the New York Jewish comunity it means that the overcrowding in
local colleges, the great numbers of Jewish voung men and young women eager
for an education, and the oceasional quota limitations (egpecially in cer-
tain professional schools) are driving these young people away from home to
study in disproportionate numbers, practically double the percentare of
emigrants as that in the country as a whole,
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To the colleges in other areas it means that they must receive and
absorb in their student bodies a considerable number, amounting to about
10% of their entire Jewish student bodies, of young people with vastly
different home and social backgrounds than the mass of their students.
The New York Jew studying in Ohio, Alabama, or Texas, is a minority in a
double sense; for he is both a New Yorker and a Jew. His own problem of

adjustment is parallel to the university's problem of absorption,

Much of the difficulty which occasionally confronts the Jewish student
in various parts of the country arises from these young men and young women.
They have a far more difficult experience in adjusting themselves in college
and to a student body in a far different section of the country than is
encountered by the Jewish young people who live in the state.

This particular situation intensifies the need for student counseling
among Jewish students in the South and West., It is sometimes even an
occasion for discrimination against all Jews when a critical situation may
arise concerning one or more of the Jewish students from New York. This
aspect of student migration is undoubtedly one of the most crucial and one
of the gravest in the entire life of thec Jewish student in America,
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. . TABLE XXVI A

RESIDENCE OF JEWISH STUDENTS STUDYING IN VARTOUS AREAS FROM QUESTIONNAIRE

v
2. 3. 4,
l. Area of School Residing in Migrating from Total
Same Area as Other Areas Reporting
School in each
area
Pct. of Pet. of
No.| rea total Tio, LArecd total
r w w

New York City. . I 430 89.0 52 11.u 482
New England 11 ) 390 8l.5 88 18,5 478
Middle Atlantic III 429 80.0 107 20.0 036

, East N. Central IV 940 TR.3 229 21.7 1,199
West N. Central V 200 8l.3 46 187 246

2 South Atlantic VI 164 BO.7 39 19.3 203
East 5. Central VII 22 91.6 2 B.4 24
West 5. Central VIII 105 56.1 82 43.9 187
lountain IX 29 96.7 1 3.5 30
Pacifio X . 389 94,9 19 b1 378
Canada Al 61 100,0 0 N0 61
TOT/.L 3,129 = 665 - 3,824
NATIONAL PERCENTAGE BZ2,5 17,95

-
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’ Chapter VIII

SUMMARY AND RECCMMENDATIONS

1. Summary of Distribution Census.

It may be useful at this time to summarize, chapter by chapter,

the results of our survey, and to assemble the diverse conclusions in one
place,

We have studied here 1319 colleges, over 90% of the institutions
of higher learning in the United States and Canada. We have found, in
round numbers, 1,150,000 students in these institutions and 105,000
Jewish students, or 9.13%. This number is 2% times the Jewish percentage
in the zeneral population, a ratio which runs roughly throughout the
country.

But these Jewish students are not cvenly distributed in the various
institutions, even according to Jewish population of the states and census
arcas. In regard to type of institution, they are found chicfly in the

% universities, where they are 14.3% of all students, and in the profession-
al schools, where they are 12.5%. There are a few in the colleges (6.3%) ,
hardly any in the teachers colleges (1.65) or the junior colleges (1.7).
In the sPme way, the Jewish students select chiefly the larger institu-
tions for their higher education. They are 21.1% of all students in the
institutions of over 5,000 registration, but only 3% of the students in
those of under 500, with a sliding scale between. As to type of‘support,
the Jewish students constitute 14.9% of the student bodies in private

+ institutions, 9.2% in public institutions, and only 6% in Catholic and
1.25% in Protestant colleges. That is, they select chiefly the large
public ard private universities, and the small private professional
schools, leaving only a scattering for all other institutions the country
over.

There are altogether 112 colleges in the United States and Canada
which include a hundred or more Jewish students each; these together hold
94,000 Jews, or 90% of 21l the Jewish students in the country. 729 col-
leges have the other 11,000 or 10%., 477 dolleges have no Jewish students
whataver. This muans a grent congestion of Jewish students in certain
universities, which adjoin the great centers of Jewish population, or
which have other attractive features. 17 of these institutions have over
1000 Jewish students each; four of them over 5000.

The great excess of Jewish students over non-Jewish is chiefly

among the men. Among American students in general, the ratio of men to

- women is slightly less than 3 to 2; ~mong Jewish students it is 2 to 1.
The Jewish women are still somewhat nbove the percentage of Jews in
porulation, but not mere than one might expect far any urban group.

Ir New York city which contains half the Jewish students of the
country, the percentagse of Jews in evening nand summer schools is even
higher than that in regular day classes, But in the rast of the
country it seems to be somewhat lower for evening classes, nnd far
1nwer for summer schnols,
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The Jewish students are amply served by social organizations;
fraternities, sororities, professionnl fraternitics. Of the 113 colleges
having over 100 Jewish students, 95 have such organizations; of the 149
celleges having from 25 to 100 students, 60 have social organizations.
About onc sixth of the Jewish students belong to these social groups,
the proportion being smallest in New York City and lnrgest in universi-
ties in small towns, where the students live away from their own homes,

On the other hand, facilities for religious and cultural activity
among Jewish students are extremely defective. There are only 80 such
orzanizations in the 113 colleges with 100 Jewish students or more, with
some duplication in a single institution. There are just 33 in the 149
colleges having from 25 to 100 Jewish students, or 1 to every 5 colleges,
The field here is largely neglected; the need for Jewish religious and
cultural work in these institutions is urgent, almost desperate. There
are also contacts through visiting rabbis and community groups in a
certain number of instances, 20 to 25% of the colleges having 25 Jewish
students or more have no Jewish organization, either social or religious
and cultural,

A comparison of institutions adjoining various cities indicates
that they vary widely, according to the community interest in their
welfare. The students seem to provide their own social groups to as
large numbers ns needed, but religious and cultural activities must be
provided for them. This obligation rests heavily on the American Jowish
community, and in particular on thosc cities which have great aggregations
of Jewish students,

The registration of Jewish students in various types of profes-
sional schools has a considerable spread. Arts and Science colleges
hnve slightly under the nationnal pcrcéntage of 9.13% Jewish students en-
rolled, and these constitute 40% of all the Jewish students attending
colleges and universities. Over the national average, are 10 professions
in which we find the Jewish students having the following percentages of
the total students enrolled in each profession: —-- dentistry (26.4%},
1nw (25.1) pharmacy (22.3), commerce and medicine (ench about 16), fine
arts, social work, physical education, veterinary medicine, and optometry.
Near the general avernge, in addition to Arts and Sciences, are three:
osteopathy, journalism and architccture. Below it are the rest, from
engincering (6.8) dowm to agriculture (2.4) and military (1.6). In
cducation, a very large field for college students, only 2% of the total
students registered are Jews.

The chief difficulty of Jewish students in entering professional
schools is found in the field of medicine, where the total number of
students is strictly limited, and where many colleges lay down a certain
quota for Jewish students. This situnation is intensified by the fact
that many medical schools admit only students from their own states, so
that the Jewish cnndidate in a state with large Jewish communities has
only a few schools to which he may apply. The actual number of Jewish
medical students is large, but the number of candidates is so much larger
that hardship undoubtedly exists in many individual cases. As a number
of states have not sufficient physicians today, while some of the large
cities are overcrowded in that profession, mucih of the difficulty is a
matter of distribution. Proper distribution of physicians geographically
would probably provide ample opportunity for further candidates for the
profession, whether Jews or others,
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The smaller mumbers in certain other professions, such as teach-
3 ing, may be due to the impression that discrimination exists against Jews
in certain areas, If this impression is correct, the relatively small
proportion in an overcrowded field may already be too large.

The gengraphical distribution of students in each professinn
follows in general the percentnge of students in the various census area,
and this, in turn, follows the percentage of Jewish population, altheugh
uniformly higher,

In most professions, this study is quite close to the one made in
1918-19 of the professional tendencies of Jewish students in 106 colleges,
There have been a few marked changes in 16 years; there have been some
corrections, due to our much larger number of institutions; but the chief
trends in Jewish life seem to be the same now as at that time. The Jews
arc still entering a limited group of professions in large numbers,
chiefly the individunlistic fields of work; they are still relatively
neglecting others, chiefly these where they must seek a position from
some organization or institution,

The migration of Jewish students from home to college parallels

fairly closely that of nther students., About 90% attend college in the
t census area of their residence, while 10% go away to school. This is
about the average figure, as many students desire to attend special
institutions or to experience life in remote sections of the country.
But half of these migrants are New Yorkers who find the institutions in
their home city overcrowded; this again is normal, as half the Jewish
students reside in that city. Thesc New Yorkers are found in consider-
able numbers in the large midwestern and southern universities, and in
smaller numbers throughout the country, They hove a difficult problem
in acclimating themselves to the atmospherc of a different section and a
strange university, and occasionnlly create problems for the local Jewish
students, whn ordinarily fit in more easily to the accustomed situation.

2. Phases of the Student Situation.

It appears clearly that there are very different situations in
wihiich our leading groups of Jewish students find themselves. The first
is that of New York, with several other large citics somevhat resembling
it. Herc we have vast groups of Jewish students, most of them living
at home and some distance from the university, largely unorganized in
either social or religious and culturnl groups, They leave the campus
immediately after classes to return to their homes. For their Jewish
activities they are left larszely to their home crngregations and
neighborhood organizations, which seldem cater specifically to students,
Such college organizations as exist reach a very small percentagze of the

A young people. A closcr study of this special situation is necessary, as
well as the working out of a special technique to serve their needs in
view of their very difficult local situntion.

The second group appears in the large universities located in
small towns. Here most of the studcents come from other cities and live
acjoining the university. They are highly organized in social ETOUPS,
They have a considerable, though still inadequate, number of relizious
and cultural organizations. The B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations are for
the most part established in such institutions, This technique has been
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developed, and all that is needed is its expansinn in order to reach each
3 of the student bodies of this particular type.

The third group consists of the scattered bodies of Jewish stu-
dents, most of them in smaller colleges and many, though not all, in
smaller towns, -- bodies from 25 to 200 Jewish students., These young
people are largely, sometimes altogether, neglected. They form their
ovn social groups as a rule, They have very few religious or cultural
agencies, are visited at rare intervals by a rabbi, and have lost touch
with Judaism and the Jewish people to a large extent. This group requires
a third technique, an approach through neighborhood rabvbis and Jewish
organizations, or perhaps a contact by some field secretary, who may
help them organize, supply them with literature, and keep constantly be-
hind them in their activity. The Menorah society did much of this work
in the past; Avukah is doing it today in a limited number of colleges;
other associations of rabbis, congregations, and the like are interested.

Of 46 colleges having from 101 to 200 Jewish students only 9 have
Jewish religirus and cultural organizations and 3 have regular visiting
rabbis, leaving 34 of these considerable grovps neglected., Of 149 col-
leges with from 25 to 100 Jewish students, 33 have such organizations and
18 mention visiting rabbis, leaving 98 without either. "Here are 132 col-
¢ leges which 1lnck organization and facilities to serve the Jewish students,
Srme 20 also mention community contacts, of which the majority are addi-
tional service to a group already having one or another Jewish nrzaniza-
tion. These neglected colleges include among them almost 10,000 Jewish
students, '

It is not our province here tn work out a pro-ram for these stu-

" dents. We have merely completed the first step, the fact-finding, but it
appears obvious that a fertile field is ready for our cultivation. As a
matter of fact, the experience nf the Hillel Foundation movement, as of
other werkers amons Jewish students, confirms this completely. Given
adequate leadership and a clear-cut program, this work can be developed
among the three widely different groups which we have pointed out, thouszh
its technique must necessarily be different in each of the three situa-
tions,

2. A Program for Vocational Guidance

A further matter which imperatively requires action is that of
. broper vocational guidance for Jewish college youth. The present study
is by no means such a prosram, but offers merely the first of three ne-
cessary steps toward the formation of one., The second step is to proceed
from the professional schools into the comminities, and ascertain the
Jewish participation today in various professions and occupations. While
it may be impracticable to do this on 2 nationwide scale, valuable
samplings have already been made, ond furthsr ones would give an adequate
picture for the purpose. The third step is a study of the various
occupations and professions, with a view to their opportunities in
gencral,, and for Jewish candidates in particular,

This third step should not be too difficult, as there is an
abundance of literature on the general problem, and we need only add its
Jewish aspect. Vocational study has advanced ropidly since the World War;
vocational counselling is now o recognized profession in connecticn with
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high schools, colleges, nnd social agencies, True, the majority of all
students are still untouched by it; but its materials are increasing, its
technique is steadily developing; and it is becoming daily more useful to
2 larger number of young people.

These two further studies, together with the vocntional matcrial
in the present study, can then be rut at the disposal of the Hillel
Foundation directors and other advisors to Jevish students, and a voca-
tional guidance policy developed on their basis. Much of this work
snould be accomplished before entrance to college, through social agenciesg
and perhaps directly among high school students, in order to direct them
as early as possible toward the available fields of opportunity. The
prlicy will undoubtedly be dirccted toward avoiding overcrowding of Jews
in a limited mimber of professions, espceially those which are generally
nvercrowded and intensely competitive. This can be done, in part, by
finding out the tastes and capabilities of students so as to direct
only the most desirable candidates toward such fields as law and medicine.
In part it will require the suggestion of alternntive professions which
are equally desirable to the young people and present no insuperable
nbstacles. Most young Jews plan for a legal or medical career because
these professinns are individualistic, because they feel that they can
compete successfully in an open field., They fear to enter certain other
fields, such as teaching or engineering, unless they know that oprortuni-
ties are available for practising the profession. They avoid agriculture
for the same reason mrst non-Jews 4o, because of the limited opportuni-
ties for success which they feel thnat it offers them.

When this material is available, and particularly when it has
been tested in actual practice, it may then be possible for student ad-
visors, Jewish social workers ané others, to perfect themselves in the
technique of vncatinnal guidance and to adapt it to thc needs of the
Jewish youth., Some such procedure is sericusly needed; the present study
shruld contribute one necessary clement tn producing it.

We now have presented a national distribution census of Jewish
students in the United States and Canada; a study of Jewish student or-
ganizations, their number, distribution, snd availability; o study of
Jewish students in various professicnal branches,

It is not the province of this study to follow up these many leads
- and to work out a complete pregran of work with Jewish students or a
remedy for their various problenms. Probably the mass cf material here
presented for the first time will enable fufther studies to take up with
success the solution of nne problem after another. In this way the
present study should contribute, not only to a better knowledge of the
Jewish student in America, but also to his aid and te the guidance of his
friends and counsellors,
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APPENDIX

Additional Tables
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TABLE XIX
k.l. ARTS AND SCIENCES

BY STATES AND TYPES OF COLLEGES

el
SEFARATE ARTS COLLEGES
AREAS AND STATES T 2 3 x
No. Total Jews % of total
in each
areq

T. New York City 12 120,232 [11,821 58.5 |
IT. New England 40 21,330 1,476 6.92 1

Maine 4 1,982 125

New Hampshire 2 538 8

Vermont 5 1,497 18

Massachusetts 18 12,950 986

Rhode Island 2 1,869 145

Connecticut 9 2,494 194

v

I1I. Middle Atlantic 82 | 32,784 1,374 4,2 7

New York (Less NYC) 28 | 12,685 576

Pennsylvania 45 17,316 636

New Jersey 9 2,783 162 L
IV. East North Central 136 54,982 1,123 2.05 |

Ohio a7 19,583 250 )

Indiana 20 6,557 41

Illinois 42 16,601 707

Michigan ; 24 8,217 93

Wisconsin 13 1,024 32
V. West North Central 1564 | 49,108 357 NEE

Minnesots 23 9,045 T4

Towa &7 9,586 49

Missouri 28 7,958 161

North Dakota 1 490 0

South Dakotsa 8 2,414 G

Nebraska 13 3,900 7

Kansas 34 15,715 60
VI. South Atlantic 136 | 48,404 629 1.5 |

Delaware 0 — — .

Maryland 14 4,159 221

Dist. of Columbis 10 1,798 23 3

Virginia 21 7,147 150

West Virginia 10 6,030 44

North Carolina 54 12,191 71 .

South Carolina | 16 6,648 67

Georgia 24 7,823 37

Florida V7 Y 2,608 16
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TABLE XIX

K.1l. ARTS AND SCIENCES

BY STATES AND TYPES OF COLLEGES

IN UNIVERSITIES TOTAL
5 6 T 8 9 10 11 | 12 13
No. | Total Jews |% of Ne. of |[No, Re~ |All Students Jews % of total
Total Col- |ported in each
in each |[leges area
araa | i
D | 24,5858] 13,220, 54.4 T7 17 14,575 [25.C2 56,7
13 [ 17,288 1,630 9.44 62 53 38,618 5,106 8.05
1 559 52 6 5
2| 3,421 153 4 4
1 844 64 6 6
6| 7,361 693 28 24
1 1,721 286 5 3
2| 3,382] 382 13 11 '
10 [ 13,435] 2,307 17.16 107 92 46,210 | 3,681 7.97
& 5,308 920 35 32 |
3 4,181} 1,067 54 48 i
3| 3,946 %20 18 12 i
1
23 | 38,698 4,123] 10.65 165 159 93,560 5,246 5.7
8| €,593 288 15 45 o
4| 5,143 189 25 4
512,349 1,280 52 47
4| 7,853| 1,176 28 28
21 4,760 590 15 15
7 | 10,143 650| G.4 181 161 59,251 1,007 1.7
1| 3,891 147 24 21
2| 3,985 161 57 49
0 - - 35 28
2| 1,323 25 4 3
;] 590 2 10 9
1 354 15 16 14
0 —_ —_ 35 34
11 | 7,166 761| 10.62 161 139 55,570 1,390 2.5
1 467 19 1 1
2| 1,336 310 17 16
2 870 15 15 12
3| 2,005 213 25 24
0 - - 13 10
0 - = 35 34
0 - - 18 15
2| 1,835 107 27 28
1 553 | 67! 10 8 F

(continued an next paee)
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SEPARATE ARTS COLLEGES
AREAS AND STATES 1 2 3 4
No. | Total Jews % of total
in each
area
VII. East South Central 80 26,318 104 37
Kentucky 22 7,348 19
Tennessee &5 8,179 29
Alabama 9 5,433 34
Mississippi 24 7,358 22
VIII. "est South Central 95 | 39,168 278 i
Arkansas 13 5,085 11
Oklahoma 22 7,809 32
Louisiana 1T 3,612 115
Texas 49 24,152 120
| IX. Mountain 23 6,878 20 .23
Colorado 3 1,534 ) Sl
Wyoming 0 — -
Utah 6 4,138 2 !
Montana 3 718 1
Idaho 5 1,144 8]
Nevada 0 — —_
Arizona 2 875 9
New Mexico 1 464 0
Xe Pacific 82 39,710 682 .72
Washington ! 1,269 18 1
Oregon 10 2,808 47
Calif'ornia o8B 32,833 617
XTs Canada 11 5,950 33 ‘8%__
TOTAL 851 |346,849 17,897 6.13

iy
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TABLE XIX (continued)

k.l. ARTS AND SCIENCEs
BY STATES AND TYPES OF COLLLGES
IN UNIVERSITIES TOTAL
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 i 13
No.| Total Jews % of |No.of| No.Re=- All Jews |% of total
Total Col~|ported Students in each
in each| leges area
area
6 5,700 214 3.76 91 86 34,018 318 .935
2 2,864 95 25 24
3 2,062 87 29 28
0 = : - 10 9
1 744 32 27 25
9 11,719 496 4,23 114 104 50,877 774 1.b2
1 906 79 17 14
0] - = 26 22
3 1,716 163 15 14
D 9,087 254 56 54
6 6,640 220 332 36 29 10513 240 1.545
2 2,267 122 9 8
0 —_ — 1 0
1 2,298 0b 7 7
0 s " 5 3
1 523 0 7 6
0 — 1 0
1 - 1,009 35 3 3
1 543 8 3 2
8 25,006 1,341 5.35 99 50 64,716 2,023 3.1¢
2 6,083 129 16 16
2 1,034 6 12 12
4 17,389 1,206 7] 62
- |
10 15,997 TaT 5.39 22 21 17,547 760 | 4,33
|
108( 173,775 25,689 14,8 | 1,055 951 520,654 | 43,586 | 8.38
or :
| 90.1% !
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TEACHERS COLLEGES
: 1 2 3 4
AREA AND STATES No. Total Jews % in
each
arean
I. New York Oity 6 603 180 29.9
II. New England 31 7,412 414 5.45
Maine 5 1,253 3
New Hampshire 2 588 5
Vermont 3 270 1|
Massachusetts 14 3,7C0 237
Rhode Island 1 496 30
Connecticut 6 1,105° 138
ITII. Middle Atlantic 26 16,383 1,052 6.4
New York (Less NYC) 8 5,775 4186
Pennsylvania 13 8,601 274
New Jersey 5 2,007 362
Iv. Iast North Central 26 23,b36 209 8.9
- Ohio s 1,080 B
Indiana, 4 4,396 11
Illinois 8 7,760 85
Michigan 5 5,247 34
Wisconsin 7 5,053 79
V. West North Central 32 28,580 110 .58
Minnesota 8 4,719 15
Towa 1 1,200 2
Missouri 7 73,520 7T
North Dakota 5 4,026 5
South Dakota 4 1,861 3
Nebraska 3] 5,442 ]
Kansas 2 3,712 7
e South Atlantic alrd 12,515 177 1.41
Delaware 0 - -
Maryland 2 551 56
District of Columbia 3 569 97
Virginia 3 2,768 12
West Virginia 4 4,085 9
North Carolina 4 5,914 0]
South Carolina 0 - -
Georgia 1 630 3
Florida 0 - -
]
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TABLE XIX
+
n.l. EDUCATION = Colleges by Type and State
- IN UNIVERSITIES TOTAL
5 6 7 ) 9 10 i 12 i}
No. | Total Jews |-% in No. of |No.Re- [Al1 Students Jews % in
each |Colleges |ported each
aren ?1I‘éﬁ. }
e =
4 114,367 | 2,304 | 16.07 11 10 | 14,970 2,484 16.6
! |
5 | 2,224 63 | 2.83 42 54 | 9,635 477 5.07
- 6 5 | 1,203 3
| - - - 3 2 588 B
{ = - - 3 5 | 270 1
3 2,224 63 - 22 17 | 5,924 300
- - - 1 1| 496 30
T - - 7 6 l 1,195 138
s 3 | 1,668 | 116 7.4 1 T 17,503 1,168 6.5
1 T4F | Z - 15 ) 420
2 | 1,422 | 112 - 19 15 | 10.023 386
| | 7 b 2,007 362
17 | 8,105 | 389 | 4.8 37 37 51,669 598 1.87
& | 4,583 | i B B 5,055 B2
1 205 3 5 5 | 4,601 14
1 805 7 15 9 8,565 92
2 2,046 | 260 8 7 7,293 294
1 464 11 11 8 5,517 86
5 1,756 21 1.31 38 A7 50,236 131 .39
1 1,105 17 9 9 | b5,a2t 32 i
] 221 2 2 2 1,421 4
0 = b= 8 7 7,520 il
1 234 | 2 6 § 4,260 7
1 17 0 5 5 1,578 3
0 = = H 5] 5,442 1
1 179 ( 3 5 3,891 7
5 808 14 1.98 26 27 13,325 731 5.48
1 43 2 1 T | 43 2
1 35 2 4 3 566 58
0 - - 3 5 569 97
2} 105 1 5 i 2,671 1]
* 0 - - 5 4 4,085 9
O - | - | L 4 3,914 O
0 - - I 0 0 ) 0
. 1 344 7 3 2 974 10
1 281 | 2 | 1 1 28 2
| ! | é !
(continued on next page)




TEACHERS COLLLGES

1 2 3 4

AREA AND STATES No. Total Jews % in

each

aresa

VII. East South Central 14 12,339 71 .07
Kentucky 3 4,569 4
Tennessee 5 4,125 62
Alabama ¢ 2,645 3
Mississippi 2 1,000 2

VIII. West South Centrgl 18 " 20,072 8 .04
Arkansas 2 1,144 0
" Oklahome 6 8,259 0
Louisiana 3 1,877 5
Texas 7 9,592 3

IXs Mountein 13 7,084 24 .32
Colorado 3 2,367 1T
Wyoming 0 = =
Utah 0 - =
Montana 2 1,160 0
Idaho 4 9565 0
Nevada 0 - -
Arizona 2 1,544 4
New Mexico 2 1,588 3

X. Pacifie 13 15,789 170 i
Washimgton 3 3,211 5
Oregon 3 1,331 0
Californisa 7 10,747 1656
XI. Canadsa 0 - -

TOTAL 196 145,113 2,415 1.65
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TABLE XIX (continued)
P n.l. EDUCATION - Colleges by Type and State
} '
v ' __IN UNIVERSITIES : TOTAL
| 5 6 ] 7 g 9 10 11 12 | 13
- No.| Total | Jews| % in | No. of |No.Re- 11 Students Jews % in
| each | Colleges|ported each
i area area \
I - = 18 14 12,330 71 5
0 = - 4 3 4,569 i
0 - - 6 5 4,125 62
0 - - 5 4 2,645 3
0 - B 3 2 1,000 2
[ .
- 9 600 36| 6.6 21 | 2 21,472 %3 .2
1 223 8 3 3 1,367 g
0 - - e | 6 £,259 0
0 - - .- 8 1,877 -
! 2 377 2 9 | 9 9,569 30
|
’ 2 700 5 715 15 1 15 8,284 29 3]
0 B 3 1 3 2,367 17
) - 0 0 0 0!
) - o | 0 0 0
' 0 - | 2 | 1,160 | 0
0 - Lo 4 i 955 0
) - 0o | 0 0 0
P 1 266 4 3. | 3 1,810 8
3 8 434 3 | 3 1,992 4 |
| | ; - |
G 2,927 i 81 | 2.76 20 | 19 | 18,216 251 1.36
I 217 5 5 T 3,428 10
| 2 f 609 2 B 5 1, 1,940 2 - :
| 3 | 2,101 74 | 10 | 10 | 12,848 239
L | | |
| 0 | = = 0o . 0 | B - i - |
| | ! 1
}42 iaa,onl P 3,028 § 9.16 279 | 238 1 178,164 | 5,443 | 3.05
| | ¢ or | i
| | | 1 ' 85,57 | | |
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TABLE XIX
0. THEQLOGY
Colleges
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Type of No. of| Numbery Per- Total Jewish Percent
School Schoolsg Re~- cent | Students Students of Jews
ported | of
iy . 3 i Total |
University 38 38 100, 3,056 6
Divinity Schools !
Christian 87 7o 86,2 10,025 1
Jewish ] b 100. 564 356
TOTAL 130 118 80.8 | 13,485 363 2.7
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