


Mcmbers l~ip  i n  t h e  J e w i s h  Community Cen te r  

I n  o r d e r  t b  u n d e r s t a n d  why p e o p l e  d o  o r  d o  no t  j o i n  t h e  Jewish  Corn- 
muni ty  C e n t e r ,  we began by c o n s i d e r i n g  whether  membership i n  some ( o t h e r )  
a t h l e t i c  c l u b  o r  l l e a l t h  f a c i l i t y  was a d e t e r r e n t  t o  membership 111 t h e  C e ~ i t e r .  
To t h e  d e g r e e  p e o p l e  are p r i m a r i l y  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  s p e c i f i c  a c t i v i t i e s  (e.6. 
r a c q u e t  b a l l )  t h e y  rnigllt choose  t o  j o i n  a newer o r  more s p e c i a l i z e d  f a c i -  
l i t y ,  and c o n s i d e r  i t  a n  n l t e r n a  t i v e  t o  C e n t e r  membership. 

One way i n  which s u c h  a "con€ l i c  t" be tween c l lo ices  might be  m a n i f e s t e d  
i s  by t h e  f i n d i n g  t h a t  p e r s o n s  who have  ( e i t h e r  i n d i v i d u a l  o r  f a m i l y )  mern- 
b e r s h i p s  i n  o t h e r  a t h l e t i c  c l u b s  o r  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t i e s  arc less l ike ly ,  t han  
t h o s e  who d o  no t ,  t o  b e l o n g  ( e i t h e r  i n d i v i d u a l l y  o r  as a fami ly )  t o  t h e  C e n t e r .  
R e l e v a n t  d a t a ,  f o r  t h e  e n t i r e  Greater H a r t f o r d  Jewish  p o p u l a t i o n ,  are pre-  
s e n t e d  i n  t a b l e  one .  

TABLE ONE 

Membersllip i n  O t h e r  F a c i l i t i e s  Versus  JCC 

Memberships P e r c e n t  

1 )  Belong t o  JCC and no o t h e r  f a c i l i t y  
2) Belong t o  a n o t h e r  f a c i l i t y  and t o  JCC 
3 )  Belong t o  o t h e r  f a c i l i t y  and n o t  t o  JCC 
4) Belong n e i t h e r  t o  JCC n o r  to o t h e r  f a c i l i t y  

From column 4) i t  c a n  b e  s e e n  t h a t  most J e w i s h  households  d o  n o t  be- 
l o n g  e i t h e r  t o  t h e  C e n t e r  o r  t o  a n y  o t h e r  a t h l e t i c - h e a l t h  E a c i l i t y .  Among 
t h o s e  who do,  however,  t h e r e  is some e v i d e n c e  o f  " c o n f l i c t "  between C e n t e r  
membership and b e l o n g i n g  t o  a n o t h e r  f a c i l i t y .  A compar ison of columns 2) 
and 31 i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h o s e  who b e l o n g  t o  a n o t h e r  f a c i l i t y  are less l i k e l y  
t o  b e l o n g  t o  t h e  C e n t e r  t h a n  p e r s o n s  who d o  n o t  be long t o  a n o t h e r  f a c i l i t y .  
(11% m a i n t a i n  b o t h  memberships w h i l e  27% belong o n l y  t o  a n o t h e r  f a c i l i t y . )  

P e o p l e ' s  r e s i d e n t i a l  l o c a t i o n ,  and hence  t h e i r  e a s e  of  access t o  t h e  
C e n t e r ,  may a l s o  be  i n v o l v e d .  I n  o t h e r  words,  t h e  d e g r e e  t o  v h i c h  member- 
s h i p  i n  o t h e r  f a c i l i t i e s  c o n f l i c t s  w i t h  be long ing  to  t h e  C e n t e r  may be a 
f u n c t i o n  o f  p e o p l e ' s  p l a c e  o f  r e s i d e n c e .  To examine t h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  
t a b l e  two examines  t h e  same v a r i a b l e s  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h r e e  l o c a t i o n s :  Core  
( i n c l u d i n g :  Bloomf i e l d ,  H a r t f o r d  and West H a r t f o r d ) ,  o t h e r  west-of- the-  
r i v e r  towns, and e a s t - o f - t h e - r i v e r  towns. 

TABLE TWO 

O t h e r  F a c i l i t i e s  Versus  JCC, by Area 

N e m b e r s h i ~  -- Core X --- E a s t  X - O t h e r  West X 

1) JCC and no o t h e r  
2)  O t h e r  and JCC 
3) O t h e r  and n o t  JCC 
4) N e i t h e r  

The  t o t a l  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  e a c h  area's J e w i s h  p o p u l a t i o n  t h a t  b e l o n g s  t o  
t h e  C e n t e r  is l ~ i g h e s t  i n  t l ie  C o r e  (columns 1 p l u s  2 = 25%). fo l lowed  by 
E a s t  (16%) and then  o t h e r  West towns (8X . )  The d e g r e e  t o  v h i c h  membership 



i n  a n o t h e r  f a c i l i t y  is a d c t e r r e n t  t o  Cen te r  membership a p p e a r s  t o  fo l low 
an i n v e r s e  o r d e r ;  t h a t  is, o t l i e r  memberships seem most l i k c l y  t o  be an 
a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  X e n t e r  membership i n  6t l ler  West t0wns.l l e a s t  l f k e l y  t o  be 
an a l t e r n a t i v e  i n  t h e  Core,  and Eas t  towis  a r e  i n t e r m e d i a t e ,  buc c l o s e r  
t o  the  Core i n  t h i s  r c s p c c t .  

we a l s o  asked  responden ts  wliy thcy  d i d  o r  d id  no t  helong t o  t h e  Cen te r ,  
and t h e i r  answers h e l p  t o  c l a r i f y  t h e  emerging p a t t e r n s . 2  We begin  by look- 
ing  a t  members' most impor tan t  r e a s o n s  f o r  belonging,  d i v i d i n g  respondents  
i n t o  t h e  fame t l i r ee  g e o g r a p h i c a l  a r e a s .  The r e s u l t s  a r e  summarized i n  t a b l e  
th ree .  

TABLE TllREE 

Members' Hos t  Impor tan t  Reason f o r  Belonging 

Reason Core X Eas t  X Other  West X 

To s u p p o r t  t h e  C e n t e r  33 2 5 38 
A t h l e t i c  f a c i l i t i e s  25 38 6 2 
C l a s s e s  o r  groups  ( f o r  s e l f )  15 0 0 
C h i l d r e n ' s  programs 12 32 0 
For Jewish e x p e r i e n c e s  6 6 0 
0 t h e r  9 0 0 

A c l e a r  and c o l l s i s t e n t  d i f f e r e n c e  among a r e a s  l i e s  i n  t h e  p e r c e n t  of 
members who c o n s i d e r  t h e  C e n t e r ' s  a t h l e t i c  f a c i l i t i e s  t h e i r  major reason  
f o r  j o i n i n g  t h e  C e n t e r .  I t  is h i g h e s t ,  by f a t ,  i n  non-core v e s t  towns 
where membership i n  o t h e r  f a c i l i t i e s  is  a l s o  most l i k e l y .  t o  c o n f l i c t  w i t h  
Cen te r  membership. These  f i n d i n g s  may i n d i c a t e  t h a t  people  i n  non-core 
west  towns are e s p e r : i a l l y  l i k e l y  to t a k e  a n  " ins t rumental"  v iew of t h e  
Cen te r ,  f o c u s i n g  upon its r e l a t i v e  a d v a n t a g e s  o r  d i s a d v a n t a g e s  p r i m a r i l y  
as a a t h l e t i c  f a c i l i t y .  

We have n o t  y e t  examined t h e  o t h e r  s i d e  of t h e  c o i n  though, namely, 
why p e o p l e  s a y  t h e y  d o  n o t  belong to  t h e  Center .  These r e a s o n s ,  w i t h i n  
t h e  same t h r e e  a r e a s .  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  i n  t a b l e  four .3  

h i t h i n  t h e  o t h e r  Wrst a r e a ,  i t  is t h e  South-West sub-area (New B r i t a i n ,  
Nevington, Rocky Hi13 and Wethersf i e l d )  i n  which t h e r e  seems t o  be  t h e  
g r e a t e s t  c o n f l i c t  between membership i n  o t h e r  f a c i l i t i e s  and C e n t e r  mem- 
b e r s h i p .  I n  t h i s  sub-area .  3X of t h o s e  who belong t o  o t h e r  f a c i l i t i e s  a l s o  
belong t o  t h e  C e n t e r  compared t o  44% wlro d o  n o t  a l s o  belong t o  t h e  Cen te r .  

2 ~ h o s e  who were members were asked  to i n d i c a t e  tlre most i m p o r t a n t  r eason  
f o r  belonging.  Non-members w e r e . a s k e d  t h e  most impor tan t  r e a s o n  f o r  n o t  
belonging.  

(1 
)After t h i s  list of  r e a s o n s  was r e a d  to responden ts ,  i n t e r v i e w e r s  asked ,  or 
have you never  thougltt a b o u t  j o i n i n  t h e  Center."  About o n e - t h i r d  of  a l l  non- 
members c la imed never  to  have thought  a b o u t  i t .  Because t h i s  r e s p o n s e  o f f e r s  
l i t t l e  s u b s t a n t i v e  I n f o r m a t i o n ,  i t  has been excluded from t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  
i n  t a b l e s  4 and 6. 



TABLE FOUR 

No~r-Members' Most Important Reason f o r  not Belonging 
i 

Reason Cora Z -- East X -- -- Other West X 

Location 12 75 79 
Hours 5 0 6 
Pol ic ies  12 0 1 i 

Membership Fees 26 2 5 6 
F a c i l i t i e s  12 0 / 1 
No t i m e  8 0 2 
Other 26 0 4 

Outside of tlre core a r e a  i t  seems clear that  locat ion is the overwhelming 
reason f o r  not joining the Center (among people who have ever thought about 
joining .) 

. Reasons f o r  not  joining may, however, vary according t o  peoples' re- 
l a t i v e  aff luence o r  the  presence'of young ch i ld ren  i n ' t h e i r  household. In  
t a b l e  f i v e  we re-examine non-members' reasons f o r  oo t  joining according t o  
whether any adu l t  i n  the  household ( typ ica l ly  a spouse) is i n  a profession- 
a l  occupation (as an ind ica to r  of af f luence)  and whether there  are ch i ld ren  
under 10 pears i n  the household. 

TABLE FIVE 

Affluence and Children Among Non-Hembers 

In the  Core Area I n  the  East Area. I n  Other West 
Reason - A l l  U O  Prof CL0 Prof A l l  110  Prof - 
Location 12 8 22 75 68 100 79 86 95 
Hours 5 7 10  0 11 0 6 0 0 
Po l i c ies  1 2  24 22 0 0 0 1 4  0 
Membership f e e s  26 50 25 25 16 0 6 0 0 
F a c i l i t i e s  12  0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 
No time 8 11 14 0 S 0 2 ' 3  0 
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TABLE SLX 

Reasons 

- Af I lucnce  and child re^^ Among b l c ~ b e r s  

I n  t he  Core Area In t l ~ e  Fas t  Area In  t l ~ e l  O t l ~ e r  West 
A I L  1 0  Prof A l l  5.0- Prof hl_l 610 Prof .. - -- -- 

To suppor t  Center  12 4 33 25 28 0 38 39 14 
Atl r le t ic  f a c i l i t i e s  25 44 36 38 14 33 62 61  86 
Classes  o r  groups 15 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Children 's  programs 33 43 20 32 58 67 0 0 O >  
Jewish expe r i ence  6 2 8 6 0 0 0 0 0 .  
Other 9 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 . '  

The d a t a  i n  t a b l e  s i x  p o i n t  (again) t o  what ha s  been prev ious ly  descr ibed  
as the  i n s t rumen ta l  view of  t h e  Center ,  focusing upon a t h l e t i c  facilities, 
on t h e  p a r t  ~f r e s i d e n t s  of  non-core west  t o m s .  I n  {he Core and East towns, 
t a b l e  s i x  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  o h i l d r e n ' s  programs are, as w u l d  be expected, a n  
important  reason  f o r  j o i n i n g  among f a m i l i e s  wi th  young c h i l d r e n .  
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