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FOREWORD 
 
The best estimate for the number of Jews globally for 2010 is just over thirteen 
point four million, one in every five hundred and ten people on the planet. This 
carefully calculated figure positively reports an increase over the 2009 number 
but negatively indicates a growth rate about half that of the general world 
population.    Jewry is overwhelmingly urbanized and becoming ever more 
centralized in a smaller number of cities: ninety five percent of Jews now reside in 
ten cities; more than half of all Jews live in just five metropolitan areas - Tel Aviv, 
New York, Jerusalem, Los Angeles, and Haifa; and, more than four out of five Jews 
live in just two countries, Israel and the U.S. with this percentage still rising. 
Almost all other countries have diminishing Jewish populations with a few notable 
exceptions due to immigration, including Canada and Australia. Jewish 
immigration is also significant from South and Central America to the U.S. and 
Canada. Jewry is not only urbanized but nearly nine out of ten Jews live in leading 
economy G8 countries, where Jews are highly educated and the majority are 
engaged in the professions and business. 
 
The most significant shift in recent years, as reflected as a focus in the 
demographic literature, is the largest Jewish centre becoming Israel, with five 
point seven million Jews, that is over forty-two percent of world Jewry, rather 
than the U.S. , with just under forty percent, or something over five and a quarter 
million people.  The trends are also significant with Israeli numbers continuing to 
rise due to higher birth rates (two point nine children to each Jewish woman in 
2009) and a lower average age, while the American population figure, having 
reached a peak around 1990, has been steadily declining since then, due to an 
aging population, assimilation and intermarriage without raising Jewish children.   
While Jews are still moving to live in Israel a relatively small but growing number 
are leaving Israel, returning to the countries of the former Soviet Union , moving 
to the U.S. and European centres, and a tiny number to Australia, New Zealand 
and other places. Intermarriage is low in Israel, around five percent, reflecting the 
increasing diversity of Israel's population with the number of conversions to 
Judaism increasing, particularly under the auspices of the Israel Defence Force 
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programmes. The number of Jewish families globally that include those that have 
converted to Judaism is increasingly significantly and this is reflected in the 
growing importance of the political debates in Israel over Jewish identity and the 
impact these have in the Diaspora.  
 
The global intermarriage rate is around a quarter, with the Diaspora figure, at 
something over forty percent. It is highest in the countries of the former Soviet 
Union, Eastern Europe, Germany and Austria and lowest in Iran, Mexico, China 
and Gibraltar.  The New Zealand figure, estimated at between a quarter and a 
third, is similar to that of Australia and Canada. The intermarriage rate for the U.S. 
is between forty five and fifty five percent and according to many studies is rising.  
The Jewish Diaspora population is aging, raising concerns about adequate 
provision and support for the elderly in many communities. Jewish education in 
the Diaspora is an important vehicle for fostering identity and institutional 
affiliation. The Jewish day school movement, primary and secondary, plays a 
major role in the U.S., Canada, the U.K. and Australia in promoting Jewish identity 
and a Jewish social life. The Hillel system at colleges and universities also creates a 
focus for young Jews while providing accommodation, kosher food and other 
religious facilities. The years of tertiary study are a crucial period when lifelong 
alliances and relationships are forged.  The number of Jews who receive no Jewish 
education is increasing throughout the Diaspora and educational provision 
particularly for the young is an urgent priority in most Jewish communities.  
 
In both Israel and the Diaspora, Orthodox Jewish numbers are growing at a 
notably faster rate than for other sectors of Jewry. This is largely due to 
considerably higher birth rates and lower levels of assimilation. This had led to 
some commentators to speculate about the potential future domination of this 
sector. At present these increases are from a low base and the Orthodox 
communities are also experiencing dynamic changes that are hard to fully predict.  
The last few years have witnessed a heightened concern about changing Diaspora 
relations with Israel, the so-called 'distancing hypothesis'. The academic evidence 
as opposed to journalistic comment suggests that this is a factor but not 
necessarily a major concern.  
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Reports indicate that there is an increase in anti-Semitic incidents across the 
Diaspora, particularly in relation to university and college campuses, the growth 
of conspiracy theories involving Jews and in the number of anti-Semitic attacks on 
Jews. Also, anti-immigration and anti-Islamic movements tend not to be any more 
hospitable to Jews than they are to other 'outsiders'.   
 
How does the New Zealand Jewish community compare to this global overview? 
JSURVEY08 indicates that while many of the issues and concerns of the New 
Zealand Jewish community are shared with communities across the Jewish world, 
New Zealand also has its own specific resonances and profile. This important 
survey of New Zealand Jewry shows the strength of the Jewish community with 
more than four out of five reporting that their Jewish identity is central or 
important in their lives, and three out of five feeling connected to the Jewish life 
in their city. This is significantly higher than across the smaller communities of the 
Diaspora. More than seven out of ten New Zealand Jews also indentify positively 
as New Zealanders although a majority have experienced antisemitism personally 
in the last twelve months; and, nine out of ten regard themselves as Zionists, with 
a majority expressing high levels of concern for Israel's security and three-
quarters having been to Israel. The majority of the community express their 
Jewishness religiously with more than a quarter attending synagogue once a 
month, over three quarters observing some dietary restrictions, and the majority 
celebrating Shabbat every, or most, weeks. In addition, more than two thirds 
attend a Seder night and fast on Yom Kippur. These figures are comparatively high 
for the Diaspora. Religiously New Zealand Jewry is diverse with the majority split 
between the Orthodox and Progressive communities and a small number of 
'secular Jews'. Generally Jewish communal activities and causes are supported 
and the majority feel supported by the services and facilities offered by the 
community. The need for more volunteers is noted as is additional support for 
newcomers to New Zealand. 
 
The changing nature of the Jewish community is reflected in the patterns of 
Jewish immigration and the different integration experiences of different migrant 
groups. In recent decades the community has welcomed Jews from around the 
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world, especially from South Africa, the US, and Israel. Each of these has 
experienced challenges in settling in their new home and has had their impact on 
communal life. For example, South African Jews have settled almost exclusively in 
Auckland, with a smaller number in Wellington and have added to the numbers of 
the Orthodox and observant, while Israeli and American Jews have settled in the 
cities and in smaller centres around the country. South Africans tend to have 
higher expectations of Jewish communal services. Emigrants too, while not 
directly reflected in this Survey turn up in Australia, and to a lesser extent in 
Israel, impacting negatively on Orthodox and communally committed Jewish 
numbers here in New Zealand.   
 
Like much of the Diaspora Jewish community, New Zealand Jewry as a whole is 
aging, raising the issue of aged care as a present and future priority. As in New 
Zealand, Jewry globally is increasingly well educated and represented in the 
professions and in commerce.  Most see themselves as being comfortable rather 
than well off and there is a small number of Jews who consider themselves as 
poor and who are unemployed. Most report that they are happy and content. 
Jewish education is a priority concern as is the number of young Jews without 
communal connections. There are Jewish day schools only in Auckland and 
Wellington but in both cases only a small minority of Jewish children attend. This 
marks off New Zealand from the broad day school offerings in Australia, U.K., 
Canada and the U.S. A growing number of New Zealand Jewish children do not 
attend Jewish Sunday schools although the Jewish youth groups are generally 
very active with more than half of Jews having attended and a third going for five 
or more years. Approximately six out of ten children have a Bar or Bat Mitzvah. 
Assimilation and intermarriage are felt to be significant issues to be considered in 
relation to the future and the needs of youth and families are recognized as 
factors that need to be addressed as part of planning for the future.   
 
Many of the issues facing New Zealand Jews are shared with Jews around the 
world. While in New Zealand the vast majority of Jews live in the Auckland and 
Wellington urban centres, so world Jewry is increasingly urbanized with more 
than four out of five live in just five cities located in just two countries. Globally, 
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the number of Jews is shrinking due to assimilation, intermarriage without the 
maintenance of Jewish identity and practice, and comparatively overall low birth 
rates; and the balance between the American and Israeli Jewish populations is 
changing in favour of Israel. Smaller centres, such as New Zealand are declining in 
favour of larger cities across the Jewish world.  
 
In summary, JSURVEY08 indicates that the New Zealand Jewish Community 
continues to both survive and to thrive and this report will provide invaluable 
information for future planning by New Zealand Jews. 
 
 
Paul Morris 
Professor, Religious Studies 
Victoria University of Wellington 
Wellington, New Zealand 
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PREFACE 
 
We are deeply indebted to the work of the B'nai B'rith Survey Committee in 
producing such a comprehensive and detailed report .The variety of the questions 
asked in the survey means we now have a very full understanding of the 
background information of the respondents and we also have a thorough 
knowledge of their views on numerous Jewish issues. 
 
This report sets out to find out much information needed to form conclusions 
about our Jewish community in New Zealand. In order to achieve this, it was 
necessary to be able to quantify information and the respondent’s views on the 
issues which matter. The tables and graphs used can be very easily understood. 
The conclusions which then follow are logical. 
 
The issues looked at have much relevance to ordinary Jewish New Zealanders. 
Education, identity, services, areas of need, youth and the future are important to 
all of us. In each of these ,this report gives a thorough analysis. 
 
As we plan for the future for the future for our community, we need to bear in 
mind the important conclusions this report provides. As always money for 
community projects is tight and therefore this survey report will help us establish 
our priorities needed. This way, our money and resources generally can be 
focused into those areas where they will be most productive for as many Jewish 
people in New Zealand as possible. I commend this report to you 
 
 
 
Stephen Scher 
President 
B’nai B’rith Auckland 
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INTRODUCTION 
In 2008, B’nai B’rith Auckland, in 
collaboration with the Australian Centre 
for Jewish Civilization at Monash 
University, conducted a survey of the New 
Zealand and Australian Jewish 
communities. The project enjoyed the 
support of the Boards of all the Jewish 
congregations throughout New Zealand. 
In addition, most organization and non-
affiliated groups, which represented the 
New Zealand Jewish population, 
contributed. 
 

The objective of the survey is to establish a better understanding of the views and 
needs of Jews in Australia and New Zealand, including: 
 

• the experience of Jewish (and non-Jewish) education; 
• the constant and changing elements in Jewish identity; 
• the views of Jewish communities on the issues they see as of greatest 

priority; 
• the views of Jewish communities on the services provided by communal 

organizations; 
• the views of Jewish communities on areas of need in the community; 
• the challenges facing families, and Jewish youth; 
• the outlook for the future. 

 
The material published here will provide information for better planning, funding 
and resourcing as well as help New Zealand Jewish communities to understand 
the specific challenges we face for the future. It is vital research for Jewish 
continuity. There is slight variation in totals because not all questions were 
answered by all the respondents. 
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Michael Steinhardt, in explaining his decision to donate $12 million to establish a 
research institute at Brandeis University in the United States said: 
 

I have always relied on research, analysis and measurement, when weighing 
various investment opportunities. Substantive, accurate data is even more 
important for the Jewish community. 

 
This publication contains the results of the survey conducted from spring 2008 to 
summer 2009. It contains basic demographic features: the birthplace of those 
surveyed and migration patterns; occupation, employment and education. All 
these aspects provide a snapshot of the community that can be compared with 
the general population and that of the Australian Jewish community.  
 
There are sections on Jewish education, identity, customs and observance. There 
is also material on Israel connectiveness, current community issues and services. 
Finally, issues of importance for the future and attitudes towards them are 
covered. All this is an information resource from which the Jewish communities 
can plan the uses of its human capital, facilities and resources. As well, 
information from Wellington Jewry 1983 and Jewry on the Move, surveys of the 
Wellington community in 1983, and the upper North Island in 1996 have been 
integrated in to track trends.   
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
In 2008, B’nai B’rith Auckland, in collaboration 
with the Australian Centre for Jewish 
Civilization at Monash University, conducted a 
survey of the New Zealand and Australian 
Jewish communities. The objective of the 
survey is to establish a better understanding of 
the views and needs of Jews in Australia and 
New Zealand. The information provides for 
better planning, funding and resourcing as well 
as help for New Zealand Jewish communities 
to understand the specific challenges we face 
for the future. It is vital for Jewish continuity in 
New Zealand. 

 
New Zealand Jewry is an ageing population 
 

• Almost half of those surveyed were over 55 and this reflects trends 
detected in earlier surveys. 

• There has been a stepwise migration to New Zealand with grandparents 
born in Eastern Europe/FSU, parents in the UK and the current generation 
in New Zealand, although migration from South Africa, Israel and USA has 
been important recently.  

• There is a dominance of white collar workers, especially professionals. 
 

High levels of formal education are typical in New Zealand 
 

• Two thirds of those surveyed in New Zealand had a university degree 
compared with half in Australia. This demonstrates an increasing trend 
compared with the early surveys. Post-graduates degrees were achieved by 
more than a third.  
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• Those participating in formal Jewish education were lower than in the 
earlier surveys. Only about a third were involved in formal education of 5 
years or more.  

• About sixty percent had a Bar/Bat Mitzvah repeats the results of earlier 
surveys. 

 
Significant numbers regard their Jewish identity as central to their life 
 

• New Zealand Jews strongly identify through either ethnic or religious 
affiliation with very significant numbers observing Pesach, Yom Kippur and 
Friday night Sabbath. This observance has increased in recent times. 

• There has been a decrease in those that are secular, with an increase in 
Progressive Jewry.  

• Larger proportions in Australia are Orthodox compared with Zealand.  
 
Very significant numbers support Israel 
 

• Over ninety percent regarded themselves as Zionist, with three-quarters 
strongly concerned should Israel be in danger. 

• Three quarters had visited Israel, with almost two-thirds having family in 
Israel.  

• Given the remoteness of New Zealand from Israel, connectivity is strong. 
 
Jewish youth and frail elderly should receive the highest priority for community 
services 
 

• In small communities, such as in New Zealand, youth programs are vitally 
important for establishing continuity and Jewish identity. Respondents felt 
that social programs with an emphasis on networking should receive 
priority. 

• Frail elderly should be provided with networking opportunities as part of 
community-based social programmes. 
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• Support for newly arrived immigrants is now more important. 
• Opportunities for community based financial advisory services and welfare 

support are becoming important for the small group that are genuinely 
poor and a slightly larger group just making ends meet. 

 
Being Jewish is vitally important 
 

• Critically important in the community is marriage as a way of ensuring the 
continuity of traditions, the use of Hebrew and the development of social 
networks amongst children. 

• The majority are welcoming of intermarried couples. 
• Strong social networks and connections have been developed with the 

wider community compared with those in Australia.  New Zealand Jews are 
very active in non-Jewish organisations.  

• A very high proportion of New Zealand Jews did not consider anti-Semitism 
as a serious issue – significantly higher than in Australia. 

 
 
 
 
  



 

14 
 

AGE/GENDER 
 
The New Zealand respondents were skewed towards the 
older age groups with almost half over the age of 55, 
especially in Wellington and other centres. But the 
distribution between the centres was much the same, 
with only modest numbers answering the questionnaire 
from the 18 to 34 group. The gender split overall 
favoured males (52.4% vs 47.6%) with only those 
answering from non-Auckland/Wellington locations 
favouring female respondents. 
 
 
 

 
Age of Respondents 

Years Auckland 
% 

Wellington 
% 

Other 
% 

Total 
% 

18-34 12.7 15.0 11.6 13.4 
35-54 48.1 35.6 37.7 39.8 
55+ 39.2 54.4 50.7 46.9 
Total 181 147 69 397 

 

Partners/Families 
 
There was significant variation in who answered the questionnaire in terms of 
whether the respondent had a partner: nearly three-quarters of Auckland 
respondents had partners and over 80 percent of those from other centres, but 
less than 60 percent of Wellington respondents had partners. It is hard to explain 
this variation but it does need to be borne in mind when considering the answers 
to questions about familial activities and whether those answering had families 
and children. 
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Do You Have a Partner? 

 Auckland 
% 

Wellington 
% 

Other 
% 

Total 
% 

Yes  72.9 58.3 81.3 73.1 
No 27.1 41.7 18.7 26.9 
Total  192 72 134 398 

 

In terms of children, 70 and 79 percent of those answering from Auckland and 
other centres had children, while the figure for Wellington was 59 percent. In 
terms of those who did have children, three-quarters had 2 or 3 children, 
mirroring the normal pattern of other New Zealanders. There was no significant 
variation between the centres. It was also not clear at what stage the respondent 
was in terms of family formation so that having only one child might simply reflect 
the age and stage of the respondent.  
 
Children 

 Auckland 
% 

Wellington 
% 

Other 
% 

Total 
% 

Yes 70.2 59.2 79.1 71.2 
No 29.8 40.8 20.9 28.8 
Total 191 71 134 396 
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Number of Children 

 Auckland 
% 

Wellington 
% 

Other 
% 

Total 
% 

1 13.3 20.9 20.8 17.3 
2 45.2 39.5 50.9 46.5 
3 35.6 30.2 22.6 29.9 
4 3.0 7.0 2.8 3.5 
5 0 2.3 1.9 1.1 
6+ 2.2 0 0.9 1.4 
Other 0.7 0 0 0.4 
Total 135 43 106 284 

 
 
Country of Birth and Residency 
 
Previous surveys of the New Zealand Jewish community have indicated that there 
is often a step migration process, with grandparents born in Eastern Europe and 
the former Soviet Union (FSU), parents being born in the UK and then those 
answering the survey having been born in New Zealand. There is still some 
evidence of this, although the questions did not ask about the place of birth of 
parents and grandparents. But what has significantly changed is that South Africa, 
the USA and Israel are and now important birthplaces of respondents. This 
reflects the pattern of immigration of the last two decades. The UK is still quite 
important (12%) as a birthplace but aside from New Zealand (the birthplace of 
more than a third of respondents), the next important birthplaces are (in rank 
order): South Africa (13.6%), USA (13.4%), UK (11.9%), Other (8.4%), and Israel 
(8.3%). South African respondents were, by far, the most likely to be living in 
Auckland, former Americans in centres other than Auckland/Wellington, as were 
former Israelis and British-born.  
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Country of Birth 

 Auckland 
% 

Wellington 
% 

Other 
% 

Total 
% 

New Zealand 37.2 51.4 24.6 35.4 
UK 11.5 7.1 14.9 11.9 
Former USSR 1.6 2.9 2.2 2.0 
South Africa 21.5 7.1 6.0 13.6 
Israel 7.3 7.1 10.4 8.3 
Poland 0.5 0 0 0.3 
USA 5.8 12.9 24.6 13.4 
Australia 1.6 1.4 1.5 1.5 
Other  7.9 8.6 9.0 8.4 
Refused to answer 0.5 0 0 0.3 
Total 191 70 134 395 

 
 
When asked whether they had lived in another country, apart from New Zealand 
and their country of birth, it appears that in all centres, most were likely to have 
lived in the UK, with smaller but still significant numbers having lived in Israel and 
South Africa before on-migrating to New Zealand. The only other country to 
provide a former location was the USA. This suggests some significant mobility 
with Israel, the USA and South Africa joining the UK as important source 
countries.  
 
In terms of internal mobility, almost two-thirds have not lived in other parts of 
New Zealand. Once here, or having been born in New Zealand, most are likely to 
stay in one particular place. This was particular true for Auckland and given that 
two-thirds of the respondents had migrated to New Zealand from elsewhere, it 
suggests that they tend to stay where they have initially settled. This is obviously 
reinforced by those born in New Zealand. That said, more than 40 percent of 
those living in Wellington and other centres had lived elsewhere in New Zealand 
at some point. 
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Occupation and Employment Status 
 
The most significant occupational group of those responding was that of 
“professional” with “retiree” next in importance followed by “student” and 
“business owner”. If those who are business owners, directors, managers and 
professionals are added together, then they make up almost half of all 
respondents. There were few “blue collar” respondents.  
 
Current Occupation 

 Auckland 
% 

Wellington 
% 

Other 
% 

Total 
% 

Business Owner 12.2 5.6 14.8 11.9 
Director 2.6 1.4 0 1.5 
Manager 11.1 1.4 3.7 6.8 
Professional 23.8 32.4 25.9 26.1 
Technical/Trade 2. 1.4 3.0 2.3 
Community/Personal Service 
Worker 

2.1 2.8 2.2 2.3 

Clerical/Admin Sales 1.6 2.8 0.7 1.5 
Machinery Operator 1.5 1.0 3.0 0.3 
Labourer 0 1.4 1.5 0.8 
Student 14.3 14.1 11.9 13.4 
Retiree 13.2 16.9 19.3 15.9 
Home Duties 2.6 2.8 5.2 3.5 
Other 10.1 15.5 7.4 10.1 
Decline to Answer 1.6 0 1.5 1.3 
Total 189 71 135 395 

 
However, in terms of employment status, the numbers who were in non-standard 
employment contracts (such as casual and part-time) provided about 17 percent 
of respondents while 4.5 percent were unemployed and looking for work. The 
latter were most likely to be in Auckland and Wellington. Elsewhere, the numbers 
employed full-time (40 percent plus) were similar in all centres and retired made 
up 13 to 17 percent of respondents, depending on the location of those 
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answering the survey. There were a surprisingly high 5.6 percent who declined to 
reply or said “don’t know”. 
 
Employment Status 

 Auckland 
% 

Wellington 
% 

Other 
% 

Total 
% 

Employed Full-Time 44.0 40.3 40.0 42.0 
Employed Part-Time 15.7 15.3 10.4 13.8 
Employed Casual 1.6 5.6 5.2 3.5 
Unemployed/Looking for Work 6.3 8.3 0 4.5 
Unemployed/Not Looking for Work 1.0 0 0 0.5 
Home Duties 2.6 2.8 8.9 4.8 
Student 6.8 6.9 11.9 8.5 
Retired 13.1 15.3 17.0 14.8 
Unable to Work (Disability) 0.5 1.4 0 0.5 
Don’t Know/Decline to Answer 6.8 2.8 5.2 5.6 
Total 191 72 135 398 

 
The respondents were skewed towards professional and managerial occupations 
and mostly full-time workers or retirees. There was a mix of other occupations 
and those in various employment positions but the numbers were low. 
 
Conclusions 
 
Three-quarters those responding had 2 or 3 children which reflect the normal 
pattern of other New Zealanders; however the age distribution was significantly 
elderly compared with the general population. This mirrors the results from early 
surveys. The step migration process with generations born in Eastern Europe and 
the FSU, then UK, then New Zealand is still apparent. But there is a significant 
change with those born in South Africa, the USA and Israel being important 
birthplaces of respondents – reflecting immigration patterns in the 1990s and 
2000s. Internal mobility within New Zealand was low compared with the general 
population. Almost half were ‘White collar’ workers with few blue collar workers, 
and the higher numbers of those retired, compared with the general population.    
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EDUCATION 
 

The survey sought information 
about the levels of education of the 
New Zealand Jewish community 
and, following that, some of the 
perceived needs of that 
community, especially in Jewish 
education. The education profile of 
the community and its needs was 
considered as an important area to 
be covered as part of this survey.  

 
Educational Qualifications 
 
Highest Level of Formal Education 
 
One characteristic of the Australasian communities was a high level of tertiary 
achievement. In New Zealand communities, those who did not have a tertiary 
qualification represented 14.3 percent or less of those surveyed, compared with 
17.2 percent in Australia. In New Zealand, two-thirds (66.5%) had a university 
degree – this showed some regional variation with 50.0 percent in Auckland and 
64.4 percent in Wellington. This was higher than Australia overall where 51.3 
percent of the respondents had a university degree.  
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Education  
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
NZ total 

% 
Primary school 0.6 - - - - 
School certificate/NCEA 3.1 0.5 4.3 0.0 1.0 
Completed high school 13.5 8.9 10.0 3.0 7.1 
Bachelor degree 30.0 27.4 32.9 47.7 33.4 
Masters degree 19.6 17.9 27.2 20.5 27.0 
Ph D degree 1.7 4.7 4.3 9.1 6.1 
Trade or apprenticeship 4.8 2.1 1.4 3.0 2.3 
Diploma 12.2 5.3 5.7 4.5 5.1 

 

 
 
In the 1996, Auckland survey of those that had completed tertiary qualifications, 
57.9 percent had university degrees. These figures compared with 22.6 percent 
for Wellington in 1983. Over the twenty-five years that have elapsed between the 
three surveys, the emphasis on tertiary qualifications has increased. The effect 
can be seen in the 1990s and then it plateaus in the first decade of the 21st 
century. It is of note that the numbers achieving university qualifications, 
especially at the post-graduate level (33.1%) is very high compared with the 
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general population, and higher in Wellington than Auckland. Nationally, New 
Zealand is higher than Australia, although Auckland is comparable with Australia.  
 
Within New Zealand, the main benefits of the Jewish day school system were 
perceived to be overwhelmingly to enhance Jewish identity (81%), then 
encouragement of Jewish friendship (63%) and Hebrew knowledge (59%). 
Disadvantages were seen in the separation of Jewish pupils from other New 
Zealanders (42%) and the lack of sports or other extracurricular activities (28%).   
 
Jewish Education 
 
The questions concerning Jewish education began by asking about Jewish day 
school attendance and the number of years of attendance. Not surprisingly, only 
10.5 percent in Auckland and 15.2 percent in Wellington had some years of 
Jewish day school education, with the New Zealand total of 9.0 percent. This 
compares with 32.5 percent in Australia. New Zealand has only two Jewish day 
schools for primary education only – one in Auckland and the other in Wellington, 
so the opportunities are rather limited and do incur costs compared with the free 
state system, although the costs were not a concern for 64 percent of those 
surveyed. Questions also concerned other forms of Jewish education, being a 
Jewish Sunday school, or more informally, from Jewish youth groups.  
 
Formal Jewish Education 
 
Jewish Sunday school education is offered in larger New Zealand centres. 
Between the earlier surveys, there has been a large increase in those who did not 
attend, jumping from 17 percent to 47 percent (Auckland 37%, Wellington 44%). 
Of those that did attend, more than 3 years was the norm. The trend to non-
attendance after 2000 is of concern.   
  
  



 

23 
 

Jewish Sunday School Education 
 

 
 
No. of Years Auckland 

% 
Wellington 
% 

Other 
% 

NZ  
% 

Auckland 
1996 % 

Wellington 
1983 % 

Up to 1 1.6 7.0 2.2 2.8 6.1  
1-2 10.9 4.2 4.5 4.5 7.6 11.7 
3-5 18.8 7.0 9.0 13.4 26.5 34.8 
More than 5 31.8 21.6 21.6 29.5 42.8 36.6 
Did not attend 37.0 43.7 62.7 46.9 17.0 16.7 

 
Informal Community Jewish Education 
 
This type of education is gained through participation in community life where 
informal education occurs. The youth groups in New Zealand (B’nei Akiva and 
Habonim Dror) are one important source in proving informal Jewish education. 
For New Zealand overall 46 percent of youth spent at least 3 years participating, 
and for Auckland and Wellington these percentages were 56 percent. The youth 
groups thus provide a critical source of education and Jewish identity in the New 
Zealand setting. However, this is currently limited to Auckland and Wellington. 
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Attendance of Jewish Youth Groups 
 
No. of Years Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Up to 1 5.8 12.7 1.5 5.5 
1-2 4.2 4.2 2.2 3.5 
3-5 23.0 15.5 8.1 16.6 
More than 5 32.5 31.0 23.7 29.2 
Did not attend 34.6 36.6 64.4 45.1 

 
Outside of the youth movements, 73 percent did not undertake either full or part-
time Jewish adult education, with only about a quarter having attended Jewish 
courses.  
 
A final question sought to ascertain which languages were used in the family 
home. English was the dominant language (93%), with Hebrew being used in a 
significant number of homes (15.8%). No other languages were especially 
significant in New Zealand households.  
 
Hebrew Usage and Skills 
 
On the ability to read printed Hebrew script and converse in modern Hebrew, just 
under half could read printed Hebrew in Auckland and Wellington but just over 40 
percent for New Zealand. About a quarter could converse in modern Hebrew, 
whilst close to 10 percent understood Hebrew. The number that could speak 
Yiddish was very low. As with Auckland in 1996, of those that were surveyed, the 
reading of printed Hebrew was the dominant skill.  
 
The results indicate that for some in the New Zealand community Hebrew 
continues to be important to community identity and practice. A significant 
number indicated that they can, and do, use Hebrew.      
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Hebrew Use 
 
Language Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Read Hebrew 44.5 47.3 32.1 40.8 
Speak Hebrew 23.4 26.8 26.1 26.1 
Understand Hebrew 10.0 5.6 11.9 9.8 
Speak Yiddish 1.5 1.4 0.0 2.0 

 
Language Use 
 
The first language was English for 83 percent and Hebrew for 8 percent of those 
that responded. No other languages recorded a significant percentage. For the 
parents of those that responded, English was the first language for 71 percent 
with German increasing to 8 percent and Hebrew dropping to 5 percent. For the 
grandparents’ generation, English was the first language of 51 percent, with 13 
percent identifying Yiddish as their first language and German 9 percent. Russian 
as a first language comprised 4 percent. In the home, English was used in 93 
percent of households. However, outside of Auckland and Wellington, 21 percent 
spoke Hebrew. This suggests that in the smaller New Zealand centres Israelis are 
more numerous.  
 
Language Use in Home* 
 
Language Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
English 95.8 93.0 87.8 92.6 
Russian 0.3 2.1 4.0 1.9 
Hebrew 12.4 15.3 20.9 15.8 
Yiddish 3.3 0.3 3.1 2.7 
Hungarian 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.2 
German 3.2 0.0 1.6 2.1 
Other 9.9 7.2 9.8 9.5 
*Respondents could give multiple answers 
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Conclusions 
 
The percentages in New Zealand who had participated in some type of formal 
Jewish education were lower than in the earlier surveys, and it is not clear why. It 
could reflect an ongoing trend that has seen a higher proportion of Jews born and 
growing up in New Zealand. (New Zealand has very high levels of secularization – 
in the 2006 census, 33 percent of people specified ‘no religion’ and this figure 
increases to 45 percent if those who ‘objected to stating’ or ‘not stated’ is 
included). Participation has lowered with only about a third involved in formal 
Jewish education of 5 years or more, compared with at least half in Auckland in 
1996. This was lower than in Wellington in 1983. Access to formal Jewish 
education is more difficult outside Auckland and Wellington and this is reflected 
in the lower numbers involved. 
 
The earlier surveys showed that two-thirds of the Auckland community in 1996, 
and Wellington in 1983, have had, or will have. a Bar or Bat Mitzvah. The 2008 
statistics did not differ greatly for Auckland (70%), Wellington (62%) or New 
Zealand (61%). This indicates that a considerable number had this as part of their 
education, confirming the Bar/Bat Mitzvah as central for educational and other 
reasons. The proportion is similar to Australia, where 65 percent had a Bar or Bat 
Mitzvah.  
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JEWISH IDENTITY, OBSERVANCE OF CUSTOMS AND RELIGION 
 

Several questions examined the 
observance of Jewish customs 
along with practice and identity. 
Jewish identity is of particularly 
interest, especially in the 
context of a secular society with 
a Christian heritage. The 
observance of customs and 
religious observance was rated 
by respondents, especially in 
terms of how they observed 
various laws and practices.  

Jewish Identity 
 
Of those currently surveyed, 84 percent were Jewish by birth and 14 percent had 
converted. In New Zealand, 40 percent considered themselves as Orthodox or 
Traditional, whilst 44 percent identified as Conservative or Progressive. Orthodox 
congregations only exist in Auckland and Wellington. About a third classified 
themselves as Orthodox. This is lower than in Australia where 60 percent were 
Orthodox or Traditional combined.  Those that regarded themselves as secular 
were similar in Australia and New Zealand and ranged from 17 percent to 21 
percent. This was similar to that of Auckland in 1996.  
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The higher proportions in Australia that were Orthodox/Traditional reflect the 
larger communities and the infrastructure that is available to support the 
Orthodox tradition. However, in both countries, significant numbers are secular 
indicating that they regard their identity by other than religious means.  
 
Religious Observance  
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Orthodox 24.6 30.1 15.5 6.7 19.9 
Traditional 36.3 20.4 21.1 18.5 19.9 
Conservative 3.5 8.6 7.0 12.6 9.6 
Progressive 14.0 29.0 39.4 37.0 33.5 
Secular 21.4 11.8 16.9 25.2 17.0 

 
As with the Auckland 1996 survey, how respondents explained their Jewish 
identity provided one of the most significant results. The table below shows the 
results. Jewish identity was high with about 80 percent indicating it was either a 
central or a significant part of their life. The Auckland 1996 survey found that 62 
percent regarded their identity either by ancestry or as cultural, bringing this 
broad category to 68 percent. Identification either through religious observance 
and Jewish values was lower, each being 9 percent.  
 
Importance  
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Central element of life 34.0 26.8 27.8 30.6 
Significant element of life 47.1 56.3 57.9 52.4 
Limited participation 15.2 15.5 12.0 14.2 
Little importance 3.7 1.4 2.3 2.8 
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Jewish Observance 
 
Respondents were asked to rate their present feelings in terms of religious 
observance and this was compared in the home that they grew up in.  Wellington 
and Auckland had higher percentages, Orthodox being 51 percent and 37 percent 
respectively. The highest percentages of Progressive were in the smaller centres 
(50%) which have mainly Progressive congregations available for membership. 
Wellington was relatively high with 46 percent, then Auckland at 38 percent. 
There has been a decline in those that identify as secular, especially in the 
provinces. The increase in those that identify as Progressive matches the decrease 
in those that described themselves as secular. This indicates that the offering of 
progressive options attracts those that were formally not affiliated to a 
congregation previously.  
 
These trends differ from those in Australia where Orthodoxy clearly dominates, 
and where the slight decrease in this affiliation has been matched by an increase 
in Conservative/Progressive Jewry. The secular group has remained relatively 
constant in Australia at just over 20 percent of the population. This is higher than 
the current New Zealand proportion (17%).  
 
Religious Affiliation  
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 

Present      
Orthodox/Traditional 58.2 50.5 37.1 25.2 39.5 
Conservative/Progressive 18.1 37.6 45.7 49.5 42.9 
Secular 23.7 11.8 17.1 25.2 17.1 

Home grew up in      
Orthodox/Traditional 64.9 50.0 45.7 43.9 43.4 
Conservative/Progressive 5.8 21.8 22.9 24.8 23.0 
Secular 22.0 28.2 31.4 43.2 33.7 
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Respondents were asked whether their religiosity had increased from 1996 to 
2008. In New Zealand, almost a third had become more religious, with just under 
a half about the same and about a fifth less religious. In Australia, only a fifth had 
become more observant with 60 percent staying the same and a fifth becoming 
less observant.  The New Zealand trend could be a result of South African 
immigration (assuming significant religious affiliation amongst these immigrants), 
better Jewish education and the improvement in the availability of kosher 
facilities.  
 
Religiosity  
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 
More religious 19.5 32.5 34.3 28.9 31.6 
About the same 60.8 51.3 47.1 45.2 48.5 
Less religious 15.3 14.7 15.7 17.0 15.6 
Much less religious 4.4 1.6 2.9 8.9 4.3 

 
Synagogue Attendance 
 
Twenty- eight percent attend Synagogue once a month in New Zealand and 24 
percent only for High Holy Days and for special occasions. These percentages 
varied little between Auckland, Wellington and the provinces. However, those 
that never attended was lowest in Auckland, while a fifth of the Auckland 
respondents attended once a week or more – the highest in the country.  The 
statistics show regular Synagogue attendance has increased (44% compared with 
32%) but decreased for special occasions and High Holy Days combined (24% 
compared with about 40%). High Holy Day, special occasion attendance and no 
attendance are comparatively stable. There has been an increasing trend to more 
regular Synagogue attendance between 1996 and 2008. 
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Regular Australian Synagogue attendance was significantly lower than that in New 
Zealand (32% compared with 44%), but was higher for special occasions and High 
Holy Days combined (34% compared with 24%). Australian attendance was more 
similar to that in Auckland in 1996, and Wellington in 1983.   
 
Frequency of Synagogue Attendance    
 
 Aus 

% 
Auck 

% 
Wgtn 

% 
Other 

% 
NZ 
% 

Auck 
1996 

% 

Wgtn 
1983 

% 
Never 9.5 7.3 15.5 13.5 11.0 12 10 
Special occasions only 14.1 6.9 4.2 16.5 9.6 10 8 
High holidays only 10.3 11.6 7.0 13.5 11.4 8 7 
Special occasions & high 
holidays 

33.5 25.8 25.4 21.7 24.3 38 42 

Once a month 15.9 29.4 31.0 24.2 27.9 23 24 
Once a week or more 16.7 19.0 8.5 10.6 15.8 9 10 

 
Religious Observance 
There were questions on three general areas of observance: kashrut, Shabbat and 
festivals. The results are enumerated in the tables below. The percentages are 
computed out of the total ‘Yes’ and ‘No’ responses and are compared with those 
from Auckland 1996 and Wellington 1983.  
 
Kashrut 
 
Kashrut Observance in Households Surveyed 
 
For Kashrut observance, the most practiced observance was that of keeping some 
dietary laws. Over seventy percent did so in Auckland and about half in 
Wellington and the smaller centres, with New Zealand overall at 61 percent. This 
was higher than in Australia (46%), Auckland in 1996 (57%) and Wellington in 
1983 (55%).  Eating kosher food was lower than in Australia at 6 percent for 
Auckland and 8 percent for Wellington, with none in the smaller centres, the 
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latter being a function of the availability of certified Kosher food. This was a lower 
proportion than in the earlier Auckland and Wellington surveys. However, the 
proportion that do not keep dietary laws was low in Auckland (22%) compared 
with the other centres (about 45%) and Australia (43%). The Auckland proportions 
were opposite to the trend in Wellington where Kashrut has decreased with time.  
The lower numbers eating only certified Kosher food in New Zealand reflects the 
availability and cost. However, the higher proportions keeping some of the 
dietary laws indicate a wish to follow some ethnic and religious traditions. 
 
Diet 
 
 Aus 

% 
Auck 

% 
Wgtn 

% 
Other 

% 
NZ 
% 

Auck 
1996 

% 

Wgtn 
1983 

% 
Eat only certified Kosher food 11.2 5.8 7.5 0.0 4.1 13 18 
Keep some Jewish dietary laws 46.0 72.6 47.8 53.5 61.3 57 55 
Do not keep Jewish dietary laws 42.8 22.1 44.8 46.5 34.6 30 27 
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Shabbat 
 
Friday night Sabbath observance is shown in the table below.  There were clear 
regional distinctions. Two-thirds of respondents in Auckland observed Friday night 
with their family, compared with 60 percent in the smaller centres, and just over 
40 percent in Wellington. Almost 60 percent only occasionally or never observed 
Friday night Shabbat in Wellington. This compared with a much higher proportion 
of Friday night observance in Australia, where about three-quarters of 
respondents responded that they observed Shabbat. A reason given in New 
Zealand was that those who never observe do not have family living with them in 
New Zealand. 
 
Friday Night Sabbath with your Family 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 
Every week 50.2 39.6 21.1 34.9 34.6 
Most weeks 24.0 27.2 22.5 24.8 25.6 
Occasionally 17.6 27.2 33.8 24.8 25.6 
Never 7.9 9.6 22.5 20.1 15.5 
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Festivals 
 
Passover Seder 
 

 
 
Observance of some of the major festivals was practiced by a large majority of 
households. A Seder on Passover was celebrated by about 90 percent of the 
respondents in Auckland in most years, 87 percent in smaller centres and about 
80 percent of respondents in Wellington. The Australian observance was similar 
to Auckland.  
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Fasting on Yom Kippur 
 

 
 
Fasting on Yom Kippur had lower participation, being observed in most years by 
three-quarters of respondents in Auckland, less than two-thirds in Wellington and 
about half in the smaller centres. Over two-thirds fasted on Yom Kippur in 
Australia.    
 
Conclusions 
 
About eighty percent of the respondents regarded Jewish identity as a central or 
significant element of their life.  This proportion was the same or higher for 
Pesach observance and, in Auckland, the observance of dietary laws. Two-thirds 
fasted on Yom Kippur. Friday night Sabbath was observed by sixty percent and 
about half attended Synagogue about once a month or for special occasions and 
High Holy Days. These results indicate that the majority of those surveyed in New 
Zealand as identifying strongly through ethnic or religious affiliation, as indicated 
by Pesach observance, the family festival of the year. 
 
An interesting feature was the increase in observance in recent times. At the 
same, time those that were secular have decreased with Progressive Jewry 
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increasing proportionately. Compared with Australia, those that had become 
more observant were balanced by those that had become less observant. In 
Australia, the Orthodox is the dominant group, and decreases in this faction have 
been balanced by a growth in those that are Conservative/Progressive.   
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ISRAEL CONNECTIVENESS 
Support for Israel and Zionism were raised 
in a number of questions. Involvement 
was examined at two levels: participation 
for local issues, and Israeli issues, and 
actual concern – and linkages – with 
Israel. 
 
Information on Israel 
 
Thirty-six percent of the respondents did 
not keep themselves informed on current 
affairs in Israel, whilst thirty percent kept 
themselves well informed. One-third 
followed Israeli and Jewish affairs a little. 
The principal source of information was 
through mail, e-mail and newsletters, 

then the New Zealand Jewish Chronicle (NZJC), especially in Auckland and 
Wellington where about a half used this source. Information was also gleaned in 
conversations and from Israeli sources.  The NZJC ceased publication in 2010.  
 
Main Sources of Information About the Jewish World and Israel 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
NZ Jewish Chronicle 46.6 56.8 27.7 42.1 
Local Jewish internet sites 17.6 11.8 18.4 16.8 
Other information by mail, email 
and newsletters 

68.4 61.4 50.4 61.1 

Meetings, lectures 26.3 27.2 10.0 20.9 
Anecdotal, conversations 40.2 31.4 44.1 40.5 
Israeli sources 37.7 41.4 44.0 40.5 
Overseas sources (other) 26.0 29.5 33.5 29.1 
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Zionism 
 
Almost ninety percent of those participating in the survey regarded themselves as 
Zionists. This was defined in the questionnaire as being connected to the Jewish 
people, to Jewish history, culture and beliefs, the Hebrew language and the 
Jewish homeland, Israel. The response was uniform across Australia and New 
Zealand, and did not differ despite whether centres were large or small. This 
compared with about two-thirds in Auckland in 1996 who regarded themselves as 
affiliated to Zionism.  
 
Do You Regard Yourself as a Zionist? 
 

 
 
The level of empathy for Zionism was further explored as to whether there was 
concern if international events placed Israel in danger. Three-quarters of those 
surveyed evaluated their concern as strong. As with the previous response, it was 
uniform over Australasia.  
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Concern If Israel is in Danger? 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Little 22.2 22.5 31.4 28.4 26.1 
Strong 77.8 77.5 68.6 71.6 73.9 

 
However, views differed on whether the Israeli government should dismantle 
Jewish settlements in the West Bank as part of a permanent settlement with the 
Palestinians. Forty percent supported dismantling of most of the settlements, 23 
percent some and 18 percent none. This shows, in part, a disconnect between the 
support for Zionism and the actions of the Israeli government.   
 
Differences were further illustrated in that in terms of donations in the last twelve 
months, 30 percent had given to Israeli causes (included local Jewish), 41 percent 
to local Jewish causes (includes Israeli causes), and 36 percent not to any of these.   
 
Residence If Not in New Zealand 
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 Auckland 
% 

Wellington 
% 

Other 
% 

New Zealand 
% 

Australia 44.0 30.4 31.1 37.1 
North America 8.7 21.7 11.9 12.1 
United Kingdom 9.8 4.3 12.6 9.8 
Israel 17.4 20.3 22.2 19.6 
Other 3.8 7.2 7.4 5.7 
Don’t know 16.3 15.9 14.8 15.7 

 
When asked which country residents would rather live in if they were not in New 
Zealand the greatest preference was for Australia (37 percent), especially in 
Auckland (44 percent) which was significantly higher than the other New Zealand 
centres. A fifth listed Israel as their choice, which was nationally uniform.  
 
Australia, for New Zealand Jews, offers a familiar culture and better Jewish 
infrastructure, whilst retaining the ability to keep ties with New Zealand. 
However, a fifth would consider Israel. 
 
Links to Israel 
 
Almost a quarter of New Zealand respondents had never been to Israel, which 
was significantly different to Australian respondents where only 13 percent had 
never paid Israel a visit. At the other end of the spectrum, 64 percent of 
Australians had been to Israel on two occasions or more, compared with 53 
percent of New Zealanders.  
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Visits to Israel 
 

 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 
Never 13.0 20.2 23.0 31.6 24.4 
Once 22.8 27.0 24.6 14.5 22.5 
Twice 16.9 17.4 15.4 23.1 18.9 
Three times or more 47.2 35.4 36.9 30.8 34.2 

 
Three-quarters of those surveyed in Australia had family living in Israel compared 
with 64 percent in New Zealand. However, the proportions in Auckland were the 
same as in Australia. It was only in the smaller communities of New Zealand 
where the percentages were lower at about half had family living in Israel. 
 
Family Living in Israel? 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Yes 76.2 73.2 63.2 51.2 64.2 
No 23.8 26.7 36.8 48.4 35.8 
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Conclusions 
 
In New Zealand, an active minority of those who responded keep well appraised 
of Israeli and Jewish events, and this is mainly through informal information 
sources. The support for Israel and Zionism was extremely high, with the vast 
majority concerned if Israel was in danger. The support has increased compared 
to the Auckland 1996 survey.  
 
A fifth of respondents would choose to reside in Israel if they were not in New 
Zealand. Linkages with Israel were high in that two-thirds or more had family in 
Israel and over half had visited Israel on more than one occasion. Given the 
remoteness of the New Zealand community from Israel, there was a moderately 
strong level of connectiveness.  
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COMMUNITY ISSUES AND SERVICES 
Several questions in the survey 
focused on the current community 
services offered, and sought opinions 
on the most important priorities and 
groups. It is hoped that these 
responses can assist the community 
in its planning for the future. As well, 
strengths and weaknesses of the 
community were identified. 
 
 

Strength and Weaknesses 
 
Community Strengths and Weaknesses 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 

Strengths 
    

Support in times of difficulty 29.2 39.8 22.8 29.0 
Traditions are passed from one 
generation to the next 

32.0 37.9 20.1 29.1 

Support for Israel 38.5 40.2 15.1 30.9 
Fresh ideas from new immigrants 26.0 21.7 16.0 21.9 
People are trusted 16.9 32.5 18.6 20.3 

Weaknesses 
    

Fewer volunteers 43.9 46.2 26.5 38.4 
Inadequate resources for young people 25.3 34.1 18.5 24.6 
Intermarriage and assimilation 42.6 39.9 26.3 36.6 
Weak leadership 40.6 23.0 18.5 29.9 
Division between religious and secular 
Jews 

33.1 29.3 26.0 30.0 
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Support for Israel was identified by about forty percent of respondents in 
Auckland and Wellington as a strength, and about a third in those two centres 
recognized that Jewish traditions are passed from one generation to the next and 
support in times of difficulty. About a fifth of New Zealand respondents found 
that new immigrants brought fresh ideas and that Jewish people could be trusted.  
 
Over forty percent indicated that there were now fewer volunteers, and 
intermarriage and assimilation were important weaknesses in Auckland and 
Wellington. A similar proportion identified weak leadership as an issue in 
Auckland, with about thirty percent indicating that the division between religious 
and secular members of the community was a weakness in Wellington and 
Auckland. These were also identified as issues in the smaller centres but the 
proportions were lower.   
 
Services for Groups 
 
Members of the community were asked to identify which groups in the 
community constituted higher priority groups for service provision and 
programmes. 
 
Most Important 3 Groups Identified for Jewish Community Support and Services 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 

Auckland 
1996 

% 
Older people 52.2 58.5 55.6 54.5 56 
Recently arrived immigrants 56.2 59.5 45.7 53.2 32 
People requiring financial 
assistance 

39.4 28.4 26.2 32.9 - 

Young families 35.0 34.7 28.1 32.6 - 
School children 31.9 30.4 28.8 30.6 - 
Young adults 31.4 40.6 21.6 29.8 75 
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Overwhelmingly, the most important two groups identified were older people 
and recently arrived immigrants, which was similar to the response in Auckland in 
1996. Support for those requiring financial assistance, young families, school 
children and young adults were identified by a third of the respondents. 
 
Jewish Community Services and Programs Given the Highest Priority 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 
Youth programs 77.9 69.5 61.6 70.9 
Adult education classes 56.6 65.6 51.7 56.6 
Senior citizens programs 42.4 52.4 36.1 42.1 
Event management services 16.1 13.4 11.4 14.0 

 
Youth programs which were identified as the highest priority by three-quarters in 
the Auckland survey in 1996 were seen as the highest priority by 78 percent in 
Auckland in 2008, with 70 percent of respondents in Wellington and 62 percent in 
the provinces rating this as a very high priority. Youth programs are seen as very 
important for Jewish continuity in the New Zealand situation. The other two areas 
identified were adult education classes (57%) and senior citizens programs (42%). 
The proportions were reasonably similar between Auckland, Wellington and the 
smaller communities.  
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Financial Support to Causes 
 

 
 
The table below indicates the percentage of $100 which would be given to causes. 
Highest priority is given to local Jewish causes, especially in Auckland where $55 
out of $100 would be donated. Non-Jewish and financial support for Israel is 
equal overall for New Zealand at $26 each per $100 donated, but non-Jewish 
causes support was higher in Wellington at $32/$100 donated. In New Zealand, 
two-thirds of the respondents have provided financial assistance to causes in the 
last twelve months – Aucklanders were the most generous with 80 percent having 
donated compared with 60 percent in Wellington and 50 percent in the smaller 
centres. 
 
Donations 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Local Jewish 55.0 48.4 36.4 47.8 
Non-Jewish 21.1 32.2 30.9 26.3 
Israel 24.0 19.4 32.7 26.0 
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Jewish and Non-Jewish Community Services Used in Last 5 Years 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Care services for aged 5.2 5.4 0.0 3.5 
Old people’s home 10.5 0.0 0.0 5.1 
Non-Jewish counselling 
services 8.4 11.0 7.9 8.7 

Rabbinical support 20.5 18.7 10.4 16.8 
None 62.2 64.1 72.8 66.1 
 
Over sixty percent of respondents had not used any Jewish or non-Jewish 
community services in the last five years but, of those services which were used, 
rabbinical support was used by a fifth in Auckland and Wellington and ten percent 
in other areas of New Zealand. Nine percent used non-Jewish counselling services. 
The presence of rabbinic support is probably one of the most important services 
that communities can offer, even outside Auckland and Wellington which have 
permanently located rabbis.   
 
Supportive Care Such as in-Home Support, Nursing Home Care etc Used by 
Family Members 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Mother 12.0 19.6 17.4 15.2 
Father 6.1 10.9 2.2 5.6 
Grandparent 1 17.1 15.2 21.8 18.4 
Grandparent 2 4.7 4.1 3.4 3.9 
No-one 56.3 53.9 58.5 56.6 

 
Those that required supportive care such as in-home support, nursing home care 
and other services were largely the mother’s and grandparents of the 
respondents.  
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Financial Welfare  
 
Despite three-quarters of those surveyed indicating that they were living 
comfortably sixteen percent were just getting along while about a fifth in 
Auckland, and about four percent in New Zealand, were poor. About a fifth of 
respondents in Auckland are just getting along. Compared with the house they 
grew up in, similar percentages are living comfortably but there were more that 
were prosperous and less that were poor. This indicates that poverty levels have 
increased slightly, particularly in Auckland and Wellington. 
 
Financial Circumstances 
 

 
 
This was verified in the percentages of those respondents that had to reduce the 
size of their meals because there was not enough money to buy food – 12 percent 
of respondents fell into this category. 
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Standard of Living  
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Today     
Prosperous 4.4 2.8 3.8 3.0 
Living comfortably 72.9 70.9 81.0 75.3 
Just getting along 19.9 16.7 13.2 16.4 
Poor 3.8 9.7 3.9 4.4 
House grown up in     
Prosperous 8.2 5.6 6.0 7.0 
Living comfortably 72.7 76.1 76.7 74.7 
Just getting along 15.8 15.5 12.8 14.7 
Poor 3.3 2.8 4.5 3.6 

 
Ever Reduced the Size of Meals Because of Budget in the Last Year 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
No 87.8 87.3 88.1 87.8 
1 – 10 occasions 9.1 5.6 7.4 7.9 
Over 10 occasions 3.2 7.0 4.4 4.3 

 
Future financial circumstances were a concern for 15 to 25 percent of 
respondents. This was highest in Auckland (24%) but lowest in Wellington (15%) 
and was represented by those who were not confident or very unconcerned 
whether about there would be enough income so that they have a comfortable 
retirement.  
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Confidence in Enough Income for a Comfortable Retirement 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Very confident 15.0 15.6 5.4 11.5 
Confident 38.3 34.4 55.4 43.9 
Neither 23.3 34.4 19.6 24.3 
Not confident 15.0 9.4 8.9 11.5 
Very concerned 8.3 6.3 10.0 8.8 

 
Conclusions 
 
Jewish youth and frail elderly were the two groups that the community felt should 
receive highest priority in the provision of community services. For the former, 
programs and social activities are important to network the group. In the small 
communities, youth programs are important for establishing Jewish identity and 
thus the continuance of Judaism in New Zealand. There was an emphasis on 
providing networking opportunities within the Jewish community as part of 
community-based social programmes for these two groups.   
 
Compared with Auckland in 1996, programmes to support newly arrived 
immigrants had become much more important for service provision. The 
Auckland 1996 survey identified those from South Africa who had arrived as part 
of family re-unification was the most important issue, while for those from Russia, 
employment was the significant concern.  
 
Those requiring financial assistance was a concern, and this survey has identified 
a small group that are genuinely poor, and a slightly larger group just being able 
to balance their budget. This is where there are opportunities for community-
based financial advisory services and welfare support. Significant proportions of 
those responding were not confident about their financial health for their 
retirement years. It is interesting to note that of those who donate, the 



 

51 
 

philosophy that ‘charity begins at home’ was reflected in support for local Jewish 
causes.  
 
The lack of people who were prepared to volunteer their time in support of 
community services was a big limitation, and intermarriage and assimilation are 
important issues. The division between religious and secular Jews was identified 
as an issue in both Auckland and Wellington. 
 
Finally, many in the community noted that support for Israel was high along with 
the need to provide support to community members in times of difficulty. The 
other strength was, although New Zealand Jewry is small, Jewish traditions are 
passed from one generation to the next ensuring the maintenance of a Jewish 
identity.   
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COMMUNITY ISSUES: NOW AND THE FUTURE 
 
This section canvasses a 
range of issues which are 
important for the well-being 
of the community and its 
continuance. These include 
Jewish identity, marriage and 
anti-Semitism. 
 
 

 
Jewish Identity 
 
About 80 percent of respondents throughout New Zealand regarded Jewish 
identity as a significant element of their lives. Over sixty percent felt connected to 
Jewish life in the city they lived, and only a quarter slightly or not at all.   
 

 
 

New Zealand

Central element of life

Significant element of life

Limited participation

Little importance
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Jewish identity (apart from religious observance) is seen in terms of participation 
and involvement in Jewish functions and other Jewish organizations. Forty 
percent of New Zealanders attended social, cultural or educational functions 
regularly. This was higher in Auckland and Wellington where percentages were 
close to fifty percent. Only a quarter in the smaller centres participated regularly. 
In Australia, a third attended functions regularly.     
 
Jewish Identity 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Central element of life 34.0 26.8 27.8 30.6 
Significant element of life 47.1 56.3 57.9 52.4 
Limited participation 15.2 15.5 12.0 14.2 
Little importance 3.7 1.4 2.3 2.8 

 
Attendance of Jewish Functions Other Than Religious Functions 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Never 6.5 1.1 2.9 11.6 5.0 
Seldom 21.9 20.1 24.3 31.0 24.5 
Occasionally 40.7 31.5 24.3 31.8 30.3 
Often 19.4 29.9 27.1 14.7 24.3 
Very regularly 11.6 17.4 21.4 10.9 15.9 

 
Leisure, social and cultural organizations had the highest involvement by 
respondents at thirty percent. In Wellington, these two categories were 
particularly high with three-quarters involved. Even outside Auckland and 
Wellington, the involvement of respondents remained high.  A quarter were 
involved in education organizations.  
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 Jewish Organizations Involvement 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Cultural 28.2 40.1 22.4 28.6 
Educational 30.0 25.4 13.7 24.0 
Service/welfare 16.3 12.2 3.8 11.6 
Social/leisure 27.8 34.3 27.7 29.0 
Fund raising for Israel  10.7 4.1 8.0 8.6 

 
Marriage 
 
Marriage is important in New Zealand as it is seen as an important source of 
continuity in the small Jewish communities of the country. Forty-five percent of 
partners in New Zealand were Jewish by birth, with two-thirds in Auckland Jewish 
by birth. This is quite a change compared with the results of the survey carried 
out in Auckland in 1996, Wellington in 1983 and Australia where around 80 
percent of partners were Jewish by birth. There has been a growth in the 
percentage of partners who are Jewish by conversion (3%) or non-Jewish (31%). 
The growth of the Progressive movement in recent years allows the participation 
of non-Jewish partners in the community and this was high, especially in 
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Wellington and the smaller New Zealand centres.  This is significantly different to 
the Australian results where almost 85 percent were Jewish by birth.   
 
Is Your Partner? 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 

Auckland 
1996 

% 

Wellington 
1983 

% 
Jewish by 
birth 84.4 66.7 41.5 44.9 54.8 77 87.2 

Jewish by 
conversion 5.0 12.6 9.8 14.0 12.7 5 4.5 

 Non Jewish 10.8 20.7 48.8 31.1 32.5 18 8.3 
 
Intermarriage in the Community 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
No view 17.8 23.2 33.1 24.0 
Pleased 5.4 8.7 5.3 5.9 
Neutral 27.1 36.2 23.3 27.4 
Regretful 49.8 31.9 38.3 42.6 

 
The views of intermarriage varied between the centres. Auckland respondents 
were the most regretful about intermarriage, with half expressing regret. 
Surprisingly almost 40 percent were of this view in the small centres, compared 
with a third in Wellington. However, a third in the smaller centres had no view.  
 
Similar responses were apparent in relation to the views expressed concerning 
intermarriage of their own children.  Overall, over half were regretful about 
intermarriage but a third were accepting. Compared with the earlier surveys, 
those that were pleased had increased, as well as those who were accepting, 
except in Auckland where this category had decreased. However, the desire for 
Jewish continuity is seen in that 85 percent of respondents wanted their grand 
children to be brought up as Jews.     



 

56 
 

Intermarriage by Own Children 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 

Auckland 
1996 

% 

Wellington 
1983 

% 
Pleased 11.4 15.0 10.5 12.8 8.4 3.5 
Accepting 24.4 37.5 43.2 33.3 32.4 26.4 
Regretful 61.2 47.5 46.3 53.9 49.1 62.1 

 
Despite these wishes, over two-thirds welcomed intermarried couples. 
Frequencies were highest in the smaller centres where over eighty percent 
expressed this view and 70 percent in Wellington. Strangely, Wellington had the 
highest response of being unwelcoming with 18 percent falling into this category. 
 
How Welcomed Are Intermarried Couples 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Welcoming 55.8 69.6 83.2 66.8 
Neutral 31.4 12.5 8.4 20.8 
Unwelcoming 12.8 17.9 8.4 12.4 
 
Social Networks 
 
New Zealand Jewish communities are small and this is seen in the social networks 
of respondents.  In terms of friendships, two-thirds of respondents had friends 
who were non-Jewish. And three-quarters of those in Wellington and smaller 
centres had non-Jewish friends. In Auckland, this was lower, where over 40 
percent had mainly Jewish friends. 
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Friends that are Jewish 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Less than half 14.6 31.9 50.7 62.7 45.8 
About half 11.3 25.0 23.9 12.7 20.6 
More than half 16.4 20.7 15.5 12.7 17.0 
Nearly all 57.6 22.3 9.9 11.9 16.5 

 

 
 
These figures compare with over 70 percent of Australian respondents who had 
mainly Jewish friends.  
 
These findings were reflected in organisational involvement. About half were 
more active in Jewish organizations in Auckland and Wellington, with a quarter in 
the smaller centres. Only in the latter was participation in non-Jewish 
organizations higher. It was pleasing to see that a quarter were active in both 
Jewish and non-Jewish organizations. 
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Activity in Jewish and Non-Jewish Organizations 
 
 Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
More active Jewish 51.5 50.0 23.5 43.8 
Equal 24.7 20.5 33.3 26.0 
More active Non-Jewish 23.7 29.5 43.1 28.6 

 
About 70 percent of respondents had a strong sense of belonging to New 
Zealand. This was lower in the provincial centres.  In Australia, the sense of 
belonging was especially high with 84 percent rating it as strong. These 
sentiments were reflected in the fact that 77 percent of respondents felt that 
New Zealanders could be trusted, compared with 73 percent of those surveyed in 
Australia. 
 
Sense of Belonging to Australia or New Zealand 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 
Strong sense of belonging 84.1 72.1 72.6 65.7 70.0 
Slight sense of belonging 10.4 12.6 8.2 23.9 15.6 
Neither 3.3 4.7 6.8 2.2 4.3 
Slight sense of not 
belonging 1.4 4.7 5.5 1.5 3.8 
Strong sense of not 
belonging 0.8 5.8 6.8 6.7 6.3 

 
Anti-Semitism 
 
Over eighty percent of the New Zealand Jews surveyed regarded anti-Semitism as 
not a serious issue. The figures were regionally consistent and contrast with the 
Australian responses where over forty percent regarded it as a serious problem.  
This sense that there was little anti-Semitism in New Zealand was in spite of that 
fact that over half have personally experienced anti-Semitic incidents. The higher 
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frequency in Wellington reflected the widespread desecration of grave sites in 
cemeteries in the year the survey occurred. The incidence of anti-Semitic 
incidents personally experienced in Australia was lower. 
 
Seriousness of Anti-Semitism in Australia/New Zealand 
 

 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 
New Zealand 

% 
Very serious 5.3 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.3 
Quite serious 38.9 14.8 18.6 16.4 16.0 
Not very serious 48.1 61.9 60.0 63.2 61.9 
No problem at all 7.6 23.8 20.0 20.3 21.8 

 
Personal Experience of Anti-Semitism in the Last Twelve Months 
 
 Australia 

% 
Auckland 

% 
Wellington 

% 
Other 

% 

New 
Zealand 

% 
None 53.0 50.5 27.7 38.2 41.6 
Once or twice 37.4 43.9 44.7 52.8 47.3 
Three or four times 6.9 5.6 19.1 3.4 7.4 
Monthly or more 2.7 0.0 6.4 0.0 1.2 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

Australia Auckland Wellington Other New Zealand

Very serious

Quite serious

Not very serious

No problem at all



 

60 
 

Of those that had experienced anti-Semitism, 25 percent of these experiences 
occurred on the street, 13 percent at school and 31 percent elsewhere. The form 
anti-Semitism took included vandalism (18%), graffiti (24%), verbal abuse (44%) or 
something else (37%). 
 
Conclusions 
 
The responses on Jewish identity reinforces an enduring theme (also seen in the 
survey in Auckland in 1996) that being Jewish is vitally important although how 
this is articulated and what is important in relation to identity can and does vary. 
Critically important for the Jewish community is marriage, as this can ensure the 
continuation of traditions, the use of Hebrew, the development of the social 
networks of children, or participation in a particular congregation which can be 
made easier or harder by the choice of partner. It was interesting that the 
majority would welcome intermarried couples.  
 
New Zealand Jews, compared with their Australian counterparts, had good social 
networks and friends in the wider community. Many friendships occurred outside 
the Jewish community – the opposite of that in Australia. New Zealand Jews were 
also active in non-Jewish organizations with about half involved. Despite the 
trans-Tasman differences, Australian Jews had a strong sense of belonging in their 
country, more so than New Zealand Jews.  This might reflect wider patterns of 
loyalty and patriotism.  
 
When it came to anti-Semitism, there was a significant degree of agreement: 
most (83%) felt that it was not a serious problem in New Zealand. This was 
despite over half experiencing some form of anti-Semitism over the previous year.   
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