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The aim of this chapter is to help clarify the
meaning of ‘outlook’ from an Anglo-Jewish point
of view by defining it as a function of the
sociological categories Belief, Belonging and
Behaviour. What is it that causes respondents to
label themselves ‘secular’? What does ‘secular’ mean
to Secular respondents? To what are they attached?
What are their opinions? What do they do in the
secular and religious spheres? Moreover, what are
the differences and similarities between secular and
religious respondents?

This analysis uses the following definitions of
Belief, Belonging and Behaviour:
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· Belief: attitudes and opinions (but not faith);

· Belonging: membership, attachments,
participation and labels;

· Behaviour: actions and answers to the questions,
‘do you ever?’, ‘how often?’, ‘how much?’, ‘how
many times?’

In order to represent these three categories, questions
were subjectively selected from the questionnaire
used in the London survey, as shown in Table 15.
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Which of the three sociological categories of Belief,
Belonging and Behaviour exhibited the greatest and
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least amount of consensus (coming together)
between the four outlook types?25 The highest levels
of consensus appeared in the Belief category, that
is, respondents’ attitudes and opinions. The level of
consensus was almost as high in the Behaviour
category, which includes items actually done by
respondents. The highest level of ‘dissensus’
(segregation) was recorded in the Belonging
category, namely, the membership and attachment
patterns of respondents.
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With regard to the category of Belief, in which the
highest level of consensus was observed, opinions
converged on attitudes to volunteering and
diverged on Jewish identity (see Table 16).
Attitudes to Jewish secondary school education
were mixed but tended towards consensus,
especially regarding the importance of Jewish
studies being an available option at school and the
idea that attendance of a non-Jewish secondary
school would be acceptable if the child had
previously attended a Jewish primary school.

25 For the methodology of the Consensus-Dissensus model, see
Appendix A.
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With regard to Belonging, the category with the
lowest levels of consensus between respondents, the
only experience that the outlook groups shared was
participation in Jewish youth activities (see Table
17). There was one aspect of Jewish identity that
achieved some consensus, namely having a Jewish
religious wedding, suggesting that the institution of
Jewish marriage is still an important bonding factor
across all the various outlook types. Nonetheless,
there was ‘dissensus’ with regard to most of the
questions relating to Jewish identity, as there was to
questions relating to the synagogue and religious
practice in general.
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The category that encompassed by far the largest
number of survey questions (and therefore
statistically represents the most significant results) is
Behaviour, the extent to which respondents
participate in various Jewish and secular activities.
With regard to Behaviour, a very clear dichotomy
emerged: consensus was achieved on issues relating
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to secular and leisure activities whereas ‘dissensus’
was evident in relation to religious and communal
activities (see Table 18). So, for example, there was
a convergence with regard to donations to non-
Jewish charities, the propensity to drink or smoke,
and to do fundraising for non-Jewish charities:
roughly similar results on these questions emerged
in all the outlook groups. However, with regard to
the performance of Jewish rituals (fasting, regularly
lighting candles and synagogue attendance) and
donating to Jewish charities, divergence was
observed.
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Three categories (Belief, Belonging and Behaviour)
were used to examine the extent to which
respondents ‘matched’ each other in their responses.
In other words, where does consensus lie within the
sample? Belief items achieved the highest level of
consensus and Belonging items the lowest. What
emerges is a picture of the types of factors within
the three categories on which consensus/‘dissensus’
was most clearly observed. Basically, this meant
differentiating between religious and secular
activities.

������� 	������������������������������������������
���

susnesnocfoleveL

)elitrauqts1(susnesnochgiH

)elitrauqdn2(susnesnocwoL

)elitrauqdr3('susnessid'woL

)elitrauqht4('susnessid'hgiH

This was highlighted most clearly in the Behaviour
category, suggesting that there are two sides to
respondents’ propensity to converge or diverge. On
the one hand, there is an external (public) aspect,
which shows a general homogeneity between the
outlook groups. Behaviours tend to be conforming
and unified with regard to Jewish social activities,
to non-Jewish voluntary/social activities, and, to a
limited extent, to ‘low intensity’ Jewish religious
practices.

Across all outlook types, respondents are uniform
in social class, they tend not to smoke or drink, they
show equal propensities to do non-Jewish voluntary
work and fundraising, to watch a television
programme on a Jewish topic and so on. However,
between outlook types, the reverse is evident. When
less secular and more religious items are examined,
especially relating to Jewish ‘religious’ activities
such as keeping kosher, attending adult education
courses or donating to Jewish charities, little
consensus can be found. These ‘Jewish differences’
(‘dissensus’) seem to be uniquely about Jewish
matters; thus outlook is a predictor for items in the
specifically Jewish sphere.
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