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Some Statistical Data on Australian Jewry. 

By RABBI Dr. ISRAEL POI\USII. 

(Head before the Society, 21st December, 1953.) 
Thal the Austrcilian ,Jewish Community lrns undergone 

mighty changes, especially in the first half of the century, 
is a truism, which, as a fact, requires no elaboration. 
lJ owcYcr, the extent of this transformation and its repcr­
cnssions on the life of the community in its religious, 
dcmogrnphic and organisational fields is a study yet to be 
undertaken. Such a study would yield much interesting 
matcdal, which would help us to gauge the tendencies of 
our d('\'elopmcn t. 

'Phe S('opc of this paper, howc\'el\ is limited to a few 
aspcds, those namely whieh reflect fundamental develop­
Jn('nts inside the community. If we have chosen, for 
instance, the incidence of inter-marriage in Australian Jewry 
as one of the subjects of this study, it is because we may 
see therein a barometer of the religious strength of the 
Community. Similarly, the distribution ·of the Jewish 
population in the various States and their Capital Cities 
will gi,·e us an indication of the tendency towards concen­
tration which has been so :flagrantly manifest in recent 
decades. 

'l'he data of this paper are mostly drawn from the 
official Census Reports of Commonwealth and States, and 
from various Y car Books and records. The figures and 
the calculations based upon them are, we believe, concct, 
but the material is not always complete. Nonetheless, the 
relative deductions are quite safe. 

In all, there were five censuses since Federation-in 
1901, 1911, 1921, 1933 and 1947, though the first was still 
conduetecl by the States scparatel,-. '!'his accounts for the 
fact that the information for 1901 is not uniform in all 
States. 'l'he censuses prior lo 1901 were on a State basis, 
and not always held on the same dales. 
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All census !{twstionnaircs eont.aincd lhc item "Hcligion,·· 
but this information ,vas optional, and no pcnnlty was 
inenncd ii' omitted. Until the New South \Vales Census 
of lR-11, the division of religions in tlw rcror<ls was only 
us between "Protestants" an<l "Catholics." All other 
de11ominations were ba11dt>d together as "non-Christians" or 
in similar terms. Nonetheless, infornrntion is available' 
nhout the number of Jews in New South '\Vales in earlier 
<.fays. Tlrns, the official reeord states that tlwrc were 95 
Jews in 1828, out of a total popnlation of 36,598, i.e .. 269b; 
34:i Jews in 1833 out of a total or 60,724, i.e .. G7%; 477 
,Tews in 1836 out of 77,096, i.e .. 62%. Of the latter, 340, 
i.e. 71 %, lived in Sydney. 

Until 1921 inclusive, c••ily a small percentage availed 
itself of the right to withhold information on religion in 
the questionnaire, but at the 1933 <·ens11s it was rcsolYc<l 
to notify the public that religion 1wed not be diseloscd. 
The percentage of the omissions and the "indefinites" in 
rcganl to religion increased suddenly to some 13% in 1933, 
and in 1947 this category amotmted to nhnost 119b. If 
we, therefore, assumed that the percentage of Jewish "non­
diselosurcs" approximaled those among the Hon-Jews, we 
wonl<l have to add the respecth·c proportions to the ollicial 
/iµ;ures of the Jewish population in 1933 and 1947, viz. 13 
and 11 per cent. 

One mighi: also consider that som<• Jl"wish newcomers 
mi1,.d1t haYe failed to disclose their religion either because 
they eame, for various reasons, on non-Jewish papers, or 
because of the four that such information might be used 
against them. It is not unreasonable to assume that the 
above corrections are therPforc inade<1uatc, especially in 
relation to the census in 1947, i.e. after the beginning of 
the considerable post-war flow of Jewish migrants into 
Australia. Thus, it was estimated by an officer of the 
Executive Council of Australian Jewr,v, on the basis of 
the 1947 census, "corrected" as intimated above, and taking 
into consi<le1,.'ation the "natural increase" of the community 
and the intake of migrants according to the records of the 
Australian Jewish ,velfare Soeicty, that in 1952 Australian 
,Jcwr:v numbered over 53,000 souls, of whom some 22,000 
lh-cd in New South Wales and some 26,000 in Victoria. 

'l'ABLls A (See inset).-This table contains infor­
mation on thP absolute and rclath·c numt•l'ieal stl'ength of 
the Jewish Vommnnities in the various States aud areas 
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in the last fifly :rem·:,:;, mid, in the case of Nl'W South \Vales, 
in ilw last <·t•nt ury aml more, as rc1:orded i11 the official 
Cl•usus Beports. \Ve must leave it to the rcadc1· to draw 
lhc HN'P:-.sa1-y c·ompal'hmns and coneltrnions. Only ·a few 
1 enuu·ks · al'(' dt•rmcd necessary. 

It is noteworthy that the relative strength of Commoff 
wPalth ,Jewry in the grncral community has varied very 
little over this long period. It has approximated through­
out onl'-hal.f of one per crnt. 'l'he distribution of the 
Je\\'h;h population on•r the States shows greater variety. 

The tendency for the Jews of Australia to eonccntratc 
in the capital cities has become more and more pronounccJ 
in the course of the years. It spebks volumes that in just 
o\'cr a ccntur.v, for instance, the percentage of metropolitan 
,Jewty in New South Wall's gtew from 68 to 91. Jews in 
the country either assimilated or migrated to Sydney for 
the sake of their children. rrhe concentration reached its 
n:aximum in l\lelbonrne in the 1947 census, and there is 
little doubt that the immigration of Jews since 1947 has 
1 oil owed the same trend. V cry few of the newcomers have 
::cttkd i11 prodncial towns or rural areas. This develop­
ment is also reflt1 eted in the defunct or disappearing pro­
Yincial eongregations strewn all O\'er the Commonwealth. 

1.'hc percentage of the Jews in the capital cities is about. 
lwiec as high as gen('rally in the States of the Common· 
wealth. 

"'e haYc been able to furnish more data about New 
South ,vales because of the greater accessibility of the 
l'Peonls. But it is reasonable to assume that the con­
elnsions drawn regarding New South ,vales Jewry will 
apply equally to the communities in other States. It is 
obvious, for instance, that in the 'fifties and 'eighties of 
last century, and in the 'thirties of this century, there were 
considerable waves of Jewish immigration. The influx of 
Jewish immigrants since \Vorl<l \Var II., not yet recorded 
in censuses, was the mightiest ever. 

Victorian Jewry is, certainly since 1947, the strongest 
in the Commonwealth, both in relation to other communities 
and relative to the general population of the State. 

The data cnmneratcd in the r_]_'able concerning the 
snrpltrn of males m·cr females are not complete. They arc 
quoted Olll_v to fihow that the deficiency in females wa~. 
PRpec•iall,v in the <'arlicr 1wriod, more seve1·c among Jew~ 
tl:an among the rest of the population. This may be 
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regarded as a factor which contributed towards the higlt 
ineidcnec of inter-marriage among Jewish men. 

TABLE B (See inset).-'l'his table furnishes infor­
mation on the incidence of mixed marriages in the Common­
wealth and the States. This informatiton is unfortunately 
not arnilable for other years, notably not for 1947, which 
could haxc provided us with a clue regarding the influence 
of immigration on inter-marriage. But even the limited 
data of the Table are most re.vcaliug, and entitle us to 
reach a number of conclusions. 

The figures show, in the first instance, that the incidence 
of inter-marriage is rather high. Even as late as 1933, 
one man in five, for instance, was married out. The pro­
portions mentioned do not reveal the full extent of mixed 
marriages, for the figures of the Table include neither those 
mixed marriages in which the non-Jewish partner had 
embraced the Jewish faith nor those in which the Jewish 
partner had forsaken his or her faith. 

No statistics arc available on conversions into Judaism 
in this country, which were probably not negligible in 
earlier decades and have become cousiderable since the 
cnwrgent•c of Liberal Congregations in Australia. The 
former Rabbi of a Liberal Temple in Australia has had it 
recorded in print, that during his Australian ministry of 
less than ten years "about 100 Christians were accepted into 
the fellowship of the Jewish faith." Of course, not eaeh 
of these represented necessarily a separate mixed marriage. 
One can gauge thcrefrom how much more serious the 
picture is than is reflected in the 'l'able. Moreover, the 
respective percentages would be much higher if we were 
to compare the number of marriages instead of the number 
of married persons. 

It is clear from the Table that throughout the period 
under observation many more men married out than women, 
generally about twice as many. The ratio was even higher 
in 1891 in New South Wales-the only State where this 
information is available for that eensus-probably because 
of the notorious shortage of women, which among Jews was 
cn~n more pronounced than in the general population. 

Generally one may conclude that the smaller the 
community the J1igher was the rate of inter-marriage. But 
there are intcr('sting exceptions to this rule. Victoria, with 
an absolutely smaller (but relatively slighter higher) Jewish 
Community, had a lower rate of inter·marriage than Ne1\· 
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South Wales. 'l'his discrepancy increased from 1911 onr 
1921 to 1933. Western Australi:1 showed, apart from one 
instance (1933), the lowest rate of inter-marriage amongst 
the States. 'l'his was probably due to the composition and 
the "freshness" of that Community. Apart from the 
rather small Community of Tasmania, South Australia 
showed the highest incidence of inter-marriage. This is 
the only State of the continent which has suffered a decline 
of the Jewish population in the last fifty years. This 
decline is even more pronounced when one remembers that 
in 1891 South Australia had 840 Jewish souls, probably 
the maximum ever reached. As to Tasmania, it showed 
the most spectacular decline of the Jewish population, for 
in the 1854 census the number of Jews in 'fasmania is given 
as 435 souls. 

One may notice that in all States the maximum phase 
of inter-marriage is reflected in the 1921 figures, and that 
the 1933 figures show an improvement over both the 1921 
and the 1911 figures. 'l'he former fact may be due to the 
after-effects of World War I., and the latter to the immi· 
gration in the 1920's. 

In New South Wales and in Western Australia, where 
figures are available before 1911, it will be noted that there 
was a steady increase of inter-marriage until 1921; then 
followed the first decline. 

It is regrettable that no information is available on 
inter-marriage in the official report of the 1947 census. 
However, as a substitute we have prepared '!'ABLE C (see 
inset), which, apart from its general information, allows 
us, we believe, to tlraw certain conclusions regarding inter­
marriage. It seems to us that this 'l'able indicates a con­
tinued steady decline of inter-marriage beyond 1933. 

Let us study, for example, the following comparative 
figures : 'l'he average Jewish population, assuming gradual 
growth, in the period 1911-1920, was rn,726. 'l'he average 
of Jewish "unmixed" (Synagogue) marriages in that period 
was 106, i.e. 54 per 10,000; the respective figures for the 
period 1921-1932 were 22,584, 114 and 51 per 10,000; for 
1933-1946 the figures were 27,766, 205 and 74 per 10,000. 
If we were to assume that the Jewish population in 
Australia (without the "correction" by reason of "non­
disclosurcs," which was also discarded in relation to the 
other figures in this calculation) was in 1952 approximately 
47,000, then the average Jewish population in 1947-1952 
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w;rn 011 this basis 3H,fi10, tin' a\'l'ragr "umnixetl" marriagC's 
in this period 376-that if.;, HG pt>r J0,000. rrhr c•onelnsion 
would 1..lwn be justified that tlw <kelitw in inte1·-nu1t·riagc, 
lwgtm after 1921, eontinuC'<l in app1·r<·iablc dPgrcc to the 
pre~:eut day. 

This sLndv ean be extended m·r1· the who!(' of 'I1abll' C. 
lt is, in the fi

0

rst instanrc, clear from a romparison of the 
third colmnn with the fourth eolmnn of each part of 
the Table that Jews rontractc<l fewer Synagogue (i.e. 
"unmixed") marriages than Uwir r<•lativc nnmerieal 
strength in the general community would warrant. But 
this discrepancy, gPnerally s1wakiug, diminishes with the 
time 1o snch an 1..•xtcnt that in lattl'r years it has dhmppP:.ired 
altogether. 'I1o obtain more accurate ronelusions, it is 
suggested, becansc of the yearly fluctuation of marriages, 
that we considPr periodical avcragPs between census and 
census. '11hus the average of the relative strength of 
Jewish marriages for the decade 1871-1880 in New South 
Wales was 29 out of 10,000, whilst the whole ,Jewish popu­
lation eonstitute<l 48 out of 10,000 of the general population. 
Similar calculations may he undertaken for the perio<ls 
1881-1890, 1891-1900, 1901-1910, 1911.rn20, 1921-1932, 
1933-1946, and 1947-1952. 1t will be seen that there has 
been an improvement, though not a steady one, in regard 
to "unmixed" marriages. 

,vhcn reading this paper before the Society, we added 
some data concerning the birthplaces of the Jpws ancJ 
concerning their education. But ns this information was 
rather incc:impletc it is not included in the TablPs. But 
the few data available are worth mentioning in passing. 
The percentages of those born in Australia among the 
general population, according to the censuses of 1911, 192.1 
and 1933 were 82, 84 and 86; whilst the respective figures 
in the Jewish Community were 59, 60 and 56. This re­
flects again the immigration of Bnropcan Jews in the 
'twenties of this century. No such data are available in 
the 1947 census. 

The age distribution is reflected in the following 
figures : In the general population the percentages of those 
of 20 years ancl over (or of 40 years ancl over) for the 
years 1911, 1921, 1933, 1947 were 58, 60, 63, 67 (28, 27, 
32, 36); in the Jewish population the respective figures 
were 67, 68, 71, 77 (-, 33, 39, 45). This proves eon­
elush·ely that the ,Jewish Community has more "old" people 
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1lum the genPL'al eommunity. \Vhethcr this is due to th~~ 
scarcity of ,}{'wish births or lo the fact that most Jewish 
rnigraHts, who form a greater part of the Jewish popu 
lalion than migrants do in the general population, came Lu 
this country at an advanced age-this is a mattter of con-
jecture. Probabl,- both explanations are valid. 

It will come as a surprise to most of us to learn that 
the inei<lmwe of divorce seems to be higher in the Jewish 
Community than in the general. Tims in the censuses of 
1911, 1921, 1933 and 1947 the number of Jewish divorced 
persons is respectin•ly given as 65 out of a general Jewish 
population of 17,837, 93 out of 21,615, 163 out of 23,553, 
and 376 out of 32,019; whilst for the general population 
the eorrespomling figures were 4,fiOS out of 4,45fi,00fi, 8Ji28 
out of f>,43:,,734, 21,113 out of 6,62!J,839, am! :,2,3!13 out 
of 7,579,358. A transformation into pcrcPntages reveal~ 
that the number of Jewish di\'oreed pt•rsons is relativrly 
higher than is the corresponding number in the gc11erul 
population. 

"\Vithout going into detailed figun'S1 the writer has a1Ro 
<·stahiishcd that1 wlwrevcr such information is availnbk, 
the percentage of illiterates ( unable to read or write) is 
lower in the Jewish Community than in the general 
population. 

Finally, the writer has been able to ronfil'm the 
assumption that in the Jewish C'ommunity the proportion 
of "employers" and "self-employed" in the whole Jewish 
working community was higher than in the rest of tlw 
rommunity, whilst in the category of "employees" the 
percentage of' Jews was considerably lower than in thC' 
general population. 

The Jews of the Lachlan District, 1861-63. 

By M. Z. FORBES, B.A., LL.B. 

(Rcacl i>efore the Society, 21st Dcceml>er, 1963.) 
In the course of his recent researches into the historv 

of the 1\Iacquarie Stre<>t Synagogue, Mr. D. J. Benjamii1 
found some references in the Synagogue i\Iinutes of 1863 
to the Forbt•s or Lachlan Congregation. I do not think 
that we have had any previous knowledge of a .Jc-wish 
comnnmity in tht' \\T cstern areas of New South \Vah•s, and 
it therefore comes as a surprise to learn that almost a 


