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Introduction

This Plan for Providing Assistance for Needy Nazi Victims in the United States is
submitted on behalfof the Holocaust Survivors Foundation USA, Inc. (HSF-USA), which comprises
over fifty (50) Holocaust Survivor organizations from throughout the United States, and thousands of
Looted Assets Class members who are members of those organizations.! This document wili be
referred 10 as the “HSF Plan.”  Except where otherwise noted herein, the HSF adopts the
demographic and statistical information submitted by the United Jewish Communities (“UJC
Submission”) and 1l;c New York City UJA-Federation (NYC Submission}) 1o this Courtin connection

with this Court’s request for proposals for funding services for Nazi Victims.?
1. HSF begins this filing by expressing its appreciation for the magnitude of the effort

being undertaken by the Court in regard to the allocation of Swiss Settlement funds. While HSF's

! Inasmuch as Burt Neubome has withdrawn his objections to HSF’s standing under Article
111, HSF will not again allege or document its standing in this matter, but will refer to its Response on
the Issue Standing and supporiing affidavits and exhibilts filed December 11, 2003, Letter from Bun
Neubomne, Esquire, to the Honorable Edward J. Korman, December 16, 2003.

2 Atthe time of this submission, HSF does not have the completed UIC and NYC submissions,
but is generally familiar with the levels of need and service idemified therein.



leaders do not necessarily agree with many of the Court’s decisions to date, they do fully appreciate
the gravity of the task and the sensc shared by everyone that the disposition of funds recovered in the
name of Holocaust Survivors and Nazi victims is an extremely important task, with historic, moral,
and humanitarian implications of the highest order. HSF has accordingly approached these issues with
the utmost deference for the solemnity of the decisions this Court must 1ake, and in particular the
consequences for Survivors and Nazi victims in need — who all agree deserve only the most loving
consideration. HSF’s leaders certainly understand that the Court, similarly, istaking this matter very
seriously as well.

2. The HSF leaders also express their utmost gratitude to the leaders and staff of the
United Jewish Communities, the Jewish Federations, and the Jewish Family Services agencies (and
the Association of Jewish Family and Children’s Services Agencies — AJFCA) who worked so
diligently to produce the detailed information provided to the Court with its submission. Dozens of
dedicated professionals throughout the United States have devoted a great deal of time to this effort
and the outcome is an unprecedented level of understanding about the needs of Survivors in this
country which will undoubtedly assist everyone in meeting Survivors’ needs in the future.> Atthe
same time, the HSF Survivor Jeaders urge the Court to consider that even the UJC and the NYC
Submissions are based on data that can be improved upon and are somewhat reflective of the

decentralized social service delivery systen in the Jewish community, and in the country. Such

* As AJFCA President Bert Goldberg stated in the September 2002 submission, the AJFCA
Proposal for Improved Services for Holocaust Survivors in the United States was the first
comprehensive effort to attempt to quantify the needs of Survivors/Nazi victims int this country. The
UJC effort has built upon the AJFCA work. Exhibit 1. The coalescence of these groups in the effort
10 focus on Survivors’ needs is unprecedented and extremely imporiant for the Survivor conymunity,
and HSF will continue to work with these and all appropriate organizations to improve services to
Survivors.
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improvement is needed, for example, in the area of outreach, as discussed in Paragraph 19 below.
3. HSF’s leaders, together with their fellow Survivors (including HSF members at
the grass roots ievel throughout several communities), assisted the UIC effort at many levels, including
giving their invited testimony to the UJC this past summer, and working with several JFS, Federation,
and UJC leaders and professionals. HSF istherefore proud to support the UJC and NYC Submissions
10 this Court. Exhibit 2. The actual estimates of need from the UJC are attached as Exhibit 4.
4. The HSF’s efforts to obtain funding for the needs of Holocaust Survivors in the
Umted States are a matter of record and well-known to this Court.* HSF, on behalf of the Survivors
and Nazi victims in the United States (who are Looted Assets class members), have consistently over
a four (4) year period, petitioned this Court to provide resources from the Swiss Bank settlement to
assist Survivors in the United States who are financially unable to afford basic home, health care,
‘emergency, and transportation services. At the same time, the HSF leaders have consistently
maintained that Swiss Settlement funds belong to @/l Survivors, wherever they live, and that all
Survivors in need should have access to Looted Asscts funds to meet their needs. See, e.g. HSF
Response to Special Master's Interim Recommendation, October 31, 2003, and HSF Response on

Issue of Standing, December 11, 2003, and affidavits of Leo Rechter, and David Mermelstein, This

* Accordingly, HSF adopts and incorporates herein its prior filings in this case, including but
not limited to its Objections of U.S. Survivor Groups 1o Special Master’s Recommendations
Concerning Allocation of Accumulated Interest on Settlement Funds, September 23, 2002; Proposal
for Improved Services for Holocaust Survivors in the United States, September 23,2002; Motion for
Reconsideration of Court’s September 25, 2002 Order, October 9, 2002; Motion for Immediate
Interim Allocation of Swiss Settlement Funds, September 10, 2003; Response of Holocaust Survivors
Foundation USA, Inc. to Special Master’s Interim Recommendation, October 31, 2003; Letter to the
Honorable Edward R. Korman, re National Jewish Population Survey Results Concerning Holocaust
Survivors in the United States, November 6, 2003; Response of Holocaust Survivors Foundation,
USA, Inc., on Standing Issue (with affidavits and exhibits), December 11, 2003; and Motion for
Reconsideration of Court’s November 17, 2003 Memorandum and Order.
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sentiment is expressed again in the unanimous letter signed by all directors of the HSF, and attached
to this filing as Exhibit 2. The HSF leaders’ withdrawal of their appeals in May of 2001 and
subsequent actions attempling to cooperate with the Court confirm their bona fides in regard to
supporting the needs of Survivors/Nazi victims overseas as well as in the United States.

5. HSF continues to maintain that as long as there are Survivors and Nazi victims 1n
need in the United States who cannot obtain the help they need for adignified and healthy life in their
declining years, they should be entitled to assistance from the Looted Assets class funds. After all,
U.S. Survivors are members of the Looted Assets class and their claims were compromised in the
settlement. Theirinjuries as victims of looting were no different in kind or magnitude than any other
Survivor or Nazi victim who lives anywhere eise. Consequently, HSF disagrees, respectfully, with

the Court’s prior allocations decisions which earmark Looted Assets class funds for Survivors inneed

. _in other countries but with minimal allocations for the needs of U.S. Survivors. HSF hopes and

believes that the present allocation of what should be at least $600 million between the Deposited
Assets class funds and other residual funds can and will go a long way toward providing the lifelines
for U.S. Survivors that have been unavailable up to this point.

6. Throughout 2001 and 2002, the HSF-USA leadership worked closely with
qualified social service professionals and experts 1o define and quantify the elements and scope of the
needs among Survivors in the U.S., and 1o assess the financial and institutional capacity that existed
to meet those needs. At HSF’s request, the AJFCA conducted a survey of its member agencies and
interviewed numerous Survivors and other professionals in the field, and created the Proposal for
Improved Services for Holocaust Survivors in the United States (“HSF-AJFCA Proposal”). The HSF
Survivors filed the Proposal with this Court in Scptember 2002 as a basis for the use of Swiss
settlement funds to help Survivors in the United States. The HSF-AJFCA Proposal is attached to this
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filing as Exhibit 4.°
7. The HSF-AJFCA Proposalidentified the cost to (1) alleviate the existing shortfall
in social services funding (home care, emergency services, and transportation services) known to exist
within the Jewish comniunity service organizations, and (2) enable the communities to conduct
necessary outreach to identify and serve currently unidentified Survivors. AsofSeptember 2002, the
estimated annual cost in the immediate future for these services was a minimum of $30 million per
year over and above current funding derived primarily from the Claims Conference.®
8. The UJC Submission is drawn from the various Jewish Federations and Jewish
Family Services agencies throughoui the United States, including many of the agencies (and the
national AJFCA) who prepared the September 2002 Proposai filed with this Court. The New York
City Submission is drawn from the multitude of social service delivery organizations that provide help
_for Survivors in that area. These submissions bolster the HSF-AJFCA estimates of unmet need for
Survivors in the United States, but exceeds the $30 million annual estimate from 2002, The
documented needs identified by the UJC Proposal for the years 2004 and beyond are in the range of
$8.2 million per year for home and health care and emergency services, excluding the needs in New
York City which are likely to equal or exceed those in the rest of the country.
9. The UJC Submission estimates that there are 3,200 Holocaust Survivors and Nazi
victims in the United States (outside of the New York City arca) whose basic life needs are not being

satisfactorily addressed today by the existing governmental social safety nets or privately provided

* Although AJFCA agencics do not serve the Survivor population in the New York City area,
the AJFCA Proposal included estimates from the New York City UIC/Federation.

¢ Atthetime, Mr. Goldberg wrote that the Proposal was the “first systematic attempt to gather
and organize data on population needs issues affecting the delivery of social services to Holocaust
Survivors in the United States.” Exhibit 1.



services through social service agencies such as the Jewish Family Services. The UJC and NYC
findings, which provide the detail requested by the Court, documents the kinds of services required
by these Survivors and the costs to provide them in localities throughout America. The UIC’s
estimated projected cost to provide home care and emergency services for this population is
$64,878,052 over an eight (8) year period. The average annual cost is approximately $8.2 million.
The NYC Submission will provide data documenting a similarly high level of unmet need for
Survivors and Nazi victims in that community.  These estimates together will in all likelihood
exceed the estimates presented by the HSF and the AJFCA 1o this Court in its Proposal sixteen (16)
months ago regarding the annual home care and emergency needs for the base level of clients’ needs
for the foreseeable future (813.5 miilion).

10. The UJC’s estimate of the number of Holocaust Survivors in the United States
- who cannot take care of their basic needs from their own resources and from existing safety nets and
other programs is substantiated by several recently published demographic studies.” They are: (1)
“Nazi Victims Now Residing in the United States: Findings From the National Jewish Population
Survey 2000-01,” Report from the United Jewish Communities (UIC), December 2003 (“NJPS
Report™); (2) UJA-Federation of New York, The Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002;
Special Report; Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Selected Topics, Report Prepared by Ukeles
Associates, Inc.; (3) Review of Relevant Demographic Information on World Jewry (Prof. Sergio

Della Pergola, November 2003); and (4) An Estimate of the Current Distribution of Jewish Victims

7 These have ail been published since HSF submitted its Motion for Immediate Interim
Allocation of Swiss Settlement Funds. They are being filed herewith along with the privately
commissioned study entitled “Estimates of the Number of Nazi Victims,” Ira M. Sheskin, Director,
Jewish Demography Project, Sue and Leonard Miiler Center for Contemporary Judaic Studies,
University of Miami, January, 2004 (“Sheskin 2004 Analysis”)
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of Nazi Persecution, by Ukeles Associates, Inc., November 2003.3

11. Oneofthe major findings of these studies is that the poverty rate among Holocaust
Survivors/Nazi victims in the United States (i.e. the number living below the U.S. federal poverty
guideline) is 25%, and the poverty rate for Survivors/Nazi Victims in the New York City area is
50%. When combined with the NJPS finding that there are approximately 122,000 Survivors or Nazi
victims living in the United States, this means that there are over 30,000 Survivors or Nazi victims
in this country who are living below the poverty level. That figure does not include the number of
Survivors who are also *near-poor” or “low income” who are also unable to meet their basic home
and health care and emergency needs.” When combined with the number of Survivors/Nazi victims
found by Professor Della Pergola to live in the United States, 174,000, the number of Survivers living
below the federal poverty level rises to 43,500, and those living in financial distress increases
accordingly.

12. As the Court will no doubt have noticed, there are discrepancies between the
various Jewish population and demographic studies that have recently been completed. Inparticular,

there is a large discrepancy between the estimates for Survivors in the United States and lsracl

§ According to the New York Jewish Week, an as yet unreleased report from the New York
Metropolitan Council on Jewish Poverty, the rate of poverty among Jews in New York City has more
than doubled in the last 10 years, with the greatest concentration of the poor in Russian and Orthodox
households — where Survivors are highly likely to reside. See “Jewish Poverty Hits Historic Levels
Here," New York Jewish Week, January 16, 2004,

% The attached summary NJPS Report does not break down the income level of Survivors/Nazi
victims to enable a determination of the number who would be deemed “low-income” or “near-poor”
under federal guidelines — roughly twice the federal poverty level.  Under 1996 standards, people
would be considered “low income” or “near poor” if they had an income of $15,000 for a single
person, or $25,000 for a couple. According to the Ukeles, people living with incomes at this level
are considered in “economic duress.” See*A Plan for Allocating Successor Organization Resources,
Report of the Planning Committee, Conference on Jewish Material Claims Against Germany, Jack
Ukeles, Planning Consullant, June 28, 2000, a1 22,
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benween Professor Delia Pergola’s Study and Mr. Ukeles’ Study. Although HSF is confident that the
needs assessment by the UJC is an accurate mininnon estimate of the Survivors who need help in the
United States, HSF also believes that these estimates are corroborated by underlying data about the
total population of Survivors/Nazi victims in the U.S. and their economic distress.

13. The differences between Mr. Ukeles’s estimate of 109,000 Survivors/Nazi
victims in the U.S. and Mr. Della Pergola’s estimate of 174,000 is perplexing on its face. Therefore
HSF retained Ira Sheskin, Ph.D., the Director of the Jewish Demography Project of the Sue and
Leonard Miller Center for Contemporary Judaic Studies and Professor of Geography and Regional
Studies at the University of Miami, to attempt to reconcile thesc analyses. Professor Sheskinhasbeen
conducting Jewish demographic studies since 1982 and was the consultant for 17 of the 25 Jewish
Federation demographic studies completed in the 1990s. He was also amember of the UJC Technical
Advisory Committee from 1987 to 2003,.which completed the 1990 and 200-01 National Jewish
Population Survey (NJPS). His complete C.V. is attached hereto at the end of his published report,
Exhibit 3.

14, Professor Sheskin reviewed the various siudies and examined their
methodologies, and determined based on his professional training and experience that there are
175,000 Survivors/Nazi victims who reside in the United States. His used the same data base as the
Della Pergola and the UJC (the NJPS data) to reach this conclusion. His report, attached hereto as
Exhibit 3, elaborates on the reasons for his conciusions.  In shori, he agrees with Professor Della
Pergola’s finding that there are 174,000 Survivors in the United States though he amves at that
conclusion by using a different methodology.

15.  In any event, whether the NJPS data, the Ukeles estimate, Professor Della

Pergola’s estimate, or Professor Sheskin’s analysis is used, there is no question that there are between
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between a minimum of 30,500 and 45,000 Holocaust Survivors and Nazi victims in the United States
who live below the Federal poverty level, and between 43,600 and 70,000 who are in “econoniic
distress” or on “extremely modest incomes” as that term is understood by demographers and
population experts. Exhibits 3-6.  Clearly, there is corroborating data to support the UJC’s and
NYC’s detailed estimates of the Survivors and Nazi victims in the United States who qualify under
financial needs guidelines who are currently under the care of the Jewish social service system and
who might be expected to access the system in the foreseeable future.

16. HSF respectfully subnuts that the various population surveys and the poverty
information from the NJPS, the New York UJA-Federation, and the NJPS Report casts doubt on much
of the other data consulted or relied upon in prior analyses underlying the Special Master's
recommendations, and the Court’s decisions, as they relate to the degree of economic need among
Survivors and Nazi victims in the United States.!® While it appears to the HSF that the existing
allocation regime is not necessarily correlated to any precise demographic data, there is no doubt that
the present allocation systen and the Special Master’s interim recommendation do not give adequate
consideration of the economic deprivation that exists among Survivors and Nazi victims in the United
States, and the resulting catastrophe that exist in that population who can not meet daily needs for
human life and dignity.

17. Moreover, although ithad previously been assumed in general that Survivors had
ahigher degree of economic distress than other Jewish elderly, this study demonstrates that “vicims
are nearly three (3) times more likely 1o be living below the poverty line than other Jewish elderiy and

five times more than all Jewish adults. See Sheskin 2004, Exhibit 3, at 10, Further, not surprisingly,

10 See Letter from Samuel J. Dubbin to the Honorable Edward R. Korman, November 6, 2003,
and attachments.



when compared to Jewish elderly who are not Survivors or Nazi victims, the data in the NJPS Report
demonstrate that “[v]ictims are more economically and socially vulnerable, report poorer health and
more health problems, and have somewhat greater social service needs.” NJPS Report, at 7.

18. These data emphatically support the relief HSF has have been seeking for several
years—a substantial infusion of resources from the settlement of the victims’ claims against the Swiss
10 address the unmet and urgent home and health care and emergency needs of Survivors in the United
States. When these various demographic studies came out in the fall of 2003, HSF posited that in light
of these new data, its September 2002 Proposal filed in conjunction with the Association of Jewish
Family and Children’s Services Agencies Jast September, that Proposal should be regarded as modest
in its assessment of the needs of Survivors in the U.S,, including the latent demand for services by
Survivors/Nazi victims who have not come forward for heip, but who would be entitled based on
~ financial and health considerations. Now that the UJC, the major Federations including NYC, and the
JFSs have put a sharper pencil to the problem, it is clear that HSF’s prior estimates of need among
existing clients was low. Perforce, one must assume that the jevel of need recognized by the Court
was even lower. HSF respectfully contends that these data support a significant increase in funding
for the needs of the United States Survivor community.

19. There is one substantive area in which HSF departs from the UJC estimate of
need. Unlike the HSF-AJFCA Proposal.!' The UJC submission does not request funding for directa

outreach effort to bring in Survivors and Nazi victims who have needs but are not coming forward on

" HSF also has requested that the funds be allocated in trust to be administered under Court
supervision by a group that includes representatives of the Jewish Family Scrvices, the
Federations/UJC, the HSF, the Claims Conference, and the Court. See Exhibit. 1. The inclusion of
grass rools Survivor leaders would enhance the credibility of the overall effort with the Survivors and
Nazi victims who all involved here undoubtedly wish to see oblain the care they need.
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their own. Counsel has been informed by UJC officials that they did not believe the Court’s
November 17, 2003 Order called for estimales that would capture the need for outreach, only those
individuals who are in the system and expected to access the Jewish social service network on their
own. HSF respectfully disagrees with the UJC approach on this issuc and submits for the Court’s
consideration the case made in Exhibit I by the AJFCA. At this time, it is unknown if the NYC
submission will address the outreachissue directly.  Without knowing that item, it is.difficult for HSF
to estimate the additional cost of serving those for whom outreach is necessary but it would be
between S5 and $10 million (depending on the NYC submission). '

20. HSF is aware that the Court in past rulings has determined that with the limited
funds recommended for disbursement, that the allocation would be determined according to the
relative neediness of the Survivors and Nazi victims in different countries. Such relative neediness
was expressed in terms of the social safety nets available, e.g. in the Former Soviet Union versus the
United States. This general comparative analysis was presented by the Special Master’s initial
allocation report and supported by lead plaintiffs’ counsel Burt Neuborne and adopted, in effect, by
the Court in its adoption of the Special Master’s initial allocation report. Mr. Neubome’s subsequent
Declarations, Supplemental Declarations, and correspondence, similarly, speak in terms of the

“relative needs” of needy Survivors and Nazi victims in various countries.

i HSF’s Motion for Immediate Interim Allocation of Swiss Settlement Funds documented
the experience of onc community, Broward County, Florida, which conducted a minimal amount of
outreach and received an overwhelming response. Unfortunately, that response and the community’s
lack of resources, declining Federation campaign, and flat level of support from the Claims
Conference, has resulted in the twin harms of major service reductions to Survivors on the rolis, and
extensive wailing lists of those who have come forward. UJC’s Submission confirms the Broward
experience is potentially a problem nationwide, and estimates based on actual data and anecdotal
information that, nationwide, hundreds if not thousands more Survivors/Nazi victims would beeligible
on the basis of financial need and health problems for service roday if outreach were conducted and
funds were availabie to meet their needs.
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21. HSF contendsthat the level of need described by the UJC Submission is complete
and adequately states the case for funding from the Swiss bank class action settlement because it
identifies tens of thousands of Looted Assets Class members who are not able to care for themselves
or pay for their basic daily needs as those basic life needs are defined by Jewish social service
agencies. The inability of a Holocaust Survivor to care for himself or herself in their home due to
losses in the ability to perform various daily functions, or their need for home health care services or
homemaker services to live in a sanitary environment, or their need for life saving medications they
cannot otherwise afford, or food, or rent, or heat, or other services described in the UJC and NYC
Submissions, should qualify for assistance from the Looted Assets class funds. Thereason is simple:
These Survivors are Looted Assets class members whose claims were compromised in the settlement.
The fact that the money has been collected by this Court through the class action process, and that it
. is being allocated under ¢y pres principles because of the impracticability of paying each Looted
Assets ¢lass member an actual dollar amount, does not change the legal or moral character of those
funds in the views of the HSF leaders or the thousands of American Holocaust Survivors and Nazi
vietims the HSF leaders represent.

22. Asexplained in greater detail in the attached Memorandum of Law in Support
of the HSF Proposal (HSF Memorandum), HSF contends that it is virtually impossible, especially at
this stage of the litigation in which the Court has already carmarked over $16 miilion per year forthe
needs of Survivors and Nazi victims in the FSU, to assess the “relative need” of Survivors/Nazi
victims in the United States versus those in the FSU. This is true {or two reasons. First, other than
the general considerations spelied out in the Special Master’s initial report, there is no standard that
has been set by the Court, the Special M.aSIcr, or Mr. Neuborne to define how the Court should choose
between hielping a Survivor in need in Miami Beach versus Kiev. That is, there 1s no objective legal

12

—



standard available for the Court to use 10 judge the “relative need” among class members, at least not
one that has been articulated with sufficient particularity to enable HSF or other class members to
make an argument on the “relative need” to the Court.”

23. Further, on moral grounds, HSF objects 10 the introduction of “relative need” as
among equally deserving members of the class simply on the basis of where they live. The only
criterion mentioned by the Court and Mr. Neubome in filings suggests that the existence of “social
safety nets” or “other sources of assistance” are relevant to determining the “'relative need” of
Survivors and Nazi victims according to the place they live. HSF respectfully submits that this
paradigm is improper for two reasons. First, a Survivor in need is a Survivor in need, and there is
no distinction among the injuries suffered (or damages vis a vis the Swiss) that has been identified that
would justify differential treatment in the allocation of settlement benefits to Looted Assets class
members. See discussion in HSF’s Objections 1o Special Master’s Proposed Allocation Formula,
September 23, 2002; HSF's Response to Special Master’s Recommended Interim Allocation, October
31, 2003; and HSF Memorandum, January 30, 2004. Sccond, HSF respectfully disagreed that there

is any moral basis for making a selection among Survivors or Nazi victims simply because of where

1> As HSF argues in its Response to Special Master’s Recommended Interim Allocation:
“The fallacy with Professor Neuborne’s position is that there is nothing in the current allocation
formula for the first $100 miilion of Looted Assets funds, nor the $45 million supplemental Looted
Assets allocation last summer from accumulated interest and 1ax savings, that bears any rational or
definable origin in the demographic information presented by the Special Master in his initial
atlocation report.  The Interim recommendation was based quite obviously on the great degree of
poverty that exists among the elderly, including elderly Nazi victims in the FSU, and the other social
and economic conditions that make life in that region extremely difficult. But there was no particular
correlation — direet or indirect — between the population or need estimates the Special Master cited
and the dollar recommendations for the services to be provided. It was truly a “seat of the pants”
assessnient that Nazi victims in the FSU needed a lot and therefore should get a lot. Similarly, the
Special Master’s subsequent recommendations, in August 2002 and October 0f 2003, bear no direct
or even indirect correlation 1o demographic data as suggested by Professor Neuborne.
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they live, or because of a belief that some third parties — wealthy Jews in America for instance —
“should be doing more” to help Survivors. See, e.g. Letters from Burt Neuborne 1o Leo Recther,
December 19, 2003, and Alex Moskovic, December 22, 2003; see also Exhibit 2,

24. The reality is that the current social safety nets are simply not doing the job, for
a variety of reasons. See, e.g. *“Cost of Medicine Imperiling the Lives of Poor Survivors,” The
Forward, January 29, 2003; Florida Shoah Survivors Facing New Set of Woes: Age, Infirmity,
Poverty,” The Forward, January 2, 2003; “State Denies Florida Seniors An Extra Cut of Federal
Funds,” Ft. Lauderdale Sun Sentinel, November 21, 2003. Exhibit 4 (composite). Among these
reasons of course is the wide variability of social safety net benefits from the government by state in
this country; the uncertainty that attaches to programs that snight make some assistance available in
strong fiscal years but which are lost when the economy and state tax receipts lag behind; and because
.even good well-funded programs are often not accessible by the working poor or other low income

individuals whose income is barely over the cut-off levels for program eligibility.™

This problem
plagues the elderly, including of course Survivors whose financial situation is worse and whose health
is normally worse than others including other seniors including other Jewish seniors, all over the
United States.

25. Inshort, HSF contends that however well-meaning the “social safety net” cnterion
is 1o ensure that allocations from the Swiss settlement will be wisely applied, the theoretical or
occasional availability of social safety nets is not a proper criterion on which to base the allocation

of settlement funds among Looted Assets class members who are facing deficits i their finances and

their health which they cannot afford to remedy without outside assistance. Such programs, short of

¥ Counsel is advised that the NYC Submission addresses the accessibility of “social safety
nets in that State and community.
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those that perhaps exist in truly collectivist or socialistic systems that guarantee the elderly full home
and health care and pharmaceutical benefits, as well as food and housing, are simply not consisient
enotigh to pass the test of fairness and reasonableness that governs allocations of class action
scitlement funds. See HSF Memorandum.

26. Consequently, HSF proposes that this Court allocate the remaining settlement
funds across the entire Looted Assets class on the basis of the proportion of Holocaust Survivors and
Nazi victims who live in each country.” Such a pro rata allocation is not only consistent with the ¢y
pres doctrine because it would provide a benefit to the class as a whole, it is the norm in ¢y pres
settlement cases. See HSF Memorandum. Given that there are substantial needs in the United States
as well as in the FSU and in Israel, and given the abundance of funds remaining from the Deposited
Assets class, there does not appear 10 be any principled basis for a continuation of the current
allocation framework that provides oniy a fraction of the United Siates’ fair proportion of Swiss
setilement funds.'®

27. Based onthe demographic analysis performed by Professor Sheskin, which again
is based on a reconciliation of the data prepared by Professors Della Pergola and Mr. Ukeles, the
percentage of Survivors and Nazi victims in the world that live in the United States is approximately

20% (19.7%). Exhibit 3. For the remainder of the Looted Assets class, these numbers break out as

'* HSF continues to maintain that its proportion shouid be applied 1o the entire sum allocated
to the Looted Assets class - S205 million plus whatever is distributed in upcoming decisions. See
Objections, September 23, 2002,

'® In this regard, it is noteworthy that ihe Romani victims have continued to receive 10% of
the settiement funds, even in subsequent allocations, without the documentation of “need” being
required of the U.S. Survivors, much less any demographic support for the needs to be addressed. IN
reality, it took several months for the JOM to find sufficient needs and programs to fund because the
Romani received such a large percentage of the Looted Assets funds.
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follows: Israel, 44.2%:; FSU, 16.4%; Other Europe (non-FSU), 16%; and the rest of the world, 3.6%.
28.  HSF is also mindful, as it has said previously, that even though there nearly
three-quarter of a billion dollars available now from the Swiss case for the Looted Assets class, those
funds may not satisfy all of the needs of the entire world forever. But it will satisfy a substantial
portion of all of the Survivors/Nazi victims needs for the next several years, including Survivors and
victimsin Israel, the United States, and the FSU. The choice for the Court, then, is whether to continue
the past system of stockpiling funds for future years for the places deemed *“most needy” and requiring
Survivors in the United States to fend for themselves while hundreds of millions of dollars from the
settlement of their claims sits in the bank waiting to help others while American Survivors suffer, or
10 adopt a remedy that enables all Survivors in need to obtain help from this case during their lifetime,
and allowing other sources of funding (e.g. the Claims Conference, the JCHEIC, etc.) to augment those
_funds, now and in the future. HSF respectfslly submits that the latter is the most appropriate approach.
The alternative, which the U.S. Survivors have already had to endure, is too damaging to the health
and well being, and the dignity of the Survivors who live here. It is also damaging 1o the moral
undergirding of this litigation whose primary asset in the beginning was its moral force. For over
five years since the settlement of this case, thousands of Holocaust Survivors in the United States
have suffered from a lack of necessary home and health care and emergency services, even as funds
negotiated in scttlement of the claims of the entire Survivor class against Swiss industry and
government for their unjust enrichment from the theft of the Plaintiffs’ fanulies’ property. This money
is, legally and morally, the Swvivors " money. HSF respectfully submits that there is no valid reason
for the Court again to decide against making a meaningful immediate distribution for the daily welfare
needs of Holocaust Survivors in the United States, who comprise a substantial portion of the Looted
Assels class, yet whose needs have received only insignificant sums as of this date.
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30. Finally, HSF understands that this Court might be reluctant to recognize the full
scope of the needs identified by the UJC in its Submission because, even with over $600 million
available, those funds could be exhausted in arelatively short time. As previously suggested, and as
suggested by Deputy Treasury Secretary Stuart Eizenstat in his December 31, 2003 letter to the Court,
if the annual short-term shortfall cannot be met by the U.S. share of funds from this case, they should
be met with funds from the Conference on Material Claims Against Germany, or the ICHEIC."

31. The social service needs of Survivors have overwhelmed the capacity of the
local social service agencies to cope. Inadequate health care, financial gaps, social isolation, fear
and insecurity among survivors are becoming the norm. The problem is largely hidden and anonymous
because of the reluctance of many Survivors to come forward and ask for help. If ever there was a
fitting source of funds to meet such needs, it is the funds available to this Court from the settlement of

Holocaust victims’ {inancial claims against the businesses that profited from the victims’ Josses.

Conclusion
For the foregoing reasons, the HSF Survivors respectfully move this court for an allocation
of 20% of the 1otal sum available from the Looted Assets Class setticment funds for the needs of
Holocaust Survivors and Nazi viclims who reside in the United States, in accordance with the
geographic and demographic estimates of the UJC and NYC dated January 30, 2004, and the materials

attached herewith by HSF, and as discussed in the HSF Memorandum of Law. HSF further submits

'7 As suggested by Ambassador Eizenstat, any thorough assessment of the resources available
today for the needs of Survivors would place the Claims Conference funds on the top of the list. Afier
all, the “heirless” properties from Germany are a more logical source of assistance for Survivors than
governmeni programs that have proven to be unattainable or too inconsistent to provide for those in
need today.
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that these funds should be allocated to be used to assist needy Survivors, with a minimum of $50
million to be allocated immediately in trusi to be disbursed by a committee of HSF Survivors, UJC-
Federation designees, Jewish Family Service (or AJFCA) professionals and officials, a Claims
Conference designee, and a representative of the Court, as described in HSF’s September 2002
Proposal for Improved Services for Holocaust Survivors in the United States for the eight year period

called for by the Courl.

Dated this 30th day of January, 2004.
Respectfully submitted,

DUBBIN & KRAVETZ, LLP
Attomeys for Holocaust Survivors
Foundation USA, Inc. (HSF)

220 Alhambra Circle, suite 400
Coral Gables, Florida 33134
Telephone: (305) 357-9004
Facsimile: (305) 357-9050

By \/MQMM PA.

Simuel J. Du
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PROPOSAL FOR IMPROVED SERVICES FOR
HOLOCAUST SURVIVORS IN THE UNITED STATES
INTRODUCTION

The Association of Jewish Family & Children’s Agencies (AJFCA) 1is
the network of over 130 social and human service not-for-profit
agencies throughout the United States. Operating from more than 300
offices, the member agencies of AJFCA touch virtually every Jewish
life in the United States with their programs and services.
Providing coordinated activities, teaching and training, and acting
as the spokesperson for the official network of Jewish social
service providers, AJFCA is entering its thirty-first year of
operation.

The network of Jewish social service agencies in the United States
currently provides service to approximately 21,000 Holocaust
survivors. This number includes survivors in the eight county area
served by the UJA Federation of Greater New York. This Proposal for
Improved Services for Holocaust Survivors in the United States
{(“Proposal”) describes several needed sexvices, as well as the
service system as it currently exists and provides a proposal for
the enhancement and improvement of the current system.

To the best of our knowledge, this Proposal is based on the first
systematic attempt to gather and organize data on population needs
issues affecting the delivery of social services to Holocaust
Survivors and relies on data collected by AJFCA from its membership
and from the UJA Federation of Greater New York. It is not
definitive in that there are, no doubt, other agencies providing
services of which we are not aware, or from whom we were unable to
access data. In addition, it should be noted that a 100% sample of
Holocaust Survivors is virtually impossible to obtain.
Nevertheless, the degree of reliability is high.

Given that this proposal is based on the first national effort to
guantify unmet Survivors'‘’ needs reported by Jewlsh Family Service
agencies, as we implement this program we expect to be able to
refine this model for improved services to survivors.

AGING SURVIVORS’ CIRCUMSTANCES ANE NEEDS

The aging process brings with it the multiple losses of friends and
family, loses associated with physical and mental decline, and the
loss of driving and independence, socialization and finances. The
struggles are multiple and the solutions limited.

Holocaust survivors lived through years of massive victimization.
Even upon liberation from camp or when survivors came out of
hiding, they could not return to their prior life-style. The stress



of war, liberation and ultimate changes and formulation of a new
1ife was a continuing series of traumas, which for some extended
over many years. As a result Survivors have unique needs and
require special care in providing services to them. Many have
difficulty expressing emotions and externalizing anger. They are
often socially withdrawn, suspicious, and have a great distrust of
strangers.

it is possible to describe in even greater detail how the aging
process may impact surxvivors' lives and also to present the kinds
of services that are needed to assist elders to maintain and
maximize their independence.

For survivors, the natural aging process presents greater
challenges and even more complicated losses. What we now know about
survivors is they endure; and have met with significant risks in
their lives. They experience a generalized mistrust of institutions
and organizations and have attempted throughout their lives to
ensure their own independence as much as possible, because lack of
the ability to manage alone for sure meant literal death. For many
survivors they did not see theixr parent’'s age; and certainly missed
having grandparents, all of whom were murdered during Nazi
occupation. Survivors have survived years of hiding in forests or
buildings, death camps, slave labor camps, and other horrific
events: all of which have impacted their psyche and in many
instances, their physical health as they age. As professicnals, we
see the savage effect of years of starvation and malnutriticn,
medical experiments and mental health issues

However, it is most important to recognize that for survivoers,
asking for help is often difficult. Our professionals and Survivors
on our Advisory Committees routinely confirm the reticence of
survivors to seek help. A review of the professional literature
confirms that life-event stressors that we experience as we age can
create feelings of vulnerability that evoke memories related to
their Holocaust experience.

Survivors, like all other elders need to be treated with the utmost
respect and dignity. They also require a unique focus -- driven by
their traumatization and past life experience -- which demands a
more sensitive approach when working with this population.

Tt is critical that survivors are recognized as having unigue
needs; and that needs require attention prior to them being elderly
and frail. Early intervention with supportive services will assist
them as their needs change and they become more frail and in need
of more extensive services in greater frequency and duration.

Our commitment as Jews and as helping professionals is to mitigate
the two fold aspects of aging and of living with the trauma of the
survivor experience. We have an obligation to ensure that the last



stages of the elderly Holocaust survivors' lives are lived with
dignity, a sense of being cared for by the Jewish Community and as
much independence as possible. The manor in which we can assure
this is te outreach to survivors and invite them to establish
relationships with Jewish professionals early-on in their aging
process; so as to reduce the cost of more costly care, when they
are at greater risk of needing intensive services.

HOME CARE SERVICES

Home care is by far the most highly needed service. Approximately
4,000 individuals currently receive in-home services provided
either directly by the Jewish human service agency in their
community or by referral and paid for by the local agency. It
should be noted that, in addition te services made available by
funds supplied from Jewish communal resources, home care for the
elderly is provided (or not provided, depending on the state) with
funds provided by Medicaid and/or Medicare. It bears note that, in
some cases, these services are purchased on the “gray market”, from
non-licensed and unsupervised providers, or from agencies that are
not part of the Jewish communal network. In addition, frequently,
family members provide some or all of the services needed. All of
these factors make it extremely difficult to obtain a definitive
estimate of the home care needs. The New York City Federation, for

example, notes that “The majority of those in the Nazi Victim'''s
program [a Claim’s Conference funded program] do not receive any
home assistance from Selfhelp [New York’s lead agency for services
to survivors], although it is not known whether they purchase this
service elsewhere.”

For Survivors, funds for this service most often come from a grant
provided by the Conference on Jewish Material Claims against
Germany {the Claims Conference), with supplemental funding from the
local Jewish Federation, the agency, and/or the family, as needed
and available. While it is difficult to provide precise estimates
across the United States, and accounting for local wvariations in
wages for home care workers, at the current time, the grants from
the Claims Conference, on average, allow for approximately five
hours per week of home health services. Local agency professionals
report that this is an insufficient amount of service for at least
half of the people in need. That is, while five hours a week may be
sufficient for approximately half the home care caselcoad, at least
half of our clients currently need twice as many hours, at a
minimum. (Many clients need substantially more than 10 hours per
week) .

In-home services target those individuals who need assistance to
stay in their own homes. To provide these services, a comprehensive
assessment by a professional social worker of the client's
functioning capacity according to their needs: physical, medical,
financial, social, psycholegical and emotional, and cultural and



community involvement is conducted. Based on the client’’’*'s
functional capacity, the social worker, together with the client,
develops a service plan that may include assistance with shopping,
meal preparation, transportation to and from medical appointments,
and assistance with personal care. For especially frail clients,
assistance may also include changing linens, vacuuming, and
laundry. The goal is to maintain the individual in his/her own home
environment for as long as possible. Care plans frequently include
referrals to, and coordination with, other existing community
agencies and resouxces.

Although “formal” levels of care do not exist for services of this
kind, the professional social worker bases his/her recommendations
of the amount of care needed on the client’s functional capacity.
Clients receive care as specific to their needs as possible, with
the recognition their needs may increase over time. On occasion,
the amount of assistance needed is beyond the capacity of in-home
services. In these cases, the case manager works to develop a plan
that may include placement in an alternative living environment.

For the survivor population, the prospect of institutionalization
is an especially frightening one; bringing back to consciousness as
it does their experiences in interment camps. It is, therefore,
especially important to endeavor to keep them in their own home
environment as long as possible.

As an example, an individual receiving 2-3 hours of home care a
week might receive assistance with bathing, some  light
housekeeping, and the preparation of a meal or two, depending cn
circumstances. This individual would be expected to have few
serious medical preoblems, but would be considered frail.

an individual receiving five (5) hours per week would receive the
services listed above with more frequency, and monitoring of
medication and, if needed, blocd pressure checks. These individuals
are most often more physically limited.

For ten (10) hours a week, the individual would also be assisted
with ambulation, transportation to and from doctor’s appointments,
closer monitoring of medications, or physical therapy routines for
a stroke or an orthopedic patient, as examples. Freguently, these
individuals have some visual impairment or more significant
physical limitation, including paralysis.

EMERGENCY SERVICES

in addition to home care services, agencies report the need for
funds to provide occasional emergency services, including, but not
limited to, the repair or replacement cof dentures and/or eyeglasses
and replacement of, or supplemental medications. The funds
currently provided are inadequate for the needs expressed.



TRANSPORTATION

The most pressing need for the largest body of elderly individuals
is for transportation. Rising insurance costs have made it
difficult for agencies to provide large group transportation, and
vet, this is the very service that supplements home care.

These services most frequently include helping the individual
attend social gatherings, religicus services, and day care. In
major cities, the existing public transportation system is
frequently adequate to meet the needs, but in suburban locations,
the public system is inadequate or, in some locations, virtually
non-existent. Where services do exist, they are often very over-
subscribed, requiring long waits in doctor’’’s offices for rides
home .

Agencies often supplement existing services by contracting with
private individuals to provide personalized services. These drivers
receive a small stipend for gas and insurance. They are often
senior citizens themselves. An increase in funding would allow for
greater recruitment of drivers and vehicles and enhanced financial
incentives.

THE CURRENT FUNDING SYSTEM

Currently, agencies {(or consortia of agencies as in Florida, New
Jersey, and Connecticut, among others) submit a budget and receive
a grant from the Claims Conference. While there are no limits
specified on the amount of home care to be provided, the agencies
are, in effect, required to ration the funds allocated among
survivors, where collective needs far outstrip the funds received
from the Claims Conference. Although there 1is no “average
survivor”, the median number of hours recommended by professionals
is approximately ten hours per week. Consequently, the amount
allocated the Claims Conference grant for home care 1in effect
limits this vital service to approximately five hours per week,
depending on local conditions. There 1is little flexibility, as a
practical matter, because the needs overwhelm the available
resources, and there is little opportunity for professionals to
exercise professional discretion in the provision of needed
services. The result is analogous to the HMO system, whereby desk-
based personnel make treatment decisions more appropriately made by
personnel in direct contact with the client. This is inappropriate
medicine and equally inappropriate human services.

In addition, the present system is inadeguate to meet the needs of
those currently in care. One can only begin to imagine the scope of
the problem to come as survivors continue to age and their needs
become more acute.

THE PROPOSAL



In early 2002, AJFCA surveyed its membership to determine the
opinion of the professionals in the field concerning the in-home
services needed. Based on that information, and subsegquent
discussions with staff from the New York UJA Federation, the
following Proposal for immediate and short-texrm needs (short-term
being, for this discussion, defined as annual estimates for the
next one to three years) is offered. There are three elements to
the Propcsal:

In Home Care and Other Services

The number of hours available for in-home care is approximately
half of what this population currently needs. Therefore, we
recommend the approximate doubling of the amount of funds available
for home-care hours and an additional sum for emergency and
transportation needs. Based on actual client needs, the agency
professional staff will then be responsible for the allocation of
home-care hours, emergency funds, and transportaticn tailored to
the needs of the specific agency client.

Of course, an appropriate reporting mechanism needs to be included.
AJFCA administration and membership have vast experience in this
regard, having administered the Eastern European Resettlement
Program for the Federal Government for over twenty years, with
extensive fiscal and programmatic reporting and auditing built into
the provision of the funds.

It is important to note that the funds requested for Survivor in-
home care are intended to supplement, not replace, the funds
currently provided by the Claims Conference, the local Jewish
Federation, the government, the agency, and the family.

Court Supervised Qversight

Tt is vital that an improved, responsive oversight and allocations
mechanism be established under Court supervision to ensure
comprehensiveness and national uniformity. While it 1is possible
that this improved system could be provided within the existing
framework, it is also possible that a different mechanism needs to
be created. AJFCAR is prepared to assist in the creation of this
improved, responsive mechanism. No matter how the program is
administered, the system must be responsible to audit both the
funds and services provided by the agencies, under the strictest of
professional guidelines. The direction and oversight of the system
should be provided by a Steering Committee composed of a
representative from AJFCA, two representatives from service
delivery agencies, three representatives from the Federation
system, a representative from the Claims Conference, and three
representatives from the survivor community. This group, bringing
their variocus skills and expertise to the table, will be in an
excellent position to make sure that sexrvices get to those mest in



need most rapidly, efficiently, professionally, and flexibly.
Qutreach

Agencies further report their belief that they currently know of
only half the survivors in need of services in their community.
Therefore, we recommend that sufficient funds be allocated, based
on appropriate propesals, to provide for outreach efforts to locate
the approximately 8,000 survivors believed to be in need of home
care services, but currently not making use of them.

THE SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET

Based on best available estimates, and taking into consideration
the tremendous variations in cost of services throughout the United
States, it is believed that these expanded and additional services
will cost approximately $30,000,000. The budget for these
additicnal funds breaks down as follows:

Home Care!'l!6 hours @ $14/hour

@ 2,500 clients @ 50 wee€KS. ... ... i $10,500,000
Emergency Services (additicnal funds).................. 3,000,000
Transportation Services....... ... ..ot 3,000,000
OUETEACH et r et 3,000,000
Services to new populations™ 10,500,000
) 17 1P N $30,000,000

OTHER POTENTIAL SQURCES OF INCOME

There has been much discussion of “other” possible sources of
income for services to survivors. It has been recommended by some
that the local Federation and/or agency be responsible for a larger
portion of the bill for these services. While there is certainly
yoom for debate on the local level as to how funds are to be
allocated for local services, there are many forces competing in
the local community for funding; all of wajor and established
importance. From the need to support Jewish Day Schools, to the
need to subsidize housing for developmentally disabled adults, from
the need to assist immigrants to Israel from the former Soviet
Union, to the need for emergency financial assistance in Argentina,
communities are constantly bombarded with conflicting requests for
their funds.

Each Federation must make these difficult funding decisions based
on local priorities. A Federation’s Allocations Committee, composed
of volunteer community members, is responsible for weighing the
many excellent, worthy community programs and services and



attempting to balance these needs against an insufficient amount of
funds. The Committee then must develop a system to allocate those
funds as best as possible in an imperfect world.

Agencies, on the other hand, are recipients of allocations from
Federations; they are not allocating mechanisms themselves. In
addition, increasingly, agencies receive grants from private
foundations and/or governmental entities for the provision of
services. These grants very specifically describe the target
population to be served, and do not allow the agency the discretion
to reallocate the funds to other needs. Especially in the case of
governmental grants, it is a viclation of 1law to do so.
Unfortunately, too few of the private foundations see the provision
of services to survivors as among their pricrities.

FOCR FURTHER INFORMATION

Bert J. Goldberg

President /CED

Association of Jewish Family & Children’‘’s Agencies
557 Cranbury Road, Suite 2

Fast Brunswick, NJ (08816

732-432-7120

800-634-7346

FAX: 732-432-7127

bgoldberg®@ajfca.org

M his total is arrived at by using an estimated average cost of
current unmet in-home services throughout the United States. It
also recognizes that clients will be phased in to additional hours
rather than having their hours doubled immediately, that scme
clients will not need more than five hours per week, and that there
is usually some consideration for family care for a portion of the
service time.

Bagencies will submit proposals for outreach. This total is the
amount to be allocated to this program.

Bloutreach programs will locate clients in need of home care and
other services. These funds represent an estimate of the phased-in
provision of services as above to these newly identified clients,
in the initial years






Member Organbadions
{Partal List}

Ame, Assn ol Jowish Boloomst
Survivers of Greater Boston

Asan, of Holocaust Sucvivers om
Former LISER, Los Angeles

Californin Asm. of Holocausg
Child Survivors

CANDLES, Temre Haote, IN
Child Survivars of Arizona

Child Survivers Club of
'm Boach, FL

Caalition of Helocaust Survivor
Clubs in Somh Floride

Councit of Nazi Holeeoust Survivar
Crgznizations of $o. Califamia

Habenin Culrural Club, Mismi

Holozaun Child Survivess &
Fricnds of Greater Hanford

Helecaust Remifiution Comminoe,
New York

Holocaust Survivers of
Greater Detroil

Holocaus Survivers of
Grealer Plisburph

Haloeaust Survivers Group of
Southen Navada

Halocaust Survivors, Inc,,
Queens, NY Chaprer

Houzton Council of
Jewizh Hoelocnum Survivors

The Jowish Holocaust Survivors &
Friends of Grester Weshington

Jewish Survivors of Latvis, Inc.
New York

Matienal Assn, of Jewish Child
Helocaux Survivore, ine,

WNew American Jewish Social Club,
Minmi

New Cincow Frienikhip Secicty,
New York

Survivors of Atsntic City, NJ

Survivors of the Holoczust Asset
HRecovery Project, Scants

Sunrvivors of the Holocaust o
New Mexico

Tikuvah Acharay Hathoah,
San Francizea

Holocaust Survivors’

Foundation - USA

January 30, 2004

The Honorable Edward R. Korman

Chief Judge, United States District Court
Eastern District of New York

225 Cadman Plaza East

Brooklyn, WHew Yeork

Re: Swiss Bank Allocations
Your Heonor:

We, the undersigned directors of the Holocaust Survivers Foundation-
USA, Tnc, (HS5F) are elected representatives of thousands of Holocaust
Survivors who live in the United States. We became in inveolved in the
allocation phase of this case because of the dire needs of poor
Survivors in our midst, whose existence spems to have been largely
unknown cutside of the circle of Surviveors, and whose ranks will only
grow and whose needs will only worsen in the foreseeable future.

We are very troubled because even though thousands of Survivors in
this country are not receiving the heme and health care they need,
and even though some $670 million is available from the Swiss
settlement, and even though these funds were negotiated and recovered
in the names of the victims of the Holocaust, we fear that Survivers
who live in the United States may be excluded from assistance from
these very Holocaust related funds.

Such an outcome seemed impossible for us to imagine when we withdrew
the appeal in May of 2001 at Your Honor’s request. You said you
vnderstood what we wanted - help for desperate Survivors who live in
the United States - and that you would not ferget those unfortunates
whom we ware representing.

Nevertheless, recent events raise a great many <cuestions and we
respectfully submit them to Your Honor in this letter.

As Your Honor knows we have been deeply involved in attempting to
educate and sensitize the Jewish cemmunity and cther institutions
such as the Claime Conference, the ICHEIC, etc.., about the plicght of
Survivors in need. We attended plenums and gencral assemblies of the
Jewish organizations dating back te 199%; at the same time we
petiticned this Court for assistance. We worked with Mr. Bert
Goldberg and the professionals in the national Jewish Family Service
Agsociation to estimate the actual needs of Survivors in the U.S. for
home and health care, emergency services, and transportation
services.

SNUSTICE AND DIGNITY FOR SURVIVORS"

PHONE {305) 5764000 EXT. # 293

4200 BISCAYNE RLYD  MIAM], FL. 331373279

LORE P BB P ST S—"

wonrmr hal s -

FAX (305) 573-2966



Monber Orpanizations
(Partial Lis)

Amer, Assn. of Jewish Holocaust
Survivors of Greater Bomon

Assn, af Holocsust Survivors from
Former USSR, Loz Angzlo

Calilomnin Assn. of Helocaust
Child Survivers

C.ANDLES., Terre Haute, IN
Child Survivors of Arizona

Child Survivers Ciub ol
Patm Beach, FL

Caalition of Holoczust Survivor
Clubs in South Florida

Council of Nazi Holocnisst Serviver
Ospanizations of So. Catifomia

Habemrn Cottural Club, Miami

Haolocaust Chiléd Servivors &
Friends of Greater Hanford

Holocoust Restiution Committee,
New Yark

Hplooun Survivors of
Gremier Devront

Holocaust Survivers of
Groater Pittsburph

Helocaost Survivors Group of
Southern Nevadn

Holocanst Survivers, Inc.,
Queens, NY Chapter

Houzon Council of
Tewish Holscaust Survivors

Tlie Jewizh Holocas: Survivors &
Friends of Grester Wishinpion

Jerwish Susvivors of Latviz, Inc,
New York

Nanienal Assn. ol Jewish Chitd
Holocausr Survivon, Inc.

New Amcrican Jewish Socizl Club,
Miamni

New Cracow Friendship Socicry,
New York

Survivers of Atlantic City. M)

Survivors of the Hotocoust Asset
Recovery Project, Seoule

Survivors of the Holocauwst of
New Mexico

Tikvah Achamy Hashozh,
San Francisco

Holocaust Survivors’

Foundation - USA

These efforts came to fruition with our submission of the AJFCH
Proposal to this Court documenting the needs of Survivors in this
countxry, and when the United Jewish Communities (0JC) Executive
Comnittee Chairman Robert Goldberg used his platform at the 2002 uac
General Assembly to announce that group’s initiative to address the
problem of funding for Survivors’ needs.

In. the subseguent months, the UJC, which represents the elected
lcadership of the American Jewish community (and which is still the
principal private supplier of financial assistance to global Jewish
needs, including these in Israel and the Former Soviet Union,
ete...), initiated an in-depth inquiry inte the problem and possible
solutions, including a variety of funding sources from Holocaust
restitution. Teday the UJC is working diligently to pull together the
information Your Honor reguested in connection with the upcoming
allocation of the “residual” Swiss bank funds. This is being done in
coordination with HSF leaders.

For many decades many of us have labored to raise funds, give of our
own resources, try and get asupport from anybody who would listen.
Yet, we saw 50 many of our fellow Survivers fall into or never climb
out of poverty, sicknesses which have dogged them and no help was
forthcoming. Why? Our local communities in the United States provided
help as best they could but many of our friends who are ill znd alone
did not and do not want charity or to feel as if they are welfare
cases. They are proud people. We have had to seek them out and try
and identify them.

In the meanwhile, our local communities have been stretched so thin

with emergencies in local communities, from the United States to the
Former Soviet Union, Eastern and Central Europe and in Israel where

there is an emergency a day with terrorism, an economy in stress and
50 much more.

Ye are certainly gratified that teday, the Jewish Federations, UJC,
and Jewish Family Services are focusing their efforts to make sure
that the needs of Holocaust Survivors are properly addressed, and we
are proud to be part of this effort.

May we respectfully remind vour honor that we previously supplied the
Court with strong evidence of the unmet needs of Survivors here,
which were never disputed by anyone, yet it did not result in qreater
funding in the U.S8. even though large sums of money were available.
It seems that the presence of a "wealthy Jewish community in the
United States” precludes American Survivers from having access to
those Swiss settlement funds.

“JUSTICE AND DIGNITY FOR SURVIVORS™

PHONE [305) 5764000 EXT. # 293

4200 BISCAYNE BLVD  MIAMI, FL. 331373279
| VR T Y .,

FAX (305) 5732966
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Member Orpanizstions
(T'svtinl Llizt)

Amer. Assn of Jewish Heloeopst
Survivers oT Greoter Bosnon

Assn, of Holocaust Survivors from
Former USSR, Lot Ampeles

California Asmn. of Halocsmust
Child Survivors

CANDLES, Terre Haute, IN
Child Survivors of Anz2ons

Child Survivors Club af
Polm Beach, FL

Coalition of Holocust Survivar
Clutx in South Flarida

Cauncil of Nazi Holoeaust Survivar
Ospanizations of So. California

Habonitn Celturad Club, Mismi

Holocoust Child Swrvivers &
Friends of Grester Hartford

Holocmust Restirution Convmitice,
Hew York

Hulocust Survivors of
Grea Detroit

Helocrust Survivors of
Greatr Pinsbwigh

Holocaunt Survivers Group of
Southern Neveda

Holocaust Surviven, Inc,
Queers, NY Chaper

Housioa Cowncil of
Jewish Holocaum Survivprs

The Jewish Holocsus!t Survivors &
Friends of Grezter Washingron

Jewish Survivors of Latvia, Inc,
New York

Mationa! Assn, of Jewish Child
Haolocaust Seovivors, Ine.

New American Jewizh Social Club,
Miami

New Cracow Friendship Sociery,
New York

Survivers of Atlaatic City, NJ

Survivors of the Holocaust Assat
Rerovery Project, Seanle

Survivers of the Belocoust of
New Mexico

Tikvah Achuray Hashoah,
S Framisco

Holocaust Survivors’

Foundation - USA

What appears to be clear is that there are tens of thousands of
Survivors in this country who live below the poverty line, It is alsc
clear that the current system of community programs, private
philanthropy, and government programs are not adequately meeting the
needs of Survivers. The current UJC submission docurents these needs
starkly.

in Mr. Neuborne’s letters to Rlex Moscovic and Leo Rechter, he
acknowledged the needs in the U.5., but stated, “every penny that we
divert from the FSU to the United States will result in unmet need
for a survivor in Russia or the Ukraine,” which we find beyond the
pale because everyone knows, including Mr. Neuborne, That with over
$670 million available there is enough money to help Surviveors in
need everywhere for the foreseeable future.

A lot of serious people are deveting many long hours to compile the
very detailed information Your Honor has requested. It would be a
shame if they were wasting their time. Given Messrs Gribetz’ and
Neuborne’s declared positions, what do we have to go on to belicve
that these latest figures will resonate with the Court, when our
pPrior submissions evidencing need, and the latest data showing the
depth of poverty among U.S. Survivors, have not?

As David Mermelstein said in his affidavit:

“We fully support allocations for the needs of survivors in the
Former Soviet Unicn and Israel and believe that there are sufficient
funds available in this settlement to help 2ll survivors in need. We
also believe, however, that survivors in the United States, as Looted
Asszets Class members, are entitled to a fair share of funds from the
Looted Assets class settlement.”

WE NEVER SET CQUT TO CHALLENGE THE HEEDS OF SURVIVORS ANYWHERE ELSE.
We only ask for & faixr share of the funds for our fellows in need
throughout the United States. They are members of the class, their
assets vere looted. BAren‘t they entitled to some dignity in life
without having te beg for charity from anyone? That is all we still
are asking for. But we cannot begin to understand how it is fair that
bona fide surviveors of the Shoah cannot obtain access to funds
recovered in a lawsuit in which the catastrophic, unmenticnable
horrers to which we and cur families were subjected were on center
stage and which formed the basis for the billien dollar-plus
settlement against the Swiss, can now be told to beg American Jews
for help.

“JUSTICE AND DIGNITY FOR SURVIVORS™
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DLD. sEo

4200 BISCAYNE BLYD  MIAM], FL.33137-3279

Tormnlls infafmihal s s

FAX {305) 573-2966

raras e Fomrs e

cnc mM e SaAaonaM

A e P A s ee



|HSF
USA |

Member Crpanbationy
{Partal List)

Amer. Assn. of Jewish Holoous
Survivors of Grealer Boston

Assn, ol Hologaust Survivors from
Former USSR, Los Angeles

Californin Assn. of Holoczust
Child Survivors

C.ANDLES, Teme iavle, IN
Child Survivers of Atizona

Child Survivors Club ol
Pelm Beach, FL

Coalition ol Holocust Surviver
Clubs in Sowth Flonida

Council of Nazi Holocoust Surviver
Qrpanizations of So. California

Hzhanim Culturn! Club, Miami

Holoeast Child Servivors &
Frieads of Greater Hartford

1oloeaust Restiteton Committoe,
How York

Holocaus Survivors off
Greater Derroit

Holocawst Survivars of
Grealer Pitstangh

Holocaust Survivors Group af
Soulhiem Neveda

Huolocaust Survivors, Ing.,
Queens, NY Clopler

Heouston Council of
Jowisl Heliezust Survivers

The Jowiah Holoemes Servivors &
Friends of Grester Washingiea

Jowish Survivers of Larviw, loc
MNew York

National Assn. of Jewish Child
Holozaust Survivorz, Inc.

Fow Amcrican Jewish Secial Clib,
Miami

Hew Cracow Friendship Society,
Mew York

Survivers of Atlantic City, N}

Survivors of the Heloc2ust Asset
Recovery Project. Scattie

Survivers of the Holocawust of
New Mexico

Titvah Acharay Hashosh,
Szn Francisco

Holocaust Survivors’

Foundation - USA

Your Honor, we survived the hell of Auschwitz and numerous other
death camps. We lost our families and were deprived of the warmth and
love of parents and brothers and sisters and aunts znd uncles, and to
make matters worse we were forced in our suvrvival to ponder the
horror they experienced in their deaths. We came to you individually
in the early years and collectively after the appeal was filed, on
behalf of those members of our organizations, and the thousands of
ether Survivors in the U.S. just like them, who were not fortunate
enough to retire with some degree of financial security. They are our
living families, our brothers and sisters and aunts and uncles that
Hitler deprived us of. We will not abandon themn.

We can only guess how hard your work is, Judge, to assure that this
work you arxe about is done fairly and justly. We beg you to put
yvourselves in our place as you do the hard work of allocating these
funds and know that time is of the essence. Health conditions do not
wait. The indignity of what is going on is terrible and should not be
allowed to go ¢n any longer with such respurces available to help.
Their fate is in your hands and rests totally on your wisdom to
produce an alleocation which is just.

We would also strongly hope, Your Honor, that you insist that there
be actusl grass-roots survivor invelvement in the use of the funds in
the overall allocation preocess and at the implementation stage.

Conclusion

We remain committed in our determination to achiesve justice for zl)
hmerican Survivers who are entitled for help from the Swiss
settlement. That is our legal right, and our experiences to date show
all too vividly why our direct participation is so wvital to these
proceedings. Rlready, the trzuma and losses of Jewish Holocaust
vietims {and the unprincipled sacrifice of insurance claims) were
used to cbtain recognition and compensation for the injuries of non-
Jewlsh Eastern European laborers in the “55 billion” German
settlement. NWow, Jewish Holocazust victims, especially those in need
who live in the United States {(and Israel), are being told that their
losses are tce be used to remedy the injustices of Communism and the
Cold War. Somehow, the settlement has veered too Wwidely from the case
itself.

HSF will not surrender our richt teo advocate vigorously on bechalf of
Survivors in need among us, and for a return to the basics of the
Swiss bank class acticon - justice for those human beings whose losses
during the Holocaust the Swiss paid $1.25 billion to settle.

“JUSTICE AND DIGNITY FOR SURVIVORS”

FHONE (305) 5764000 EXT, # 293
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Member Organizations
{ardal List}

Amer. Assn. of Jowish Holocaust
Survivors ol Grenter Bosion

Azzn, al Holocaun Survivers from
Former USSR, Los Angeles

Califomia Aagn. of Holoaust
Child Survivors

CANDLES., Teme Hane, I(N

Child Survivors of Arizoas

Child Survivors Club of
Palm Boach, FL

Coatition of Holocust Survivor
Clubs in South Florida

Couneil of Nazd Holocaust Survivor
Orpanizations of So. California

Habenim Culwrd Club, Minmi

Holocrust Child Survivers &
Friends ol Gresler Jartford

1inlocnust Resitution Commities,
New York

Holocowst Survivors of
Greater Devroit

Holocaust Survivors of
Greater Pitshurgh

Holocaust Survivors Group of
Southern Nevada

Holocaus: Survivors, Inc.,

Queens, NY Chapter

Housten Council of
Jewish Holocoust Survivors

The Jewish Holoceust Survivors £
Friends of Greater Washinpgton

Jewich Survivors of Latyin, Inc.
New York

Faticnal Azsn, of Jewish Chitd
Holocous Survivers, Inc.

Mew American Jewizh Social Club,
Mianth

New Cracow Friendship Socicty,
New Yok

Survivers of Atlantic Ciny, M

Survivors of the Holocast As=t
Recovery Project, Scattle

Survivors ol the Holocaust of
New Mexico

Tikvah Achiry Jashoah,

5Sen Froncisco

Holocaust Survivors’

Foundation - USA

Please don't let our fellows in need be abandoned again when it
appears the means to assist them are so readily available and they

axe so deserving.

Respectfully,

—

ey, Pross

[SI2% v

F.5. Your Honor, this letter was authorized unanimously by the HSF

board of directors, listed below.

I am signing as President in order

to submit it in time for the January 30, 2004 deadline, and we will
send Your Honcor an original signed by the directers below as soon as

possible.

Izzy Arbeiter, Boston

Dr. Rebert Berger, Boston
Hessie Godin, Washington R.C.
Herbert Karliner, Miami
Gerhard Maschhkowskl, Los Angeles
David Mermelstein, Miami

Alex Moscovic, Boca Raton

Leo Rechter, Queens

Elise Roth, New York

Henry Schuster, lLas Vegas

Ivar Segalowitz, Nassau County
David Schaecter, Miami

Fred Taucher, Seattle

Lea Weems, Houston

Esther Widman, Brooklyn

cc: Burt Neuvborne, Esguire
Special Master Judah P. Gribecr:

“JUSTICE AND DIGNITY FOR SURVIVORS"™

PHONE (305) 5764000 EXT. # 293
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ESTIMATES
OF THE NUMBER OF NAZ] VICTIMS
AND THEIR ECONOMIC STATUS

Ira M. Sheskin
Director
Jewish Demography Project
Sue and Leonard Miller Center for Contemporary Judaic Studies
University of Miani
Coral Gables, FL 33124

305-284-6693
isheskinf@miami.edu
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ESTIMATES OF THE NUMBER OF NAZI VICTIMS

Estimating the number of Nazi Victims in the world represents a significant challenge. Three estimates,
which vary from about 688,000 to almost 1.1 million, are presented in Exhibit I. Definitional
problems, alack of accurate data, and a lack of comparable data from country to country have plagued
all attempts to develop accurate estimates.

This document examines the United Jewish Communities (UJC) estimate of 122,000 Nazi Victims in
the United States presented in a report available at www.nje.org, This estimate of 122,000 Nazi
Victims is based upon the 2000-01 National Jewish Population Survey (NJPS). NJPS 2000 was a
random digit dial telephone (RDD) survey of 4,523 households containing one or more self-defined
Jewishpersons. The UJC estimate is based upon three questions from NJPS which establish whether
respondents were in labor camps, concentrations camps, or fled areas that came under direct or
indirect Nazi control.

NJPS 2000 is used by both Ukeles and DellaPergola for their estimates of the number of US Nazi
Victims. Ukeles applied an estimated 4.5% death rate to update the estimate to 2003. DellaPergola
uses NJPS data on age, place of birth, and year of immigration to the U.S. from NJPS 2000 to develop
his estimate of Nazi Victims,

This researcher believes that the 122,000 estimate is clearly too low, Survey research is as nuch an
art as itis a science. One must understand the survey process and interpret the results in the context
ofthe limitations of the method. The UIC report simply presents the number of Nazi Victims without
providing appropriate cawtions about the manner in which the survey research process may impact the
results. In fact, all of these cautions point strongly toward the conclusion that the UIC estimate of
122,000 is low,

MODIFICATIONS OF THE UJC ESTIMATE OF 1 22,000 NAZI VICTIMS
I consider the 122,000 estimate too low for the following reasons (the numbers reference the
appropriate lines 1n Exhibit 2):

€ NJPS 2000 is a very complicated survey that cost about $6,000,000 and was designed by the United
Tewish Communities National Technical Advisory Committee (NTAC), on which I served from 1987-
2003. For reasons that are unimportant in the current context, the sample was divided into two parts:
4,147 interviewers were completed with a “mmore Jewishlv-connected sample” representing about 4.3
nillion Jews and 376 interviews were completed with a “less Jewishly- connected sample”
representing about 900,000 Jews. Intotal, the study estimated the U.S. Jewish population at about 5.1
nullion Jew in households and about 104,000 Jews in mstiwtions.

Thethree questions about being a NAZI Victim were only asked of respondents in the “more Jewishiy-
connected” sample. Thus, the survey estimated the percentage of Victims among the 4,147 and applied
that percentage 1o the adult population of 3,360,180 within the 4.2 million Jews. This vyields an
estuimate of 116,880 Nazi Victims (Exhibit 2, Line 1).
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This procedure assumes that no Victims are to be found among the adults in the 500,000 persons
represented by the 376 interviews. This is clearly wrong.

€ Whether the percentage of Victims among the 900,000 persons is lower than, equal to, or higher
than the percentage among the 4,300,000 persons is hard to determine. 1t is easy to imagine some
Victims who might, after their Holocaust experience choose to be less “Jewishly-connected.” (Many
of'the people in the less Jewishly-connecied-sample had 1-2 Jewish parents, and were raised Jewish,
but currently consider themselves atheists, agnostics, secular, etc.) My best estimate would be that the
perceniage of Viclims among the 696,583 adults in the 900,000 persons is tower than the percentage
of Victims(3.57%) among the 3,360,180 adults in the 4,300,000 sample. But if the percentage is the
sanie, than there are an additional 24,868 Victims in the U.S. over and above the 116,880 Victims
found in the more Jewishly-connected esiimate, yielding a total of 141,748 Victims (Exhibit 2, Line

2).

© Data are missing for a small percentage of respondents in the more Jewishly-connected sample who
either were not asked the Victim questions (because they were originally classified as less Jewishly-
connected), refused 10 answer the Victim questions, or simply did not know the answers. As is typical
in survey research, ] have allocated the missing data to the Victim category and the Non-Victim
category in proportion to the responses given by those who did answer the question (Exhibit 2, Line
3). This adjustment adds 3,197 Victims for a total of 144,945,

@ The NIPS estimates of the total number of Jews in the U.S.(both the 4.2 million Jews living more
Jewishly-connected households and the 900,000 Jews living in less Jewishlv-connected households)
are clearly two low. The reason that this is impoertant 1s that the number of Nazi Victims was
calculated as a percentage of the total adult population.

We know the NJPS estimate is too low as aresult of a test designed by this researcher and completed
by AB Data of Milwaukee. This test examined the percentage of distinctive Jewish name households
(DJINs -Schwariz, Levy, Cohen, etc) among those survey respondents who did answer the “What 1s
your religion?” question {cooperators) compared to those potential respondents who refused to
answer this question (refusers). 0.16% of cooperators held one of 31 DINS, compared te 0.37% of
refusers. This provided clear and convincing evidence that the 5.2 milhon was an undercount and
resulted in several statements in the UIC report indicating the belief that the study provides aminimum
estimate of the number of Jews in the 115,

In fact, 1 believe that the 3.2 million represents 2 significant undercount. An altemnative estimate of the
number of Jews in the U.S, is available each vear from the American Jewish Year Book (AlIYB)
published by the American Jewish Committee and the Jewish Publication Society. The A/Y B estimate
of 6.2 million Jews is derived by summing estimates from hundreds of American Jewish communities.
These estimates are collated by the Rescarch Department of United Jewish Communities.

Page 3 of 10
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Almost 85% of the 4JYB estimate is supported by local Jewish community studies compieted in the
past 15 years that used random digit dialing as the estimating technique. There are only a few large
Jewish communities that have not yet undertaken a local community study (Rockland County, New
York and Orange County, California, for example). The data for the other 15% ofthe 6.2 maillion are
provided by rabbis and Jewish Federation workers based upon local knowledge.

Good reason exists to believe that the AJYB estimate is too high. Households who reside in more than
one location are counted twice. These include snowbirds and college students. However, because this
author is responsible for most of the Florida estimates in the AJYB, that source only reports as living
in Florida those households who reside in the Florida for at least eight months of the year, hopefully
minimizing the double counting of snowbirds. For students, local Jewish community studies do not
count students living in dormitories as part of the community, again minimizing the overlap.

Given these two quite disparate estimates (5.2 million from NJPS and 6.2 millien from the 4JYB) can
one rectify the difference? The truth most likely lies somewhere in between. It seems reasonable 10
this rescarcher to split the difference and assume that the Jewish population of the United States is
about 5.7 million.

Whyis this number so important? Because NJPS 2000 provides an estimate of the percentage of adults
who are Nazi Victims. The number of Nazi Victims is derived by multiplying this percentage by the
number of Jewish adults, 1f the NIPS estimate of Jewish population is 500,000 persons {£.6%) too
low, then the estimate of the number of Nazi Victims is also too low by this same percentage.
Assuming 403,000 adults among the additional 500,000 Tews imphies an additional 14,397 Victims
for a total of 159,342 (Extubit 2, Line 4).

& Persons living in nursing homes and other such institutions without their own telephone numbers
are excluded from a random digit dialed telephone survey. Given the age of the survivor population
and its comparatively lower level of health (as shown in the UIC report), it is likely that some non-
trivial number of Victims are to be found among the estimated 100,000 institutionahized Jews, IDC-
Brookdale estimates that about 5% of the survivor population in Jsracl is institutionalized. Applyving
this figure to the estimate of 159,342 Victims in houscholds, implies atotal of 167,309 Victims in the
VLS. (Exhibit 2, Line 3).

@ Jewish demographic studies do not interview persons who have converted 1o another monotheistic
relicion, such as Christianity or Islam. While we would not expect the number of Nazi Vietims who
have converted to another religion (or who had at least answered the “What is vour religion
guestion?” in NJPS by naming another monotheistic faith implying that they had converted out of
Judaism) 1o be high, there are doubtlessly some Victims who have done so.
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@ Victims are probably over represented among respondents who refused to admit being Jewvish when
called "out of the blue" by the telephone survey. Such behavior may be easily understood inthe context
of their life experience.

@ Victims, who are mostly age 65 and over, are probably more likely to be in the "ineligible
respondents" category, that is, they are probably over represented among respondents who were
unable 1o complete the telephone survey due to health reasons (such as hearing and mental
impairments). The fact that the UJC report on Nazi Victims documents the greater extent of health

problems among Victims compared to non-Victims in the same age groups supports this contention.

© Victims are much older than Jewish adults in general and are of lower socio-economic status. My
research as part of over 30 local Jewish community studies strongly suggests that, for a variety of
reasons, elderly respondents are less likely to participate in telephone surveys.

Thus, this researcher believes that a minimum of about 175,000 Nazi Victims in the U.S. is a
reasonable estimate. While one can areue that the adjustment made in Line 2 of Exhibit 2 maybe too
liberal, it is also true that the adjustments in lines 6-9 are not quantifiable, although they ajl point to
an underestimate.

Exhibit 3 provides data on the number of survivors in the seven American Jewish communites in
which data have been collecied via a question in which respondents seti-define themselves as
survivors {Does anv adult in vour household consider themselves to be 2 Holocaust survivor?) Inthese
seven communities alone, four of which represent South Florida (Miami, Broward, South Palm Beach,
and West Palim Beach), there are about 21,000 survivors.

CONCLUSIONS. Myreview of the three existing estimates presented in Exhibit 1 suggests thatthe
DellaPergola report is the most throughly rescarched and the most complete. DellaPergola, who
produces an article on the size of the world Jewish community annuallyin the American Jeyvish Year
Book is one of the most respected Jewish demographers n the world.

The number of Nazi Victims in the U.S. that T have suggested based on NJPS is approximately equal
to the number he suggests, although we arrive at this conclusion using disparate methodologies.

In the current context, I would take issue with the inclusion of 118,000 Jews of North A frican origin
in the lsraeli total and | have thus subtracted this group to arrive at an estimate of 393,000 Nazi
Victhms in Israel,

Inthe current context, | would also take issue with the European estimate in that it again includes Jews
of North African origin. The bulk of European “Scphardic™ Jews most likely live in France. Most of
these Jews seitled in France soon afier the Algerian Civil War in 1962. A December 2002 study of
the Jewish community in France reported in the 2002 American Jewish Year Book suggests that 70%
of French Jewry is Sephardic. Of DellaPergola’s estimate of 229,000 European Nazi Victims,
123500 live in France. If we assume that 70% of these Victims are Sephardic, than about 86,500 of
the Victims in France are of North African origin. Subtracting the 86,500 Victims of North African
origin in France from the 1otal of 229,000 European Nazi Victims yields a new estimate of 142,500
Nazi Victims in Europe. While one might argue that use of the 70% Sephardic figure may be an




overestimate, ] am ignoring the presence of Sephardic Jews among Victims in all other Earopean
countries.

Thereason I say that I take issue “inthe current context” with the Israeli and European numbers, is that
it simply seems very unlikely that North African Jews were victims of theft by Swiss entities.

Thus, I would conclude that about 18% of the 975,000 Nazi Victims who were likely to have been
victims of theft by Swiss entities live in the U.S.

Page 6 of 10




ko et B P T e e e e

01 Jo £ 95¢

i e o e e e e i P T B A 8t e e Bk AT . . o e e o e o e e e e e o B TR PR -

%07001 005888 07001 000°Z60°I %000t 006'L89 VN G0t 000°L6S €30 ]
9t 000°ZE 6'C 000°TE $'s 008°LY VN 't (00°0T PHOM JO )53
L61 000°SL1 651 000pL1 091 006601 000 LI L791 000081 SAILlS Panuf]
091 00S Ty 1 01T 000°62T '8l 004671 VN £l 000 ¢S adoang
01 000°9v ) Pl 000'0%1 §1¢ D08°6¥ | VN STl 00020 NnSd
wWevy 000°€6¢ %8 oF 000°11¢ %68t 000°69Z VN TP | 0n0'uLE JoRIS]
A 10(UINN] A RhT(IHIHN; A AGUINN] JdquinN v, AJGUINN] DY
POOT ‘uisays £007 ‘ELa.JEIRA ooz | ooz e | L6l
SIUINLG) ARITTITEA({IThy
THESTE nuedg
payng

SHILOIA 1ZVN H40 SALVIHILSH SNORVA 7] LISIHXT

e e e et e T P P e e e e e e P ok kot e o o e o e e R



01 Jo gase]

000°¢L1 [LJO ] POIeNsy]
£oaans auoryogay

e w1 ajedioged o) £Joy1] $50f 21¢ “SILIS DILUOLOIVIZ0S 1IMG] JO pue Aopo a1e oym ‘SWDIA

108010 | 0jqrdijon,, 511 ul 5q 01 £]2)1] 20 2B SUNIIA G

£aa1ns ouoydoo) B Ul YSI0{ $1. 900 HWpE O] [NJILd.{ ¢

1] AUSIDYOLOLL IO 0] PILIALIOD DALY Om SWNDIIA IZEN @)

1QFIEHLLNYAD 38 LONNYD LVHL SINSGWLSNray

SHONNINSUL U SMOF Q000 PoIrtnsD

60L LY LY6'L a1 Fuowue (joras] ul Lpngs d[epyovlg]- I SHIM0|[0)) STUIDS [RUOHNISUE LT SLIDLA JOYLE PPV G
"GN AG PossIL smof

00000S 9 Fuowue sIPE HOO*E0Y [LUOHPPE DY JO %,L5"E ONEL “(SINPE HO0'YPEE) SINPE 2IE %8/

ZPE651 LOEPT SWNSSE “UOL[[ILL /"G BY) LAY “HOL[IUL 7§ LRy JotJes ‘ot 276 jo uonendod SImo] ounssy g
SHE Py L61'E ajdues popouLI-£[YSiad[ 210U O1)) Ul S|ESNyoy| pur sostudsay[ mauy 1 uod,, 10 1siipy )
(UOLIRL ¢'f DL} 1OJ DSED DU ¥ S SWHDLA 2L SBPE JU ¥4 §¢ SOUNSSE) SHUPE USInOf

iZAa! 808bT £85°060 SUWIPN[AL s3] UOL|[IL &7() JU opdueg pajadue)-A1ySIad ] $807] 0] SWDLA B[] &
:A3AILNYND 38 NVD LVHL SLINIWLSNray

088°011 {-sTU1)308 [UOMNSUL U] SMO]
000 00 [ D JO $ONSLIFNDRILS 51]) D3RSI JOU PIp Aoalns 21} ‘Oduries ol £'p 01§ St 0] PA1IOJO.

STSIY) yBnoyi[e 1) 9oN) (H0day D) Ol W POSN LI £ 213 w1l A]|RISLI0 230a8 £21]) 08NEDI(]

suonsonb 9801y PONST UD( PRI| V[ USL[|I G0 O1) WL o0t} snjd Ul ¢y JO PLDISUL) S§)|pe simof

000 09L L TUIPBOUT SAD{ UOIHIU ¢ JO DALITS POID0ULD)-A[LSIAD] DO A JOJ SWDLA JIINIL)

enss aduey) SHOLDVYA NOILLVIWILST

AN

e e T 1 e e e e e T P P T . e o e o Y T o e o -



o e kS i e

: EXHIBIT3 N
HOLOCAUST SURVIVORS AND CHILDREN OF SURVIVORS
DATA FrROM LOCAL JEWISH CO_MMUNITY STUDIES
Jewi ol Housecholds
_______ ¢ ‘BSEA_“I_IS__ e — _—_} witha
Survivor
Survivors Children of Survivors | o1 a Child
_____ T T ofa
Community Year |Percentage | Number |Percentage | Number | Survivor
Broward 1997 3.5% 7,360 3.6% 7,569 7.5%
South Palm Beach 1995 4.7% 4,947 3.1% 3,263 6.4%
Miami 1994 3.4% 4,354 4.3% 5,507 8.1%
Bergen 2001 3.4% 1,777 9.0% 4,704 15.6%
West Palim Beach 1999 1.3% 1,147 1.0% 883 3.2%
Washington 2003 0.6% 1,010 6.2% 10,437 8.7%
Monmouth 1997 0.9% 453 4.4% 2,224 8.1%
Total Survivors 21,030 34,587

Source: Jewish Community Studies by Ira M. Sheskin. Ph.D. in each Jewish community.
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ECONOMIC STATUS OF VICTIMS

NJPS 2000 queried the annual household income in 1999 or 2000 of al} households in the survey.
According 1o these data, about 25% of Nazi Victims have incomes below the Federally-established
poverty levels, (Note that these poverty levels vary by household size and age. For example, for one-
person households age 65 and over, the Federally-established poverty level was about $8,000 in
1999.)

The 25% figure compares to 9% of all Jewislh elderly and 5%of all Jewish adults.

In addition, the data also show that almost 50% of Nazi Victims have incomes below 515,000,
showing that even in those households which are not below the poverty level, an additional 25% are
living on very modest incomes.

Giventhe above estimate of 175,000 Nazi Victims inthe U.S., we can estimate that about 45,000 live
below the Federally-established poverty levels and an additional 40,000 live on very modest incomes.

It should be cmphasized that these should be viewed as minimum estimates because many of the
victims in categories not reach by NJPS (categories 5, 7, and 8 in Exhibit 2) are probably miore likely
to be of lower income.

Limited information is available on the needs of Holocaust survivors from the seven local Jewish
community studies. Only in Miami is the sample size satisfactory for analysis. The analysis shows a
significant level of need among the 4,354 survivors in houscholds in Miami. Based upon the 1994
Jewish Demographic Study of Miami by this author:

1) One fourth of survivors live alone.

2) 76% (3,204 survivors) of survivors were age 63 and over, including 558 survivors who were
agc 85 and over. Less than 4% of survivors in Miami are under age 63.

3) 28% (1,176 survivors) of survivors had a health limitation, including 21% (882 survivors)
who had a health limitation requiring supervision or assistance on a daily basis.

4) 51% (2,121 survivors) of houscholds with survivers had an annual houschold income under

$23,000, including 21% (886 households) of households with survivors who had an income
under $10.000.(The poverty level for 2 single person living alone is $8,980; for a two-person
houschold, $12,120). Another 20% of households witls survivors had a household mcome
between $235.000-830,000. Thus, 70% of households with survivors had household income
under $30,000.

3) 00% of households with survivors own tieir home and 63% of households with survivors live
in 2 high rise building. 32% (2,184 survivors) of houscholds with survivers who own their
home bive in homes valued at S100,000 or less. 77% {(3.251 housecholds) of households with
survivors Hive in homes value at S150,000 or less.
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PREFACE

There are 53,000 Jewish victims of Nazi persecution living in the New York Area. Many Nazi
victims are old and frail and in critical need of our assistance.

At UJA-Federation of New York, we are dedicated 0 supporting all New York's eldedy. What's
more, our strategic guidelines mandate that we support survivors wherever they live, as part of our
global mission to care for all membets of our community — in New York, in Istacl, and throughout
the world. Togcther with our agency partners, we provide the necessary home care and congregate
care for frail elderly survivors to live out their lives independently and with digniry.

The following Special Repor? on Nasg Victings in rie New York Area: Sekected Topies provides a lens
through which we can ascertain the sheer numbers of Nazi victims living in the New York Area
today, as well as gain insight into who these members of our communiry are and what their needs are.
With this knowledge, we can fulfill our mission to be there for them,

uIAQFederation
of NewYork



Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Selected Topics

Introduction

There is growing concern about the situation of Nazi victims today, nearly 60 years after
ihe Holocaust. Substantial resources have become available to meet the needs of Nazi
victims, albeit too late for the many who have died since the end of World War il. The
effort to allocate the available resources equitably has been hampered by the lack of
adequate information about the number and distribution of Nazi victims, their
characteristics, and their needs. This brief report and selected tables provide some
relevant information about Nazi victims in the New York Area which may be helpful in

communal decision-making.

Definitions

In the Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002, a Nazi victim was operationally

defined as a Jewish respondent, spouse, or other adult in the interviewed Jewish

household who had lived in or fled from a country that was under Nazi rule, Nazi
ccupation, or under the direct influence cr control of the Nazis between 1833 and

1945.

« Respondents born in 1945 or earlier who were born cutside the United States were
asked: "....Between 1933 and 1945, did you live in or flee from a country that was
under Nazi rule, Nazi occupation, or under the direct influence or controt of the
Nazis?"

« Data was also collected for spouses {(or unmarried pariners) born outside the United
States prior fo 1946: “....Between 1933 and 1045, did hefshe live in or fiee from a
couniry that was under Nazi rule, Nazi occupation, or under the direct influence or
control of the Nazis?"

= Finally, if there were other adults in the household who were at least 56 years old,
the respondent was asked if: “Between 1933 and 1945, other than you and your
(spouse/ partner), did any of the other adults in the househoid live in or flee from a
country that was under Nazi rule, Nazi occupation, or under the direct influence or

control of the Nazis?”

Special Reporl: Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Seiected Topics, The Jewish Community Study of
New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associstes, Inc. for UJA-Federalion of New York, November
2003.



Answers to the three related questions on Nazi victimization have been collected and
analyzed for Jewish respondents, Jewish spouses, and other Jewish household adulis.
Age and country of birth have been checked to verify that the respondent-spouse-other
adult met the criteria to be labeled as a Nazi victim.

The language of these questions is based on the definition of Nazi victim used by the
Conference on Jewish Material Claims Against Germany {Claims Conference), and the
definition used by the American Jewish Joint Distribution Commitiee (JDC) to identify
Nazi victims in the former Soviet Union. The basic question {with three variations} on
Nazi victim experiences used in the Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002 is
essentially the same as the question used in the 2000 National Jewish Population
Survey (NJPS 2000) in the United States’, and is similar to, but somewhat broader
than, the question for identifying Nazi victims used in the 1897 Study of the Non-
Institutionalized Elderly conducted by the Bureau of Central Statistics in Israel.

More than 4,500 interviews were completed with Jewish households for the Jewish
Community Study of New York: 2002. A total of 412 Jewish adults in 319 interviewed
households were classified as Nazi victims on the basis of the series of questions asked
of ail survey respondents.2 All data presented in this Special Report are projected
estimates of the number of Nazi victims and Nazi victim households based upon the
interviews, utilizing survey data "weighting” lechniques appropriate to the sampling
design and data collecled.

' in the Jewish Comrmunily Study of New York: 2002, three separate guestions were asked (as
sppropriate) for the respondent, spouse/partner, and other aduits in the household. During the screening
phase of the survey, interviewers atiempted 1o complete an interview with the person who answeared the
{elephone as & means to minintze respondant {and nouseheld) refusal to complele the survay. In single
adult households, the question was ssked only of the respondent: in mulliple adult households, the
relevant guestions were asked aboul respondernt, spouse, anc other adults 1o compile the information
neaded on all household membears. Al interview Cala on Nazi viclim respondents, spouses, and other
adults was weighled with the "househeld” weight variable in order for the survey inlerview data o be
projected to statistical estimates of the numbers of Nezi victims in the eight-county UJA-Federation of
New York service area.

In the NJPS 2000 survey, respondents in multiple-adult households were randomly selected, and ong or
two guestions were asked only of réspongents ages S0+ in 2000 who were born in Europe: "Between
1933 and 1945 did you five in & couniry that was uncer Nazi rule or under the direcl infiuence of the
Nazis?" Respondents who answered "no” wete then asked: "Between 1933 and 1845 did you lesve 3
country or region under Nazi rule or direct infience because of Nezi oceupalion of the arez you were
living in at the time?" Data colieclec on respondents was then weighled by & “respondent” weight
variable in order 1o extrapolate an estimated numbear of Nazi viciims for the entire United Stales.

‘hmong the 412 Jewish adult Nazi viclims in 379 Jewish heusehoids were 248 respondents, 128
spouses, and 38 other adults. In €1 of the 379 Nazi victim househoids, the respondent was the only
Nzzi victim: in 83 households, beih the respondent and the spouse were Nazi victims, and in 2
households the respondent and another acull were Nazi victims, There were 73 households interviewed
where the respondent was not & Nezi viclim, bui either the spouse (45 households) or another aduit {28
households) was classified as & Nazi victim.

2
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Summary of Findings

Based upon the interviews completed as part of the Jewish Community Study of New
York: 2002, the numbers of Nazi victims have been estimated for the eight-county area:

« An estimated 55,000 Jewish Nazi victims live in the eight-county New York
Area.

» Nazi victims represent 15% of all Jewish adults age 57 and older in the New
York area.’

» 58% of Nazi victims are female.

« The median age of Nazi victims is 72 years.
s 16% are between the ages of 57 and 65
» 40% are between 65 and 74
e 44% are alleast 757

+ Onein four Nazi victims (26%) lives alone.

» Nazi victims living in one-person households are considerably older than Nazi
victims living in two-person or multiple-person households.

« The median age of Nazi victims living alone is 76, compared to a median age
of 72 for Nazi victims living in two-person households and 68 for victims living
in muliiple-person households,

o B0% of Nazi victims fiving alone are at least 75 years.

*The questions asked aboui Nazi viclim status were restricled o individuals born in 1845 or eariier; the
youngest Nazi viclim was 57 years old. The Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002 estimated thal
1.412.000 Jews (of gl ages. inciucing children} lived in the eighl-caunty New York area. The 55,000 Nazi
victims represent 4% of the 1,412,000 Jews in the siudy erea. Of these 1,412,000 Jews in the eight-
county New York Area, 27% {epproximately 377,000) were ot lgast 57 vesrs old. The 55,000 Jewish Nazi
viclims represent 16% of all Jews born prier to 1948,

% Female Nazi victims tend to be clder: 484 of female Nazi vicums are at least 75 years old, while 37% of
male Nazi victims are at lezst 75 vears cld.

Special Report: Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Selecied Tapice, The Jewish Community Study of
New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associates, Inc. for UJA-Federation of New York, November
2003.



.

o 54% of Nazi victims in the eight-county New York Area live in Brooklyn, 16% iive in
Queens, and 12% live in Manhattan.

» Half of the Nazi victims live in Russian-speaking Jewish households.

» 27,800 Nazi victims (51%) live in New York Jewish households in which an

adult was born in the former Soviet Union, or the survey respondent {typically
born in Eastern Europe) answered the questions in Russian.

Almost three out of four Brooklyn Jewish Nazi victims live in Russian-
speaking households, as do just under half of Queens Jewish Nazi victims.
Only 7% of Manhattan's Jewish Nazi victims live in a Russian-speaking
household.

« Nazi victim respondents in Russian-speaking households are much more
fikely to be recent arrivals to the United States.

e 67% of Nazi victim respondents in Russian-speaking households have moved

to the United States since 1890. Only 10% of Nazi victim respondents in
Russian-speaking households moved to the United States prior to 1970.

in contrast, 95% of Nazi victim respendents in non-Russian-speaking Jewish
households came to the United Staizs prior to 1970, while only 1% came from
1980 to 2002,

e The 55,000 Nazi victims live in 43,300 Jewish households, 7% of all Jewish
households in the New York study arez, but 16% of all Jewish households with
any adult age 57 or older.

In approximately 23,100 Jewish households, only the survey respondent was
a Nazi victim.

in 6,400 households, only the respondent’s spouse was a Jewish Nazi war
victim.

in 10,400 households, both the respondent and the spouse were Nazi
victims.

% In 400 of these househalds, the responcent, his/her sp
Nazi victims. Anaolher 200 Jewish househclds inciucec &
adull. In approximately 3,200 New York Arga Jewish ho

suce, end anather adult in the household were all
& Mzzi victim respondent and & non-spouse olher
veeholds, the only Nazi victim was another aduit

in the household.
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Nazi victim households are more likely to be poor than other New York
Jewish households.

« Half of all Nazi victims live in households with househoid incomes below
150% of the Federal poverty guidefines.’

« 38% of Nazi victims live in households with annual incomes that place
them under the 100% poverty guideline standard.

« 13% live in households which report incomes placing them between
100% and 150% of poverty guideline levels.

« Nazi victims are more likely to be poor than near-poor.

« More Nazi victims live in poor households (51%) than in “near-poor”
househotds (11%) which have incomes above 150% of the Federal poverty
guidelines, but under $35,000 annual yearly income. Ancther 12% have
incomes between $35,000 and $50,000.

+ Since the poverty level calculations arc hased upon both income and the
number of people living in the househcid, there is only a moderate
relationship between the number of peopnle living in a Nazi victim household
and poverty:’

. 2449% of Nazi victims living alone are under the 100% poverty level, compared
{0 37% of those living with another person and 32% of those living with
severat olher persons.

S poverty level comparisons between Nasl viclims and non-victims are easier to meke on the household

(rather than on an individual) level 287 of Nezi victm households are below 100% of poverty, and

another 115 between the 100% and 150% puidelines. Only £% cf nen-viclim households interviewed for

the Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002 were nelow the 100% poverly guidelines, while another
v, reponed incomes between the 100% and the 150% clandards.

‘The poverty guidelines are speciiic to noucehcid size. For one-person households, annual household
incomes under epproximately $8,000 are delinec a8 100% of poverty, and incomes under $13.000 are
defined as 150% of poverty. For two-persen nousehclds, the approximate income ranges (reflected in
questions in the Jewish Community Stucy of New Yark: 2002 that were household-size specific} are
$12.000 and $18,000 respectively. For three-pereon nouseholds, the corresponding income lfevels are
$15,000 and $22.000. The 150% poverly ievel has been vsed as an aperational definition for the New
vork Jewish “poor” in a series of reporis prepared by David Grossman of the Nova Institute for the New
York Metropelitan Coordinaling Council on Jewish Poverly.
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« Nazi victims in Russian-speaking households are much more likely to be poor
than Nazi victims in non-Russian-speaking households:

» B81% of Nazi victims living in Russian-speaking households report annuai
income below 150% of the poverty guidelines {70% below the 100% poverty
fevel).

s In contrast, only 21% of Nazi victims in non-Russian-speaking households
are below the 150% poverly level.

« Thus, four out of five Russian-speaking-household Nazi victims are beiow the
150% poverty fevel, while only one in five non-Russian speaking-household
Nazi victims are below 150% of the poverty standard.

« Russian-speaking Nazi victims and Rugsian-speaking New Yorkers who are
not Nazi victims have the same high level of poverty.

« B9% of the Nazi victim Russian-speaking-households are below the 100%
poverty level.

e 73% of non-victim Russian-speaking households with at least one adult in the

household who is at ieast 57 vears old (the youngest Nazi victim) are below
the 100% poverly level,

« Nazi victim respondents also report relztively poor heaith.
Both Nazi victim history and Russian-speaking stalus have an independent impact
on ihe self-reported heaith of Nazi victims, although Russian-speaking household
membership appears to have the sironger impact.

Among ali Jewish survey respondants age 57 and oider:

o None of the Nazi victim respondents in Rusgsian-speaking-household
respondents report excsllent health; 28% report their health to be poor.®

¢ Al survey respondents were aszed "VWould you say that your awn health is excellent, good, fair or
poor?” Age was 2 critical facior in respendent answiis. Almest hell (48%) of ali survey respondents
unger age 57 report their health to be excelient, and snother 42%% report {heir heallh as good; 8% repon
fair health and just over 1% report poor health, Amang el responaents age 57 and older, comparable
percentages are: 21% excellent, 36% goad, 30% fair, anc 11% poor.
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« Non-victim Russian-speaking-househoid respondents report similar answers:
only 5% report excelient heaith, while 34% report poor health.

e Among Nazi victim respondents in nan-Russian-speaking-households, 12%
reported excellent heaith, but only 6% report poor health.

» Excellent health is reported by 26% of Jewish, non-victim, non-Russian-
speaking-household respondents (age 57 and over), while 6% report poor
health.

Conclusions

» There are clearly poor Nazi victims in the New York Area.

» The vast majority of these poor Nazi victims are relatively recent Russian-
speaking arrivals. Relatively few Nazi victims who are not Russian-speaking are
poor.

» Both Nazi victims and non-victim Jews {age 57and older) fiving in Russian-
speaking households seem o have substantial financial (and health-related)
needs.

» There appears to be no difierence betwsan the poverty level of Russian-
speaking households with a Nazi victim and Russian-speaking households with
~.an older.person who is not a Nazi viclim.

Special Report: Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Seiecled Tepics, The Jewish Community Study of
New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Asscciates, Inc. for UJA-Federation of New York, November
2003.



Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Tables

Exhibit 1. Number of Jewish Nazi Victims, New York Area’
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

ESTIMATED NUMBER
JEWISH NAZI VICTIMS 55,000
Survey Respondents 33,700 |
__Spouses H— 16,9800
Other Jewish Adults in the £.400
Household

*The New York Area includes the five New York City bereughs (Bronx, Brocklyn, Manhattan, Queens,
and Staten island), and Nassau, Sulfolk, and Westchesier Counties.

Special Report: Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Selecied Topics, The Jewish Community Study of
New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associates, inc. for UJA-Federation of New York, November
2003.



Exhibit 2. Jewish Nazi Victims as a Percentage of Jews in the New York Area,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

| e ESTIMATED | % NAZIVICTIMS
NEW YORK AREA NUMBER | COMPAREDTO:

Jewish Nazi Victims 55,000

All Jewish Adults Age 57 377,000 15%

and Older

All Jews in the or
Eight-County Area 1:412,000 ! 4%

i
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Exhibit 3. Gender of Jewish Nazi Viclims,

Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

GENDER: Eﬁalmgggo_; | '.P"EF?CENf
JEWISH NAZI VICTIM_S ' :

Male Nazi Victims 23,200 42%
Female Nazi Victims 31,800 58
Total 55,000 160%

Special Report: Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Selected Topics, The Jewish Community Study of

New York; 2002, prepared by Ukeies Associzles, inc. for UJA-Federation of New York, November

2003.
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Exhibit 4. Age of Jewish Nazi Victims,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

A s | e | TR
Under Age 65 9,000 16%
Ages 65 -75 21,900 40
Ages 75— 84 19,000 35
Ages 85+ 5,000 9
Total 55,000 100%"
MEDIAN AGE 72 Years ;

* In a2l tables, numbers may not add exaclly or percenlages add to 100% due o rounding for

presentation.
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Exhibit 5.  Age and Gender Distribution of Jewish Nazi Victims,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

GENDER OF NAZ] VICTIM

AGE OF JEWISH Males Females

NAZI VICTIMS :

Under Age 85 15% 17 %

Ages 85 - 74 48 34

Ages 75 - 84 28 40

Ages 85+ g 9

Total 100% 100 %
[N=23,200} [N=31,800]

MEDIAN AGE 72 73

Special Reporl: Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Selecied Tepice, The Jewish Community Stugy of

New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associztes, Inc. for UdA-Federation of New York, November

2003.
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Exhibit 8. Household Size: Jewish Nazi Victims,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

NAZI VICTIM Ll\(E_S IN: ESTIMATED NUMBEIR._:- ' PEéCENT 3
1 Person Household {by self) 14,300 26%
2 Person Household 30,800 56
3+ Person Household 9,900 18
Total ‘_ 55,000 100%

' j
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Exhibit 7.

Age and Household Size, Jewish Nazi Victims,

Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

NAZI VICTIM HOUSEHOLD SIZE °

QE\E! (\DJII:C:]TE!:dvéSH 1 Person 2 Persons SPersN;grSe
Under Age 65 10% 18% 20%
Ages 65-74 30 43 44
Ages 75 - 84 45 33 24
Ages 85+ 15 6 12
Total 100% 100% 100%
MEDIAN AGE 76 72 68

Specizt Reporl: Nazi Victims in the New York Arez: Seiected Topics, The Jewish Communily Study of

New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associzles, Inc. for LLIA-Federation of New York, November

2003.

14



Exhibit 8. Borough/County of Residence, Jewish Nazi Victims,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

ESTIMATED NUMBER | % OF ALL NAZI
BOROUGH - COUNTY - OF JEWISH NAZI @~ VICTIMS IN NEW -
VICTIMS . YORK AREA -
Bronx 1,800 3%
Brooklyn 29,700 54
Manhattan 6,700 12
Queens 9,200 | 17
Staten island < 500 <1%
Nassau County 3,600 &
Suffolk County 1,400 ; 3
Westchester County 2,100 ‘| 4
Total 55,000 | 100%

Special Report: Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Sel
New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeies Asscciates, Inc. for UJA-

2003,

gcted Topics. The Jewish Community Study of
Federzlion of New York, November
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Exhibit 8a. Borough/County of Nazi Victims Residence Compared to
All Jews Living in Borough/County,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

|  ESTIMATED % JEWISHNAZI -
BOROUGH - COUNTY | NUMBER OF JEWISH -V’_CT'&E \ﬂ; gli-ri!-JEWS '.
 NAZIVICTIMS |~ 30ROUGHICOUNTY
Bronx 1,800 4%
Brooklyn 29,700 6%
Manhattan 6,700 3%
Queens 9,200 | 5%
Staten Isiand < 500 1%
Nassau Counly 3.600 | 2%
Suffolk County 1,400 2%
Westchester County 2,100 2%
Total 55,000 ;

16
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Exhibit 8b. Relationship of Borough/County of Nazi Victims Residence and
Russian-Speaking Household Status,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

NUMBER OF NAZI |  NUMBER OF NAZI
VICTIMS LIVING IN | VICTIMS LIVING IN
BORCUGH — COUNTY : RUSSIAN- =~ NON-RUSSIAN-
: SPEAKING - - :SPEAKING
HOUSEHOCLDS . HOUSEHOLDS
Bronx 200 1,700
Brooklyn 21,700 7,900
Manhattan 500 6,300
Queens 4,100 5,000
Staten island 300 ¢ 100
Nassau County 400 3,200
Suffolk County 300 1,200
Westchester County 400 1,800
Total 27.800° 27,200"

" Numbers and percentages may not add exactly due 1o rounding {or presentation.

Special Report: Nazi Victims in the New York Area: Selected Topics, The Jewish Community Study of

New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associales, Inc, for UJA-Federation of New York, November

2003.
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Exhibit 9.

Time Period in Which Nazi Victim Respondent Moved to the United States
by Whether Respondent Lives in Russian-Speaking Household,

Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

TIME PERICD NAZI VICTIM
JEWISH NAZI e NS IN RESPONDENTS IN
VICTIM e N SPEARING NON-RUSSIAN-
RESPONDENT S e SPEAKING
MOVED TO USA . HOUSEHOLDS
Pricr to 1970 10% 95%
1970 - 1979 14 4
1980 - 1988 g <1%
1980 - 2002 67 1
Total 100%" 100%

Special Report: Nazi Viclims in the e
New Yorke 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associaies,

2003.

York Area: Selecled Topice, The Jewish Community Study of
Inc. for UJA-Fecerztion of New York, November
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Exhibit 10. Estimated Number of Jewish Households with Nazi Victims,
Jewish Communily Study of New York: 2002

. . Estimated Number Of..'- ' %ofJéwiéh
i%ﬁ':;;&g_“_cﬂm IN- Jewish Households | Households with a Nazi
o with a Nazi Victim - { -~ «-Victim.

Survey Respondent Only 23,100 53%
Survey Respondent & Spouse 10,000 23
Survey Respondent, Spouse & . o |
Other Adult 400 <%
Survey Respondent & Other 200 <%
Aduill

_i Spou;e quy (Respondent Not 6.400 15

- a Nazi Victim)

. . |
Other Jewish Adults in the '
3,200 ! 7
Household Only
Total — Jewish Households I ' b
43.300 4 100

with a Nazi Victim 3001 e
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Exhibit 11. Jewish Households with Nazi Victims as a Percentage of
New York Area Jewish Households, 2002

Eight-County Area

NEW YORK AREA ENrvalay ﬁgﬁéﬁg&l}g o
' . COMPARED:TO: -
Sewioh Nasi Vietims 43,300
All Jewish Households in the 643,000 7%

* The Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002 surveyed Jewish households living in the UdA-
Federalion of New York service area, which is comprised of the five New York City boroughs (Bronx,

Brooklyn, Manhatian, Queens, anc Sizten lsland), as well zs Nessau, Suffoik, and Westchester Counties.

Special Report: Nazi Victims in the New Yerk Ateal
New York; 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associales, Inc. for

2003.
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Exhibit 12.  Poverty Among Jewish Nazi Victims,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

NAZI VICTIMLIVES IN ESTIMATED | % of ALL NAZI
HOUSEHOLD WITH NUMBER ~ VICTIMS. -
ANNUAL INCOME: - : o T
Below 100% of Poverly Guidelines’ 21,000 38%
4]

Bet_weg:n 100% and 150% of Poverly 7.000 13
Guidelines

Above 150% of Poverty Guidglines 27,000 49
Total £5,000 100%

]

" Poverty guidelines are specific to househald size. For one-person heuseholds, znnual household
incomes under approximately $8,000 are delinee 25 100% of poverly, and incomes under $13,000 are
defined as 130% of poverly. For twe-persen heusehelds, the approximale iNCome ranges are $12,000
and $18,000 respectively. For three-person householcs, the corresponding income levels are $15,000
and $22.000. The 150% povenry level has been used as an operational definition of the New York Jewish
"poor” in & series of repors issued by the New York Metropelitan Coordinating Council on Jewish Poverly.
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Exhibit 13.

Poverty Level and income of All Jewish Nazi Victims,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

NAZ| VICTIM LIVES IN

HOUSEHOLD WITH PERCENT
ANNUAL INCOME:

Below 150% of Poverty

Guidelines 51%
Above 150% of Poverty

Guidelines, Below 11
$35,000 income

$35,000 to 550,000 12
$50,000 to $100,000 12
$100,000 and Over 15
Total 100%"

j

* Percentages may nol add to 100% cue to reunding.

Special Report: Nazi Victims in
New York: 2002, prepared by Uhe!

2003,

ine New York Area: Selecled Topics, The Jewish Community Study of
s Associaies, Inc. for UJA-Federalion of New York, November
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Exhibit 14. Poverty Among Jewish Nazi Victims, by Size of Household,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

Nazi Victim Lives

NAZI VICTIM LIVES IN Alone: 1 With 1 | i Several
HOUSEHOLD WITH Person Other Other People
ANNUAL INCOME: Mousehold Person P
Below 100% of Poverty o o 0
Guidelines 44% 37% 32%
Between 100% and 150% of . I
Poverty Guidelines ! : 14 12
Above 150% of Paverly -
Guidelines a 49 56

i

!
Total 100% 100% 100%

Special Report: Nazi Viclims in the New York Area: Seiected Topics, The Jewish Community Study of
New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associales, Inc. for UJA-Feceration of New York, November

2003.
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Exhibit 15.

Russian-Speaking Households,

Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

NAZIVICTIMS IN - -

NAZI VICTIM LIVES IN NAZIVICTIMS IN -1 -
HOUSEHOLD WiTH RUSSIAN-SPEAKING ‘N%"\F’;gf}gi'é”‘- -
ANNUAL I.NCO.i\_A_E:. HOUSEHOLDS N _:_HDUS_EHOLDS_
Below 100% of Poverty o
Guidelines 69% 8%
Between 100% and 150% 0 15
of Poverty Guidelines
Above 150% of Poverty

o ’
Guidelines 22 &
Total 100%° 100%°

* Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding jor nresentation.

Special Report: Nazi Victims in the New York Area! Selecled Topics, The Jewish Community Study of
New York; 2002, prepared by Ukeles Asscciates, inc. for UJA-Federation of New York, November

2003.

Poverty Among Nazi Victims, Russian-Speaking Households and Non-
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Exhibit 16. Poverty in Russian-Speaking Households with Nazi Victims and
without Nazi Victims, at Least One Adult in Household Age 57 of Older,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

AT LEAST ONE ADULT IN HOUSEHOLD AGE 57+
- RUSSIAN-SPEAKING’
HOUSEHOLD WITH R e HOUSEHOLDS
ANNUAL INCOME: NAZ] VICTIMS WITHOUT ANY NAZI
: ’ VICTIMS
Below 100% of
Qr Q
Poverty Guidelines ; 69% 73%
Between 100% and
150% of Poverty 10 4
Guidelines
Above 150% of
Poverty Guidelines 2z 23
Total fj 100%" 100%

‘ Percentages may not add to 100% cue o rounding for presentation.

Specizl Report: Nazi Viclims in the New York Area: Selected Topics, The Jewish Community Study of
New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Assccigtes, Inc. for UJA-Federzlion of New York, November
2003.
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Exhibit 17. Health Status of Survey Respondents, Age 57+,
Jewish Nazi Victims and Jewish Non-Victims by
Whether Respondent Lives in a Russian-Speaking Household,
Jewish Community Study of New York: 2002

JEWISH RESPONDENT, AGE 57+, LIVES IN:

Russian-Speaking Household

Non-Russian-Speaking Household

:E,AT.?}EFSORTED Nazi Victim Not Nazi Victim Nazi V:’cli.rn'. . No.t N.azi Viciim:'

Excelient 0% 8% 12% 26%

Good 18 T 35 44

Fair 57 5 43 46 24

Foor 26 | 34 6 6

Tota! 100% 100%" | 100% 100%
* Percentages may not add to 100% cue o rounding for presentalion.

Special Reporl: Nazi Victims in the New Yor

2003.

Kk Area: Selected Topics, The Jewish Community Study of

New York: 2002, prepared by Ukeles Associales, Inc. for UJA-Federation of New York, November
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“American Jews,” in American Ethnic Geography Newsletter, Fall, 1957,

*Why is this American Jewish Community Different from All Other Jewish Communities?” in the Southern
Jewish Histerical Sociery Newsletter (Mzrch 1997) pp. 4-6.
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Article on Turkey in the Academic American Encyclopedia, Arete Publishing Company (19803,
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*New York feads nation in kosher meat consumption,”™ Kosher Business, (April, 1992} Vol. 1, No 5., P. 5.
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“Jewish 1dentity: The Numbers in Broward County,” Miami Herald, February 15, 1998, p. 3BR.
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1999 Temple Beth E! Membership Survey Report (1999) (Boea Raton: Temple Beth EI) 70 pp.
1998 Temple Bat Yam Membership Survey Report (1998) (Fort Lauderdale: Temple Bat Yam). 70 pp.-
The Blue Star Impact: Evatuating 50 Years of Bluc Star’s Mission (1997) {(Hollywood: Blue Star Camps).

Catholic School Feasibility Siudy, An Examination of the Need for Additional Cathalic Parochial Schaols in
Menroe Counry (1997) (Miami: Archdiocese of Miami) 50 pp.

1998 Temple Beth Am Survey for a Long Range Planning Study (1996) (Miami: Temple Beth Am). 80 pp.

An Update of Jewish Demographics in West Palm Beach (West Palm Beach: The Jewish Federation of Palm
Beach County {1594}). 104 pp.

Catholic Schoo! Feasibitity Study, An Examination of the Need for Additional Cathalic Parochial Schools in
Sourth Dade (Miami: Archdiocese of Miami) {1993) 50 pp.

Cathalic School Feasibility Study, An Exomination of the Need for Addiienal Catholic Parochial Schools in
West Broward (Miami: Archdiocese of Miami) (1993). 50 pp.

Jewish Federation of Greater Fort Lauderdale, Feasibility Study for a JCC Preschool in Northwest Broward
County {199]}).

Greater Miami Jewish Federation Demographic Study, Supplementary Report #11: 1990 Population
Estimares (199().

The Miami Jewish Educator Study, Miami: Central Agency for Jewish Education (1989) 260 pp.
The South Dade Jewish Community Cemer Early Childhood Education Study ($988).
Greater Miami Jewish Federation Demographic Stedy, Supplementary Report #10: Jewish Educaiion (1987).

Greater Miami Jewish Federation Demographic Swidy, Supplementary Report #9: J987 Popularion Esiiinares
(1987).

Jewish Federation of Palm Beach Cournty, Profile of High Income Respondents to tie 1987 Demographic
Study, Supplementary Repori £1 (1988).

Greater Miami Jewish Federation, Spectal Report #2, The Gift Retention Survey (1987) 96 pp.

Greater Miazmi Jewish Federation, Special Repert #1, The Location of the South Dade Jewish Community
Center: Report on the JCC Locational Analysis Survey {1986) 56 pp.

Greater Mismi Jewish Federation Demographic Study, Supplementary Report #8: Locarion of the South Dade
Jewish Community Center (1986) 23 pp.

Greater Miami Jewish Federation Demographic Study, Supplementary Report £7: 1985 Population Estimates
(1986) 43 pp.

Metro Dade County, Metrorail Bicvele Survey (1985) 33 pp.

Metropoiitan Dade Coumy, Metrorail—The First 100 Days (1985) with K. Brooks (1984) 180 pp.
South County Jewish Federation, The Jewish Popularion of South Couniy (1984) 115 pp.

Treassure Coast Jewish Cemter, The Jewish Population of the Swuart-Port S1. Lucie Areq (1983) 15 pp.

Greuter Miami Jewish Federation Demographic Study, Supplememary Report #6: Demographic Profiles of
the Jewish Poputation of the Temple Beth Am Market Arca (1984) 36 pp.

Miagmi Review Readership Survey {19843 102 pp.

Greater Miami Jowish Federation Demaographic Study, Supplementary Report #5: Demographic Profiics of
the Jewish Population af 5 South Dade Subregions (1983) 75 pp.
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28,

Greater Miami Jewish Federation Demopgraphic Study, Supplementary Report #4: Demogrophics of JCC
Participants and Potential Members (1983) 35 pp.

Greater Miami Jewish Federation Demographic Study, Suppiementary Report #3: 1983 Jewish Population
Estimares and Projeciions of the Jewish Population of Dade County (1983) 25 pp.

Metro Dade Transport Administration, The On-Board Transit Survey, Data Analysis Report (1983) 200 pp.
Survey of Academic Computing ai the University of Miami, with Mary Sapp (1983) 40 pp.

University of Miami Travel and Parking Survey Final Repor:, with Ralph Warburton (1983) 93 pp.

Kziser Transit Group, The 1980 On-Board Transit Survey, Methodology Report (1982) (pp. 77-93, 106-46).

Dade Ceumy QOffice of Transportation Administravion, Upgrading Methodology and Accuracy of Simulation
Nerworks, with Howard Eisenstadt (1980) 15 pp.

BOOK AND SOFTWARE REVIEWS

1.

12

Adx

&

Geographical Identities of Ethnic America, Race, Space, and Place, Edited by Kate A. Berry and Martha
Henderson in the Professional Geographer (2003),

Jews in Americar A Contemporary Reader, Edited by Roberia Rosenberg Farber and Chaim | Waxman in
American Jewish Hizsiory Yol. 88, No. 2 (2000) pp.297-299.

The Atias of Ethnic Diversity in Wisconsin, by Kazimicrz ) Zanjewski and Carol J. Rosen (eds.} in Urban
Geography Vol. 20, No. 7 {1999 pp.681-682.

Populatian, Poverry, and Politics in Middle East Ciiies, by Michael E. Bonine (ed.) in Urban Geagraphy Vel
19, No. 4 (May/Junc, 1998) pp. 396-391.

Demographic and Socio-Economic Characieristics af Jews in India by Asha A. Bhende and Ralph E. Jhirad
in the Journal of Inde-Judaic Studies (April, 1999) Volume 1, No. 2, pp. 143-144,

Flarida, Atlas of Historical County Boundaries, John H. Long, Editor, Pegpy Tuck Sinko and Kathryn Ford
Thorne in The Floride Geographer Yol. 29 {(1998) p. 111,

Mergers and Acquisitions, Geographic and Spatial Perspectives by Milford Green in Urban Geography
{March-April, 1991) Volume 12, No. 2, pp. 194-6.

Sim Ciry by Maxis in Urban Geography {1993).
Cities in Space, Cities as Place by D. Herbert and C, Thomas in Urban Geography (1991},

The Evaluation and Applicaiion of Survey Research in the Arab World by M, Tessler, M. Palmer, T. Farah,
and B. Lethem Ibrahim in Nozional Geographic Research (1988) pp. 433-5.

trban Spatial Traffic Panterns, by R. Vaughan in Professional Geographer (1988) p. 495.

The Middie East Ciry, Anciemt Traditiens Canfront @ Maodern World edited by A. Saqqaf in Urban Geography
(1988).

New Tools for Sacial Scientists, Advances and Applications in Research Methods, edited by W, Berry and M.
Lewis-Becek in Professional Geographer (1987).

Add a Stat and Muliifit by ABACUS Scientific Software in the Professional Geographer {1987).

Living With Energy Shorifall, A Future For American Towns and Cities, by 1. Van Til in Professional
Geographer {1984) pp. 138-9.

Finding a Place for Energy, Siing Coal Conversion Facilities, by F. Calzonetti with M. Eckert in Journal of
Regional Science {1983) pp. 426-7.
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7.

iB.
19.

20,

Energy Forecasting for Planners: Transportaiion Medels, by W, Beaton, 1. Weyland, and N. Neuman in
Annals of the Association of American Geographers (1983) pp. 327.9.

Transportation and Envirenment by J. Huichins in Professional Geographer (1979) pp. 113-4.

Everyihing in its Place, Secial Order and Land Use in America by C. Perin in Professional Geographer
(1978) pp. 429-30.

Urban Transportation Modeling and Pignning, by Peter R. Stopher and Arnim Meyburg and Urban Travel
Demand, A Behavioral Analysis, by T. Domencich and D. McFadden in Geographical Anaiysis (1978)
pp. 91-2.

PAPERS PRESENTED

| ]

15.

16.
17,
18.

19,
20.

“Future Research Dircetions In Ethnic Geography,” panelist, Association of American Geographers,
Philadelphia (2004).

=The 2000-01 Nationz! Jewish Population Survey,” Association of American Geographers, Philadelphia
(2004).

“NJP§ 2000-01: Repional Differences,” prescnicd at the General Assembly of United Jewish Communitics,
Yerusalem {2003).

*Methodological Differences between Lecal Jewish Community Swdies and NJPS 2000, presented at the
NIPS Colloguium, Brandeis University and Hebrew College. Boston (2003).

~Ten Percent of American Jews,” Association of American Geographers, New Orleans {2003},

“Future Rescarch Dircetions In Ethnic Geography,™ panclist, Association of American Geographers, New
Orleans (2003).

*How Florida lewisht Communities Differ from Non-Florida Jewish Communiiies, * Florida Sociely of
Geographers, Boca Reton, FL {2003).

*Local Jewish Community Studies,” presented at the Inrernational Conference on Jewish Demography.
sponsored by the Avraham Harmon Institute of Contemiporary Jewry a1 the Hebrew University of Jeruszlem
and the Jewish Agency for Isracl, Jerusalem, Israc) (2002},

“Implications of Demographics for Social Services 10 the Elderly in Florida,” Caring for the Elderly
Conference, Fort Lauderdale, Fl (2002),

“The Feasibility of Establishing a Jewish Community Center in Westport, CT,” Association of American
Geopraphers, Los Anpeles (2002).

“South Florida Jewish Demographics,” Internationzl Council of Shopping Centers, Miami Beach (2001).
"Research as an Essential Took tor Planning and Policy Making,” General Assembly of United Jewish
Communitics, Washington, D.C, (2001).

*How Jewish Communitics Differ,” General Assembly of the United Jewish Communities, Washington,
D.C. (2001).

“The Sizc and Spatial Distribution of American Jewish Communities,” Association of American
Geographers, New York (2001).

“The 2000 National Jewish Populztion Survey: Controversies and Prospects,™ The South Florida Association
of Jewish Swdies, Miami {2001).

“Local joewish Community Studies,” American Jewish Press Association, Washingion, DC (2000).
“Demographics in Somh Florida,” Regional Science Associaion, Miami Beach {2000).

“How Jewish Conununitics Differ: Variations in the Findings of Local Jewish Population Swdies,”™
Association of American Geographers, Piusburgh (2000).

“The Jewish Population of Stuart-Port St. Lucie,” Florida Society of Geographers, Stwart, Florida (2000).
“The 2000 United Jewish Communities National Jewish Population Survey,” panel @1 the General Assembly,
United Jewish Communities, Atlanta (1999).

“Florida's Jewish Elderly: A Less Dependent Subpopulztion?,” Southeastern Division of the Association of
American Geographiers, Tampa (1999).
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30.
31.
32,
33.
35,
36.
37,
38.

48.

49,

50.

51.

*Jewish Geography,” invited presentation at Ohio Siate University. Invited by the Ohio State University
Depariment of Geopraphy, Melton Center for Jewish Studies, Center for Slavic & East European Studies,
and Department of Germanic Languages & Literatures (1999).

“Who Were They? From Where Did they Come? How Did They Live?” as pan of the “Barcly 2 Minyon,
the Last Elderly Jews of Miami Beach™ exhibit at the Jewish Muscum of Florida, Miami Beach (1999).
“Taward an Applied Ethnic Geography,” panel discussien, Association of American Geographers, Hawaii
(1999).

“The Jewish Population of Monmouth County, NJ, Association of American Geographess, Hawaii (1999).
*The Dixie Diaspora: Jews in the South,” Southeastern Divisien of the Association of American
Geographers, Memphis (1998).

“The Jewish Community of Broward County,” Association of American Geographers, Boston (1958).
“Demographic Lessons for Funders, Planners, and Marketers,” at the Joint Venwre Conference, Council of
Jewish Federations, Atlanta (1998},

*The Sephardim of Miami,” 12th World Congress of Jewish Studies, Jerusalem {1997} with Henry A.
Green.

“The Jewish Population of South Flerida— An Update,” Florida Society of Geographers, Tampa (1997).

= Auantz-Jewish Capital of the South,” Asseciation of American Geographers, Fort Worth {1997).

“The Jewish Internet,” Association of American Geographers, Fort Worth (1997) panelist.

“Florida Jewish Demographics,™ Southern Jewish Historical Socicty Conference, Miami Beach (1996).
“Jews in Dzde County: An Historiczl-Demographic Perspective,™ at Miami, Jews and the Centennial:

A Mulriculneral Perspective, Historical Muscum of Southern Florida (1996).

“South Palm Beach Coumy, America's Fastest-Growing Jewish Community,” Association of Amcrican
Geographers, Charlotte {1996).

“The Jewish Population of Pinclias County,” Florida Society of Geographers, Fort Lauderdale {1995).
“Sephardic Demography in the United States,” American Sephardi Federation, Miami (1593).

“Geographic Variations in the Demography and Religiosity of American Jews,” International Conference on
Geagraphy and Judaic Swdies, Visions of Land and Community, University of Maryland (1993).
"Geography is Destiny,” Estelle and Emil Gould Lectuse of the University of Miami Middle East Studies
Institute, Graduate School of Internationad Swudies (1995).

~Changes in the Geography of the Jewish Population of Greater Miami, 1982-1994," Association of
American Geographers, Chicago (19%5).

*Quiside the Homeland: The Jewish Population of Orlando, Florida,™ Association of American Geographers,
San Francisco (1994).

“Ethnic Homelands,™ Association of American Geographers, San Francisco {15%4) panelist.

“ Analyzing the New Reality in the Middic East,” University of Mizmi Middle East Studies Institute,
Graduate Schoal of International Swudies (1992).

“The Demography of Jews in South Fleridz: Second Generation Jewish Elderly Estadlish a Jewish Homeland
in the Sunbeli,™ American Sociological Society, Miami (1993).

= American Ethnic Geopraphy: Issues and Concepis,™ Association of American Geographers, Atlania {1993)
panelist.

“Building s Community in the Senbeli: The Jewish Population of Saruseta, Florida,” Associaion of
American Geographers, Atlanta (19933,

*Jewish Ethnic Homelands in the United Siztes.” Southeastern Division of the Association of American
Geographers, Louisville {1992).

"Jewish Demographic Stedies: Implications for American Jewish Support of 1sracl™ at Information Seminars
sponsored by the Israeli Consul, Mismi Beach {1992), Fort Myers (1992), and Boca Raton (1992 and 1993},
and Fori Lauderdale (1993).

“Geaographical Aspects of the Jewish Population of South Broward,” Florida Society of Geographers, Boca
Ralon, 1992,

“The 1960 Councit of Jewish Federations National Jewish Popuolation Survey: lmplications for Florida,”
General Assembly, Councit of Jewish Federations, Baltimore (19%1).

“The 1990 Council of Jewish Federations National Jewish Population Survey: lmplications for Small Jewish
Communities,” General Assembly, Council of Jewish Federations, Baltimore (1991),
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52,

53.

54,

55.

56.

57,

38,

59.

60.

61,

66.

07.
68.

69,

70.

1
¥+

=1
tar

“The 1990 Council of Jewish Federations National Jewish Population Survey: Regional Comparisons,”
General Assembly, Council of Jewish Federations, Baltimore {1991).

“The 1990 Council of Jewish Federations National Jewish Population Survey: Sephardic Jews in the United
States,” General Assembly, Council of Jewish Federations, Baltimore (1991).

“Demographic Patterns of Jewish Communitics in Florida,” presented at an Information Seminar sponsored
by the Isracli Consul, Tampa (199}) and Fert Lauderdale (1990).

“A Geography of American Jews—Some Preliminary Findings,” Association of American Geographers, San
Diego (19%2).

“The Geographical Distribution of Religious Preference in the United States,” with Barry Kesmin,
Southeastern Division of the Association of American Geographers, Asheville (19%1).

A Profile of Sephardic Jews in the United States,™ at Memory and Morals: Sephardim and the Quincen-
tenary, An International Conference on 500 Years of Sephardic History, Hispanics and Jews in the Americas,
and Justice, sponsored by the Scheel of Law and Judaic Studies, University of Miami, Miami Beach (1991).
“Planning for a Day in the Lifc of a University of Miami Professor in 1999: Using Focus Groups and
Scenarios to Assess Information Technology Needs,™ with W. Respondent Hawkins, M. Sapp, and M. L.
Temares, Society for College and University Planning, Seattle (1991).

“Cemetery Location in Dade County,” Florida Society of Geographers, Tampa (1991).

“The Relationship Between Surveyed Behavioral Intem and Actwal Behavior in Transit Usage,”
Transportation Research Board, Washington, D.C. (1991).

“The Geography of Ethnicity in Dade County,” at a conference on “Ethnic Minerities and Multiculiuralism:
Dade County's Tomorrow,” Historical Muscum of South Florida, Miami (1990).

“The Kuwail Crisis: Torning Point for the Middle East?™ University of Miami Middlc East Studies Institute,
Graduzie School of International Studies (1990},

“The Jews of South Florida,” Association of American Geographers, Miami {1991).

“Estimating the Need for Cemenery Spaces in South Florida: An Excrcise in Applied Geography,”
Southecastern Division of the Association of American Geographers, Columbia (1990).

“Migration Patterns and Setttement History of Jews in Scuth Florida,” Jewish Geography Conference at The
Ohio State University (1990),

*Migration Patterns of the Jewish Population of South Florida,” Florida Sociely of Geographers, Cedar Key
(1990).

“Surveyed Behavioral Intent in Transit Usege,™ Association of American Geographers, Torono (1990).
~Making Sense of The Persian Guif Crisis: Turning Point for the Middle Eas1?™ (1890). University of Miami
M Middle East Swudies Instiwie, Graduate School of International Studies,

“Jewish Elderly in Soumth Floridz and Istaci: A Geographic Analvsis,” Association of American
Geographers, Baltimore (1989).

“The Relationship Between Surveved Behavioral Intent and Actoal Behavior in Transit Usage,” Fifth World
Conference on Transport Research, Yokohama (1989),

-South Florida—The New Diaspora,” with Henry Green “The Cerade-isruel Conference on Social-Scientific
Approaches to the Swdy of Judaism™ {1989).

“A Comparative Profile of Jewish Elderly in South Florids and Isracl,” with P. Zadka and H. Green, Tenth
World Jewish Congress of Jewish Siudics in Jerusalem (1989).

“The Pemography of Jews in Palm Beach County, Florida,” Florida Society of Geographers, Sanford
{1988).

“The Jews of South Florida, ™ General Assembly, Council of Jewish Federations, Miami {1987).

“The Mobility and Needs of Juwish Elderly in Palm Beach County,” Association of Amcrican Geographers
Phoenix (1988},

“The Migration of Jews to Sunbelt Cities, An Update,” Southeastern Division of the Association of
American Geographers, Charloue {1987},

~The Location of Selecied Commercial Activitics in Dade County,
Minncapolis (1986).

“The Migration of Jews 1o Sunbelt Cities,” Sunbelt Conference, Miami (1885).

“Miami’s Jewish Poptlstion,” Florida Society of Geographers, Miami {1985).

*Dade County’s Metrorail,” with Kzthie Brooks, Florida Saciely of Geegraphers Miami (1985).

Association of American Geographers,
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B1.

83,

84.

8s5.

86.

87,

B8.

B9.

90,

91.

93.
96.
97,
58.

99,

i00.

103,
104,

105.

106,

107,

“Changing Demographic and Urban Structure of Dade County,™ Citizen's Charter Review Commitice
(1985).

“The Unijversity as a Mass Transit Generator,” with Ralph Warburton, South Florida American Society of
Civil Engincers, Cape Coral {1983},

“Use of Ethnic Surnames o Projcct the Jewish Population,” Association of American Geographers,
Washingion, D.C. (1984).

“The *Training' of 2 University: Reactions to a Campus Rail Rapid Transit Station,” with Raiph Warburton,
Souheastern Division of the Association of Amecrican Geographers, Orlando {1983).

“The Journcy to Campus,” with Ralph Warburien, National Council for Geographic Education, Ocho Rios,
Jamaica (1983).

“Geographical Aspects of the Dade County Jewish Community,™ Association of American Geopraphers,
Denver (1583).

“Geographical Aspects of the Dade Jewish Community,” University of Miami Rescarch Symposium, Miami
(1983).

“Attitudes, Causes, and Perceplions: The 1980 Black Riot in Miami, Florida,” with T. Baswell and

C. Truss, Southcastern Division of the Association of American Geopraphers, Memphis (1982).

“Liberty City-~One Ycar After,” with Thomas Boswell and Carroll Truss, Association of American
Geographers, San Antonio (1982).

“Attitudes Toward Car Pooling and Public Transportation: Urban-Rural Differences,™ with Helen A,
Friedman, Association of Amecrican Geographers, San Antonio {1982},

*The Tmpact of Mexican Nawral Gas in North America,” with Jeffrey P. Osleeb, Association of American
Geographers, San Antonio (19823,

“Sysiemwide Route Monitoring,” with Peter R, Stopher, Transportation Rescarch Board Shor-Range Transit
Cpuerations Planning and Management Conference, Atlanta (1982},

“Pitot Testing of Alternative Administrative Procedures and Survey Forms,” with Peter R, Swopher,
Transportation Rescarch Board, Washington (1982).

“A Method for Determining and Reducing Nonresponse Bias,
Resezrch Board, Washington {1982},

*Toward Improved Collection of a 24-hour Travel Record,™ with Peter R, Swopher, Transportation Research
Board, Washingron (1982).

“Business Geography,” University of Miami Chizen's Board {1982).

“Elderly Teansponation,”™ University of Miami Center on Aging (1981).

“Public Reactions to Trensportation and Energy Options,” with Peter R. Stepher, Conference on Alternative
Encrgy Sources, Miami Beach (1981).

“Spatial Variations in Auiedes Toward Expanded Public Transit Service,” with Peter R. Stopher,
Sombeastern Division of the Association of American Geographers, Atlanta (1981).

“Urban-Rural Differences in Aunitudes Toward Transporiation Relaied Energy Conservation Measures,” with
H. Fricdman, East Lakes Division of the Association of American Geographers, Bowiing Green, Ohio
(1981,

with Peter R. Stopher, Transportation

. "Transportation and Cnergv-—Urban Perceptions,” with Peter R. Swopher, Transpertation Rescarch Forum,

San Francisco (19813,

. *The Impact of the Planned Dade County Rapid Transit Upon the Accessibitity of the Elderly,™ with

Howard Eisenstadt, 8th Nutional Conference on Transportation for the Elderly and Handicapped, Sarasota
(1981).

"A Methed for Determining and Reducing Nonresponse Bias,” with Peter R. Stopher, Detroit (1981).
“Pilot Testing of Alternative Administrative Procedures and Survey Instruments,” with Peler R, Stopher,
American Statistical A ¢sociation, Detroit (1981},

“Spatial Variations.in Beliefs and Judgments about Transit-Service Provision-A Case Study,” with Peier R,
Stopher and Sheila Lin, Sowmhern Repional Science Association, Arlington (1981).

“Survey Sampling and Design for an On-Boerd Transit Survey, Dade Coumty, Florida,” with Gary Spivack
and Peter R. Stopher, Association of American Geographers, Los Angeles (1981).

“Mexican Natura)l Gas—~A Supplecmentary Supply Source?” Western Social Science Assotiation, San Diego
(1981).
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108.

109.

110,

111.

112,

i13.
114.

115,

1i6.

117.

118.

124,

125,

126,

“Accessibility Impact of Dade County's Planned Integrated Transit Sysiem,” with Howard Eisenstadt and
Peter R, Stopher, Florida Society of Geographers, 51, Augustine, Florida (1981).

“Small-Sample Transponation Surveys,™ with Peter R, Stopher, United States Depantment of Transporation,
Washingion {1980).

“The Dual Survey Mechanism as a Device for Gauging Nonresponse Bias,” with Peter R. Stopher,
Southeastern Division of the Association of American Geographers, Blacksburg (1980).

~Dade County's On-Board Bus Survey,” with Gary Spivack and Peter R. Stopher, American Society of Civil
Engineers, Hollywood (1980).

“The Travel Behavior of the Elderly, Dade County, Florida,” with Helen A. Fricdman, Association of
American Geographers, Louisville {1980},

“Land Use in Miami," with Kathic Brooks, Florida Socicty of Geographers, Miami (1980}

“Elderly Travel Behavior: Survey Design and Preliminary Results,” with Helen A. Fricdman, Florida
Society of Geographers, Miami {1980).

“Internal Migration Sclectivity and Its Impact on the Population Structure of New Providence Island (Greater
Nassau), Bahamas 1960-1970," with Thomas Boswell and Kim Zokoski, Southcastern Division of the
Association of American Geographers, Nashville (1979).

=The Social Trip Behavior of Suburban Residents,” Association of American Geogpraphers, Philadelphia
(1579).

“The Incorperation of a Nonlinear Cost Function into Commodily Flow Modeis: A Medified Version of the
Out-of-Kilter Algorithm,” Southeastern Division of the Association of American Geographers, Athens
(1978).

“Implications of the Imponmion of Mexican Natural Gas for the U.S, Market,” with Jef{rey P. Oslecb.
Association of American Geographers, New Orleans (1978).

. “Alaskan Nawral Gas—Which Route 1o Market? The Modified Qui-of-Killer Algorithm,”™ Management

Sctence Colloguiurm, University of Miami (1978).

., “The Influence of the Dade County Masier Plan Upon Development Atound Fiorida Turnpike,” with Drew

Vella, Florida Sociery of Geographers, Tampa (1978).

. "Alaskan Natural Gas— Which Route (o Marke1?™ Southeastern Division of the Association of American

Grographers, Nashvitle (1977).

. “An Examination of the Natural Gas Pipeline Newwoerk,™ Associmion of American Geographers, Salt Lake

City (1977).

. ~The Recanstitution of Regression Cocfficients in Principal Components Regression Analysis,™ East Lakes

Division of the Association of American Geogrephers, Ann Arbor, Michigan (1976).

“Spatial Aspects of the Natural Gas Crisis,” with Jeffrey P. Oslech, Association of American Geographets,
New York City (1976).

“Current and Future Prospects for Canadian-U.S. Nawral Gas Trade,” with Jeffrey I'. Cslech, Middle States
Division of the Association of American Geographers, Buffalo (1975).

“Spatizl Behavior in Different Environments: A Revezled Preference Analysis,” with Barry Lentnek and
Sian Lieber, Association of American Geographers, Milwaukee (1975),

. "Consumer Behavior and Urban Spatial Structure in Mexico,” with Barry Leawnek and Stan Licher,

Conference of Latin Americanist Geographers, Chapel Hill {1974).

. “Thoughts on the Evolution of City Size Distributions.” with Barry Lenmek and Ken Bruce, Association of

American Geographers, Scattle (1974},

MUSEUM DISPLAYS

1.

Carntographic Display on Hislorical Geography of the Jewish Population of Miami-Dade County at the Jewish
Muscum of Florida exhibit: “Jews of Greater Mainjend Miami: The First 100 Years™ (1997).
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GRANTS RECEIVED
RESEARCH

i.

Principal Investipator, “Developing a Tourism Forecasting Mode! for Florida,” $23,386 from Visit Florida
(1hc State of Florida *board of tourism™). (Pat Fishe, University of Miami Depariment of Economics, Co-PI}
{2003).

2. Prineipal 1avestigator, “Elderly Needs in Coral Gables,™ $170,000 from the University of Miami and 1he
City of Coral Gables (2002-2003}.

3. Principal Investigator, “Developing a Tourism Forecasting Model for Florida,” 549,770 from Visit Florida
(the State of Florida “board of tourism”™). (Pat Fishe, University of Miami Depariment of Economics, Co-PI)
(2002 - 2003).

4. Censultant, National Science Foundation grant 10 cxamine the impact of Hurricane Andrew (1992), Stan
Brunn, Don Zeigler, and Jim Johnson, Principal lnvestigators. 8750,

5. Principal Investigator, “The Changing Location of Commercial Activity in Dade County,” Award in
Business and Social Science (1986). 55.000,

6.  Principal Investigator, “Readership Survey™ for Migmi Review (1984). $10,542.

7. Principai Investigator, “Development and Analysis of a Daw Base for Long-Range Planning for the Greater
Miami Jewish Community,” Greater Miami Jewish Federation {1981). $57,262.

& “Data analysis for two travel surveys,” Schimpeler.Corradino Associates, Coral Gables (1981}, 31,750,

9.  “Leological Distribution of Crime and Drugs™ (1979). NIH Grant, University of Miami Center—Drug
Research.

10. Principal Investigator, “Trunspertation Needs of e Elderly in Central Cities and Suburbs,” University of
Miami Institute for the Study of Aging (1978) (with T. Beswell). $1500

11, Principal Investipator, “Transportation Needs of the Elderly in Central Citics and Subuerbs,™ {1978) (with T.
Boswell). $500 from University of Miami Ryder Program in Transporiation.

TRAVEL

1. NJPS 2000 Colloquium at Bebrew Collepe and Brandeis University, Boston (2003). North Amcrican Jewish
Data Bank, $430.

2. International Conference on Jewish Demography, sponsored by the Avraham Harmon Instituie of
Comtemporary Jewry at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem and the Jewish Agency for Isracl, ferusalem,
1srael (20023, Miller Center for Contemporary Judzic Swudies, §1,700.

3. dAnnual Meeting of the American Jewish Press Association, Washingion, DC (2000). American Jewish Press
Association, $500.

4. Geaeral Assembly of United Jewish Commuunities, Baltimore (1991) S800. Atlama (1999) $1.000,
Washington, DC (2001) $500, and Jerusalem (2003) $500. United Jewish Communitics/Council of Jewish
Federations.

5. National Technical Advisary Commiitee of United Jewish Communities (1987 to 2003} United Jewish
Communitics/Council of Jewish Federations, 51,000 - §3,000 per year.

6.  North American Jewish Data Bank Conference on “Establishing & Research Apenda for the Jewish
Community” at the City University of New Yark (1999). Unted Jewish Communities, 5600.

7. United Jewish Appeal/Cotncil of Jewish Federaiions Joing Venture Conference, Alanta (1998). United
Jewish Communitics, $300.

8. American Academicions Seminar in Isracl (1979). American Jewish Commiuec, $700,

INSTRUCTIONAL

1. University of Miami Instructional Support Award (1979) (Videotapes on ANOVA, Regression, and
Correlation) $1600.

2. Shell Assist Fund Grant to Improve Undergraduate Education {1979) (Purchased computer programs for
undergraduate use) $120.

3, Shell Assist Fund Gram te Jmprove Undergraduate Education (1980) (Purchased parts of the High School

Geography Project for use in 2 seminar) $120,
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CONSULTING TO THE UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI

i

[ S]

Ll
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Staff Development and Training (1997-1998) Focus groups analyzing the University of Miami Swff
Development courses.,

Human Resources (1996) Focus groups of new hired employees examining the hiring process. » {1997}
Focus groups and survey on performance appraisal process. » (2002) Focus groups of lower-salaricd
employecs on health insurance options.

Telecommunications (1996) Focus groups of censumcrs of teleccommunications.

Facilities Planning and Construction {1996) Focus groups of persons interacting with the depariment.
Information Technology (1990} Focus proups to cvaluale the College of Engincering. = (1996} Focus
Groups 10 Evaluate University World Wide Web site.

Provest’s Office (1984) Assistant Project Manager for & long-range plan for Academic Computing at
University of Miami,

Office of Business Affairs (1983) Transit survey to estimate Metrorail usage by University of Mizami
personnei.

Information Technolopy (1983} Conducted interviews with university personnel and prepared report an
academic computing needs. » (1990-91) Conducted study of high technology use in the academic and
administrative arcas of the University.

CONSULTING TO THE COMMUNITY

i.

L8

tak

=F TN Lk I

_ Schimpeler,Corradine Asssciates {1978-82) » Survey instrument, lagistical design, and data analysis for

Southeast Michigan Regional Trave!l Survey, * Design of Broward County and Oahu travel surveys.

s Critiqued Amtrak travel survey. » Desipn on-board wransit survey and telephone survey of 1ransit users znd
non-users in five Florida cities.

Kaiser Tronsit Group (1978-81} » Computerized Miami-Dade County highway and ronsi networks.

« Impact of Miami-Dade County's transit system upon accessibility. Developed statistical procedures for
menitoring cffectiveness of new bus routes. Edited Miami-Dade County’s Transit Development Program
seport. » Designed and implemenied a seleplone survey of the United States taxicab industry. Designed
procedures 1o measure laxicab “deadheading.” » Computer anzlysis, logisucs, and guestionnaire design for
Miami-Dade County On-Board Transit Survey.

Regional Research Asseciates {1980) West Palm Beach. Mathematice! programming techniques for school
districting in Broward.

Miami Herald (1981) Liberty City Post-Riot Survey.

Hoeuston Metropolitan Transit Authority (1582) Critiqued 1ransportation survey and survey methodology.
METRORUS (1982) Analvsis of maintcnance costs and inwensity of bus use.

Metro Dade Transportation Administration (1984-5) Development of rip generation smalt area impact
model. » Prepared Miami-Dade County on Beard Survey Data Analysis Report. @ Designed swdy 10 estimate
the impact of Miami-Dade County People Mover.

Greater Miami Jewish Federation (1983-1988) » Updates and extensions of the 1982 Demographic Study.
including 10 supplementary reports = {1987) Telephone survey cxamining reasons heuscholds siop giving lo
the Federation » {1989) Consulting on a marketing/advertising program conducied for the Federation

» (1967) Analysis of findings of an Auitedinal and Marketing Survey on Philanthropy = (1993-4)
Demographic study of the Jewish populztion » (1996) Major Contributors” Opinion Survey {1996) Analysis
of Jews affected by changes in the welfare law. * (2000) Update ef Jewish population estimates and
peopraphic jocation in Miami Beach 2003-2004) Major demographic study of Jews in Dade County.
Treasure Coast Jewish Center (1983) Jewish population projections for Stuart-Port St. Lucie, Florida.
Jewish Federstion of South Palm Beach County {1984) Jewish popuization projections for Scuth Palm
Beach, Florida (1994-95) Demographic study of the Jewish population. = {1997) Programmatic Frasibility
Study for the Delray Beach Sentor Citizen Center. ¢ (1999} Jewish Population Update and Mapping.
Tnternutional Medical Centers (1984) Design of maps of health facilinies.

Temple Beth Am {1984} Analvsis of Demographic Data.

The FBI (1985 and 1986) Expert witness on survey rescarch in pornography trials,
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40,
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Chonin & Sher, P. A. {1985-8) Statistical consultant and expert wilness.

Temple Samu-El » Or Olom {1985) Demographic and needs study of membesship. ¢ (1990} Locational
analysis survey.

Archdiocese of Miomi (1985-6) Demographic and Auitudinal Study of Catholics in Dade, Broward, and
Monroe Counties. ¢ (1993} Estimaic of the size of the Cartholic population,

Hill Haven Nursing Hemes (1986) *» Estimates of the size of the Jewish population of Boca Raton/Delray
Beach. » Survey to provide data 1o show the need for a Jewish nursing home,

Jewish Federation of Paim Beach County ¢ (1986-7) Demographic study of the Jewish pepulation.
{1994} Updaic of 1987 demographic swdy. » {1998-9) Demographic swdy of the Jewish population,
Management Technology and Data Systems, Beston (1987) Design of army recruitment survey.

Florida State Attorney's Office (1987) Siatistical analysis of grand jury venire lists to examine possible
under-representation of blacks.

Morgan, Lewis & Bockius (1987-8) Analysis of labor statistics and expert witness in a discrimination
compensation trial.

Herbert J. Lerner, Attorney at Low (1987) Needs analysis for Jewish nursing home in Broward,

The Dave and Mary Alper Jewish Community Center « (1986) Telephone survey of members and non-
members of the JCC about locational preference for an expanded facility, » (1987-88) Survey of parents who
inquired about the pre-schocl programs, but failed 10 send their children. » (1981) Consultant on
demographics and planning for the Long Ranpe Stratcgic Plan.

Central Agency for Jewish Education ¢ {1987-88) Analysis of the effect of Jewish education about
relipiosity. « Major demographic survey of 800 Jewish cducaters in Miami-Dade County to develop a profile
and to design a long-range plan for teacher recruitment and reiention. » {1996) Map of supply and demand
for Jewish educational facilities in South Florida.

Miami-Dade County Attorney's Office » (1988) Research and testimony about the meaning of the 1erm
“intercity” in the academic lierature. ® (1991) Survey of Hispanic voter registration in Miami-Dade County.
B'nai B'rith International (1988) Report on the feasibility of elderly housing in Delray Beach, Florida.
Max Development Services and the Jewish Federation of South Broward (1988-89) Primary
subconsultant on mejor demographic stedy of Jews in South Broward.

HBA Corperation (1989) Needs analysis for Jewish nursing home in Broward County.

Southeast Bank (1989} Advisor on whether (o extend a loan o 2 Sowth Florida synagogue.

Anonvymous {1989 Staistical analysis of ten years of stock broker statements for a lepal case.

Dynamic Cablevision (198%) Analysis of the demographics of Miami-Dade County and of the service area of
Dynamic. Information vsed for support in compliance with Affirmative Action puidelines.

Hinton & Associates, Inc. {1989) Necds analysis for a Jewish cemetery to appraise its value.

Katz, Kutier, Haigler, Alderman, Davis, Marks & Rutledge * (1990) Needs analysis Tor @ cemetery to
reverse a Florida Depariment of Finance and Banking ruling (Samuer v. Depaniment and Banking and
Finance}. * (1992-3) Needs analysis for a cemetery for Mount Nemo. « (1997) Needs analysis for a Palm
Beach County cemetery, Cartapraphic presemtation of Patm Beach County cemeterics.

Newel) and Stohl (1990) Data anabysis and expert testimony for a certificate of need hearing for a Jewish
nursing home in Broward County. * (1993} Daw analysis and expert testimony for a certificate of neced
hearing for & Jewish nursing home in Broward County.

International Appraisal & Research Group, Inc., Decatur, GA (1990} Demographic analysis of Jews in
Broward Coumy for an appraisal of a Jewish cemetery.

Ira Cor, Real Estate Analyst {1990} Advisor on “fiscal impact™ of Jewish elderly housing project.

Slack & Compuny, Inc., Appraisers & Consuhiunts (1990} Anzlysis of Jewish demographics and locasion of
kosher establishments in Soush Florida for the purpose of appraising 2 kosher meat packaging plant.
Fitzgerald, Portels, and Portuondo. (1990-91) Analysis of the need for addidonal Cathelic cemetery spaces
in Dade, Broward, und Monroe Counties for a hearing 10 procure a license for the Archdiocese of Miami o
cxpand their cemeleries,

Jolin Wiley (1990, 1993, 1997, 1599, 2000) Compuler consultation on demographic data for Geography,
Realims, Regions and Concepts, Editions 6, 6 {revised}. 7. 8, 8 (revised), 9, and 10.

The Sweet Shop, USA. Dallas, TX (1990) Jewish population of South Florida and the kosher market.

The Jewish Federation of Greater Fort Landerdale (1991) Feasibility study for a JCC Preschool in
Northwest Broward County.
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42,

43.

43,

46.

47.
48.
49.

50,
51.
52,

54.

535.

56.

57.

38.
39,

60.
6l.
62,
63.
65.
66,
67.
68.
69,
70.
1.

75.

706,

77.

Cauncil of Jewish Federations Research Department {1991) Cartographic consultant on report for 1990
Nationzl Jewish Population Survey.

Strategy Research Corporation (1991-92) Subconsuliant on marketing and advertising survey for the
Greater Miami Jowish Federation.

Sarasota-Manatee Jewish Federation (1991-92) Demographic stedy of the Jewish population. (2000-01)
Demographic siudy of the Jewish population

Florida Hillel Council (1992) Initial preparation of 2 long-range pian for the future of Hillel's en college
campuscs in Florida.

Creative Concepts in Advertising (1992) Analysis of Jewish population by 2ip code in a three county South
Florida area.

South Florida Newspaper Network (1992) Prepared report on Fewish demegraphics in South Florida.
WI'DT, Public Television in Miami (1992) Geography advisor for pilot for a geography game show.
Archdiocese of Miami Scheol District. (1992} Feasibiliy study for new Catholic elementary and high
schools in West Broward. * (1993) Feasibility study for new Catholic elementary and high schools in South
Dade. * (1997) Feasibility study for new Catholic elemeniary and high schools in Monroc County.

Jewish Federation of Greater Orlando. (1992-93) Demographic study of the Jewish population.
Lawrence A. Major, P.A. (1992) Expert wimess on demographics and the United States Census.
Levitt-Weinstein (1993) Estimates and predictions of the Jewish population of Palm Beach County and
analysis of consus data 1o analyze the need for cemetery spaces in Palm Beach County.

Health Stratepics, Ine. (Tallahassee) (1993) Preparation of report for a centificate of need for & Broward
County Jewish nursing home.

Lakeside Associates (Coral Gables) (1993) Consultant on the feasibility of a 1,000 unit rental project in
northwest Miami-Dade County.

Miami-Dade County School Board Lepal Division (1993) Consultant on redistricting for school board
clections.

Usnited Jewish Appeal {1993) Survey of major givers 1o five South Floridz Jewish Federations for an
endowment giving program.

Healthcare Research and Resources (1963) Estimales of the size of the Xosher nursing home market in
Dade and Broward Counties,

Jusel Silney and Asseciates (1993) Evaluziion of geography education of a British national.

Blue Star Camps (1994) Study of the effect of a Jewish camping experience on the fewish identification of
campers.

Jewish Federation of Pinellas County (1993-3994) Demographic study of the Jewish population.

St. Timothy Parish (1994) Analysis of school feasibility study data.

Morse Geriatric Center {(1994) Survey of levels of employee satisfaction at 2 rursing home.

Kof-K Kosher Supervision (1595) Report on the size of the kosher market in the United States.

Defts Airlines (1994) Expert witness on a nztional origin and age discrimination case.

Riverside Gordon {1994) Consuliant on Jewish demographics in South Florida and Orlando.

Uniled Jewish Community of Jiarrishurg {1994) Demographic study of the Jewish population.

Jack Ukeles Associates (1994) Censultation on demographics of Jews in Sarasota.

Siafl Builders (1994) Consuhtziion on demographics of Jews in Broward County.

Higher Authority Productions (1994) Consuliation on American Jewish demographics.

North Broward Hospital District (1994) Consultztion on Jewish demographics in Broward County.
Jewish Community Federation of Richmuond (1994-5) Demographic study of the Jewish population. ®
(1997) JCC Locational Analysis.

Michael-Ano Russel]l Jewish Community Center (1995) Membership and marketing study.

Jewish Cammunity Day School of Palm Beach County (1995) Study of possible move to new location.
Faundulion of Yewish Philanthiropies, Miami (1995) Revisions of questionnzire for Lion of Judah
Endowment Propram.

Jewishk Leadership Institeie, Miami.{1995-1996) Study of the affect of an intensive lsract expericnce on
Jewish continuity among college students.

United Jewish Communities, Southenst Area Office. (1995) Maps of South Florida Jewish community and
institutions. * (1998 Maps of Southern Jewish communities.

Jack Ukcles and Associates anpd the Delaware Jewish Federation (1995-19%6) Demographic study of the
Jewish population.
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Jack Ukeles and Associates and the At)anta Jewish Federation (1995-1996) Demographic study of the
Jewish population.

Atlanta Jewish Federation (1996) Data znalysis from 1995 demographic siudy. « (1997) Data analysis from
the 1695 demographic study, *(1998) Conducted class on data analysis. » (1999) Population cstimate updalc.
+ (1999) Report on Atlania Jews Inside the Perimeter. * (1999) Design of study of Jewish high schools in
Atlznta. * {1999-2000) Swedy of Jewish preschools in Atama. » (2001) Update of population cstimates in 2 9
county arca.

Temple Beth Am (Kendall) (1896} Report on Beth Am’s market area from 1954 Greater Miami Jewish
Fedcration Study. Design of Focus Groups and survey of membership.

Milwaukee Jewish Federation (1996) Demographic study of the Jewish population. {2000) Update
Demopraphic Study on the suburb of Mequon.

De} Valle Food Preducts. (1996) Censultation on the kosher market in South Florida. Consultation on the
Brazilizn market in the United States.

Jewish Federation of Greater Charlotte {1996-7) Demographic study of the Jewish population. Feasibility
study for a Jewish day school.

Rutledge, Eceniz, Underwood, Purnell & Hoffman (1997) Expert witness in Fonte Vedra Valiey
Cemctery, Florida Division of Administrative Hearings, Casc No. 94-4409.

Jewish Muscum of Flarida {1997) Cartographic exhibit as part of the Jews in Mainland Miami Exhibir.
Jewish Home and Care Center (Milwaukee) (1997) Analysis of Jewish elderly in Greater Milwaukee.
Jewish Federntion of Broward Caunty (1597) Demographic study of the Jewish population. (1999} Updae
on Jewish population of Broward County.

Weiss and Handler (1997) Expert witness in certificate of need administrative hearing for Jewish nursing
home beds at The Elysium (Case Number 96-5369, 5370, and 5373).

Jewish Federotivn of Greater Monmounth County (1997-1998) Demographic study of the Jewish
popolation.

Morton O’Kelly and an anenymous supermarket chain {1997} Report on Jewish population of Atlania by
zip code.

Temple Israel (Charloue} (1997) Analysis of demographic data.

Temple Beth EI(Charloue) (1997) Analysis of demographic data.

Temple Beth Emet (South Broward} (1998) Analysis of the proposed move of the Temple.

Cuopers and Lybrand (1598) Profile of Jewish elderly in a South Broward subrepion.

Temple Bat Yam of East Fort Lauderdale (1998) Mcembership Survey,

The Boner Group (1998) Analysis of data on Jews in Palm Beach County.

United Jewish Appeal (Network of Independent Jewish Communities) (1998) Production of computer
maps of Independent Jewish Communities.

United Jewish Communities (1998) Production of computer maps of United States Jewish communitices.
Caruna, Lanpan, Lorenzen and Mendelsehn (1998) Analysis of medica! staristics for Esterson v.
Providens Life and Accident Insutance Company Case No. 97-6562-CIV.-LENARD.

Tullahassee, GGH, Inc. (1998} Report in suppers of Certificate of Need applicztion for a Broweard Jewish
Nursing Home.

YVork Council of Jewish Charities (1998-9) Demographic study of the Jewish population,

Temple Beth El (Boea Raton) (1999 Membership Survey.

United Jewish Federation of Tidewater {1999) JCC Location Swdy. (2001) Demographic study of the
Jewish popolation .

Jewish Community Federation of Greater Rochester (1999-2000) Demographic study of the Jewish
population.

Israel Policy Forum (1999) Sampling for a survey of American Jews concerning Isracli politics.

Jewish Federation of Greater Hartford (2000) Demographic study of the Juwish population.

Janes, Madden, and Grosso (2000) Needs assessment for a cemetery in 81, Lucie County.

United Jewish Appeal/Federution of Westpurt-Weston-Wilton-Norwulk (2000-2001) Demographic swdy
of the Jewish population.

UJA Federation of Bergen and North Hudson (2000-2001) Demographic swdy of the Jewish population,
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151,
112.
113.
114,

115.

116.
117.

The Jewish Federation of Greater Washington and the Charles 1. and Mary Kaplan Foundation
{2001-2003) Demographic study of the Jewish population.

The Jewish Federation of Southern Arizona (2001-2002) Demographic swdy of the Jewish population.
Jacksonville Jewish Federation ((2002-2003) Demographic swudy of the Jewish popuiation.

The Jewlsh Federation of Rhode Island (2001-2002) Demopraphic study of the Jewish population.
Gumeplan Group, LLC (2002}, Demographic analysis of South Florida Jews for a business plan for a
Jewish media company.

Partnership for Excellence in Jewish Education. Identification of Jewish communities with the best
possibilities for Jewish day schoo! expansion.

The Minnecapolis Jewish Federation (2003-2005) Demographic study of the Jewish population.

The United Jewish Fund and Council, St. Paul {2003-2005) Demographic study of the Jewish population,

UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI COMMITTEES AND ACTIVITIES
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Served on 1 Master's and 1 Ph.D. Commiuee in Politics and Public Affairs » 2 Ed. D. Committecs in Education
1 Mastcr's in Urban and Regional Planning ® 1 Master's in Architecture ¢ 3 Master's and one Ph.D. Committee in
Sociclogy *1 Master's in International Studies. 2 PhD Commitees in International Studies » Chaired 9, and served
on 2 Master’s Comminees in Grography and Regional Studics * | honors committee in Politics and Public Affairs.
College of Arts and Scicnces Budget Committee (2003-2006).

Collepe of Aris and Sciences Curriculum Commitice {2003-2004).

Sieering Commintee, Judaic Swdies Program (2002 - ).

Ad Hoc Committee on the Ombudsman of the Faculty Senate {2002)

Faculty Senator, School of International Swedies (2001-2004).

Faculty Scnate Task Force o recommend improvements in the Library System (2000-01).

Graduate Admissions Comminee, School of International Studies (1998-1999),

Arts and Sciences Commitiee Examining (he Tffccts of University Personnel Cutbacks (1996).

Committee on Educational Support Services, University of Miami Scif Swdy for SACS (1995-6),
Committee on Library and other Learning Resources, University of Miami Seif Swdy for SACS (1995-6;.
Eleetronic Library Commiuee (1993-3).

Commiuee on Compuier Sizndardization (1991-2).

Middie East Field Advisery Board, Graduate Schoot of International Swidies (1991-1993).

Faculty Scaate Student Affzirs Committee (1989-1993). Vice-Chair {1990-91). Chair (1991-1993).
Faculty Fellow, University of Miami Cenler on Aduli Development and Aging (1988. ).

Enrollment Management Commitice {1987-88)

College of Arnts and Scicnce Budgel Committee (1987-1994)

Academic Computing Advisory Committee (1887-19%0)

University of Miami Market Research Commitee (1986-90).

Chiair, Questionnaire and Technical Advisory Committee, University of Miami Self Swudy (1985-6).
Secarch Committee for a chair of the Sociology Deparument (1985-6).

Graduate Advisor, Depanimient of Geopraphy (1985-89) (2002- 3.

Ficld Trip Guide for “Urban Mizmi” field trip for University of Miami Alumni Association {1984}
-sculty Senate Master Plan Committee {1984-5).

Long Range Academic Systems Plan Committee (1983-4}.

Faculiy Evaluation Commiter {1983-4).

Sieering Comanitice, Campus Directory Projeet (1983-4).

Nominating Committee for Phi Bewa Kappa (1983-4).

Arts and Sciences Affimative Action Commitiee {1982.1983).

UM-Greater Miami Community Task Foree (1982),

Display of Computer Cartography, at University of Miami Symposium on Computer Literacy (1982).
Curriculum Committee of the Graduale School {1980-19843.

Arts and Sciences Degree Reguirements Committee (1979-1980).

Arts and Sciences Computer Commitiee {1978-1984) (1988-90).

Faculty Committee, Judaic Studies Program (1978~ }.

Geography Department Computer Coordinator {1977-50),

Fellow, University of Miami Clean Energy Rescarch Institute (1981- ).

Acting Chairman, University of Mizami Geography Deparunent (Summer, 1980).

Taught 4 courses at Colicge of the Bahamas (1978-1981).
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41. Graduate Faculty (1978- ).
42, Advisor, Gamma Theta Upsilon {1977-9).

REVIEWING OF MANUSCRIPTS/ GRANT PROPOSALS

1. Transportation Rescarch Board (3 times} 15. Design and Analysis of Travel Surveys for
3. Professional Geographer (11 times) International Association of Travel Behavior
3. Journal of Geography {3 times) Rescarch
4. Southeastern Geographer {4 times) 16. Contemporary Jewry
5.  Navonal Science Foundation—Geography and 17. Florida Geographer
Regional Scicnce Program (13 times) 18. Cultural Geography
[ National Science Foundation—Sociolegy (2 times)  19.  Transactions, Institute of British Geographers(i)
7 Harper and Row Council of Jewish Federations, migration
8.  Guilford Press manuscript from the Natlonat Jewish Population
9 Litticficld, Adams, and Co. {2 times) Survey by Sidney and Alice Goldsiein.

SUNY Press at Albany
Journal of Transport Geography

10.  Urban Geography {4 times)

11.  Political Geography Quarierly

12, Growth and Change (3 1imes) Historical Geography

13.  Sowth Fiorida, Winds of Change, T. D. Boswell, Chapter Tor Geography in America at the Dawn of
cditor {3 chaplers) the 217 Century

14. Transporiarion (2 times) Canadian Geographer
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SERVICE TO THE GEOGRAPHIC PROFESSION

1. Organized and Cheired “1ssues in Ethnic Geogrephy 1™ and “Issues in Ethnic Geography 117 at the 2004

Association of American Geopraphers meeting.

Discussant at “Ethnic Geopraphy Distinguished Scholar™ presemation at 2002 Association of Anmierican

Geographers mecting.

Discussant a1 session on walled communities at 2001 Association of American Geographers mecting.

Organized znd Chaired the Geographic Approaches 1o Judaic Studies sessions at the 1996 - 199, 2001, 2003

Associamion of American Geographers Annual Meelings.

Meeting Coordinztor for 1995 Florida Society of Geographiers Convention

Chair, 1995 Nominating Commitee, Florida Socicly of Geographets

Ex-cfficio member, Exccutive Boatd, Florida Society of Geographers (1988-92 ).

Panel Discussant on “Florida and the Staws of Geography Education at alf Levels™ at Florida Society of

Geographers Meeting, Tampa (1991),

9.  Presentation: “The Middle East” at Enhtancing Geographic Education Workshop, Fort Myers, Florida
(1990). _

10. Ficld Trip Guide for *Urban Miami™ ficld trip for Sunhelt Conference {1985).

11, Discussant at 1979, 1980, 1982, 1987, 1988, 1950, 1992, und 1998 meetings of the Southeasicrn Division of
the Association of American Geographers.

12. Chaired scssions at 1980, 1983, 1987, 1990, 1995, 2000, 2001, and 2002 Association of American
Geopraphiers meetings.

13. Organized and chuived sexsions at the 1980 and 1993 Fiorida Society of Geographers mecting.
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SERVICE ON NATIONAL/STATE COMMITTEES

Chair, Ethnic Geography Speciaity Group (2002-2004}.

Vice Chair, Ethnic Geography Specialty Group (2000-2002).

Co-Chair, Phitlunthropy Subcommintee for the Nationzal Jewish Population Survey-2000, Uniled Jewish
Communitics (1998).

4, Secretary/Treasurer, American Ethnic Geography Specialty Group (1998-2000).

Tad 1 e
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12.

13,

4.
15.

Member, Educational Advisory Commitice of the American Assecimion of Homes for the Aging (1994).
President, Florida Socicty of Geographers (1994),

Vige-President, Florida Socicty of Geographers (1993),

Chair, Association of American Geographer's Commilice on Electronic Publishing (1992-1993).

Chair, Transportation Geopraphy Specialty Group, Association of American Geographers (1992-4).
Member, Board of Ditectors, Aging Specialty Group, Association of American Geographers (1993-92).
Member, Board of Directors, Transportziion Specialty Group, Association of American Geographers
(1990-2).

Ex-cfficio member of the Program Committce for the Annuai Mecling of the Association of American
Geographers Meeting in Miami (1991},

Co-Chair of the Local Arrangements Commitiee for the Annual Mecting of the Association of American
Geographers Meeting in Miami (1991).

Member, Transportation Rescarch Board Subcommitice on Datz Collection (1984-88).

Member, National Technical Advisory Committee on Jewish Population Studies, United Jewish Communities
{formerly, the Council of Jewish Federations) (1987- 3.

TELEVISION AND RADIO APPEARANCES
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Appearance on WCGTV (Ch. 18) on the elderly in Coral Gables {2003 > .

Appearance on WTVI (Ch. 6} upon the Israeli cabinet announcement approving the expulsion of Arafat in
principle (2003).

Apprarance on WTVE (Ch. 6) upon the breakdown of the lemporary cease firc in the Middle East (2003).
Appearance on WTV? (Ch. 6) on results of VISIT FLORIDA survey on the effect of the Irag War on
tourism (2003).

Appearance on WTV] (Ch. 6) upon the agreement between Arafat and Abu Mazen (twice) (2003),
Appearance on WTV3 (Ch. 6) and WFOR (Ch. 4) (wice) on Operation Iragi Freedom (2003}..
Appezrance on Florida News Channel on the arrest of Sami al-Arian, a University of South Florida professor
{2003}.

Appearance on “Shatom, USA ™ on the 2000 National Jewish Population Survey WIFK (AM 1300)
(Baliimore) (2002).

Appearance on “Too Jewish™ on Jews in Tucson on Mix FM (104.9) (2002).

Appearance on “Generations in the Sun,” Higher Authorities Productions and WLRN (Ch.17) (2002).
WIOD (AM 610) on the 2000-2001 Nadional Jewish Population Survey (2002},

WTVJ] (Ch. 6) on the Bush peace plan (2002},

WTV] (Ch. 6) on the futtre of Arafal (2002).

WSVN (Ch. 7) on the intifada (2001).

WFOR (Ch. 4) on cthnicity in Dade County (2001}

WPLG (Ch . 10) on the World Trade Center (2001},

WTVI (Ch. 6) on the intifada {2001).

WTVI (Ch. 6) on the resignation of Barak (2000).

WTV] (Ch. &} on the Pade County voie in the 2000 presidential election (Z000).

WAMI (Ch. 69} on the viclence in Israel in Ocrober 2000 (2000).

WIOD (AM 610) on the termination of the Camp David summit (2000).

WAMI (Ch. 69) on the pope’s visit to Tsrael {2000).

WARMI (Ch. 69) on terrorism during Y2K (1999).

Appearante on Mosaic on “Jews of Pabm Beach County,” WPTV {Ch, 5, West Palm Beach) (1999).
WAMI (Ch, 69) on terrorism in Epypt {1999,

Appearsnce on “Jewish Migration in South Florida,” WAMIL (Ch. 6%) (1999).

Appearsnce on “South of Brookiyn,” Higher Authorities Productions and WPBT (Ch. 2) {2000).

WKAT (AM 1360), WFOR (Ch.4), WPLG (Ch.10), WAMI {Ch.69) WCIX (Ch. 6) {1998} Muhiple
appearances on Iraq's non-compliance with UN weapons inspectors.

WFOR (Ch. 4) (1998) appearznce on the Wye River Memorandom between the israclis and the Yalestinians.
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30, WSVN (Ch.7), WPLG (Ch. 10}, WIOD (AM 610), and WKAT (AM 1360) (1998) Multiple appearances on
the United States auacks on Sudan and Afghanistan.

33, WTV) (Ch. &) appearances on Itaq (1998).

32. Appearance on Jewish Talk Radie WHSR (980 AM) in Boca Raten {1998},

33. Appearance on 940 WINZ News Radio on Iraq {1997},

34. Channels 5 and 12 and radio station WJINO (1230 AM) in West Palm Beach (1996) on the Jewish community
in South Palm Beach County.

35. WSVN (Ch.7) {1996} on migration in Miami-Dade County,

36, WTVI (Ch. 6) (1995) appearance upor the assassination of Yitzhak Rabin,

37. WSVN (Ch. 7) (1995) zppcarance on metropolitan fragmentation and the new ¢ity of Aventura,

38. WSVN (Ch. 7} {1993) appearance on the bombing of Iragi intellipence headguariers.

39. WMBM (AM 1490) (1993) appearance en “Arnic Pearlstein show™ on Jewish Demographics.

40. WPLG (Ch. 10) (1992); JFTV (May, 1992) appearance on “5Still, Small Voice.”

41. WPLG (Ch. 10) “Persian Gulf War—One Year Later™ (1592).

42, *Jewish Horizons,” on WSBR (AM 740) in Boca Raton and WEVD (AM 1050) in New York (1951, 1892).

43. National Public Radic (Fort Myers) on “The Disposition of Human Remains in Florida.”

4. WPLG (Ch. 10) “Bangladesh™ (1991).

45, WSVN (Ch. 7) “The Kurds™ {1991).

46. WSVN (Ch. 7}, WPLG {Ch. 10), WTVJ] (Ch, 4}, WLTV (Ch. 23} and WI10D {AM 610} (21 timcs during
Persian Gulf Crisis—1951).

47. Associated Press Radio. “Declining Jewish Population”™ {1990).

§. Al Runtel Show, WNWS (AM 790) Migration of Jews 1o Florida™ (1990}

49, *Bulletin Board” on Jewish Federution Television Cable. “Jewish Demography™ (1990).

50. ~Focus™ on Spectravision Channel 51 (Broward) “Jewish Demographic Studies™ (1990).

51. “Focus on 517 on Dynamic Cablevision, “Redevelopment on Mismi Beach™ {1989},

52. -~Focus on 51° on Dynamic Cablevision, “Persian Gulf Crisis™ (1950),

53. independent Network News “Transportation in South Florida™ (1988).

4. WPBR Radio (Palm Beach) “Jews in Florida™ {1988}).

55 WSVHN (Ch. 7) “Live at Five™ “While Flight {rom Dade County™ (1987).

56. *Mosaic™ TV show (Channel 5, West Palm Beach) “Jews in Scuth Florida™ (1986).

57. Ron King Show on WLYF-FM "Mctrorail™ (1986).

58. ~Special Assignment™ on WLRN (Ch. 17) “Tri-County Regionalism™ (1986).

59, -Special Assignment™ on WLRN (Ch. 17) “Growth Management in South Florida” (1985},

60,  Appearance on Montage on Economic Geography (1579).

SERVICE TO THE COMMUNITY

Member, Long Range Planning Committee, Florida Hillel Council (1991).

Member, Hillel Foundations of Florida Board (1983-1989).

Member, University of Miami Hillet Board {1983-89). Recording Sceretary {1987-88),

Member, Board of Dircctors, South Dade Branch of Grester Miami Jewish Federation (1990-3).
Member, Long Range Planning Comminee, Jowish Vocational Service (1986-7).

Member, Board of Dircetors, Elderty Servicss Commiucee, and Community Service Commitee of Jewish
Vocational Service (1987-88).

Member, Census Siatistical Arces Committee for Miami-Dade County {1985-6).

Repional Beard, Anti-Defamation League of Florida (1985-1996).

Member, Board of Direciors, Temple Samu-ENOr Otom, (1985-91).

Chairman, Adult Education Committee, Temple Samu-EI/Or Qlom (1988-93).

Member, Faculty Advisory Bourd of Mosaie, Jewish Life in Flerida (1989.93).

Member, South Dade Jewish Education Consortium, South Dade Jewish Federation (1989-83).
Member, Professional Advisory Committee, Jewish Continuity Commission, Greater Mizmi Jewish
Federation (1994-5},

Perticipznt, Census Buresu Seminar on Ethnicity Questions in the Year 2000 Census (1994),
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15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20,

21.

Honorary Board, Anti-Defamation Leapue of Florida (19%6- 3.

Member, Greater Mainland Miami Exhibit Advisory Panel, Jewish Museum of Florida (1996-1897).
Education Commitice, Beth Ahm bsracl (1995-1998).

Member, Community Planning Commitiee, Jewish Federation of Broward County (1998-2001).

Member, Greater Miami liille] Jewish Student Center Stratcgic Planning Initiative Advisory Committec (1998).
Member, Broward Advisory Board, Jewish Star Times, the Jewish newspaper published by the Miami Herald
(2001).

Member, Lecal Jewish Community Demographic Study Commitice, United 3cwlsh Communities, (2000).

OTHER PROFESSIONAL ACTIVITIES

1.

[ ]

Revised the article on “The Nile River™ for The New World Book of Knowledge (Grolier Incorporated:
Danbury, Connecticut) (2000).

Panelist, University of Miami School of International Stedies Forum, “Beyond 8117 en the World Trade
Center terrorism.

Board member, Association for the Social Scientific Swudy of Jewry (2001-2003).

Invited Conference Participant to a North American Jewish Data Bank Conference on “Establishing a
Research Agenda for the Jewish Community” at the City University of New York (1999).

Desipnated an official spokesperson for the year 2000 Nautional Jewish Population Survey by the United
Jewish Communities (1998).

Decsipn of datz analysis for Florida case study in “The Geography of Conservative Judaism in the United
States,” by Jack Wirthcimer and Ariels Kevsar, in Jewish Ideatity and Religious Commitment, the North
American Study of Conservative Synagogues and Their Members, 1995-96, Jack Wirtheimer, Project Director
and Editor (New York: Jewish Theological Seminary of America) (1997).

Member, Faculty Advisory Board of Masaic, Jewish Life in Florida (1989-1994).

Scholar in Residence for Kesher Showcase {irade show for kosher food) Radisson Mart Plaza Hotel (1990);
Greater Fort Laederdale/Broward County Convention Center (1991).

Co-chaired session at University of Miami Conference on Alternative Encrgy Sources (1981).

Edited “Conge” chapter in Harm de Blij and Esmond Martin, 4frican Perspectives: The Econamic
Geography of Nine African States (New York: Methuen) {1981),
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MEDIA CITATIONS

New York Times {mwice)
International Hercld Tribune
Jerusalem Post (twice)

New York's Newscay

Miami Heraid {more than 130 times)

Sun-Sentinel*

Falm Beach Post®

Ailonra Constinurion

Asbury Park Press (W)

Baliimore Sun

Bergen Record (NF)

Boca Raron News

Boston Globe

Chicage Tribune

Coral Gubles Gazetie

Coral Gables News

Broward Daily Business Review

Daytona Beack News

Delrgy Beach News

Democrat and Chronicle
{Hochesier}

Florida Today

Florida Trend

Fort Worth Star-Telegram

Fort Lauderdale News

Hartford Courant

Mallywood Sun Tanler

Jnrernatipnzl Business Chronicle

Jacksomille Times-Urian

Kendail Gazene

Key West Citizen

Lakeland (Florida) Ledper

Merro Miami Magazine

The Miami News

Miami Doily Business Review
Miami Today

Miwaikee Journal

New Times (Miami)

News and Observer (Raleigh)
Palm Beach Daily Business Review
Philadelphia Enguirer
Providence Journal

Rochester Democrar & Chronicle
Sacramerzo Lnion

San Fran Examiner Chronicle

1. Peisrsburg Times

South Flerida Business Joumalt
The Monitor {Greater Miami United)
Tampa Tribune

Tucson Citizen

Tucson Daily Star

US News and World Report
Virginia Filot

Washington Post

Werr Kendalt Gazente

Atlania Jewish Times

Arizona Jewish Post

Balitmore Jewisk Times
BocalDelray Jewish Times
Broward Jowish World
Broward Jewish Jaurmal
Charlorte Jewish News

The Chronicle (Sarasoial
Commamiry Review (Harrisburg)

Cornecticut Jewish Ledger

Dade Jewish Journal

Detroit Jewish News

Dimensions Magaine

The Forward (national) (12 times)
Heritage Jewish News {Orlando)
Jacksonville Jewish News
Jerusalem Report

Jewisk Exponent (Philadelphia)
Jewisk Floridian

Jenish Press of Pinellas Counry
Jevish Standard (NJ)

Jewish Srar Times (Miami)
Jewish Voice of Monmourh County
Jewish Voice and Herald (Rhode Island)
Kansas City Jewish Chronicle
Miami Jewith Tribune

Ottawa Jewish Budlerin

Palm Beach Jewish Werld

Folm Beack Jewish Journal

FPalm Beoch Jewish News

Paint Beach Jewish Times
Phocnix Jewish News

Reflector (Richmond, VA)
Rochester Jewish Ledger

Shalom (Westport}

South Dade Jewish News

Souch Florida Jewdith Women
Washingion Jewish Week

* Multipie tGmes
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COMMUNITY PRESENTATIONS

American Jewish Comniittee - Palm Beach County
Amcrican Jewish Commitice - Miami
American Red Magen David for Isracl
Archdiocese of Miami
-Atlania Jewish Federation
B'nai B'rith—Key Biscayne
B'rai B'rith-Sarasota
- Bader Foundation (Milwaukee)
Bet Shirs Congregation {Miami)
Beth Ahm Israel {Coaper City)
Beth Ei-The Beaches Synagogue (Jacksonville)
Boynten Beach Jewish Community Center
Broward Ccunty Board of Rabbis
Central Agency for Jewish Education in Miami
Cemiral Agency for Jewish Education in Broward
City of Coral Gables Senior Citizens Advisory Board
Commission on Jewish Education {West Faim Beach)
Congregation Ahavath Chesed (Jacksenville)
Congrepation Beth Shalom{Jacksonville)
Congregation B'nai Torah
{Boca Raton) (Scholar-in-Residence)
Congrepation B'nai 1sract (Boca Raton}
Congregation Ahavath Chesed {Jacksonville)
Consulate of Israel for Miami and Pueric Rico
Councit of Jewish Federations—Soutteast Office
Counci) of Jewish Federations—Intermediate Cities
Training institute
Daniel D. Cantor Senior Cenier (Broward)
Dave and Mary Alper Jowish Community Center
David Posnack Jewish Community Center
Donor's Forum (Miami}
Ftz Chaim Synagogue (Jacksonville}
Florida Association of B nai B'rith (Keynote Speaker)
Florida Association of Synagoguc
and Temple Administrators
Florida Hillel Council—Keynote Speaker
Grammakers in Aging (Miami)
Greater Miami Jewish Federation
Greater Fort Landerdale Board of Rabbis
Hallandate Jewish Center
Hebrew Academy of Mianii Beach
Istacl Bonds of Broward County
Iacksonville Jewish Center
Jacksonville Jewish Federation
Jewish Community Alliance of Jacksenville
Jewish Community Center Association
Public Relations Directors Annuval Meeting
Jewish Community Center-hiflwaukee
Jewish Communal Service Association of Broward
Jewish Chaplains Council of the Jewish Welfare Board
Tewish Federation of Collier County
Jewish Communicators Conference (Boca Raton)
Jewish Community Federation of Richmond
Jewish Community Federation of Greater Rochester
Jewish Family and Community Services (Jacksonville)
Jewish Family Service-Milwaukee
Jewish Family Service of Broward County
Jewish Family Service of Greater Miami
Jewish Family Service-South Palm Beach County
Jewish Family Service of Palm Beach County
Jewish Family Service National Mecting

Jewish Family Scrvice, Southeast Regional Meeling

Jewish Federation of Broward County

Jewish Federation of Greater Charletie

Jewish Federation of Greater Fort Lauderdale

Jewish Federation of Greater Monmouth County

Jewish Federation of Greater Orlando

Jewish Federation of Palm Beach County

Iewish Federation of Pincllas County

Jewish Federation of Rhode Island

Jewish Federation of South Broward

Jewish Federation of Southern Arizona

Jewish Funders Nerwork

Jewish Museurn of Florida

Jewish National Fund

Kaplan Jewish Community Center (West Palm Beach)

Levis Jewish Community Center

Meyer Academy (West Palm Beach)

Michacl Ann Russell Jewish Community Center

Milwaukee Jewish Home and Care Center

Milwaukee Jewish Federation

National Foundation for Jewish Culture

National Conference of Christians and Jews

Palm Beach County Rabbinical Association

Pennsylvaniz State University Hillel Foundation

Rabbinical Association of Greater Miami

Reconstructionist Rabbinical Assembly Annual
Convention

River Garden Hebrew Home {(Jacksonvilie)

Sarasota-Manatee Jewish Federation

Soref Jewish Community Cener (Broward)

South Palm Beach County Jewish Federation

South Dade Board, Greater Miami Jewish Federation

South Dade Board of Rabbis

Temple Shir Ami (Miami)

Temple Israel (Charlone}

Temple Israel of Greater Miami (Miami)

Temple Bat Yam of East Fort Lauderdale

Temple Samu-E) » Or Olom (Miami)

Temple Zion Israclite Center (Miami)

Temple Beth Am (Miami)

Temple Beth Ahm (Hollywood)

Temple Beth El {Bovnton Beach)

Temple Beth EL (Charlote}

Templc Beth Ef (Boca Raton}

Temple Beth Shalom (Miami)

Temple Solel (Hollywood}

Temple Adath Yeshurun (Miami)

Temple Judea (Miami}

Tempte Emcth (Delray Beach)

UJA/ Federation of Westport-Weston-Wilton-Norwalk

UJA Federation of Bergen County and Nerth Hudson

United Synagoguc—Southeast Region Leadership

United Jewish Community of Greater Harrisburg

United Jewish Appeal Rabbinic Cabinel

United Jewish Communitics (Southeast Florida Office)

United Jewish Federation of Tidewater

University of Miami Hillel

Wisconsin Council of Rabbis

Workmen's Circle Annual Meeting

I¥YCC of Bergen County

York Council of Jewish Charitics





