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Chapter 1: Introduction

The farms and gardens of thewish farming movemedFM) aresocially
produced spaseThese (social) spacese the result ofsocial)actorsand processeand
also result in neWsocially producepprocessesneaning, and relationshipdnformed
by Henri Lefebvrés famedthesis: "(social) space is a (social) process" (1981,
researchnvestigates the Jewish farming movement as it transpires in Baltimore,
Maryland asa socialproduct to be usednd d&so asa means o$ocialproduction The
principle factors underlying the social spaocéthe Jewish farming movement in
Baltimoreare Jewish communitgulturalsustainabilityand environmental
sustainability. Thenew social spaces were produced throughislkeaommunity and
based on sustainability, and also result in the new production of Jewish community and
sustainability.The space®f the JFM in Baltimorare dynami@cross temporal scales
and betweemparticipatingindividualg based on each person'sgagtion and sense of
meaning derigd from the spac@.his body of research analyzes #oeial production of
space surroundinpe Jewish farming movemeint Baltimorefrom conception, to
diffusion, tomeaning derived frorparticipantsin analyzing thesthree systematic
components of the JFM in Baltimore, this research proadeaclusivetheorization of
the phenomenon. As Lefebvre notes, the idea of social production of space is incomplete
and abstract unless one addresses the questionthofgroduce? What? How? Why
and for whom?(1991). Additionally, Tim Unwin makes the case thathove beyond
the idea of space as altencompassingbject, which lacks real meaning, geographers
"need not just to refer to the production of space, but rather to the processes by which
specific experienced phenomena are produced in particular-spapmralcontexts

(1992, 204). This research usesitaal realist approach to identitie processes and
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contexts explaininfow the phenomenowof the JFM in Baltimoréappens (causal
mechanisms)nd the extertb which it happengempirical regularities) (Outhwaite 1987
in Unwin 1992, 176)The study prducesa new, empirically groundedebry that
explains the elementsiteractions and products afFM asa social space thdiffuses
throughout and beyond the Baltimore Jewish community.

1.1. Research prposeand motivation

The purpose of this groundétkeory study is to account for the diffusiontioé
Jewishfarmingmovementhrough the Jewish community of the Gred&altimore
Metropolitan AreaFarming Jews are often associated with biblical figures or Israeli
kibbutzim, but American Jews abpeoadeimg those representatioby engaging in
smallscale, sustainable farmingrass the countryThe Jewish farming movement is an
educational phenomenon that frames social and ecological issues surrounding agriculture
and food systems through a Jewish lemsg] traditional Jewish practice and meaning
through an environmental lenBhe movement began 2003 and operates through
severaleducationafarms anccommunity gardenacross North America, in bothral
and urban locationg he farms and gardens associated ti#dmovement aréargely
supported byreexisting andvell-establishedewish institutionsncludingJewish
federations, synagoguesmd philanthropies.

The motivation to study this phenomenon origindtesh two rends Jewish
engagement through the natural environmamnd, communitypased environmental
initiatives. The researcher was motivated to discoverdwtural, religious, or ethnic
groups can retain group distinction in open and liberal societies, andolte natural

environment can play in this proceBesearch motivations also stexdfrom an



interest indiscoveringhow communitybased actors can supplement-timovn initiatives
towards preenvironmental living, and what this action looks like angicgltural,
ethnic, or religious communities.
This researclexploreshowthe natural environment is used as a mechanism for
Jewish communal engagement, and the whether or how it is influential to Jewish cultural
sustainability. The Jewish farmingnovement ipart of a larger revival in social justice
action amongsfmericanJewis communities in recent yeamhichis considered as a
new method of Jewish engagemanirfdmueller 200Y. Much of this social action stems
from the Jewismotiono ftikkéinolant, ® whi ch means fArepair the
Eisen 200; Heilman 2004; Kaplan 2009merican Jewish community leaders believe
social action will do good for others as well as for young American Jews to reinforce
their own identity (Kaplan 2009Although participation in philanthropy and welfdras
always been foundational to both the American Jewish community (from its earliest
inception following immigration) and American Jewish identity (Winter 1968), methods
of participationhave recentlyshit ed t o i nclodeé @xpRatheér efMlcands
than donating to a universal Jewish philanthropy, contemporary American Jews are
increasingly taking an active role in carrying out specific s@andlenvironmental

initiativesin local communitiegWindmueller 2007; Reimer 2011). The Jewish farming

Tikkun olamis a Jewish notion that has become synonymous with social action, the struggle for justice,

peace and equality, and ecological respality (Rosenthal 2005)The concept ofikkun olamhas evolved

from many interpretations, originating with the mentadrtikkunin Kohelet(Ecclesiastes), where it
translates as Ato straighten, to repair, to fashion
12:9 in Rosenthal 2005, 21%s an influential aspect of Lurianic Kabbalistikkunis understood aa

measure through which divine harmony may be restituted by the eamtidiyym of man (Scholem 1946).

The Lurianic Kabbalist interpretation of mitzvot as functioning towards the cosmic prodédaiohas

influenced Hasidic spirituality, which islargdlya s ed on fidevoti on enacted from
thetikkunof Adamés original sin (Magid 2003, 108).
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movement ia manifestation of this new wavé experiential and local Jewish
participation mechanisntlat is embedded ithe natural environment.

Thisresearchalso seeks tbetter understand how communhligised
environmental initiatives operate and diffuse, and how those processes occur amongst
cultural, religious, or ethnic communitieBhe Jewish farmingnovenent stems from the
larger, 6eculay environmental and sustainalagriculturemovements in th&nited
States which seek to educagad enpower individuals and communitiés live "green”
and consume sustainablyhe idea of sustainable consumption deslelopmenteached
aglobal scale attheturnofthe@le nt ury t hr ough thifSemmisni t ed
(Barr 2003; Seyfang 2005; Newton et al 20083tional governments have sought to
achieve environmental sustainability largely through financial disincentives and
legislation. Other pr@nvironmental approaches have includacemphasis ovalue
changes, guided by intrinsic moral motivations (Seyfang 2006a, 2006b; Matti 2008;
Jagers, Martinsson and Matti 200@ndsupplementing toplown approaches with action
by communitybased organizations (Defra 2005 in Middlemiss 2008, 78; Gardner and
Stern 2002 in Middlemiss 2008, 78; Jackson 2005 in Middlemiss 20id8jemiss and
Parrish 2010)Communitybased agriculture is an example of this botigmaction.n
the UnitedStates theommunitybasedandsustainable agriculturaovemenis growing
in popularity through | ocal i ni {suppottedves s
agriculture (CSAs)and community gardening (Lawson 20QEDA AMS 2009 in
Martinez et al 2010, 6; Adam 2006 in Martinez et al 2010TBe Jewish farming
movemenis onerendition of a communitpased initiative tackling environmental and

agricultural issueslewish engagement through the natural environrasniell as



communitybased environmentaktion servel as the researcher's larger motivations for
conducting this study. These larger motivatitatsto the development of several specific
research questions.
1.2. Research questions
As a grounded theory studyjs researcleginswith generaljuestionghat
broady ask, What is going on here?" regarding a specific phenomenon or topic of
interest(Strauss and Corbin 1998)he Jewislfarming movement in Baltimorie the
topic of interestor this researchSeverabroadquestionsand subquestions surrounding
the Jewish farming movement in Baltim@eidethis research, including:
1 Whatis theJewishfarmingmovemenin Baltimore? Hw didit begir? What
factors contributed tids original invention?
1 Howis theJewish farmingnovemenin Baltimorediffusing through the Jewish
community of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Area?
1 What are the impacts die Jewish farmingnovemenin Baltimoreonits
par t i dewslaidentised
1 What are the impacts of the Jewish farmingzeraent in Baltimore on its
par t i groenainrnmsnialifestyles?
1 How daes theJewish farmingnovemenin Baltimorecompare to other, similar
movements in the United States?
This study defines "innovation diffusion” participationin the Jewish faring
movement in Baltimore. In this research the "innovation" is the Jewish farming
movement in Baltimoreand "diffusion” is measured based on the extent of adopters, or

JFM participants. Therefore, to be considered an "adopter" one must act by pargjcipati



in the JEM. Innovation diffusion caalternativelybe examined from a cognitive
perspectiveExaminingthe diffusion of information (rather thactior) andfactors
leading to norparticipation is bgond the scope of this researahnd is a worthy arei@
pursue in future projects.

As thisgrounded theory study progressed, relevant themes were ielétifd
abstracted from the dal@ading to a better understangliof the phenomenon in question,
and thus ma specific research questiotgtial questiosin grounded theory research
are broadandbecome progressively narrowed and more focused during the research
process as concepts andithelationships are discovere(btrauss and Corbin 1998, 41).
Thecorecategorieg whi ch represent Athe main t heme
Corbin 1998, 146)pf this study emerged d3ewish culturasustainability’
"environmental sustainabilitygnd ‘Jewishcommunity."These core categorided to the
development o&dditiona) and morespecifig research questions, including:

1 How, and for whoms the Jewish farming movement in Baltimemabling

Jewish cultural sustainability?

1 How, and for whomis the Jewish farming movement in Baltimereabling
environmental sustainability?
1 What role des Jewish communifgiay in the creation, diffusigrand operation of

the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore?

1 What features specific the Jewish community of Baltimoreake the Jewish
farming movement possible and succestfate?
1 How isthe Jewish farming movement in Baltimore creating a new form of Jewish

community and who is part of this community?
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The original and subsequent research questioranasered in Chapter Fiwa# this
dissertation.
1.3. Research ge: the Baltimore Jewish community

The researcher selected the BaltimdfdarylandJewish community as the Jewish
farming movement community of study based on eageofraphi@access and the
availability ofliterature and secondary datde JFM in Baltimoreoperateshrougha
central organization: the Pearlstone Cenflrs section introduces the Baltimore Jewish
community and thdewish farming movemem Baltimoreas it transpires throughe
Pearlstone Center.

The city of Baltimore was established in 972Imost 100 years after the
founding of the state of Maryland, as a town fueled by the increase in tobacco production
(Fein197). A1 t hough created as a result of the t
base shifted to wheat, lumber and iron productiaring the decade of American
independence3raves 1925 in Fein 1971, 4; Gould 391915, 1931 in Fein 1971, 4).
The growth of commerce in Baltimore led to a growth in permanent settlements and
communities, eventually attracting many Jewish merchaiksraders from
Pennsylvania (Fein 1971). This influx of Jews and other job seeking immigrants led to a
residential base less concerned with religious and ethnic origins than economic success
(Fein 1971). The first permanent Jewish settlers arrived innBadé in 1773, with some
of the first Jewish families in Baltimore involved in business establishments, investments
in the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, and the founding of hospitals, insurance
companies and financial institutions (Fein 1971; Dir#32). As the Jewish population

increased in size, Jews began fighting for the political equality they lacked in the city. In



1826 a bill was passed to ens Jewish political equalith The Jew Bi |l |l , 0 des

remove restrictions against Jews in elec#es, was originally constructed by
Scotsman Thomas Kennedy in 1818 and was heavily disputed in the Midlsdgsiature
(Fein197) . The passage of the bill and Balti

on economic growth) made it a more attra city for Jews to live (Fein 1971 the

mo

twodecade§ ol | owi ng the bill s passage, the Bal

population of 1,500 (Leeser 1897 in Fein 1971, 18; Rosenwaike 1960 in Fein 1971, 18;
Fein 1971).

The Baltimore Jewish commupitisplayed signs of permanenay it grevf
throughout the 1®century with the establishment of Jewish organizatihe late 18
and early 20 centuriesbrought huge changes for the predominately German Baltimore
Jewry as Russian Jews began migrating en masse to the United States (Fein 1971).
Russian Jews were met with resistance from the already economically and socially
adjusted German Jews (Fein 19Aljhough divided between Germans and Russians,
the Baltimore Jewry flourished throughout the earl{) 2entury with the addition of
learning opportunities, publications, Yiddish thealmwvish and nodewish affairsand a
growing community (Fein 1971Rowntown and primarily Russian Jews created the
United Hebrew Charities in 1907, while uptown and primarily German Jews created the
Federabn of Jewish charities in 191#.was not until 1920 that the two orgaations
united under the nambe Associagd JewishClhai t i es, bett én@ known

Associatedo (Fein 1971, 2 3 6the.Baltithgre Jewish e n d

2 From 1850 to 1880 the Jewish population of Baltimore grew from 700 families to 10,000 persons
(Allgemeine Zeitung des Judenthub®&0 in Feinl971, 77; Sulzberger 1897 in Fein 1971, 81).

t
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populationsawgreater economic opportunities, a move into the middle clwesads in
suburbanizationpand a blurring othe once prominent lines separating those of German
and Russian descent (Fein 1971). Th8 @&htury brought geographic, sociahd
cultural shifts to the community, withreorthwest migration out of Baltimore Ciand a
growing number of AmericanizeéJvs who showed alienation to
(Fein 1971, 242243).

Todayods Jewish Bal ti mo%wih9B 406peopldes 42, 50
making it the 1% largest Jewish community in the United Ssatelkeles and Miller
2010. The Baltimore dwish community is one of two Jewish communities in the state of
Maryland (the Maryland portion of the Jewish community of the greater Washington DC
metropolitan area is the second) that accounts for 90% of the 238,200 Jews in the state
(Sheskin and Dashsty 2012. The map below shows Jewish population estimates in the
state of Maryland based on studies conducted in 2003 (Greater Washington), 2006
(Delaware)and 2010 (Greater Baltimore, Howard County, Annapolis), and

informant/internet estimates for all other areas (Sheskin and Dashefsky 2012, 47).

% The growing population and increased economic opportunities of thé\fmrtd War | era provided Jews
with the atmosphere to use their already developed business skills to succeed as merchants, real estate men
and professionals (Fein 1971).

“The 2010 Greater Baltimore Jewish Community Study
includes atleastonesélffd ent i fi ed Jewi sh adulto (Ukeles and Mill

®The 2010 Greater Baltimore JewishQomni t y Study identifies a Jewish p
of 18 who considers him/herself Jewish or a child b



Figure 1: Map of the Jewish communities of Delaware, Washington DC, Maryland and

Northern Virginia (sourceSheskin and Dashefsky 2012)
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Within the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Area, 75% of Jews live in five areas:
Pikesville, Park Heights, Owings Mills, Reisterstown and Mount Wastim(Ukeles
and Miller 2010. The geographic areas and number of Jews Imatigjn each area are

displayedbelow.

10



Tablel: Jewish population of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Area in 2010 (source:

Ukeles and Miller 2010)

Number of Jewish | Number of Jewish Total Number of

Geographic Area Households Persons People in Jewish

2010 2010 Households, 2010
Pikesville 13,000 31,100 33,500
Mt. Washington 2,800 6,600 6,900
Park Heights/Cheswolde 3,850 13,000 13,200
Owings Mills 5,300 12,100 13,800
Reisterstown 2,500 7,000 7,700

Towson/Lutherville/

Timonium/1-83 Corridor 3,200 2,600 8,100
Downtown (East and West) 3,700 4 500 5,500
Guilford/Roland Park 2,500 4100 5,300
Randallstown/Liberty Road 1,700 2900 3,200
Other Baltimore County 2,400 3,900 6,100
Carroll County 1,600 2,800 4,900
Total Greater Baltimore 42 500 93,400 108,100

Figure2: Map of the Jewish population of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Area in

2010 (source: UKes and Miller 2010)

) — i
Endkin
Tomot
et
il
Fradufick
£
Frederick
" Bt
WFtera L
i Green Vol .
LR
A
g
n%%l
\ i
A Mosigemeny mm:@.@”m\f ', \&--
Wiy e
o, h ey -
I -
Yl Ly | W_wu&p‘ .
100 P TSEE IRt ] i e e i 4t

CREEF ALK

Bvyf

11



TheJewish farming movemennt Baltimore operates through one central farm
located on the grounds of a Jewish retreat cemt®altimore Countyand ten smaller
community gardens located at other Jewish institutiof@altimore Ciy and County
The central farm through which the movement operates is the Pearlstone Farm: an
educational program of the Pearlstone Center (a Jewispnofihorganization) in a rural
location in Reisterstown, Marylandihe Pearlstone Center is an orgatian under the
umbrella of thelewish Federation of Baltimore, also called the "AssociaWahout the
Pearlstone Farnthe Jewish farming movement in Baltimore would not exist. That is not
to say farmers or gardeners who happen to be Jewish in Baltimore City or County would
notexist but rather that the Jewish farmimgpvemen¢an educational phenomenon)
would not. The Barlstone Farm also helps to operate ten Jewish Community Gardens
located at other Jewish institutions (such as synagogues, JCCs and senior centers)
throughout Baltimore County and City in both urban and suburban locations.

Pearlstone is five acre farm guated in a rural setting that uses sustainable (but
not USDA certified Organic) methods to grow fruits and vegetables and maintain goats
and chickens. Thehotographbelow displays the Pearlstone Farm's primary field and
greenhouse (this photographdoest i ncl ude t he Pearl stone

greenhouse, as well as its goat and chicken pastures).
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Figure3: The Pearlstone Farm, June 2012 (source: Rachel Berndtson, 2012).

In addition to running a 50 member CSA, this nonpfafiin is largely educational in its
focus, offering a variety girogramdor different audience$:arm programs range in
structure andontent Althougheach Pearlstone Farm prograaries a common theme
involvesframingsocial and ecological issues surrounding agriculture and the
envirorment through a Jewish lens, and/or frantiaglitional Jewish ritual and culture
through an environmental and agricultural lefs.interviewee from this research
describes the Jewish faing movement as a balance between Judaism and
environmentalism:

"ltds a movement that seeksbated synt hesi

values and awareness of how we interact with the environment and

ecosystems and food. And we are looking for what 3nd&ias to say

about those topics and we also challenge Judaism with new information

and new understanding about agriculture and sustainable agriculture.

Trying to find both the harmony between and two and where each can
inform each ot h20I10 (Il nterviewee #3,

A detailed description of Pearlstone Farm programs can be found in Apgendix
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1.4. Research mportance and implications
Research has been conducted on several topics feedirtgentBM, including:

Table2: Topics feeding into th@FM (table created by Rachel Berndtson)

Topic Area Scholarly Work (key examples)

Innovation diffusion Hagerstrand 1967; Brown 1981; Strang and
Meyer 1993; Rogers 200&eels 2004a, 2004

Jewish American identitgnd Herman 1989; Cohen and Eis2000;

community Horowitz 2002; Kaplan 2009

Religiousenvironmentalism Ehrenfeld and Bentley 200$mith and Pulver
2009

Communitybased gstainable Seyfang 2005, 2006a, 2006b; Middlemiss

consumption 2010a, 2010b

Community gardening in the Unite( Armstrong 2000; Kurtz 2001; Lawson 2005

States

Historical Americanlewishfarmers | Brandes 1971; Goldberg 1986isenberg 1995

The holarlyliterature informs research questiargd analysis ithis studyHowever,
the literature lacks comprehensibeorization orthe development, diffusion, and
impacts of religious and ethnic communligsed environmental initiativeBhis study's
grounded theory research on the JFM in Baltimore reguitthe development of a new
theory, whichmay help to explaithis new phenomenon (Strauss and Corbin 1998;
Creswell 2007; Baxter 2010)

Results from this researttaveimplications for several audiences, including
those in academia, the Pearlstone Farm community, other JFM initiatives, and other
communitybased agaultural initiatives. The new theory emerging from this research is
applicable for future academic work on similar phenomena, such as comibasdég
environmental initiatives amongst other religious, cultural, and ethnic groups.

Components of this theomay also inform research on smsdiale, sustainable
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agricul tural movements in the Uni%ed State

Jewish initiatives, and prenvironmental lifestyle changes through commubaged
organizationsThis research ialsorelevant to the Pearlstone Farm community for future
planning and fundraising. Results can inform Pearlstone Farm marketing agendas,
program content, and strategies for participant engageeatistone staff have
expressed an interest in using this aesl for grantwriting, progress reports, and
fundraising effortsPearlstone staff ha\aditionallysuggested this study supplement
ongoing Jewish environmental education research. Staff members specifically pointed to
the "Jewish Outdoor, Food, and Emmnmental Education” (JOFEE) initiative: a new Jim
Joseph Foundation project seeking to inform local funders and national organizations on
best practices surrounding built networks of JOFEE prograhesmethodology from
this studycanalsoinform assessnm of other JFM programs in the United States. The
researcheis in contact with astaff persorfrom a separate JFM program outside
Baltimore, seeking to assess the impacts of her initiative. Lastly, researchassults
applicable tanon-JFM communitybased agricultural initiatives in the United States, to
identify best practices for establishment, operation, and diffusion.
1.5. Parametersof research
1.5.1. Personabias

As an Americanlew engaged in domestic environmeatad agriculturaissues
the researcher is persally attached to this studis a participant in a summer program
through a Baltimore JFM siduring thesummer of 2010, the researcher became

acquainted with several farm empémg and volunteerBased on this involvemettie
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researcheseekgo avoid any biased opinions or views on the research by employing
validation procedures.
1.5.2. Qualitativeresearch

This study relies heavily on qualitative research for data collection and analysis.
Qualitative researchers always brthgir own philosophical assumptions, paradigms and
interpretive frameworks to the esrch at hand (Creswell 200Qomplete objectivity is
impossible to achieve based on the highly social nature of qualitative research, and thus
t he r esear cdnexts@re alvagsmpredandarnvolved (Dowling 2010)n
order toaddresghese limitations, the researcher will employ critical reflexivity to
become aware of the nature of her involvement and influence on the social relations
within the studyCiritical reflexivity is a selfconscious scrutiny of the research process
itself, as the researcher build awareness of her own position in the research process
(Dowling 2010) By employing critical reflexivity, the researcher will make her personal
assumptions,gradigmsand frameworks known while conducting research and be fully

aware of these influences over data collection and analysis (Creswell 2007).

16



2. Chapter 2: Literature r eview

This chapter reviews the literature on topssociated with the present stubly
grounded theory researchigrature reviews play a critical role both prior to and during
data collectionand analysBr i or t o data coll ection and an

to the literature to formulate questions that act as a stepping off point during initial

observations and interviewso (Strauss and
aninductiveresar ch met hod, t he r edieldlackinpawr shoul d
understanding of the I|iterature or the the
Corley2006,1 8 2 7 ) . Rat her the researcher should n

possibly specify@me potentially important variables, with some reference to extant
literature. However, they should avoid thinking about specific relationships between
variables and theories as much as possibl e
(Eisenhardt 1989,3b). Literature reviews are also used during the iterative process of
data collection and analysis to make systematic comparisons between the observed
processes and those from the literature (Strauss and Corbin 1998; Goulding 2005). The
scholarly literatue can be used to stimulate questions during analysis, and sensitize the
researcher to properties and dimensions of which she was previousigrar(&trauss

and Corbin 1998)The literature reviewed below includes several topics surrounding the
Jewish farnng movement in Baltimore, including: innovation diffusion, individualism

and community in the United States, Jewish identity and community in the United States,
industrial agriculture and sustainable alternatives (includinglomm and community

based dkrnatives, and community gardening), Judaism and environmentalism, historical

American Jewish farmers, and the contemporary Jewish farming movement.

17



2.1. Innovation diffusion

The world evolves partly as a function of adopting new innovations, and recent
improvements in technological communications have led to a greater diffusion of
innovations across physical, polai¢ cultural and social borderdnnovations diffuse on
spatial and temporal scales to become adopted or rejected by receiwidpizdi The
innovation itself is fAan idea, praetice or
or other unit of adoption, 6 and may be new
to the individual who encounters(Rogers 2003, 12pi f f u s he process s which
an innovation is communicated through certain channels over time among the members
ofasei al systemo IM(hdvatigecovera Wide 6aBge ideay, practices and
objects and diffusion transpires through a broad spacoonmunication behaviors.
Innovation diffusion researdtas a rich history in a variety of academic fields including
geography, anthropology, sociology, political sciemm®mnomicsand communications.

Early researt on innovation diffusion shapesrrent diffusion theoriebut
simplifiesthe process in terms of diffusion strategies sodal systemsA consideration
of diffusion strategies and social systemasisto the complexity of models and
frameworksandaccounts for a more accurate repraation of realityHowever more
realistic new diffusion frameworks may be, an origaadlfundamental notion of
innovation diffusion is thatuman behavior is unpredictable and may not foloedel<.

The origins of innovation diffusion in the field buman geography begin in the
early to mid20" century with the work of Caauer and Torsten HagerstraBda u e r 6 s

work on cultural origins and culturally influenced lasdrface features are some of the

"Torsten Hagerstrand, a pioneer of innovation diffusion research, noted early eadhatdividual has his
own unique constraints, making prediction of human behavior difficult to near impossible (1975 in Pred
1977, 210).
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earliest geographic accounts of innovation diffusesearchSauer 6 s exami nat i

cultural trait diffusion over space and time led to an understanding of human [@dsca

evolution and change based on the introduction of new innovafi®s2 {n Brown 1981,

17). Torsten Hagerstrand studied diffusion over time and space using mathematical and

computer simulations of agricultural diffusion processes acrossioveertral Sweden

(196).H2 ger strandbés Swedish study emphasi zed

rather than exclusivelghe product (196/MHudson 1972; Pred 197Brown 198).
Hagerstrand'diffusion work led to the creation of time geography and the ideatibo
of empirical diffusion regularities over time and spél@67; Brown 1981; Haggett
1983) which laid theframework for future diffusion research.

Sauer and Hagerstraneerk is critiqued for lacking a more detailed examination
of the social systema which diffusion transpiredy acknowledging a variety of adopter
characteristics ancbommunication channel8. closer inspection cidopter
characteristics includes understanding economic, social, culiadhhistoricablements
A more detailecexamination otommunication channels includstsidyingsocial system
hierarchies and communication flollsh e H2 ger st r an d iemaialyeid 6 s
its rules and uniformitiefHaggett 1988 In amorerealisticdiffusion situation the
population $ not uniformly dispersed, innovations are not automatically accepted
there are barrier®ttransmittance (Hudson 1972; Blaut 19Bvown 1981; Haggett
1983 Giddens 1985; Gregory 198Blorrill, Gaile, and Thrall 1988). Diffusion
addtionallyrelies havilyona s oci al syst em6 gBlaatd977;ur al
Giddens 1985; Strang and Meyer 1R93ariations incultural norms, communication

networks, historic contextand power structures affect the diffusion procésargéh and
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Coleman 1956n Strang and Meyer 1993, 50MtcClelland and Winter 1969 in Blaut
1977, 345; Foster 1965 ind&lit 1977, 345; Giddens 1983laut 1977;Pred 1985;
Gregory 1985; Blaut 198 Btrang and Meyer 1993

Diffusion scholars followindHagerstrangropose a variety adaptations to
better represent realitiperek Gregoryguggests a deeper ontological understanding of
social relations by comprehending the complexities that exist within the multidimensional
structure of social relationand historical hierarchig4985. Jim Blaut argues for an
inclusion of political and economic factors when deciphering reasons behindoadmpti
rejections (198) Richard Morril, Gary L. Gaileand Grant lan Thrall suggest the
importance of the methods taken to eliminate adopter aesist such as awareness,
demonstrationpand trial of the innovation prior to acceptance (19B8\id Strang and
John W. Meyer suggest a reinterpretation of diffusion models to include the
institutionalization of diffusion, which affects the communicatb@annels responsible
for diffusion and the likelihood of adoptiorstrang and Meyer argue rapid diffusion takes
place within a culturally similar sociegfterthe institutionalizatia of a diffusion model
(1993). Strang and Meyer (1993) and others also highlight cultural similarities as
influencing the diffusion process, in that diffusion should be rapid between actors of a
similar culture, and innovations that align with larger aaltwnderstandings of a
network diffuse more quickly than those that do not (SteamjSoule 1998 Barbara
Wejnert (2002, 308) sites several sources (Abdoudt De Viney 1992Hout and
Goldstein 1994Chaves 1996to explain that the structural equivatenn a network
alongcultural (amongst other) factors impacts the adoption of innovatio@$o the

homogeneity of adopters' behaviors (BW81; DiMaggio and Powell 1983).
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Lawrence Browrand Everett Rogers provide detaifesimeworks onnnovation
diffusionBr ownéés framework i s based on the mark
emphasizing the supply side of innovation diffusi@mdacknowledging that potential
adopters often have unequaaloptionopportunities due to supply side factors (1981)
Accordingto Brown, f one focuses solely on tloharacteristics of the adoptensd
forgoes examination of the propagator, the
influence a propagator may have on those huaoaracteristics (193. Roger s 6
framework incorporates the supply and demand sides, examiningttire of the
innovation itselfcommunication from diffusion propagatoas)dthe recering
communi tyos Regers highlightssfourscéngatelements to innovation
diffusion including the innovation itself, time, communication chelsjand social
systems (2003

Influenced by the scholarshgm the social construction of¢bnology (Pinch and
Bijker 1987, sociatechnical systems (STS) is a framework used to understand the
transition from one innovation to another (Ge94b), and has been applied to
transitions towards environmental sustainability ("sustainability transitions") (Geels
2010).Socictechnical systemaork considerseveral elements and actarghe
transiton processincluding the technology itself, rules and regulations, user practices,
cultural meanings, and infrastructure (Geels, Elzen, and Green 2@fnjal to STS is
the notion thahew innovations structure the way adopters (or technology "usets")
while usersalsoreshape and reproduce the rules surrounding the innovation (Geels
20044 Hughes 1987 in Berkhout, Smith, and Stirling 2004 \Va2tOost et al 2000 The

social rules that steer tlrenovation'suse develop based on interaction and social
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learning amongst users (Burns and Flam 1987 in Geels 2004aThe multilevel
perspective on STS conceptualizanicro to macro levefransformative process through
which systemdecome increasingly stakded institutionalizedRip and Kem998;
Kemp, Rip, and Schot 20 Under the multlevel perspectivennovations movep the
scale fromtechnological niches, to technological regimes, to technological landscapes,
with an increasing levef structuraton in eaclscale(Geels 2004a, 2004%pill Seyfang
andAdrian Smith have applied th®@TSframework to communitypasednitiatives, to
better understand the social elemenuisounding the operation and diffusioh
grassroots sustainabilitgnovationg(2007). Seyfang and Smith understand these
sustainability oriented "grassroots innovations" as:

"networks of activists and organizations generating novel betjom

solutions for sustainable development; solutions that respond to the local

situation and thenterests and values of the communities involved. In

contrast to mainstream business greening, grassroots initiatives operate in

civil society arenas and involved committed activists experimenting with

social innovations as well as using greener techmnesdt@2007, 585).
Grassroots innovations operate basedamialand culturallyspecific rules and norms
(Seyfang and Smith 2007). Whitettomup approaches provide relevant and meaningful
learning experiences, their uniqueneas be a barrier tdiffusion at greater scales
(Seyfang and Smith 2007).

Theliteratureon innovatiordiffusion was applied to this study in structuring
initial questions, and alsamalyzingempirical data to make sense of the new
phenomenonThe researcher usédoad concepts fro the earlier literatureHagerstrand

Sauer, Pred, Blapyand otherkto inform initial research questionghe literature on

diffusion agenciednstitutionalization, and socitechnical systems wased to form
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major categories #1 and #2 in Chapter Fasrwell aso answer to research questions #1
and #2 in Chapter Five.
2.2.Individualism and community in the United States

Modern influences have affected the social processes through which identity is
established, resulting in a decline of identities basesdocialization within consistent
groups and a rise in identities formed
modernity: individualism (1991, 2). According to sociologist James Coleman, this long
term societal transformation began id"t&rtury with the French anthdustrial
Revolutions (1993)The French Revolution brought a new form of social organization
that shifted away from political and economic systems based on normative tradiions
towards those grounded in bureaucracy andmalimation (Coleman 1993). The
Industrial Revolution broughechnological changes to formsmbduction,
transportationand communication which created new, individualistic forms of work,
residencyand relationships (Taylor 1991; Coleman 1,98&Iiman1999; Wellman
2001).Additionally, Western society has reached a sufficient level of peaberder
that community is no longer essential for individual pridtecand survival (Tuan 2002
These systematic changes led to a transition in social stryctries Coleman
classifies as shift from Aprimordialo
(Col eman 1993, 2). APrimordial 0 soci al

clan ties, operate through closed netwpgksl rely on normate power fo social

t

t hr

o 0

org

controLA Pur posi vely constructedo social organi

and/or offices rather than persons, and rely on rules, &wisformal incentives for

social control (Coleman 1993Yluch of the normative power oateld amongst
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primordial social organizationsas lost during the transitioAccording to Taylor,
contemporary individualism has discredited the premodern idea of living as a part of a
larger greater good that at one time brought megtairsocial actities, ritualsand
norms, which are now conducted primarily for instrumental significance (M\&is
2002. Taylor believes in lieu of a universal greater good, individualism has extracted
passion from life and created a generation ofalefforbed, narrow individuals who have
lost concern for the greater society and community (1991).
Norms powerful enough tdictate society stemmed partially from the high degree
of social capital maintained in such societies based on high netlestke (Coleman
1988, 1993)Prior to thendustrialr evol uti on communi ties exi st
relationships, or thoseswblished in spatially compact areas, which led to closed social
networks in which all actors interact on a rieguasis (Wellman 20Q1Door to door
net works dissipated with the Indimstrial Re
transportatonandcomu ni cati on, which enabled the dev
communities based on social definition rather than spatial constraints (Durkheim 1964 in
McMillan andChavis 1986, 8; Wellman 1999200J). As social relationships expanded
beyond immediate spatiboundaries, the amount of groups with whom individuals
developed connectigrincreased, but the commitment and involvemerinm within
those social groups decreased (Wellman 2dB&ographer ¥Fu Tuan recognizes this
to be the difference between tt@d, nonc o mmi t t ed, b uto eafnfdi ctiheent
warm, devoted, but somewhatlesg f i ci ent 0 c olfrecammunglyoo (200 2)

societaltransition impactedentity formationandresource access

24



Todayds contemporary t eferdeatioelindigduatisid adva
trend, resulting in communities formed aro
fragment ed)reldionshipe(Wellman 209 1$cto social networks are
characteristic of fluid membershignd provide a less tgible sese of group belonging,
meaning, anddentity (Wellman 2001Marris 2003. For example, rather than
embeddeding oneself within one, consistent network, the individual acts within sets of
Aconcentric encompassi-Wellman200T@ars2002.( Col e man
Highly individualistic personso longer share a set of consistent unifying values at a
level larger than the delAlthoughan ndi vi dual i stic |lifestyle r
Tayl or argues an authentic self requires 0
beyondthes e | f 6 i n s o men other words,(indli@d@als, must iBtgract with
others to legitimate thauthenticiy of their constructed selve&.highly individualistic
| i f est ydeef e@ast iimged fbecause relations with ot
interactions are necessary in assigning importance and meaning to identity and life
(Taylor 1991 35; Bellah et al 1985fuan 2002Lawler 2008)A part of oneds i

becomes meaningful not because he or she has deemed it so, but because other humans

have interpreted it as importaiile Vos and Romanucétoss 2005 However the

N

privatized relatioships ofmanyWe st er n communi ti es | ead to
which decrease the amount of others with whom an individual may interadin@el
1999, 200). A decrease in social interaction leads to a reduction in the potential

opportunities for idetity self-articulatior? or identity recognition by others.

8 with the collapse of the premodern social systems that prescribed identities based on occupation, race
class,modern individuals must articulate their own identities through dialogue (Taylor 1991).
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The individualized societal transiti@iso affectshe way in whichmany people
access resourcd3arry Wellman describes contemporarye¥fern communities as
Al oosely boundad) fypagselkywlbnks, of speci al
Wellman 1999, 97; Wellman 200lndividuals develop a series of loose relationships to
secure a complete set of goods and services that they no longer receive from a single
community (Wellman 1999Tuan 20@). Each specialized tie connects the individual to a
different community resulting in multayered communities providing separate resources
for separate needs (Fischer 198®licMillan and Chavis 1986, 19This series of wedk
specialized ties, howeveesourceful, may not provide as solid a support system as
strongly tied, centralized networkBuan 2002)Tighter networks madepuof
i ndi vi dual s® (fArwahtoh eer steh avre sirfableahg oreationand o f s e |
maintenance of social capitathich empowers local groups to successfully embark on
future cooperative actions (Wellman 2001, 244; Coleman 1993; Putnam AS94).
detailed furthebelow,social capital is valuable for cooperaty®up action, including
group activity forecological susinability (Putnam, Leonardi, and Nanetti 1993 in Dale
2005, 26; World Bank 2003 in Dale 2005, 26; Dale 2005).

Societaltrends of individualism framed the larger motivations for tetady As
elaborated upom section 2.3individualism affectprocesses of contemporamyltural
and ethnic identificatiorin the United States, Jews initially maintained group distinction
through geographic proximity, and social and physical boundaries, and later through

participation inJewishorganizationsHowe\er, rends of individualism havessulted in

° As demonstrated by Mark Granovetter, weak ties are those connections between acquaintances that may
provide information and r es orde e less eegdiyradhilableaadd s i mme
are of less assistance, and formal or strong ties are those connections between friends and family that are

easily accessible and provide deep measures of assisi&8&). (
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declining participation in traditional organizatioasid a desiréor Jewish engagement
through personallyneaningful and interedtased mechanisms, including the natural
environmentlndividualistic trends aralso juxtaposed with communityased efforts to
address environmentsilistainability Section2.4 expands upothedifficulty of pro-
environmental livingvhen responsibility rests solely with the individuabmmunity
based efforts towards sustainableactan enhance an individual's capacity for-pro
environmental living.
2.3.Jewishidentity and community in the United States
With the dissipation of old ethnic enclaves and an increase in residential mobility
away from family homes, American Jews ardanmer socialized in spaces that carry
consistent unifying orders, thus impacting Jewish identificafl@uisch 2003;
Groeneman and Smith 2009he topic of American Jewish identity has been highly
disputed for many decades, but has recently increaseténsity, because demographic
data and reporting show trends in population anechigice statistics that some have
interpreted as damaging fire American Jewish communithe aspects causing
increased concern amongst the American Jewish communéyms of visualizing a
Jewish future include what Dougl as Bl oomfi
Jewi sh Diaspora Apocal ypseo: ,aakdsappearhneet i o n,
(1999, 270)Before examining these factarsdetail,this setion providesa brief history
of Jewish identity and community from the Enlightenn@amvard
2.3.1. Jewish @mmunity and identity: mid-18th to mid-20th century
Hi storically, the fAmain function of Jew

and this idea is exemplified by numerous religious [thas create social boundaries

27



betweenJewsand norJews(Poll 1998, 186)These rulescombined with historically
strict anttSemitic lawsled to a cohesion of the Jews resulting in a tight identity with
religious and thnic attributes (Poll 1998Premoderrdewish identities were influenced
by a society of exclusivity and difference and a collectiveyumrerreligion and
ethnicity, and embodiednany of thenorm-driventraitsof @ | e manés pri mor di a
societiesThis apartness from neiews served as a means of-gédintification, not only
because it was believed to be the right way to live, butledsause itvasessential to
Jewish survival amongst majority settes Oiner 1992;Cohen and Eisen 2000

The middle of the eighteenth century brought European emancipation and the
Enlightenment (thélaskalal), which exposed the once separatedish communities to
nontJews(Herman 1989Diner 1992).Jews in Ewopean countriebegan to identify less
with a strictly religieethnic identity ananore with a national identityzor example, the
adjective modifying the noun AJewtancd Fr ench
in selfidentification Diner 1992; Poll 1998Cohenand Eisen 2000The Enlightenment
softenedccupational, sociagand residential barrierand prompted Jewish life outside
the traditional areas, eventually leading to Amerinsgratiort’ (Diner 1992) As the
modern state affirmed Jews individual rights it simultaneodistyed'recognition of the
right of minority or ethnereligious groups to make claims upon individuals that deviate
from traditional cultural or legal norms," resulting“the radical weakening of the
normative and institutional structure of Jewish (and other groups) communal life"

(Bekerman and Kopelowitz 2008, 328).

1°The experience of American migratiorifdied for all Jewish immigrants, depending on the local
European contexts from which they originated (Diner 1992).
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Between the 1820 and 188pproximately 150,006 Jews(primarily from the
Germanic and central/westéfiEuropean statesjigrated to the United Statesgely
due to economic motives (Diner 1992)Although the exact number of Jewish migrants
to the United States beforethe 1888 i mpossi bl ed t o e)dheremat e (
were no more than 3,000 JeinsAmerica before 1820 (Diner 19926). By 1848 it is
estimated that 50,000 Jews lived in America, and by 1880 that number reached 240,000
(Ruppin1934in Diner 1992, 56; Oppenheif®18in Diner 1992, 56; Rosenwailk&63
in Diner 1992, 56; Rosenwailk&85in Diner 1992, 56; Linfield939in Diner 1992, 5B
This early population of Jewish migrants settled largely in urban areas, with New York
City, Philadelphiaand Baltimore as home to cfeurth of all Jews in America by the
mid-1840s (Diner 1992, 57).

Between 1880 and 1920 over two million Jews migrated to America from Eastern
Europe, increasing the American Jewish population from 3% to 23% glabal Jewish
population and accounting for the largest Jewishmigrationin American history (Sorin
1992. During thistime the AmericarJewish population increased from about 280,000
Jews out of 50 million Americans (about 0.5% of the populatioaptut4 million Jews
out of 115 million Americans (about 3.9% of the populationy@raler and Steinberg
1995 3). Of the Jews who left Eastern Europe during this time pe8i@¥hchose the
United States as a final destination, with the Lower East Side of New York City as their
Afgeographi c a@Gadbecgu986, @4; Sofin 18pdBetvecon 1881 and

1911,1,000,0@ Jews arrived in New York Citgnd 73% remained therdrban

“"4At mosto 150,000 Jews migrated to the United Stat
2 These states included Poland, Bohemia, $iavarance and Lithuania (Diner 1992)

BAlthough antiSemitism may have been a push factor for sdevéshmi g r a n vastmajofity léfte
their homes for America because in Europe they coul
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migrationtrends were not limited to New York, with mamajor American citiegs
centers for Jewispopulation For example, in 1880 only 25% of Americans lived in
urban centers, but38 of American Jews lived in urban centessth 60% of American
Jews living in the Boston to Baltimore corridor (Sorin 1992, 63).

American assimilatiowas slow duant-Semitism and Jewish social cohesion.
Anti-Semitism on the part of nafewish Amerians led to Jewish exclusion from
occupationsglubs, organizationgnd neighborhoods, atldese barriers were enhanced
with seltseparation on the part of Jews based on fears eSantitism and a general
lack oftrust Oiner 1992;Sorin 1992 Cohen andisen 200D Jews gravitated towards
religious congregations and Jewish organizations for access to careers, social life, basic
needsand community defens®iner 1992;Sorin 1992; Bloomfield 1999Upon arrival
into the United States, 75% of Jews idiedi with religious congregations and those who
did not sought other organizations from which to experience Jewish identity, including
landsmanschaften (associations based on ethnicity), charity projects, politics, labor
organizations, arf&nd antidiscimination organizatios(Diner 1992; Sorin 199oll
1998.

While Jews lived in urban ghettos, they were still members of the greater Jewish

community fgihf osmloy itshr  Kap | ahami@20te &ntury2 1) .

brought a massive exodus tetsuburbs, and during this time&any Jews either lost their
sense of Jewish connection or saw a need to actively reevaluatiethisin identity
(Kaplan 2009. From the 1950%0 recent decadekwish connection and identity
stemmed largely fromwh&tew n Cohen and Arnol d Ei sen

Jewish identity, o0 including historical

30

cal

r el



attachment to the state of Israel, and membership in Jewish organizations such as Jewish
Community Centers (JCEand philanthropic groups (Cohen and Eisen 2000, 10;
Herman 1989; Selengut 1995; Poll 1998; Lipset 2003; Kirsher®Blatblett 2005.
These three factors fostered Jewish identification through emotional, histanidaocial
connection, rather than gttlly religious practice and affiliatiorSolomon Poll attributes
the decline in Jewish religious affiliation during this time period to the prevalerte of
threepillars (1999. In other words, Jews no longer needed to adhere to religious
traditions andhorms to establish Jewish identity for themselves and be recognized as
Jews by othersTherelevance ofhethree pillarss declining in the 2%century,causing
Jews toonce agaimeinterpretlewishidentity (Sharot 1998Cohen and Eisen 2000;
Teutsch2003 KirshenblattGimblett 2005Beck 2009. The reinterpretation of identity
characterizes much of the current state of Jewish identity formation and maintenance in
the United States, and is influexday trends oAmericanindividualism.Bl oomf i el d 0 s
Adur horsemenodo (assi mil aanddsappearanoe)agld mar r i a g ¢
complexity tomodern Jewisldentity.
2.3.2. Thefour horsemen: assimilation, intermarriage, secularismand

disappearance

Sincethe European Enlighterantthe majority of Jews havgecome more
assimilated into the societies in which they Ifieerman 1989; Diner 1992fthnic
identities exist based on recognition from both the etmuividual and the social
i otoh etro di s tegitmgtethesetnnicadendity. h e r e f oic identityfi et h n
requires the maintenance of sufficiently consistent behavior so that others can place an

individual i n or a group I n s o-Rass2006Cci al ca
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386; Herman 1989; Tuan 20020 maintaina Jewishdentity, individualsmust

externally expresthisidentity in ways that are recognizaldteoutsiders to set them apart

(Herman 198% In an open and liberal society, cultural sustainability "requires the ability

of an individual to move between multiple cultural contexts ay¢he same time not lose

the cultural attachments that tie him or h

Kopelowitz 2008, 124)ContemporaryAmerican Jews live in a society where religious

boundaries that once maintained group distinctiveness aréesswelevant, leading to

interreligious bonding over shared commonali{iekba 200§. Bethamie Horowitz has

categorizedAmerican Jewish assimilatiaasbumpyline assimilation approaclor that in

which a Apersonalized ethnic identity may

structural distint i veness does noto (2002, 16).
Throughout the second half of theé"™@ntury, intermarriagevasincreasingly

viewed as a threat eJewish futue (Sklare 1964 in Kaplan 2009, 167; Berman 2008)

The argument gradually intensifidaut erupted after the 1990 National Jewish

Population Survey (NJB$evealedhat of Jews marrying between 1985 and 182095

had chosen a nadewish spouse (Poll 199&2; Kaplan 200, 167). Further analyses of

the 1990 NJPS showed only 5% of the 1dewish spouses chose to convert to Judaism,

and only 28% of the offspring fromtermarriagevould be raised as Jews (Poll 1998,

152;Kotler-Berkowitz et al 2004ix). Theseanalyses createliln fAunpr ecedent ed

hysteriad acr os sommbnagy (Kepten 2G0% B6Mligh ietevmasrikige

ratesare alsaconnected with higlgeographienobility i a common feature amongst

today'sAmerican Ja/s (Groeneman and Smith 2009anlial and communal tieare

more easilyjpbroken after physical separatiaplan 2009)Lessexposure to extended
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family Adi mini shes the experience of Jewis
val ues an deutsch2803,t71)Aceosding t¢ analysis of the 20001

National Jewish Population Surveleintermarriage rates increasindKotler-

Berkowitz et aR004. Of all Jewish marriages still intact (whether they were married

long ago or recently), 31% of Jews in Americaiatermarried todayKotler-Berkowitz

et al2004, 17)Analyses also show that seveiattors of Jewish connection (associated

with Jewish identityjprelower forintermarried JewsKotler-Berkowitz et aR004).

Table3: Jewish connections of4imarried ad intermarried Jewsource: NJPS 2000

2001 data irKotler-Berkowitz et aR004, 19.

Table 16. Jewish connections of in-married and intermarried Jews.
In-married Intermarried

Half or more of close friends are Jewish 76% 24%
Hold/attend Passover seder 85 41
Light Chanukah candles 88 53
Fast on Yom Kippur* 66 26
Light Shabbat candles* 39 5
Keep kosher at home* 27 5
Attend Jewish religious service monthly or more* 37 8
Belong to synagogue* 59 15
Belong to JCC* 29 6
Belong to other Jewish organization* 39 9
Volunteer under Jewish auspices* 33 8
Participate in adult Jewish education* 31 7
Visited Israel 49 16
Feel emotionally attached to Israel 76 45
Contribute to federation campaign* 41 9
Contribute to Jewish cause (not federation) 60 19

However,othersarguethat thetraditional measuré$of Jewish identity (which are

foundational to much of the demographic data and reporting) do not account for the more

1 Horowitz has obseed traditional measures of Jewish idengigyfalling into two categorie§l) the
Afdeclining | evel of Jewish practice approach, o6 (the
religious and cultural practices based on their length of tiderme r i ca) and (2) the fAsoci
di stinctiveness approacho (the extent to which Jews
other religious/ethnic groups) (2002,-18). Such approaches use indices to measure the ritual practices,

ethnic behaviorsand group boundaries that are thought to characterize most Jews (Horowitz 2002).
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personalize@nd internamechanismafor Jewishidentificationthat are gaining
prevalence amongst contemporary American Jews (Kelr@@hin Horowitz 2002, 23;
Horowitz 2002; Blecher 2007).

The third Ahorsemanod arguably responsib
increasing secularization amongst modern American Jews. Jews have always had
religious commonality as a solid coreidentification, but this religious ¢e is
weakening (Lipset 20Q3A recent study from Pew Research Center shows that one in
five American Jews identify as Jewish but not by religeomdthis trend has become
more prominent over timé’eéw Research Cemt2013. Thesdrends are displaydd the
figuresbelow.

Figure4: United States adult Jewish population by religion, and by no religion (Pew

Research Center 2013)

U.S. Adult Jewish Population, 2013

22% —s +— T8%
Jews of Jews
no religion by religion

Examples of measurable indicators include: lighting Shabbat candles, observing Kashrut, fasting on Yom
Kippur, (Cohen 1988 in Rebhun 2004, 46), synagogue menipefigguency of attending religious

services (Cohen 1998 in Rebhun 2004, 46)yish organizational membership, number of Jewish friends,
and Jewish inmarriage (Lipset 1994 in Horowitz 2002, 21).
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Figure5: United States adult Jewish population by religion, and by no rejigased on

generation (Pew Research Center 2013)

Jewish Identity, Jews by
by Generation religion %
Greatest (born 1914-1927) 93
Silent (born 1928-1945) 86
Boomer (born 1946-1964) 81
Gen X (born 1965-1980) 74
Millennial (born after 1980) 68

Jews of na
religion %

i
7

14
19
26
32

Jewish religious identification in America began to decline as early as the 1950s, as Jews

relied on thé'three pillars” for identityHerman 1989; Selengut 1995; Poll 1998; Cohen

and Eisen 2000; Lipset 2B0KirshenblattGimblett 200%. Trends of secularization are
most significant amongst the younggsherations of American Je\{idkeles, Miller,

and Beck 2006Pew Research Center 2013

The

Afdi sappear anc e 0 stodaddeclininggAmerieamdewdsh

peopl

birth rate thereligion of children of intermarried coupleand persons of Jewish ancestry

deciding not to be Jewiqglasdescribedn the above sectioon increasingecularization).

Jewish Americans are marrying in lower numbers anatet points irtheir lives than

ever before, which alsafluences trends in birth rates (Uks| Miller, and Beck 2006,

15). At all ages Jewish women have lower fertility rates than the overall American female

population, regardless of whether this statis determined by the percent who are

childless or the average number of children born per wokeathef-Berkowitz et a004

in Ukeles, Miller, and Beck 2006, 15Y.hese marriage and birthragtatistics are

displayedbelow.
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Table4: Marriage anchildbirth statistics for American Jews versus the larger American
population Tablecompiledby Rachel Berndtson; data source: NJPS 2200l as

reported in Ukeles, Millerand Beck 2006)

American Jews | Total American Population
Unmarried, ages 1835 Male | 52% 41%
Unmarried, ages 1835 Female| 36% 30%
Childless, ages 3539 Female | 50% 20%

Marital status and birth rates not only have implications foAthericanJewish

popuhtionin terms of population sizbutal s o | mpact onetérmsoflewi sh
levels of Jewish connection and adherence to traditional norms (HorowitzQORen

2005a in Ukeles, Millerand Beck 2006, 16; Sheskin and KotBarkowitz 2007.

Family is the keystom of American Jewish identitfzamily plays a large part imemory

formationi s t he Asti mul us t o anaddalbosernesasan of r i
factor towards Jewish identity formation outside its relations to memories aalg ritu

(Cohen and Eisen 2000, #ttitudes towards Jewish life are often shapetin
childhood, but as adul t aoadstaiftfdmiliesof theeam.e t he
Rel ationships with the nuclear family fAcon
and how Jewish identitiestakeskap ( Co h e n a n dFaHilylseeomes2h®8 00, 58
Aprinciple arena for the expression of con
especially with the addition of children (Cohen and Eisen 2000CH2dren serve as a

stimulus for ritual practice and Jewish tradition, and provide an &vetizat practice

through Hebrew schools or Jewish day schools (Cohekimed 200D Household

composition and marital statase amongghe most significant factors impacting
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involvement in Jewish organizatioftdorowitz 2000;Sheskin and KotleBerkowitz
2007, with unmarried and childless individuals showing lower levels of involvement.
Disappearance is also associated with children of intermarriedesonpo are
not raised JewistOnly 37% of intermarriedAmericanJews raise their children Jewish,
versus 96% of inmarried JewBdw Research Center 201Bhese trends point towards
disappearance, as the rates of intermarried Jews are higher with each successive
generationotler-Berkowitz et aR004 Pew Research Center 2Q1Bow birth rates,
fewerchildren raised Jewislandincreasing secularizatidmas led to a decline in
percentage of Jes in the American population. Recénerican Jewish population
studiesestimatethere are between 5.2 and 6.7 million Jews in the United States today
(Sheskin ad Dashefsky 2012Y.he percentage of the Jewish population in America fell
from roughly 3.7% of the American population in 1940, to roughly 2% of the American
population toda}y (Sarna 2004 in Sheskin and Dashefsky 2010; Sheskin and Dashefsky
2011, 2012). According t o Thiscanghaodcirrad and
because the growth of the American Jewish population has not kept pace with the
expansion of the US pofation, which has increased due to greater fertility and
i mmi gration than exhi bi tThedAmérigandewishr i can Jew
population would be even smaller without the relatively small number of Jewish
immigrationsto the United StateSince 198, only 335,000 Jewish adults are
immigrants.Roughly twathirds of this population migrated from the former Soviet
Union (FSU) Kotler-Berkowitz et ak004).

2.3.3. Jewish dentity in 21st entury America and the ®vereignself

15 Although the percentage of Jews in America fell duririg time, the absolute number of Jews in
America grew, expanding from about 4.8 million Jews in 1940 to about 6 million Jews in 2000 (Sarna 2004
in Sheskin and Dashefsky 2010, 3).
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Since the 1980 usscimaiehmasrbeen ai@gorizeddefectigej o
individual spirituality rather than top down observation of obligation from religious
authoritiegPeterson 2009and Jews have certainly experienced this shiftdescribed
by R. Stephen Warner, "the groundsvhich Americans gather and find one or another
religious message compelling, grounds that have historically included geography, social
class, race, national origin, generation, ethnicity, and language, now also include gender,
sexual orientation, 'lifstyle," and moral culture" (1993, 106@ontemporarylewish
lifestyles are more fluid in terms of social and physical boundaries, giving individuals the
opportunity to choose and-ohoose identity based on individually madeisiens
(Cohen and EiseP00Q Kelman 1999 in Horowitz 2(@®) 23; Heilman 2004,
KirshenblattGimblett2005; Windmueller 200%Ellenson 2009; Grossma®@9; Heller
2009. Many montemporary Americadews want to be Jewish based on a personal
meaning rather than a communal obligatormistorical destiny (Azria 199&ohen and
Eisen 2000Horowitz 2000;Heilman 2004; Kirshenblatsimblett 2005; Windmueller
2007). The decline of religious communal obligations and the desire to be Jewish on an
individualistic basis hasledtoaJewishe nt i f i cati on t hoibaugh t he
trend classified by Cohen and Eisen explaining religious identification and practice that
emerges from the significance of personal meaning, gives authority to the indisitaal
transpires primarily through privagad intimate spaces (200@merican Jew®¥
identifying through theirsovereign selves use personal meaning as the key component in

Jewish involvement, and typically construct meaning from a collection of expesjence

!®1dentifying by the sovereign self is not characteristic of American Javitg entiretyput is

characteristic of fAmoderately affiliated American J
Jews as fithose who are neither unusually active in
interms ofritualpp ct i ce, f or mal institutional affiliation, o
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memoriesand rituals that fit into their individual livé€ohen and Eisen 200 his

form of JewishnesBasbeen described@afiel ecti ve et hnicity, 0 ba
and norcompulsory characteristi¢dzria 1993 in Azria 1998, 29), and leattscultural
identities forming fr omSharotl®9I8s8¢Kirshénblattat her t
Gimblett 200%. SelectiveJewish identificationreflesDavi d Hol | i nger 6s i d
Apostethnic identity, o which is character:i
fixedness of A indoee@availalileyto thoseafrEdropeas descent, as their

ethnicities are less recognized by the physibaracteristiof skin color(2000, 7).The

threeipi | | ar so ( t tate of Hradlandclewisls dommuhahoeganizations)

that wereoncestrongholds of American Jewish identéyetodaydecreasing in

relevanceThe Holocaust is quickly losings strength as a collective aspect of identity,

despite its once unifying effect amongst Jews in tizssiibra (EtziorHalevy 1998. The

common emotional attachmewnta homeland has deteriorat&hther than a single,

agreed upon attachment to Israegréhare now many differemiewson Israeb s

importancesplitting the previous unigation (EtzioniHalevy 1998. The Jewish

communal organizations once necessary to American Jewish economic and social

survival have becomless relevanbased on Americarewish economic and social
acculturatiorand successnd an increase in individualistic pursyiBoomfield 1999
Teutsch2003;Ukeles, Miller, and Beck 2006Windmueller 2007 Woocher 200R The
sovereign self has becidemtgyfornratonforpnanynci pl e a
American Jews, given the declining practice of religious norms and communal

affiliations, and thedeclineof externally imposed identities (Cohen dtiden 2000, 2;

Sharot 1998; Selengut 199@merican Jews have created theamgpersonalized
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authentic selves from various aspects of Judaism rather than stepping into an
Ai nescapable frameworko of identity based
prescriptions (Coheand Eisen 2000, 2jorowitz 2000 Windmueller 2007Ellenson
2009 Grossman 200p Jewish authenticity is no longer a concern or a question amongst
many American Jews, because to them Jewish identity is an absolute factor, operating
internally and unaltered by choice of practice or-peectice (Cohen and Eisen 2000
Horowitz 2000; Wuthnow 2002 idkeles, Miller and BecR006, 49).

Although modern American Jews are not using the sasthod$o maintain a
Jewish identity, they are still looking for meaning within a Jewish frahfige (Cohen
and Eisen 2000A recant Pew Research Centstudyfound thatonly 15% of American
Jewish adults consider being Jewish to be mainly a matter of rehgnile,62%
consider it to be mainly a matter of ancestry or culture (2013). Despidecthee of
Jewish identitypased on religion, 94% of Jews in the United States are proud to be
Jewish, and 75% have a "strong sense of belonging to the Jewish pPepleRésearch
Center2013).For some (and particularly for ty@ungesgeneratioh’) American Jews
Jewish identitymaintenancéasshifted from externally bounded religious norms to
internally driven, personally meaningful conceffi®rowitz 2002; Woocher 200®ew
Research Center 2013ewish community organizations have long udadgish
denominations as boundari&githin the larger group, the Jewish community varies by
denomination, with the Orthodox consideradstly strictly adhering to religious law
followed (in descending order tétrictness™) by Conservativand ReformJewish

individualizedidentities fit less neatly into hierarchically established denominational

" According to the National Jewish Population Survey (NJPS) of -BA0@% of American Jewilentify
out side denomi nat i on alandi2®wofhtdoaareiingheyoungest éigé hracket (1Be wi s h,
to 34 years old) (Ament 2005, 10, 16).
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|l abel s ssehvatsti i€onor fAReform, 0 making non:
transdenominational movements an attractive op#arsiienblattGimblett 200%

Ellenson 2009; Heller 2009;r8ssman 2009T he Al e s s ®meiarswtrietabtl ieon s
offering Jewish communal connection across denominational boundaries provide open

and fluid Jewish experiences that satisfy personal deamdsare oftennovided through
nontraditionakpaces (CardinaD5; KirshenblatGimblett 2005; Ukeles, Miller and Beck

2006; Blecher 2007; Windmuet 2007; Geffen 2009 hese may include imaginative

spaces (memory), private ritual actiyitgmily connections, and new, alternative
organizationgCohen and Eisen 200KirschenblattGimblett 2005) Memoryof family

and traditional ritualss essential to Jewistentity, because it supplements the group in

lieu of observing religious rituals and adhering to religious Judaisma( 1998;

Sekngut 1999 For some etheigroups he Al ack of definitive ex
boundari eso has | ed t ooundbehehratleerthadastion i t i es ¢
(Jenkins 1997 in Cohen 2004, 8&wine 1997 in Cohen 2004, 8&).some cases

memory has replaced tradition as a more appropriate paradigm in Jewish identity

formation, as modern Jewish rituals are more concerned with focusing on celebrating past
events rather than abiding traditional Jewish lawAzria 1998. However, hepractice

of rituals is fAwithout a doubt the most i m
affiliated Jews express thei thendtestep sh c¢commi
outside the self and act Jewishan external wayGohen and Eise2000, 73) Rituals

allow Jews taexternallyarticulatetheir identityto othersandthusgain recognitiorof

“The NJPS heavily measures fitraditional, for mal i ns
out of 300 questions in the 200Q Survey acknowledging the internet as a forresfish information),

thus underestimating the significance of the online
2007, 65).
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their identity from othersAlthoughritualsare externag¢xpressions, they often occur

within the privacy of thénome Family connections a third factoressential tAmerican
Jewish identitynaintenancéCohen and Eisen 200Bptler-Berkowitz et ak004;

Ukeles, Miller and Beck 2006; Sheskand KotlerBerkowitz 2007) As noted above,
Jewish families provide the company with whom to practice traditional rjtaadshe
impetus for participation in communal Jetv afairs outside the homeéastly, new and
alternative Jewish organizations are a means for cguueary Jewish identification, as
they provide new spaces for Jewish interaction and identification. Neamy

organizations are based off the premise of plural@niting away from an emphasis on
old communal obligationdoundaries, and exclusivitgnd towards one of personal
enrichment Ukeles, Miller and Beck 20067 B i n g Jisdnereasimgly takinglace

in arenas outside traditional religious spaces, and new Jewish subcultures are forming in
these spaces through Jewish cultural activiti@shenblattGimblett 2005; Ukeles,

Miller, and Beck 2006 Personal interests have trumped communal values asittinery
focus for many Jewish organizations (Teutsch 2003; Windmueller 2007; Herring 2009),
and include social justice, the environment, music, media and the arts.

Since the first century Judaism has survitedugh communal organizations.
However today he programming offered through these traditional organizations is less
relevant to modern American Je\iCohen and Eisen 200®ather than Jewish
communities creating organizations to help Jews find their American identity, today
Jewish organizations cresthe communities to help American Jews tinelir Judaism
(Teutsch 2003wWindmueller 200Y. According to Dana Kaplaritf traditional Jewish

communal organizations are to remain a prevalent feature in Jewish American identity
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formation and maintenancdey must expand outside denominational boundaries and
reach as wide a Jewish commiyras possible (20Q9The fourth and fifth generatisrof
AmericanJ ews have acculturated to American soc
acculturatinguse tthedpi dononbtecexperience t hi
exposure,o |ife in Jewish neighborhoods, c
mastery of Jewish languag®s emotional attachment to the Holocaust and Israel that
previous generations receivelk(tst 2003, 71). New spaces for Jewish interagtion
including the natural environmeman provide meaningful experiences for contemporary
Jewish identification.

The literatureon Jewish community and identity in the United Statésrmed
researclguestionsaandanalysisin this study Literature ongeneraldemographidrends
and the rise athe "sovereign self" promptethe researcher to explore Jewish
engagementtough the natural environmewt.more detailed examination of Jewish
demography and identifit@n mechanismserved as a method of systematic comparison
to the Pearlstone Farm's participant bese Jewish identity impact€omparisons
informed the construction of major categories #1 and #3 in Chapter Four, and the answers
to research questions #13, and #4 in Chapter Five.
2.4.Industrial agriculture and sustainable dternatives
2.4.1. Industrial agriculture

Beginning after the Industrial Revolution and booming after World War I,
Ameri can agr i dike transitionehéddmdndgatisei pnysicsand social
consequences for farming communities (Martineal 2010).As described byrimothy

Wei skel, Anever before in the history of h
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on so few plant species grown in such restricted regions and subsidizedrsy t

destruction of such quantitie$nonr e n e wa b 7,20.®his (nhau®al and

unsustainable system of foadd fiber production is dominaimt America and continues

to thrive due to support fronogernment and corporate bodiédthough destructie

agricultural practices occur at a global scale, Leo Horrigan, Robert S. Laynaedce

Polly Walker believée he f ood syst e mrepresentsiore ofthewarse d St at

case examples of the pitfalls of industri a
The physcal destruction of American farmland is largely a result ohareased

dependency on chemical inputs, largecmaery, and constant waterinGhemical

inputs, including nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium (NPK)h e fbi g t hreed

industrial agriculturé s s o i | rejuvenation), replenish n

diminished returns, increased waste products, poor quality crops, increasedmnests

soil, air® and watef® pollution (Jenny 1984, 50; Carpenter 1994 in Gutman 1999, 2356;

Cicerone and @mland 1998 in Tilman et al 2002, 673; Hall, Matsamd Roth 1996 in

Tilman et al 2002, 673; Horrayn, Lawrenceand Walker 2002)Water and soil resources

suffer from factors beyond chemical inputs. Water resources are under constant pressure

based ornthe demand for yeaound crop production, necessitating industrial irrigation

systems that may lead to salt poisofAinthe death of native fi$h and the depletion of

19 Nitrogen fertilization emits gasses that alter tropospheric and stratospheric chemistry, leading to air
pollution (Cicgone and Oremland 1998 in Tilman et2002, 673; Hall, Matsqrand Roth 1996 in Tilman
et al 2002, 673).

20 Chemical inputs contaminate groundwater and can cause hypoxic results leading to a loss of marine
biodiversity through eutrophication (Weiskédd7; Horrigan, Lawrengend Walker 2002).

L 3alt poisoning occurs in areas of little rainfall where the ground contains many unleached salts. Attempts
to irrigate such land bring these salts to the ground surface, which may end up in the rivers sgstems th
poison downstream locations (Worster 1984).

% Native fish die due to shifting levels of oxygen and changes in salt to fresh water dilution patterns
(Worster 1984).
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natural aquifers (Worster 1984; Horrigan, Lawreracel Waker 2002; Tilman et al
20032. Soil resources suffer from the creation and maintenance of industrial farmland
including clearing landg, use of heavy machinefyand monocroppirfg (Berry 1977;
Jenny 1984; Horrigan, Lawrenand Walker 2002).
Perhaps the most significant destruetfactor of industrial agriculture is the
eradication of local knowledge, which farmers require to fully understand and
successfully operatafms (Berry 19771984).A good farmer is a cultural product of
generations of wisdom and experiences passed ttmoaugh family, community and
self-education, but an extinction of these families and communities leaves grim hopes for
the futureof small farmgBerry 1977,1984).Many farmers are forced out of their
previous livelihoods due to financial constraintsisas loftypriced sanitation and
industrial farming equipmepa nd physi cal constrains such a
farmabe 0 f or i n d u sThesd cantraiatghave teditb theuenveonmental and
cul tur al di sruption t hamunitweinldleil Mg Bag riyc tnlats
(1977, 41)However,sustainable, sma#icale agricultural alternatives aretbe rise in

the United Stated. o d a y 6 s % sustainabi@grigulturalinitiatives combat the

Z sites of industrial agriculture are cleared of trees, leaf matter, and grass, leaatioglerated erosion
beyond the earthés natural er osi,andWaker®@02)sses (Jenny

%4 5oil quality is degraded from large industrial machines that compact the soil (Berry 1977; Horrigan,
Lawrence and Walker 2002).

“Monocropping is a method to produce massive amounts of the same crop variety and disrupts the
biodiversity of natural plant variations (Berry 1977; Horrigan, Lawrence and Walker 2002).

% Growth the United States includes: an increaséractto-consumesales of agricultural products of

$660 million (120%) from 1997 to 2007 (USDA NASS 2009 in Martinez et al 2010, 5); an increase in
farmersé markets by 92% from 1998 (2,746 markets) t
Martinez et al 2010, 6); an in@se in community supported agriculture (CSA) from 2 operations in 1986

(Adam 2006 in Martinez et al 2010, 8) to over 2,500 operations in 2010 (Local Harvest 2010 in Martinez et

al 2010, 8); an increase in home gardening of 19% from 2008 (36 million hddsetoo2009 (43 million

households) (National Gardening Association 2009 in Martinez et al 2010, 10); an increase in farm to

school programs from 2 programs in 198897 to 2,051 programs in 2009 (Joshi and Azuma 2009 in

Martinez et al 2010, 145).
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physical and social detriments associated with industrial farming, addmassunity
developmenissuesand empower those at the local level.
2.4.2. Environmental initiatives: top-down vs. ottom-up

Environmental sustainabilitgntered the global conversation largglgough the
creation of Local Agenda 21(LA21) at the 1992 Rio Earth SumngBarr 2003; Sgfang
2005; Newton et al 2008)\ccording to theJnited Nation's World Commission on the
Environment and Development (198@),the Bruntland Reparsustainable development
is that which "meets the needs of the present wittmhpromisinghe ability of future
generations to meet their own needs" (WECD 198®fforts to achieve environmental
sustainabilitynational govemments have implemented financial disincentive pofities
However, such approaches have been criticized for relying too heavily on the individual
actor and for choosing a strategy stemming from superficial rather than morally intrinsic
reasons for pr@nvironmental behavior changes (Barr 2003; Dobson 2003; Seyfang
2006h). Gill Seyfanghighlightsseverakeasos thetop-down, financial disincentive
approach fails to produce lottgrm, sustainable lifestyles, including: externalization of
environmental and social costs of economic activity, exclusion of psychological and
social motivations for consumptive behaviorcex usi on of consumer sod s
limitations (including affordability and availability) for prenvironmental consumption,

exclusion of institutional (including corporate and governmental) purchasdsunequal

?"Local Agenda 21 is an action plan promoting sustainable development at the local level with local

participation (Warburton 1998 in Newton et al 2008, 16; Barton 2000 in Newton et al 2008, 16). The plan
proposes to use the market as a medium to change coimuipgiterns, but also suggests changes to the

concepts in which wealth and prosperity are understood, in order to promote lifestyles with less
dependency on the earthdés finite resources (UNCED 1

ZMany governments have adopted the Organization for
(OECD) suggestion that market failure will lead to unsustainable action, and therefore prices and
regulations should encourage fovironmental consumer choices (CE 2002 in Seyfang 2005, 293).
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pitting of individuals against global ingitions to solve global problenf2005, 2006a,
2006b).

Some argue rather than solely promoting
aimed apro-environmental lifestyleshould emphasize value changes, guided by
intrinsic moral motivatiorfs (Seyfang 2006a,d6b; Matti 2008; Jagers, Martinsspand
Matti 2009. Addressing environmental sustainability requires more than just rational and
technical solutions, such as management b6 |
of knowing, of being differently hummn 6 ( O6 Ri or dan Sening200 i sey 1
65). Religiousorganizations provide a relevant interpretive framework or cultural
Aitempl ateo through which to make sense of
environment. AStepherHart explains, "Christianity, Judaism, and increasingly other
religions, are major sources of cultural content or templates: values and views of reality.
These are appropriated, transformed, and then used by movements to guide their
activities and also tarticulate movement purposes and garner support” (1996, 89).
However, genwhensituaed within meaningful contextsirategies fopro-
environmentaliving still confront a number aéxternal (such as institutior{g|

economié® and cultural?), andinterna (such as level of environmental knowledtend

2 pro-environmental behavior is more likely to occur if the individual finds personal meaning and sense of
well-being in the sustainable lifestyle (De Young 1996 in Barr 2003, 230; Maiteny Rlz2@2aghten
2003).

30 |nstitutional factors include the provision and upkeep of necessary infrastructures (such as bike paths,
recycling centers, and public transportation systems) to adorpiconmental behaviors and the

provision of appropriate policies to enforce behavior (Kollsnaisd Agyeman 2002; Barr 2003; Redclift

and Hinton 2008).

31 Economic factors include the ability of the individual to afford adopting a sustainable lifestyle (Kollmuss
and Agyeman 2002).

32 Cultural factors include norms that may prevent@nsironmental ehavior (Chan 1998 Barr 2003,
230; Georg, 1999; Tucker 1999 in Barr 2003, 230; Kollmuss and Agyeman 2002; Middlemiss 2008;
Redclift and Hinton 2008).
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awareness and perceived amount of cofi)rbarriers Communitybased organizations
may have the ability to ease some of the barriers to adgprgnvironmentalifestyles
(Defra 2005 in Middlemiss 2008, 78; Gardner and Stern 2002 in Middlemiss 2008, 78;
Jackson 2005 in Middlemiss 2008; Middlemiss and Parrish 2010).

Communitybased organizations enable vironmental behavior by delivering
informational resorces relevant to local contexts, providing meaningful experiences with
the environment, offering the necessary facilities and infrastructure through which to act
sustainablyand c¢creating community norms that fAst
consimption is acceptabl eo ( MMaiteny 2002i Barsake2 0 1 0 a ,
2005).Lucie Middlemiss has researched the ability of commtinésed organizations to
enable preenvironmental behavior for individualsli ddl emi ss proposes a
of the ecological footprint model to incorporate both individarad institutional
responsibilities for acting in a penvironmentbway (2010b, 148Mi dd |l emi ss 0 s
Acontextualized e c@ispaygdbelaw)s made offoprr i nt 6 mode
Acapaciitmepasot tthtae¢ si ze of the individual 6s
capacites will vary based on contexthe model includes cultural, organizational,
infrastructuraland personal capacities that represent both the external structures and
individualc ont ext s that affect Athe ability of t
(Middlemiss 2010b, 160; Middlemiss 20104&ddlemiss and Parrish 201@ultural

capacity refers to the norms and values th

¥ Environmental knowledge and awareness is the extent to which one knows of environmental issues and
problems associated with unsustainable human activity (Kollmuss and Agyeman 2002; Barr 2003).

3 perceived amount of control is the extent to which one believes her behavioral change will impact the
current unsustainable conditions (Newhouse 1991 in KollmanodsAgyeman 2002, 255; Maiteny, 2002;
Eden 1993 in Barr 2003, 231; Hinchliffe 1996 in Barr 2003, 231).
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environmenal responsibilityOrganizational capacity refers to the resources (including
leadership skills and informational resources) offereddmymunitybased organizations.
Infrastructural capacity refers to the products and services available tadithdual
provided by the government, businessasl/or the communityPersonal capacity
includes a positive attitude of the environment, comprehension of environmental
problems personal knowledge, enthusiasm, motivation and curiagitye resources, and
income(Maiteny 2002 in Middlemiss 2010b, 1;82obbins and Rowe 2002 in
Middlemiss 2010b, 162)

Figure6: The contextualized ecological footprint (source: Middlemiss 2010b, 160)

Cultural Capacity Organisational Capacity
Culture, norms and values with which Resources for sustainability offered by
a person identifies, and their relation the organisationsthat a person is
to sustainability. connected with.
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Infrastructural Capacity Personal Capacity
Facilities for sustainable living which a The person’s resources for
person can access (provided by sustainability (e.g. understanding,
government, business and community). finances, mobility).

Middlemiss found that communiyased organizations expand the capacities impacting
an individual 6s ecological fooGpoumds
(CEG)(a communitybased organization) involvement with the Holy Trinity Church
Middlemiss found that the CE€xpanded church méme rorgahizational capacities by
creating links between church purpose and church actiainesby gaining support for

activities through the churchdrarchy (Middlemiss 20H).The CEG expandedhurch
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me mb eultwad capacitetby creating an fdalternative cul
consciousnesso within the church, which <co
activities (Middlemiss 2010a, 79).he CEG expanded church memb
capacities througprovision of facilities to encourage pemvironmental behavior
changes, such as the creation of the AGree
businesses and services ie Hrea.

Althoughmany par ti ci p a studgexpressed/hodédhttitedmal s s 6 s
changes to living sustainably, their behavioral changes weitgted by personal and
infrastructural capacities enabling them to act, such as personal finances and provision of
public tranportation systemsAlthough church members recoged the extent and limits
to their owncapacitiess or s u st a itheselare rot necedsarily associdted with
corresponding limits toesponsibilitie® ( 2 0 lefhphasis &dsigdBoth the CEG and
the church membershderstoogro-environmental behavior as a responsibsityely of
the individual actagrrather than that of larger institutiongn often discouraging
mindsetMiddlemiss suggests that communligised organizatioresmpowetindividuals
to betterunderstand the lifts of their individual responsibilitiei® making pre
environmental change (201)0a
2.4.3. Community gardens

Community gardens are a commuHigsed response to environmental
sustainability and industrial agriculty@ndalsoaddressnany social issuegcluding
community development, employment, local economies, headthfood access. Local
environmental and agriculturgditiativessuch as community gardeoseate (Feenstra

1997;Georg 1999; WellsGradwell and Yoder 1999; Cone and Myhre 2000; Hihs
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2000; Lacy 2000; Hendrickson and Heffernan 2002; Feagan 2007; Feagan and
Henderson 200%nd are created spcial capita(Putnam 1994; Stocker and Barnett
1998 in Luckin and Sharp 2005, 65; Putnam, Leonardi, and Nanetti 1993 in Dale 2005,
26; World Bank 2003 in Dale @05, 26; Dale 2005 Social capital is definetereas

"features of social organization, such as networks, norms, and trust, that facilitate
coordination and cooperation for mutual benefit" (Putnan#189). The social capital

brought to and generated from commuigsednitiativescan be utilized through a

community field. A community-nfeitevlod kios ta aftp
Aprovides the structural or iandari tuti onal
mobilization of soci aket2008,/8; Bardkét2005hkar p 200

field serves as a structural base upon which to organize local action, mobilize social
capital within and amongst local communities, and address issues ofl¢cshoral,
environmental and econaecrdevelopment (Barraket 2005). Community gardens sesve
community fields through which participariigild and harness social capital to mobilize
and addrss political and social issues.

The key elements distinguisigim community garden from a private garden
include the garden's sense of public ownership, acaedsontrol (Ferris, brman and
Sempik 2001). In her comprehensive review of community gardenithig iodnited
StatesLauraLawsonexplains thaalthough community gardemase often assumed be
"grassoot” activities, they rely on institutions and organizatiahsultiple scalefor
advisory, technical, financial and political support (20@&cording toLawson,

"While the idea of allottingdnd for gardening may seem straightforward,

in fact much organization and program development is necessary. Most

gardens rely on organizations and programs that coordinate gardeners,
manage land, and facilitate educational or social actiVi(305, 3).

51



Contemporary @mmunity gardens the United Stategaryin form, vegetationand
purposeand increasingly address political, econgraitd social issues in addition to
food production. Historically, communityagdens in the United Stateaveformedin
responséo political and economic criseandebbin times of prosperity (Schmelzkopf
1995 in Schmelzkopf 2002, 327; SaldiMeanaka and Krasny 200dawson 200% The
United States has a long history of community gardens, and the intentiosenidhese
spacehaschanged over time.

Thelate 19th centurfprought an increase of community gardens in the United
Statesas a respnse tahe depression of 189Bhdustrial expansion in American cities led
to unstable economic and social conditions, complicated by the boom in urban
populations (Lawson 2005ty officials (including those in Boston, Chicago, Detroit,
Baltimore and Philadelphia) promoted commurgtgrdens as a way to provide relief
programs to the poor, alleviate food shortages improve communities with abandoned
properties and vacant lots (Hannah and Ol028@irtz 2001; Twiss et al 200Bawson
2005;Draper and Freedman 2010; kherji and Moales 2010)Community gardens
from this erafocused on marginalized populatioasdwere lauded as@latively cheap
way to provide the poor with physical activity, job and skill trainemy food Gardens
wereseeras a progressive way to help the pbelp themselves without too much
reliance on outside actors (Lawson 2005).

A second wave oAmericancommunity gardemcame during the Great
Depression and throughout World Wars | and Il (Armstrong 2000; Kurtz 2@@dson
2005; Eizenberg 2009) hese gedens differed from those of the previous era, in that

they were framed as a national efftant all citizens, rather than limited to poor, children
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and minority groupsLiawson2005). Gardens were therefore naty focused on food
productionhunger andpoverty relief, but were also touted a means fqratriotic
volunteerism and morale building, health and nutrdlassistanceand social and
psychologicabenefit(Lawson 2005). Gardens from this era were alsigque in their
increased organizatnal involvement, particularly from the federal, stated municipal
governments (Lawson 200%jowever theincreased organizational support sustaining
many of these gardensiickly fadedafter the two World Wars and the Depression
passedAs the Depressn eased and industrial agriculture took off, cities tended to take
back community garden land for real estate interests (Salfarsaka and Krasny 2004;
Lawson 20050kvat and Zautra 2011).

The 1960s and 1970s broughhewsurgeof community gardening response to
urban decline, interest in greening vacant urban spaedshe environmental and eggr
crises (Smith and Kurtz 200Bawson 2005Eizenberg 2009). Community gardens of
the1960s andlL970swere characterized by a period of social unredt@ban
disinvestment, andarly gardens wedargelynot supported bgovernment programs
(Kurtz 2002 Mukherji and Morales 2010Although many gardens began throulgital
effortsand took rootn vacanturban lotstheywere later supported by governneat
the local, state, and federal lev@lswson 2005)Institutionalinvolvement increased in
the 1970s and 1980s, including #wtablishment of theSDA's Cooperative Extension
Urban Garden Program (197@nd the fonding of the American Community Gardening
Association (1978) (Lawson 2005).

The past two decades haw&roduceda newcommunity garden movemeint the

United States, spurred largely by social reformers seeking to provide low income
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populations with jobsskills, empowerment and low food costs, to bring nature to the
city, and to achieve overall community and social development (Kaufman and Bailkey
2000; Warned 987 in Kurtz 2001, 658llen et al 2003Lawson 2005; Eizenberg 2009).
By the mid1990s over Iillion individuals were involved in over 15,000 community
gardens in the United States (Malakoff 1995 in Okvat and Zautra 2011, 375).
Contemporary community gardens are supported by a diversity of organizations, thus
resulting in a diversity gbrogrammatic goals'lhe American Community Gardening
Association (AGCA) recently revised its vision statememeftect this diversityAs of
2001, the ACGA's vision state reads,

"Our vision is that community gardening is a resource used to build

communty, foster social and environmental justieéminatehunger,

empower communities, break down racial and ethnic barriers, provide

adequaténealth and nutrition, reduce crime, improve housing, promote

and enhance education, and otherwigate sustainabEBmmunities

(Abi-Nader, Dunnigan, and MarkeR001in Lawson 2005239.)
Today many organizations use community gardens as a means for addressing their
organizationbgoals rather than primarily for food production. As Lawson ndtks,
promoters of urban gardens have rarely considered them simply as places to grow food
and flowers; rather, they have viewed them as a means to addreskrgacsocial
concerns, such as economic relief, education reform, and civic accord" (20PAL87
vehicles for creating and harnessing community social capital, gardens empower
individuals and communities' to shape their own futbreugh communitgctivism and
neighborhood revitalizatio(Westphal 2003 iTidball and Krasny007, 155; Kingsley

and Townsend 2006 in Milburn and Vail 2010, 72; lles 2005 in Milburn and Vail 2010

72). Although community gardens offer a mechanism through which to address larger
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social, economic, healtand political issues, they should not beetalas a panacea to
these problems (Lawson 2005). Gardens help to ameliorate the conseai@nagsise,
crime, poverty and hungebutadditionalaction isrequiredto address the root causes of
these larger issues (Lawson 2005).

The literature on inddsal agriculture and togown responses to environmental
destruction served as initial motivations for this study. Scholarship on these subjects
prompted the researcher to explore the issues, and also study the role of coffevehity
actors in addressirtfe issues. Research on the barriers teepraronmental living, and
the ability of communitybased organizations to address those barriers informed analysis,
as the researcher was better able to identify meaningful elements from the empirical data
enabing or constraining prenvironmental lifestyles. This systematic comparison was
used to establish major categories #1 and #3 in Chapter Four, and answer research
guestion #3 in Chapter Five. As one rendition of commtetsed environmental action,
the literature on community gardening in the United States was also used as a basis for
systematic comparison with the Pearlstone Farm. Each major category in Chapter Four
(establishment, diffusion, and adoption) was compared to literature on community
gardensThis systematic comparison is also applied in to answer research question #4 in
Chapter Five, which is embedded in all other research questions.

2.5. Judaism and eavironmentalism

According to David Ehrenfeld and Philip Bentley, many people fail to rethiate
Judai sm is Aone anfentthmd frierl 9tg iJpdaisais bQirOilr, o rl
on the notion that God is the sole creator of the universe, and the natural world, as part of

this creation, relies on God for maintenance and sustainaBiliysfrSamuelson 2001).
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Like other Jude&hristian religions (Rupp 2001Judaisnrespect and revers the
natural world not for its own sake, but for its connection to God (Ti8shuelson
2001).The Torah and the TalmErtbffer geneal notions of environmentalisrand
specific laws on the social justice surrounding agricultsmaleties and land
conservationThese are summarized in the table below.

Table5: Environmental andgriculturalconcepts antbwsfrom Jewish traditionalktxts

(Table compiled by Rachel Berndtson; sources included in the table)

Concept Explanation Citation in Torah/Talmud/Mishnah

Stewardship| Godis the AAndéGodéput him int al
to God creatorof the it and t o k elbipEhrenféldafdGe
earthand man | Bentley 2001129).
isthehumble (A The | and shall not be
steward Mi ne; for you are stra
(Leviticus25:23 in Ehrenfeléind Bentley 2001,
129).
Bal tashchit | A AWhen in your war agai
commandment | it a long time in order to capture it, you must not
from God destroy its treesyielding the axe against therviou

requiring that | may eat of them, but you must not cut them down.
humar s i d| Are trees of the field human to withdraw before yo
dest r oy |undersiege?nly trees which you know do not
(Ehrenfeld and | yield food may be destroyed; you may cut them dc
Bentley 2001, | for constructing siegeworks against the city that is
131) wagigh war on you, unti./l
(Deuteronomy 20: 120, New Jewish Publication
Socigy Translation in Schwartz 2002,3 1, au

emphasis).
Peahand Leaving cornerg iWhen you reap the harvest of your lapdy shall
Leket of ofielé 6 | not reap your field to its very border, neither shall

and allowing you gather the gleanings after your harvest. And y
dropped harves| shall not strip your vineyards bar, neither shall you

®The Talmud is a compilation of AJewish wisdom, and
the written | aw (t h eophy,a blend of énique égiccanddshrewd pragmatismi, df o s

hi story and science, anecdotes and humor. o Al though
l aw, it Acannot be ceé$ edf asulainngdt hSretiysdlorz p2a0p6 s

% The Mistah is (together with the Gemarah) a book of the Talmud, containing rabbinic discussions
dating from roughly a century prior to year 1 up until the 500s. Scholars of later generations reorganized
the rabbinic discussions into new texts, with (what manigbelto be) the most authoritative as the
Schulchan Aruch, compiled in the 1500s (Blecher 2007).

56



to be left for the

gather the fallen grapésr our vineyards; you shall

poor (Avery- leave them for the poor and for the sojourner: | an
Peck 1985). the Lord your God{(Leviticus 19:910 in Avery-Peck
1985, 36- 37).
Shichecha | Leaving fWhen you reap your harvest in your field, and ha

harvested crops
that have been

forgotten in the

fields for the

forgotten a sheaf in the field, you shall not go bach
and get it; it shall be for the sojourner, the fatherle
and the widow; that the Lord your God may bless
you in all the work of your hands. When ybeat

poor (Avery- olive trees, you shall not go over the boughs agair
Peck 1985). hall be for the sojourner, the fatherless, and the
widow. When you gather the grapes of your
vineyards, you shall not glean it afterward; if shall
for the sojourner, the fatherless, and thdow. You
shall remember that you were once a slave in Egy
therefore | command you to do tlisDduteronomy
24:1922in Avery-Peck 1985, 37
Shvi 6i]Lettingthe fi"The Lord said to Moses on Mount Sinai, 'Say to
earth go fallow | people of Israel, When you come into the land whi
for an entire | give you, the land shall keep a sabbath to the Lo
year, every Six years you shall sow your field, and six years vy
sewenth year shall prune your vineyard and gather infitsts; but
(Avery-Peck in the seventh years there shall be a sabbath of
1985. solemn rest for the land, a sabbath to the Lord; yo
shall not sow your field or prune your vineyard. WI
grows of itself in you harvest yahallnot reapand
the grapes of your undressedeviyou shall not
gather; it shall be a year of solemn rest for the lan
The sabbath of the land shall provide food for you
for yourself and for your male afidmaleslavesand
for your hired servant and tlsejournemwho lives
with you; for your cattlelso and for the beast that
are in your land all itgield shall be for food
(Leviticus 251-7 in Avery-Peck 1985, 144
Orlah Prohibits fiwhen you come into the land and plantkatids of
harvesting of | trees for food, then you shall count their fruit as
fruit trees for | forbidden; three years it shall be forbidden to you,
their first three | must notbe eatéen ( L e v i tin AverysPeck 9
years Avery- 1984, 323.
Peck 198%h
Kilayim Forbidden fYou shall keep my statutes. You shall not let you
mixturesof cattle breed with a different kind; you shall not sov|
animals, plants,| our field with two kinds of seed; nor shall there col
and fibers upon you a garment of cloth made of two kinds of

(Avery-Peck

1985).

stuff.” (Leviticus 19:19 in AveryPeck 1985108).
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Connections between religion atite environmenéare not limited tahe Jewish
faith. Environmentabktewardshi@nd reverence is a common notionangst many
religions andcontemporaryeligious groups have increasingly engaged in environmental
work (Smith and Pulver 2009phnston 2013 Faith-based groups may be particularly
successful at shaping teavironmentabeliefs and actions of adherents, because they
provide Acontextual connectiono -bagedf r ami ng
theological perspective, thus giving those issugseater meaning (Maiter2p02 305
Brockelman 1997Rockefeller 1997Jacobs 2002Macnaghter2003; Middlemiss 2008
Smith and Pulver 20Q9By situatingenvironmentakustainability within meaningful
frameworks, religious groups can alter the normative group culture surrounding the
environment (Middlemiss 2010a).
The literatwe on connections betwedndaism and the environmegave the
researcher a better understanding about JFM programming, as well as the potential for
faith-based groups to enable grnvironmental action. This literature informed the
development of major ¢egory #1 in Chapter Four, particularly on the new programming
offered through the Pearlstone Farm, and is also applied in answering research questions
#1 and #3 in Chapter Five.
2.6. Historical American Jewishfarmers
Farming was a way of | ife for those Jew
complexion of American Jewry disguises, even from itself, a people rooted in

agrariani smo ( Gol dber dhe Ut Gtateaxearlyiasthe. J e ws
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colonial es®’, and collective American Jewish farmiogmmunitiescame about in the
late 19" century(Lavender and Steinberg 1995).

The majority of early American Jewish farmers were immigrants from Russia
who left to escape brutal tsarist policies against Jewseidsocieeconomic
improvement (®ldberg 1986; Eisenberg 199%)fter the late 18 century breakup of
Poland, many Jews in Europe migrated to Russia. To deal with the influx of Jews,
Tsarina Catherine secluded Jews to a geographic location known adetlod P
Settlementand restricted Jews economically, socially and politidakypolicy which
was upleld under Alex | (Fein 1971; Goldberg 1986; Sorin 1992; Eisenberg.1b8é
Pale of Settlement( area of 15 westeprovinces of European Russiadten povinces
of Russiarheld Polandjvas the confined home to nearly four million Jews for more than
two centuries (Sorin 1992Jews in the Pale suffered from overcrowding and poverty
based on competition and economastrictions Adding complexity to he situationthe
peasanbased economies through which maews worked eroded towards the late
nineteenth century (Sorit92).During this time period, the modernization of
agriculture and start of industrialization displaced many Jews working as petty
merchants, peddis and artisangAt the same time, the Russian government, blaming
Jews for Russian economic instability, encouragedJawish business and boycotted
the remaininglewish merchants (Sorin 1998#).addition to geographic and economic

confinement, conversigrand assimilation measures werketa by the Russian

% Coloniater a i ndi vidual Jewish farmers were finot infreq
New York, Pennsylvania, Georgia, South CarolinagWiia, Mississippi and Missouri (Lavender and

Steinberg 1995, 8; Jewish Agricultural Society 1954 in Lavender and Steinberg 1995, 8; Sharfman 1977 in
Lavender and Steinberg 1995, 8; Reznikoff and Engelman 1950 in Lavender and Steinberg 1995, 9; Evans
1973in Lavender and Steinberg 1995, 9; Korn 1969 in Lavender and Steinberg 1995, 9; Marcus 1953 in
Lavender and Steinberg 1995, 9).

59



governmentPolicies towards the Jews, including inscription into the army and offers of
free Russian educatiq@€rown schools)had the underlying motive of assimilati(®orin
199).

In 1859 the policies on Russian Jews took a positive turn, as Tsar Alex Il
abolished many of the oppressive laws, opening Jewish communities to more
emancipation and freedom in communal lifestyles and leading to modernization and
Enlightenment amongstany Russian Jewish communit{@sorin 1992. During this
time period increased secularization was sought, including an elimination of the kehillah
as a middle ground between Jews and the staten allowance dfewish students in
RussiarJewish and Rug&mn educationahstitutions (Sorin 1992 The Russian secular
education separated many of the Jewish intellectual youth from the general Jewish
population, leading to new cultural forms of Jewishness such as#i@mnd socialism
(Sorin 1992. However, af er Al ex | 1 0 s lthesl®ava againstrRassianon i n 1
Jews became more severe thagytwere beford | e x | 1A@sanderélli whao .
reigned from 18821894, and Nicholas I, who reigned from 18918, took positions
not to Russify the Jews, butt eladicate them (Sorin 1992rhe Temporary Laws (the
May Laws of 1882) led to Jewish discrimination, exclusjams! expulsiongncluding
restrictions on land ownership and farmargdforbiddance of business transactions on
the Christian Sabbath arftbliday Sorin 1992 Eisenberg 1995By 1884, the Russian
government created Jewish education quotas for the number of Jews allowed to receive

secondary and university education (Sorin 1992).
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This period of widespread antBemitism built up to the brut&ussian pogronis
of 18811882 and 1903906 (Fein 1971; Goldberg 19860rin 1992. Jews responded
by converting en masse or illegally fleefitp Western Europe and Americgafin
1992. In 1891, Konstantin Pobedonostev, heading of governing body ofdRuss
Orthodox church and a major instigator of the pogroms, made the prediction, which
aligned with the Russ.-tirdofghe Jeeswilconvert, sne ai ms ,
third will die, and oneghird will fleet he count r y o BétBeem89K1892 992, 3.
more than 107,000 Jews migrated from Russia to thied) States (Sorin 1992, 33he
years 0f1903to 1906 led to an explosion of pogromghich were much more violent
and murderous than those of the years prior (Sorin 199aydition to thepogroms,
economic competition and overcrowding acted as push factors to America, and were
coupled with the American pull factor of dire need for industrial wofR¢8orin 1992).
Restrictions in the Pale and persecution under Russian policies inssbedea of
revolutionism and territorialism amongst many Russian immigrants, which, for some, led
to agricultural desire§Sorin 1992.
As notedabove between 1880 and 1920 over two million Jews migréabed
America from Eastern Euroecounting for thedrgest Jewish #migration in America

history (Sorin 1992Th e manuf acturing jobs in New Yor Kk

3 The Russian pogroms were episodes of violence and brutalityrsyewish Russians against Jeilse
attacks, affecting hundds of communities, resulted in rape, murder and homelessness and were largely
ignored by Russianayernment and local officialén many cases, the Jewish victims were deemed
responsible for the attacks (Sorin 1992).

% Immediately following the violencedf8 8 1, 13, 000 Jews fAdesirous of esc
migrated from Russia to the United States in a move that almost doubled the Jewish population migrating
to America in the entire decade of 187880 (Sorin 1992, 333).

“0The majority of JewsiVing in the Pale were craftsmen, which made them suitable for industrial garment
work in America (Sorin 1992).
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employed twethirds™ of the Jewish Russian immigrants, based on previousierper
and ease of workinfjom tenants (Goldberg 1986o0rin 1992; Eisenberg 1996avender
and Steinberg 1995%arment work (80% of which was in NYC lower east side and 90%
of those factories were owned by German Jews) provided Jews with familiarity of co
workers and the opportunity take Shabbat off (Sari1993.

Crowded housing and sweatshop working conditions led to high levels of filth and
disease amongst the American Jewish commu@Gitjdberg 1986; Sorin 1992The
urban clustering and economic congestion that transpired in American cities as @f result
this large Jewish migration concerned the German Jews who were already living in
America (Diner 1992; Sorin 1992The majority of Germali Jewsin Americahad
migrated during the first half of the #@entury and were already established and
somewhatcculturated by the time the large influx of Russian Jews arrived (Fein 1971;
Diner 1992, Baum 1997As a reaction to the large concentrations of eastern European
Jews in the urban areas, Jewish philanthrépestablished Jewish farming colonies
througlout America to decentralize the mass in hopes of downplayingantitism,

creating what they believed to be stable, produttiaed respectable jobs, and hastening

“1 peddling was the other major form of Jewish immigrant employment, because it was a familiar
occupation from Europe, allowed Jews to seek measafor business and settlement, was an easy
occupation to begin and led to the formation of an American Jewish community through family and
business networks (Diner 1992; Sorin 1992).

“2 Although Jews from the Germanic states accounted for the majogjtatinig to America before 1880, a

large portion were Polish, Slovakigfrench, Lithuanian and Russigkmerican government officials may

have deemed these immigrants as Gerth# to their spoken languadelditionally, nonrGermanic

immigrants may have aimed German heritage to improve their status, as a German identity was thought to
be prestigious (Diner 1992).

“3 Jewish philanthropies assisting immigrant agricultural relocation included the Jewish Agricultural and
Industrial Aid Society (JAIAS), the Alince Israélite Universelle (AlU) and the short lived Hebrew
Emigrant Aid Society (HEAS) of the United States (Brandes 1971; Dubrovsky 1992; Eisenberg 1995;
Lavender and Steinberg 1995; Rikoon 1998).

“Jewish immigrants were often stereotyped as unproaubtised on their craft and peddling occupations
(Goldberg 1986; Berk 1985 in Eisenberg 1995, 74; Rikoon 1998).
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assimilation and Americanization (Brandes 1971; Goldberg 1986; Dubrovsky 1992;
Sorin 1992 Eisenberg 1995; Rikoon 19989)he German American Jewish aid societies
were well funded and well established, allowing for the creation of monespent
agricultural coloniesAlthough these aid organizations were a major reason for the
successfuestablishment of Jewish agricultural colonies in America, their motives for
providing aid were not aligned with the socialist goals ofctilenists (Eisenberg 1995
Founded in 1882, the Hebrew Emigrant Aid Society of the United States (HEAS) was
one of he earliest philanthropicseablishments (Dubrovsky 1997 his organization was
set up in New York City to manage the influx of Russian Jewish refugees by setting up
agriculural colonies (Dubrovsky 1992n 1891, the Baron de HirsthFund was created
with a $2,400,000 endowment, becoming one of the mostweln and successful
Jewish aid organizations for agricutilendeavors (Eisenberg 19%&avender and
Steinberg 1995; Rikoon 1994 ater renamed the Jewish Agricultural and Industrial Aid
Society JAIAS), this organization offered loans, advice and information for Jewish
immigrants in hopes for creating sslifficient and haravorking Jews Goldberg 1986;
Eisenberg 1993 avender and Steinberg 1998oss 200§. The Baron de Hirsch Fund
operated basi on asystem 6 philanthropy that increased Americanization and
productivity, rather than philanthropy that provided aénd charity Dubrovsky 1992;
Eisenberg 1995The Fund opposed charity fAbased
dependence antithedl to the goal of adapting immigrants to the American economic

systemo ( Ei seimb9ltgpe JAASDHEame thd Jewish Agricultural

“*Baron Maurice de Hirsch was born 1831 in Munich to an old and prominent Jewish family. In 1891 de
Hirsch founded the Jewish Colonization Asstioiaout of his Fund, believing the only answer to the abuse
of Eastern European Jewry was migration (Lavender and Steinberg 1995).
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Society (JAS) and focused on individual farming missions with a discouragement from
collective, colonylike organizations (Dubrovsky 1992

Plansfor American Jewish farming colonies also originated from the Russian
immigrants themselves, prior to arrival on American gaih Olam(The Eternal People)
was founded in Russia in 1881 by primarily young, educated men and women who were
driven by ideas of emancipation and secularist enlightenment (Brandes 1971; Goldberg
1986; Eisenberg 199%avender and Steinberg 199%he Marxists ad socialist Russian
Jews who founded this organization had no experience with farming, but longed for the
independence of land ownership and wanted to prove their worth by making a living off
the land Dubrovsky 1992; Lavender and Steinberg 1988n Olamchapters idealized
the Tolstoyan ideals of communal agricultural as free personagaimaiitural societies in
America to make a living through honest and productive labor and change the image of
the Jew from peddler to agricultural steward (Brandes 1971; Dubrovsky 3664;
1992;Lavender and Steinberg 199%)h e ai d s o c goals, indudings ponsor so
capitalist ventures, private land ownership and a productive Jewish work ethic, clashed
with the Am Olam goals of communal lasettlements (Eisenberg 1995

Many of the Am Olam chapters dissolved immediately after arriving to New York
based on lack of planningnd structure (Eisenberg 1993he first Am Olam colony was
established in 1881 on Sicily Island, in New Orleans, Louisiana with financial support
from the HEAS (Goldberg 1986; Dubrovsky 1992; Sorin 1992; Eisenberg 1995
Lavender ad Steinberg 1995The colony lasted less than a year due to malaria, inability
to counter flood conditions and poor planning, although coloarstsaid to of blamed

the failure on complete isolation from Jewish li&o{dberg 1986; Dubrovsky 1992;
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Sorin 1992; Eisenberg 19950ther Am Olam communities were enacted in states across
the nation including Kansas, Oregon, Ohio and Arkars#syere largely unsuccessful
due to undefined goals, disorganization, problems with the physical environment,
inexperence, distant markets and an era increasingly dominated by technology,
industrialization and urbanization (Brandes 1971; Goldberg 1986; Dubrovsky 1992;
Sorin 1992; Eisenberg 1995).

The New Jersey Am Olam colonies were the only to see su@eswiés 197,
Eisenberg 1995New Jersey was an ideal location for the colonies because of its
temperate climate and short distance to the cultural, social and economic Jewish hub of
New York City (Brandes 1971; Dutiwsky 1992; Eisenberg 1995}he New Jersé
colonies also saw economic success based the inclusion of industrialBvaridés
1971, Eisenberg 1995)he sponsoring agencies could control the cultural activities
within theNew Jerseyolonies because they funded the establishment of cultural, social,
reaeational, religious and educational programs they believed would contribute to the
Americanization of the colonistgcludingEnglish classes and modern religgo
education (Eisenberg 1999 he sponsors also controlled the emmic structure of the
colonies.Loans were only allotted to individual families for private ownership in order to
discourage communalism and cooperative notiasthe sponsors believed individual,
private economic structures would lead to independas@mericans (Eisenberg 1995
Even those Russian Jewish immigrants who were not members of Am Olam were drawn

to Americanagricultural lifestyles in search for stronger economic vitality, an escape

6 Some of the most successful New Jersey colonies included Alliance, Vineland, Carmel, Rosenhayn,
Woodbine, Norma and Farngdale (Brandes 1971; Dubrovsky 1992; Eisenberg 1995).
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from the urban slums better future for their children (physically and educatighadind
a greater chance at shtédommunity life Goldberg 1986; Dubrovsky 1992
Focus eventually shifted i n all the New
original communal goals to the spamsorso g
productivity Brandes 1971; Eisenberg 199A)though some lasted through the latter
half of the 28century, the New Jersey colonies dissipated from a variety of factors
including inexperienc&, lack of financingand existence of alternatiVé¢Brandes 1971;
Dubrovsky 192; Eisenberg 1995; Moss 2008)lack of Jewish communal life déd to
t he col on Asstatedby d Banford Rikom.,.
AThe brief sojourns of Jewish families
a Jewish rural culture oural values system. Instead, immigrant families
worried about their inability to maintain traditions enacted and maintained
within patterns of communal life and social institutions linked to more
concentrated Jewish populationso (1998,
The legacy oflewish farmers in the United States is often an overlooked or unknown
portion of JewishkAmerican historyAlthough shorlived, it is important to consider
these agricultural attempts when studyiihg JewishPAmerican experiencdresearch
participants fromnthis studycontrastistorical American Jewish farmensth the current
Jewish farming movement, as a way to explain the more contemporary phenofitegon

literature reviewed in this section helped the resealtulit that distinctiorto better

contextualize theontempoaryFM.

*7 Shtetls were small Jewish communities iff' #8d early 28 century Poland and Rusgiaavender and
Steinberg 1995).

8 Although some Jews did farm in Russia (despite the Tsarist restrictions against Jewish agricultural
occupations and acquisition of rural property), only 4% of the Eastern European Jewry had farming
experience, and the majority of Am Olam members did Bar{des 1971; Dubrovsky 1992).

9 Many American born offspring were drawn to the growing industrial and urban economic opportunities
in the city (Brandes 1971; Eisenberg 1995).
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2.7.The contemporary Jewish farming novement

The contemporary Jewish farming movemsran educationaphenomenon that
frames the social and ecological issues surrounding agriculture anslyisteds through
a Jevish lens, and traditional Jewish practice through an environnmerdadgricultural
lens.The movemenbegann 2003 and operatelroughsmallorganic farms and
community gardenthroughouthe United StateS'he JFM is supported by the larger
Jewish institutional @ammunity, but thestructure of supposaries Jewish institutions
supportinghe JFM include the United Jewish Federations, synagogues, day schools
JCCs, Jewish family foundatiorend individualdonors.Financial and institutional
supportcomethroughland acquisitionoperational financingevent promotionand
program participant allocatiodewish farming movemespaceslsovary by the
programs and events they provid&®me providdewish agricultural and environmental
education as well asspecific space at which to faravhile othersprovide taining and
educatiorbut do not maintaiafarm or garderspace The table below highlight$FM
organizationsdentified by the research#rrough interviewsand grey literatureeviews
The tableprovides information orthe names, founding dates, and locatioinsach
program whethertheymaintaintheir own space for agricultu(éarm or gardenpr if
theyprovideexternal suppotto differentinstitutions(or both),and th& sources of
Jewish institutioal support(as identified in the grey literature).

Table6: Jewish farming movement programs in the United States (Table compiled by
Rachel Berndtson; sources inde:Adamahintrodudion 2013, Who We Are Jewish

Farm School 2013; Mission and History, Pearlstone Center 2@t theGan Roject
2013; Vision and Mission, Hazon 201Bjission,Ekar 20B; Our StoryUrban Adamah
2013; About Us,Yiddish Farm 203; Ganei Beantown 20)3

Name Founded| Location Space/ Institutional
support support
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Adamah 2003 Falls Village, CT | Both; Space is | Isabella Freedman
10+ acre farm | Jewish Retreat
Center
Hazon 2004 Variouslocations | Support UJA Jewish
in United States Federation of New|
York
Jewish Farm| 2005 and Putnam Valley, | Both; Space is @ Hazon, UJA
School and | 2010 NY (farm), NYC | 2 acre farm Jewish Federation
Farm at Eder and Philly metro of New York
Village areas (support)
Pearlstone | 2006 Reisterstown, Both; Space is @ Pearlstone Center
Farm MD (farm) and | 5 acre farm and| and Jewish
Baltimore metro | support Federation of
area (support) Baltimore
Gan Project | 2010 Chicago, IL Both; Spacds a | Chicago JCC
(garden), Chicagq 1/4 acre garden
metro area
(support)
Ekar 2010 Denver, CO Space: acre Denver Academy
farm of Torah
Urban 2011 Berkeley, CA Space: 1 acre | Various
Adamah (farm) farm foundations and
donors
Yiddish 2011 Goshen, NY Space: 200 acrg Various
Farm farm foundations and
donors
Ganei 2011 Boston metro Support Theological schoo
Beantown area and area

synagogues

The JFMis fueled by a network afolunteers and employees, many of whom

were trained at common Jewish agricultural and educatwgahizationsThe Teva

Learning Center and the Adamah Fellowshiphe Isabellafeedman Jewish Retreat

Centerwere responsible for much tfis initial training. TrainedJewish environmental

and agricultural educatoremainconnected through the Adva Netwodnonline

network that provides information about Jewish environmentad, &mal agricultural

jobs, resources and opportunitiééhough variationexist between JFM programs and



organizationsthe goals and missions of eanobludeJewish anénvironmental values
as seen in the word cloud figure below.
Figure7: Word cloud ofgoals and missions of JFM programs from table 7 (world cloud

created through Wordle.net and compiled by Rachel Berndtson)
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The Jewish farming movemerg a product of therecedinglewish
environmental and Jewish food movemedéswish environmentaliscourseemergedn
theUnited States in th&960sin defense of the religion agairestcusations ats
contribution to environmental destruction (Jacobs220@ 1967historianLynn White
Jr. wrotefiThe Historical Roots ofOur Ecologcal Crisisoi an articleblaming Judeo
Christian religious traditions for much of
The articleprompted many defensive responses from across the-@Qdeian
spectrum, resulting in the creation of religieersvironmentbgroups Gendler 1997,
Tirosh-Samuelson 2001%acobs 208). Jewish environmentaliscoursemorphed to
actionin late 1980s and early 1990s, with the establishment of organizations such as
AfShomr ehoAf amaf Ke e p e arsligiaufenvirdamrentdt argantizhtion)
for educational outdoor trips, holiday celebrations aneiodewish environmental
events.The 1990s brought religious environmental advodadlge political sphere.
Jewish environmentaldvocacyincluded the signing dhe statemefi©Ontheurgency of

a Jewislresponse to thenvironmentakrisis” by prominent Senators and religious
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leades, andCarl Sagars foundng of the Coalition on the Environment and Jewish Life
(COEJL)(Jacobs 20D, 457).0ther institutiondollowing the eceturnin Judaismnclude
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations, the National Jewish Community
Relations Advisory Board, the United Synagogue of Conservative Jydaidithe
Rabbinical AssemblyJacobs 202).

The successful and growing Jewish environment@atement spawned a sub
movement around ecologically sustainable and sogjadtyfood, later to be dubbed the
Anew Jewish food movement. o0 Developed betw
movement uses a Jewish moral lens to addssses ofood accss, justiceand
productionin the United Stateand abroad (Feldstein 2011). The new Jewish food
movement, like the Jewish environmental movement, serves as a new approach f
reengagement in Jewish life, and new socially constructed Jewish shex@sing to
Dana Kaplan APerhaps the most interesting
observances is edashrut®>o (2009, -Rasher Projedt was @evetoped in
1990 by Rabbi Arthur Waskow, €ounder of the Alliance for Jewish Renewal
(ALEPH), in order to Areevaluate the obser
Jacobs2002. Accor di ng t oEcdashdr Broject iniphéh ia that weh e
can strengthen our Jewish distinctiveness and serve the needs of the earth as well; that we
can strive to heal ourselves by helping to heal the earth, and help to heal the earth by
healingoursele s 0 (19 95 09, i5).IKthipway ecekasirut makes a

traditional element of Jewish life relevant to a new generation of Jews concerned with

*%Kashrut are the dietary laws of Judaism (Steinsaltz 2006).

51 Rabbi Zalman Schacht&halomit he founder of the Jewish renewal mo
kashruto in the |l ate 1970s to describe a humane and
(Kaplan 2009, 259, 75).
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ecological and social issues (Kaplan 2009). The leading organization in the new Jewish
f ood mov e me n hational noRpkbfit thatuses ustainable food and farming
to engagaews from across geographic scales, generadonsreligious denominations.
Hazonds progr ams i nrcJewsd emmusitiesdstingaxdh i ng CSAs
organizing national Jewish food conferen@@slma i nt ai ni ng t he AJewi s
Education Network (JFEN.

The Jewish farming movement came as a natural evolution from the Jewish food
movement, with the first Jewish educational fakdamahfounded in 2003 at the
Isabella Freedman Retreat CenteConnecticutJewish agricultural educators originally
trained at Adamah have created other farms in different locations across the United
Statesincluding the Pearlstone Farithe goal many Jewish farming movement
programs is to make gardening andrfarg normative within the Jewish community by
institutionalizing the movement in JCCs, synagogues, day schools and other communal
organizationgFishkoff 2009). JFM programs and organizations use experiential
education as a means to deliver Jewish aguralland environmental education.

In recent years the Jewish environmental, f@odl farming movements have
gained momentum and increased in size by participant base and institutional involvement
(Mann 2012) Rather than operating in isolated spacesirtbeemers' central actors
have formed coalition® distribute information and expand networkke Jewish
environmental website and blog, "Jewcolodystsan interactive map of Jewish
environmental initiatives in the United States. The map provides contact information on
eachof the134organizations involvedand includes interactive filters to sort for scale of

work, focus of work(education, advocacy/goy, handon greening, cmmunities of
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practice, funding)andtype of servicgprovided (direct educational program and
experiences, events, reathade resources, products for purchase, community organizing
and policymaking, leadership training, field bdihg and capacity buildingY.he Jewish

Environmental Initiatives Map can be founch#p://www.jewcology.com/map

2.7.1. Jewish environmental and agricultural education
A major product of the Jewish environmental moeetmwvas the realization of its
power and effectiveness a means for Jewish educatidwacording to Sam M. Intrator
and Wendy Rosov, Jewish environmental education is,
"programming wherein experiential encounters with the natural world,
accompanied bgttendance to an ethic of conservation, are combined with
the practice of Jewish ritual, the exploration of Jewish concepts and the
value of Talmud Torah to the ends of propelling participants to
contemplate their relationship with God and their obligatitanthe natural
world through a uniquely Jewish perspective" (1998, 104).
Jewish environmental education draws both its curricular roots and activities from secular
environmental education (Intaa and Rosov 1998), which tentdsbe experientialAs
putbest by Intrator and Rosov:
"Jewish environmental education is about an enterprise that, at its core, is
attempting to provide a prospective way of confronting an overall crisis of
meaningful survival that is endemic not only to the Jewish community, bu
to the global community as well..."
and this concept is embodied in the movement's name:
"Jewishd as a response to the crisis of religion and of spirit;
environmenta as an ethical response to the problematic paradigm of
dominion; anceducationd as he experiential means or process by which
the message is conveyed (1998, 112).

The leading organization in the development of Jewish environmental education is the

Teva Learning Center, which fosters education through experiential techniques (Intrator
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andRosov 1998). Created in 1994, the Teva Learning Center uses a philosophy of
i mmer sive environmental education to help
relationship with nature and their own Jew
community building,ad a genui ne commitment to Ti kkun
(TevalLearning Cente011). Teva runs Jewish environmental education programs for
groups across the Jewish denominational spectrum, hosteahiynlocal Jewish
communities.

The experiential nature of Jewish environmental education has been a source of
excitement for its potential to mitigate the lack of enthusiasm associatettaaditional
Jewish education (Intrator and Rosov 1998), wikatonsidered aritical mechanisnfior
Jewish cultural sustainabilityntrator and Rosofind that although environmental
educatiorper seis not very important to Jewish institutional agendas, "environmental
education as an example of innovative and potentially transformative educational
programming is" Ifitrator and Rosov 1998, 1d®9). Jewish institutional leaders are
interested in Jewish environmental education as means to adkigshcurricular,
communal, sociabnd spiritual goalsiftrator and Rosov 1998

Many JewishFederations in the United States place Jewish education at the
forefront of agendas, and studies have correlated a greater emphasis on Jewish education
with a stronger Jewish identity (Cohen 1995; for a comprehensive review: Dashefsky and
Lesbon 2002; Ukels, Miller, and Beck 2006; Cohen and Veinstein 20REcording to
Jack Wertheimeryhen it comes to Jewish education in the United Stathapsever
before has a Jewish community pinned so much of its hopes for 'contifiaityhe

transmission of a strong Jewish identity to the next generatiniprograms of formal
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and informal education” (1999, Many cultural groups thatre highly intgrated into
Western and liberal societise cultural education toaintain their cultural distinction.
Cultural education is defined here as, "the educational efforts invested by minority groups
who seek to sustain what they perceive to be their dostorical heritage, in the face of

the homogenizing assimilatory power of a hegemonic global WBeKefman and
Kopelowitz 2008, 335). Cultural education is used as a vehicle for cultural sustainability
for many types of groups (religious, ethnic, natiorexidby a diversity of institutions
(schools, communitppased organizations, the staBekerman and Kopelowitz 280

Jews in the Diaspora use cultural educationmgehanism focultural sustainability

(Bram 2008; Parkedenkins 2008; Pomson 20@ekerman and Kopelowitz 2008), and

this education comes through formal and informal institutibonszcent years North
Americanformal Jewish education has been characterized by an extraordinary increase of
liberal Jews optindor formal Jewish education ®endng their children to Jewish
parochialo r  Asthegls®Pomson 2008; Bekerman and Kopelowitz 200&ichare

t h o u gdnable suocessful cultural and economic integration into the surrounding
society, but at the same time provide the younger géoas with a sustainable Jewish
identity” (Bekerman and Kopelowitz 200823).Informal Jewish educatiofincluding

camps, youth groups, Israel trips, and othgreriential programmindas been offered

in the United States since the early 20th century, butdtesved an increasing amount

of attentionsince themid-1990sfollowing thealarming results from the 1990 National
Jewish Population Survey, which showed American Jewish yodthawer indicators

of traditional Jewish identification, and higher intermarriage rates across the national
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Jewish populatiofChazan 1991, 2003; Wertheimer 1999; Reimer 20a@¥rmal
Jewish education, as defined by Barry Chazas:

"...aimed at the personal growth of Jews of all ages. It happens through

the individual 6s actively experiencing

values that are regarded as worthwhile. It works by creating venues, by

developing a total educational culturadeby ceopting the social context.

It is based on a curriculum of Jewish values and experiences that is

presented in a dynamic and flexible manner. As an activity, it does not call

for any one venue but may happen in a variety of settings. It evokes

pleasirable feelings and memories. It requires Jewishly literate educators

with a Ateachingo style that is highly

willing to make maximal use of self and personal lifestyle in their

educational work" (2003, 1516).
As identified in Chazan's definition, informal Jewish ediarais experiential,
interactive,and fun, and also structured through curricula and carried out through trained
educatorsWhereas formal Jewish education has been largely understood as teaching the
"basic buildingblocks of Jewish literacy and knowledge," informal Jewish education
offers "Jewistsociabilityand identification” (London and Chazen 1990 in Chazan 1991,
304). A central goal of Jewish informal education is making Jewish life meaningful an
relevant for contemporary Jews (Reimer 2011; Woocher 2012). Informal Jewish
education presents a viable way for a Jews to stay involved and condeotesth
environmental and agricultural education are two nems$oof Jewish informal
education that usthe natural world to enhance the meaning of Jewish life in the 21st
century.Kaplan emphasizes the experiential value of Jewish environmental education,

suggesting it offers Jews a fispiritual exp

repackagig t he f or mal and ossified suburban rel

%2 According to Joseph Reimei\t one has worked harder to define informal Jewish education than Barry
Chazan" (2007, 806).
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100) . Kaplan goes on to say fAthe most succ
revitalization all stress the spiritual wisdom that has laid hidden in Judaism, inaccessible
to the emotionally seranvolved participant who was sent to Hebrew school and pushed
through a 6bar mitzvah factoryé as part of
Jewish environmental and agricultural education use traditional Jewish texts @esl val
to discover whafludaisnsays about the environment and agriculture, and also reinterpret
and reapply a Jewish ethic to contemporary environmental and agricultural §$iees.
it comes to informal Jewish educatiohMe a ni n g a ardthemarieéthea n c e
game..viz. the growing interest in Jewish learning that explores topics like the
environment, gender identity, and spirituality, learning that often includes a sexious r
engagement with Jewish tex{&¥/oocher 2012, 328 mphasis on origingl

The literature on the Jewish environmantood, and farming movements
informed analysis for the current study. The information cited above shaped the
formation of major categoriggstablishment, diffusion, adoptioim) Chapter Four, and
provided a basisof addressing research questions in Chapter Eitexature on the
origins of each movement and its influence on the subsequent movements helped
conceptualize theriginal establishment of ¢hPearlstone Farm in BaltimorEhe
information in this sectioalso served as a basis for systematic comparison between other
JFM initiativesandthe Pearlstone Farm, as a way to highlight Pearlstone's distinct
programming and operatiorsastly, the sources cited abowvgroduced thdarger
context ofJewish educatimand itsrole inJewish cultural sustainabilitf'/he educational
contextframedmajor categories #1 and #3 in Chapter Four,leided to answer

research questions #1, and #3 in Chapter Five.
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3. Chapter 3: Methods

This chapter reviews the research approach from an ontological and
methodological perspective. This research employs a critical realist ontology and a
grounded theory methodology. Thections below provide a general overvigoth
critical realism and iunded theory, as well as specific information on how each is
directly applied to thistudy, includingdata collection, analysis, and validation
procedures.

3.1. Ontology: critical realism

The ontological approach taken to research is informed by philefitat seek
to explain the nature of the social world in order to attain knowledge about the social
world, and informthe nature of the reality the researcher can attain (Yeung A@en
and Valentine 2006 ualitative research often leads to multiptalities due to the
multiple perspectives from the diffetendividuals involved Creswell2007).This
research is informed by a critical realist philosophy that recognizes the world as existing
indepenlent of our understanding of it, arthphasizes theecessity of selfeflection in
this personalized, individuaHpased understandin@ritical realism isnformed by
realism, whichemphasizes the existence of a real world with physical things, independent
of our perception of it (Cloke, Philand Sadle1991; Sayer 2006Lritical realism holds
the same view, bwtdditionallyemphasizes that measures of truth are relative to the
contexts in which they are given, and some social explanations are closer to the truth than
others, deeming knowledge as alway ipar 0 a( Pt oot s 1998, 361 ;

Tepple 2006). Critical realism stresses-seffection at all steps through researahd is

“James Clifford refers to fipartial truthso as part.|l
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guided by an understanding that the theories informing the research are not fixed
(Habermas 1972 in Cloke, iRl and Sadler 1991, 143).

Geographic realist ontology came as a response to the quantitative revolution and
a rejection of positivismds notion that kn
can be represented in laws and models (Cloke, RimibSadler1991; Unwin 1992;
Sayer 2006)Early attempts to incorporate unique human behavior into geography
include Carl Sauerdés wunderstanding of huma
William Kirkods i nc%anpDaviddoversanl oosf etnhpeh aGeisst aol n
individual s6 uniqueness and questioning th
group actions (Leighly 1963 in Unwin 1992, 141; Kirk 1952 in Unwin 1992, 141,
Lowenhal 1961 in Unwin 1992, 141A realist ontology questions aspeofghe world
that make knowledge possible and seeks to answer these questions by attempting to
understand Athe fundamental O6building bl oc
knowl edge ab o u texploringthe meclahisims, leventstandkexyperience
that affect and are affected by the ways in which humans operate (ClokeaRdilo
Sadler 1991, 134; Outhwaite 1987 in Unwin 1992, 175; Lawson and Staehein1990
Maki and Oinas 2004, 1756)he approach recognizes human experiences as context
dependenin that an identical alignment of events and mechanisms may produce a
different experience in afterent context (Sayer 2006)\though there are no well
defined guidelines for conducting reali st
morerelevant and useful thanothers ( Y#8 8 g, 57, auGéograpbes e mp h a

Henry Waichung Yeung suggests iteraiabstraction, grounded thepand

* The Gestalt is a psychological idea developed by Wolfgitder and Kurt Koffka, which understands
the individual and his actions as a product of his unique behavioral environment (1929 in Unwin 1992, 141;
1929 in Unwin 1992, 141).
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triangulation as three methodological approaduesplementaryo a critical realist
philosophy(1997), all of which areemployedby this study
3.2. Methodology: grounded theory

A grounded theory research method is appropriate for the studgdiffusion of
theJewish farming movement Baltimore because it is a relatively new phenomenon
and has not yet been theoretically analyizeth a geographic perspectivehe
development of a new theory may help to explain the new phenomenon (Strauss and
Corbin 1998 Creswell 2007; Baxter 201(Rather tharbeginning with a theory in order
to prove it, grounded theory research begins with a study area and discovers relevant
themes and contexts that emerge from the empirical data collected in thatreaudy a
(Strauss and Corbin 1998). Tlésnot to say theasearcher enters the field without some
theoretical background from which to base data collection and ang@bmigding 2001;
Baxter 2010)Rather, the researcher enters the field with an open mind and a
Awi l Il ingness t o hayve tracatheores andcoricdpts asdhayt a , 0
emerge from empirical findings (Gouldi2§01, 23).The actions and processes
examined through grounded theory research are understood as contextual and relative to
specific historical, cultural, temporand subjectie circumstances, and thus multiple
representations of reality exist (Benoliel 1996 in Bailey, Wiaitel Pain 1999, 173;
Knigge and Cope 2006; $ar 2000 in Baxter 2010, 8@ecause these circumstances are
constantly in flux, grounded theory research deasaiigorous seldwareness and self
criticism and an openness to new ideas (Strauss and Corbin 1998; Bailey,anhite

Pain 1999; Seale 2004; Knigge and Cope 2006).
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Data collection and analysis grounded theorgre cyclical, as the researcher
collectsdata and tests it against propositions until emerging incidents are grouped into
categories to make a theoretical explanation of the research question (Strauss and Corbin
1998; Bailey, Whie, and Pain 1999; Seale 200&€ategories are constructed in terofhs
their fApropertieso and fAdi mensions. o0 Prope
define the category and give it meaning, and dimensions are the range by which
properties vary (Strauss and Corbin 198®cause data collection for grounded theory
research is driven by the emergence of concepts, the researcher cannot enter into research
with fAa |ist of preconceived concepts, a g
out designo ( St r auRatker, thenwrdsealber Usdsthacdpsad8 , 3 4)
patterns that emerge froamalysis of the empiricalada to guide the next method and
source ofdata collection (Straussd Corbin 1998; Seale 2002he cyclical data
collection and analysis process is both inductive and dedu&ecskér 1993 in Coyne
1997, 626 Strauss and Corbin 1998arker, Layand Sahay 200McGhee, Marland
and Atkinson 200y According to Anselm Strauss and Juliet Corbin,
AAt the heart of theorizing |ies the in
(deriving conceg, their properties, and dimensions from data) and
deductions (hypothesizing about the relationships between concepts, the
relationships also are derived from data, but data that have been abstracted
by the analyst from the raw data)o (199
Groundedheoryis inductive inthat concepts, relationships and meaning are abstracted
from the empirical dat to form the emerging theory, addductive in its employment of
purposeful sampling to check the emerging thegajrest preabstracted conceptis this

waygrounded theorissr e Aderiving ideas inductively &

deductivel yo (aNtAKimsore2007 asMakiagicdmparisons and

81



theoreticalsampling underlie the inductivaeductive interplay of grounded thepand
are thus two central components of the method (Eisenhardt 1989; Coyne 1997; Strauss
and Corbin 1998; Hallberg 2006; Suddaby 2006 in Wayne 2011, 6; Weed 2009; Gasson
and Waters 2011; Raduescu and Vessey 2011; Kolb 2012).

Grounded theory comparisons anade at the comeptual and theoretical levels.
Conceptual comparisons involve comparing incident against incident from the empirical
data to classify the incidents along the lines of their properties and dimemsidns
thereby place the incidentinagdae r category (Strauss and Cor
comparativeo method all ows the researcher
data, based on different conditions under which incidents take place (Strauss and Corbin
1998). The constant coragative method can also be used for data validatsotne
grounded theory evolvebstractions made from empirical data are constantly
compared to those from more recently gathered empirical data to confirm the consistency
of the abstraction or note arteadiction (Strauss and Corbin 1998). Using constant
comparison, grounded theory moves from induction to deduction, as incoming data are
constantly compared to previous data and categories (Strauss and Corbin 1998; Gasson
and Waters 2011).

Theoretical conparisons are a tool used by the researcher to compare categories
Aito similar or different concepts to bring
these are not evident to the analysto (Str
theoretical leel are intended to stimulate thinking about the properties and dimensions
appropriate for a specific categpand link categories into the larger developing theory

The researcher compares the properties and dimensions of the empirical data with data

82



from the literature opbtherexperiences to further specify a category by its properties and
dimensions. Strauss and Corbin suggest comparing cases that are different in order to
become sensitive to properties that define them (1998). One mettimbodtical
comparisori s t hfel ofipf |tiepc h n ihg researcher lmoksafdr ancopposite
concepttdiobt ain a different perspective on the
(1998, 94). A second method of compari son
whichinvolvesicomparing an incident i erienteloe dat a t
from the literature'(Strauss and Corbin 1998, 9%he systematic comparison technique
is used td'sensitize the researcher to properties and dimensions in theatataght
have been overlooked because the researcher did not know what he or she was looking
for" (Strauss and Corbin 1998, 95).

A second key element to grounded theory research is theoretical sampling.
Theoretical sampling involves selecting sites oripartt pant s t hat wi | | A mi
opportunities to compare events, incidents, or happenings to determine how a category
varies in terms of its properties and dimensions. The researcher is sampling along the
lines of properties and dimensions, varyihgcon di t i ons o0 ( Strauss and
202). Theoretical sampling is not based on the number of participants but rather on the
richness of the information extracted (Strauss and Corbin 1998; Kz 2 i n OO0 Rei |
and Parker 201393 Fossey et al 2@0 n Ré&llg and Parker 2@, 199. Making
comparisons informs theoretical sampling, as the researcher samples sites or participants
that can be used to confirm or deny the emerging th@bmoretical sampling enables
deducton as samples are purposefully selected

selecting participants or sites that purposefully look for instances of similarity or
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difference (Becker 1993 in Coyne 1997, 626; Strauss and Corbin 1998; Gasson and
Waters 2011Kolb 2012).A grounded theory researcher must be pragmatic and flexible
in the theoretical sampling approach (Marshalldl99i n OO6Rei I 'y &nd Park
as the type and source of participants will change as the theory evolves. The theoretical
samplirg technique used changes as the analysis progresses from open to axial to
selective coding, becoming more specific as the researcher progresses through these
coding steps.

Initial theoretical sampling is used to generate as many original categories as
posi bl e, thus |l eading the researcher to san
(Strauss and Corbin 1998, 203). According
gathering at this time is to keep the collection process open to all possibilities. Sampling
is open to those persons, places, and situations that will provide the greatest opportunity
for discoveryo (1998, 206). Initial sampl.
access to individuals and available resources, because no theory tget £&i® which
to guide sampling (Strauss and Corbin 19898er initial categories, properties and
dimensions are abstracted from open sampling and open coding, theoretical sampling
shifts &a&abofioel v anohn &elatiomal\aatiatonatheoratrdl i n g .
sampling is based on a sample of incidents
identify significant variationso amongst p
and Corbin 1998, 210). During relational/variational samplingrékearcher seeks
incidents that fAdemonstrate di mensi onal ra
relationships among concepQneecategdBiesr auss and

properties and dimensions are close to saturation, theoretical sampling exgaleto
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Adi scriminateo sampling. Di scriminate theo
categories along the dimensional level to form a theory, validate the statements of
relationships among concepts, and fill in any categories in need of furtieerefie n t 0
(Strauss and Corbin 1998, 21This may meareturning to old sites, documents
persons, or collecting data from new sites (Strauss and Corbin T9@8yetical
sampling and analysis continue until saturation is researched r fit htegorpoi nt i n
development at which no new properties, dimensions or relations emerge during
anal ysiso (Straus.s Hommde vG&or btihne olr9e% 8 ,c all4 3s)at u
degreeo and does not follow a rigedd standa
theory studies (Strauss and).SraussbandrCortti® 98 ; O
acknowledge this flexibility, noting:

Aln reality, if one | ooked I ong and har

additional properties or dimensions. There always ispbightial for the

O6newd t Qatueative is gae a matter of reaching the point in the

research where collecting additional data seems counterproductive; the

6newd that i s uncover etdtheexplarmtiomatt add t h

thistimed ( 1186).8 ,
Additionally, fAthere is |Iimited practical
saturation has been reachedo 3(18B,WGwestn 2008 i
Bruce, and Johnsdh0 06 i n O6 Re i B,194). Howeder, Paamokséor 2 01
sauration in the |iterature include getting
i nformation is found ( Bo wg h93)2n01e® orreleva®6 Re i |
data about a category emerges, t heertiesat egor

dimensions the variation amongst them, and the relationships amongst the categories are

well established and validated (Glaser and Strauss 1967 in Strauss and Corbin 1998, 212;
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Seale 2004; Goulding 2005; Shah and Corley 2006; Weed 2009; Gasstatznsl
2011).
3.3. Data oollection procedures

This research usesnaixed methods dateollectionapproactthroughopen
interviews, structured phone interviewasline surveyssemistructurednterviews and
scholarly and grey literature reviews mixed qualitative and quantitative methods
approach is useful in grounded theory research when it aids the researcher with theory
development (Eisenhardt 1989; Strauss and Cdi®®8; Gasson and Waters 201A9r
exampl e, fAt he quthdquantigatve, ane thes quanttdtive fdedk r e c t
into the qualitative in a circular, but at the same time evolving, process with each method
contributing to the t h(StausyandCQorbiwdd9834x hat on
Qualitative data helps abatt initial concepts, categories and hypotheses, while
guantitative data can show relationships amongst concepts unidentifiable by the
gualitativedataalone (Eisenhardt 1989; Strauss and Corbin 1998; D@fle®; Shah and
Corley 2006) Strauss and Corbin suggest that quantitative data be used in grounded
theory research to determine #wentto which certain properties and dimensions lead to
certain outcomes (1998)dditional qualitative data collection may be used after the
results fom quantitative method are analyzed to further examine the trends highlighted
through the quantitative meitl (Jick 1979 in Eisenhardt 198%38; Strauss and Corbin
1998;Dooley 2002)Each data collection method and its application to grounded theory

resarch is described below.
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Table7: Datacollection methods employed in this research (Table compiled by Rachel

Berndtson; sources cited within table)

Collection Description Application in grounded theory
method®
Open Collection of a diversset of | Open interviews are a recommende(
Interviews meanings and experiences| initial data collection procedure,
that help to explain compley because they allow the researcher tg
behaviors (Dunn 2010) gain a wideranging understanding of
the phenomenon by openingetfioor
for broad theories and concepts to
emerge (Strauss and Corbin 1998).
Structured -Structured and semi Questions become more specific as
phone structured interviews are | theory building evolves. e the
interviewsand |[Aigu ed$ oicasls e d® | central phenomenon is determined
semistructured| of interviewing (Dunn 2010) through relatively open questions,
in-person -Benefits of phone "there will be many more specific
interviews interviews include: enhancg questions about the phenomenon an
sample size, reduced how it relates to events and
interviewer effects (due to | happenings that are observed" (Stra
visual anonymity), enhance| and Corbin 1998, 75).
convenienceand cost
savings (Dunn 2010,
Mc Gui rk and ¢
Surveys Present stagardized, -Surveys are influenced by concepts
formally structured question that emergedrom prior qualitative
to a broader population to | research (Strauss and Corbin 1998).
helpcollectdata on -A0Once relevant c
individuals'behaviors, hypotheses have emerged from and
experiences, social validated against the data, the
interactions, attitudes and | researcher migtiturn to quantitative
opinions (McGuirk and measures and analysis if this will
O6Neill 2010jenhance the rese
2003 in McGuirk and and Corbin 1998, 34).
O6Nei Il Il 2010
2005 in McGuirk and
O6Nei Il Il 2010
Reviews: -Scholarly literature reviews -Literature reviews are useéd analyze

scholarly and
grey literature

situate original research
within a broader context to
make externatonnections.

Reviews can be done

the data in theoretical terms and
stimulate thinking about empirical
properties in or
give specificity to the emergent

%5 The data collection toslused can be found in AppendiceA
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systematically prior to concepto (St 4998 s
research, although fieldworl 49).

can change emergentideag -i Bef or e begi nnin
and thus the relevance of | researcher can turn to the literature

prereviewed literature formulate questions that act as a
(Branley 2004). stepping off point during initial
-Greyliterature includes observations and
reports from novofficial and Corbin 1998, 51).
organizations, media,and |-Gr ey | i terature
internet resources (Branley| supplement interews and

2004). observations. For example, much ca

be learned about an organization, its
structure, and how it functions (whicl
might not be immediately visible in
observations or interviews) by
studying reports, correspondence, a
i nternal me moahin
1998, 53).

3.3.1. Open interviews

From January 5, 2011 tuly 13, 201%he researcher conductethe oneon-one,
open interviewsvith several actors knowledgeable about Jewish farming movement in
Baltimore. Eight out of thaineindividualswere involvedwith the Jewik farming
movement in Baltimoréeither as employees, former employees, or participaans one
was notbut was well aware of thghenomenonThe purpose of collecting data through
open interviews was to gain a widenging understandingf the phenomenon by
opening the floor for broad theories and concepts to emerge (Strauss and Corbin 1998).
Interviews took place at a variety of locations in Badtimore City and Baltimore
County,and lasted 50 to 160 minutes. Rapport was upheld byrireg)iIRB-approved
signed consent forms. Datgererecorded throughnaudicvisual device and later
transcribed into Word documents. Datareanalyzed through the Atlas Ti coding

program. Interviews consisted of opended questions asking about plugpose, history,
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diffusion, and influencef the Jewishdrming movement in Baltimorénterviews were

conducted in an informal manner so the researcher could gain -aamigiag

understanding of the phenomenon (Strauss and Corbin 1998). Questions were preceded

by a preinterview survey to gain information on each interviewee. Re¢ataed on

backed up computer files i n atpdsgvordmateetedr c her
computerl nt er vi ewees0d identitieschaagee protected
Interviewees weréheoretically sampled based their involvement in: the Jewish

farming movement in Baltimor@istory and method of participatiqrgther Jewish

institutions in Baltimore, andther Jewish environmental, food, and farmimgfitutions
elsewherelnterviewees were also theoretically sampled based on how the Pearlstone

Farm diffused to thendiffusion network, diffusion channel, and localitghd their

demographic characteristics (age, sex, marital status, socioeconomic status, Jewish
denomination, importance of being Jewish,-pnwvironmental lifestyle dedicationhe

stratification of open interviewees along thebaracteristics idisplayed below

Table8: Open intervieweeso6 |l ength of Pearl sto

Less than 1 year

1-2 years

2 - 3 years

WIN|FPW

3+ years

Table9: Op e n i nmethodwfiPeanstoresFarm participation (N = 9)

Participant

Non-participant

Employee

RDRw

Former employee

Table D: Open interviewees6 previous participa
institutions (N = 9)

Yes

No

Ll E- N

No data
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Table 1:Openi nt er vi ewees?o
or farming institutions (N = 9)

previous

Yes 5
No 4
Table2:. Open intervieweesd net MeBk of
Professional 4
Personal 1
No data 4

Table B: Openinterviewees' channel of Pearlstone Farm diffusion (N = 9)

Interpersonal 5
Media 0
No data 4

Table X4: Open interviewees' geographic location at time of Pearlstone Farm diffusion (N

:9)

Local

Nonlocal

No data

4
3
2

Table B: Open interviewees' agdl = 9)

18-34

3554

5574

No data

NIFRIN| &

Table: Open i

ntervieweesb?®o

9)

Male

Female

No data

NI~ |W

Table7: Open i

ntervieweesb?®o

mar it al st

at

Single/never married

Married

No data

5
3
1

Table B: Open
in 2011) (N=19)

$49,999 or less

$50,000- $99,999

$100,000- $149,999

$150,000+

No data

NFRFRPINW
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i nsbotoecwnoreiostatess(ly pretaxed total household income

participation

Pearl st
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Table19: Open interviewees' Jewish denomination (could select all that applied) (N = 9)

Culturally Jewish 1

Nationally Jewish

Ethnically Jewish

Reconstructionist

Orthodox

Reform

Postdenominational

Just Jewish

Conservative

NN R R RR PRk

No data

Table D: Open interviewees' importance of being Jewish prior to Pearlstone Farm
participation (N = 9)

Very

Somewhat

Not very/not at all

NIO|IO |

No data

Table 2: Open interviewees' dedication to living a fgavironmental lifestyle prior to
Pearlstone Farm participation (N = 9)

Very high- high

Moderate- low

Very low - none at all

NIO|W|~

No data

3.3.2. Structured phone interviews

The researcher identified 93 institutions that participate in the Jewish farming
movement in Baltimore. Institutional participation is definedaas.organized
involvement at, withor through the Pearlstone Farm, including educational, cultural,
volunteer, fundraising, partnershigr advocacy events. "Organized" involvement refers
to involvement that was previously planned between the participating institution and
Pearlstone Farrstaff. The 93institutions were identified by scanning the grey literature
and confirming results with research gatekeepers. From July 27, 2011 to April 26, 2012
the researcher conducted 30 structured phone interviews with representatives of these

institutions.The purpose of collecting data through structured phone interviews was to
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identify the ways in which a category varied across properties and dimemsanding

the relationship between participant status (institutional versus indivah@d)iffusion
properties, as well as the relationship between diffusion properties (networks, channels,
geographic scaleptructured phone interviews consisted of questions regarding how and
when the Jewish farming movement diffused to each institution. Rappouplvaeki by
requiring IRBapproved oral consent. Oral consent and data were collected over the
phone and recorded in a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet.dbagtored on backed up
computer files in the researcheros home,
Structured phone intervieweesd identities
Structured phone interviewees wéneoretically sampled based their status as

institutiond Pearlstone Farm participanes(a basis of comparison with indivadu

Pearlstone Farm participants), and alsehgyr dimensional range across the following
properties: diffusion network, diffusion channel, geographterex The stratification

across thesproperties aréisplayed below.

Table 22 Phone interviewees' network of Pearlstone Farm diffusion (N = 30)

Professional 25

Personal 5

Table B: Phone interviewees' channel of Pearlstone Farm diffusion (N = 30)

Interpersonal 21
Media 7
Not sure 2

Table 2: Phone interviewees' geographic location (N = 30)

Local 19

Nonlocal 11

3.3.3. Online surveys
From Augusi, 2011 to November 4, 2012, 147 individuals who participate in the

Jewish farming movement in Baltimore took online surveys. Individual participation is
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defined as: angrganizedor impromptu involvement at, witlor through the Pearlstone

Farm, including educational, cultural, volunteer, fundraising, partnemshgzvocacy
eventsUnlike institutions, individuals have more flexibility to participate at the

Pearlstone Farm without having planned this participatieadvanceThe purpose of
collecting data through online surveys vasdentify the ways in which categories

varied across properties and dimensimetuding the relationship between: participant
demographic characteristics and g@fceived impactgarticipant status (institutional

versus individual) and diffusion properties, and diffusion properties themselves
(networks, channels, geographic scale). Data collection through the online survey also
enabled the researcher to explore the extent to véaich individual impact was

perceived to haveccurred Online surveys sought information on participant
demographics, methods and history of Pearlstone Farm participation, how the Pearlstone
Farm diffused to participants, and participants' perceptiomspcts of their Pearlstone

Farm involvement on their own Jewish identities prilenvironmentalifestyles.

Rapport was upheld by requiriegectronic signatures dRB-approvedconsent forms
Dataarestored on backed up computer files in the reseabcker home, | cacked of
password protected comput&n | i ne survey takerSargeyi denti t i
takersweretheoretically sampled based on their status as indivieearistone Farm
participants &s a basis of comparison with institutibRaarIstone Farm participants)

Survey responses captadimensional range afemographigropertieqincluding: age,

sex, marital status, socioeconomic status, religion, Jewish denomination, Jewish formal
affiliation, self-perceivedevel of importance of being Jewiselfperceivedevel of

dedicatim to living a preenvironmentalifestyle), as well as diffusion properties
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(including: network, channel, and geographic extdrie stratification of survey takers

along thes@ropertesis displayed below.

147)

147)

status

Table: Onl ine survey takersoé6 age (N =
18-34 90

3554 26

55-74 30

74+ 1

Table®: Online survey takersé sex (N =
Male 51

Female 96

TableZ: Onl ine survey takersoé marit al
Single/never married 72

Married 61

Widowed, divorced, partnered 11

No data 3

TableB3: Online survey t aKbypretaded o@ltouseleodo nomi ¢ s
income) (N = 147)

$49,999 or less 55

$50,000- $99,999 35

$100,000- $149,999 15

$150,000+ 28

No data 14

Table29: Online survey takers' Jewish denominatiqil = 147)

Nondenominational only, or nesienominational and | 49

one traditional denomination

Reform/Reconstructionist 26

Conservative 34

Orthodox 21

Not Jewish 14

No data 3

*® The "nondenonmiational" label includes those who identified as one of the following options: Just

Jewish, postienominational Jew, secular, ethnically Jewish, nationally Jewish, culturally Jewish,

humanistic, nospracticing Jew; the "orthodox" label includes those vdemntified as one of the following

options: Orthodox, Hasidic/Lubavitch/Satmar, Haredi (Undhodox) The fiNot Jewi sho | ab

those who identified as one of the following options: Other religion, No religion/None/Nothing Jewish.
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Table 3: Onlinesurvey takers' Jewish formal affiliation (JCC and/or synagogue

member) (N = 147)

Affiliated 82
Not affiliated 61
No data 4

Table 3: Online survey takers' importance of being Jewish prior to Pearlstone Farm

participation (N = 147)

Very 104
Somewhat 30
Not very/not at all 12
No data 1

Table 2: Online survey takers' dedication to living a{gmavironmental lifestyle prior to

Pearlstone Farm participation (N = 147)

Very high- high 55
Moderate- low 83
Very low - none at all 9

Table 3: Online survey takers' network of Pearlstone Farm diffusion (M7

Professionalewish network 66
Personallewish network 56
Professional nodewish network 3

Personal nodewish network

4
NonJewishnetwork dondét know pr o2
Jewishnetwork dondt know prof e?9
No data 7

Table 3: Online survey takers' channel of Pearlstone Farm diffusion (N = 147)

Interpersonal 115

Media 27

No data 5

Table®d Online survey takersé geographic
Local 105

Nonlocal 34

No data 8

3.3.4. Semistructured interviews

FromJune 222012 to November 30, 2012 the researcher condémtedneon-

one, semstructured interviews with individuals representimag+JFM community

gardensand farmsn Baltimore City, MarylandThree of these are faitasedbut not
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Jewish) and thefourth is nonfaith-based The purpose of collecting data through semi
structured interviews was make theoretical comparis®(through the systematic
comparison techgue)between the Pearlstone Farm and similar cases tathaise
researcher'sensitivity about the properties defining the developing theorg to create
boundaries for the developing thedBeale 2004; Strauss and Corbin 1998; Shah and
Corley 2006; Eisnhardtand Graebner 2007; Kolb 201&emtstructured interviewees
were theoretically sampled based on their status as nonprofit community gardens and
farms in Baltimore City, oBaltimoreCounty, Maryland. The additionahmpling
property acsfe didf aviatsh a p p | i €hd redearchdr bsedsGoogle hr e e s
searches to identify each of the four Baltimore City communitgteges and farms for
comparison. firee secular sites and eight fdithsed sitewere contactedy phone
and/or email (when no phone number was availala).of the three secular sites one
responded and two did not return voicemails or emails.of the eightaith-based sites
threerespondegdone closed its garden permanently, two did not return voicewail
emails, and two returned initial voicemails or emails but did not return falfpw
communication Thefour interviews took place at each organizatigasden or farmand
lastedbetweer60 and120 minutes. Rapport was upheld by requisignatures o IRB-
approved conserfiorms. Datawererecorded using an audiosual device aneverelater
transcribed into Word documents. Datareanalyzed through the Atlas Ti coding
program. Interviews consisted stfucturedquestiongegarding the purposhistory,
diffusion, and influencef the each organization's community gardefarm Dataare

stored on backed up computer files in the
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protected computer. | nt er vi e wlenane@hangese nt i t i
The following descriptions provide a brief overview of each comparison case:

Site A: Site A is a community farm run througman-faith-basedsecular)
nonprofit organization. This fivplusacrefarm is locatecn Baltimore City property
and serves several neighborhoods and public schools suth@unding area. This
community farm is located in a zip code witB34,499medianhouseholdncome(based
on the American Community Survéiye year, 2007 2011 estimatespite A is a fully
opeaational farm with vegetable production, a CSA, farmers markets, and several hoop
houses. This farm offers structured programming for participants, including: agricultural
and environmental education, nutrition and cooking classes, agricultural skigrain
workshops, public school internships and fiédghs, volunteer days, and community
celebrations.

Site B:Site B is a community garden run through a Baptist church. The garden is
less than % acre and is located on church propEntg.community garden is located in a
zip code with #63,931 median household income (based on the American Community
Surveyfive year, 2007 2011 estimates).hegarden produces vegetables that are
donated to area food shelters and are available focltlmembers to harvest and enjoy.
Site B does not offer structured progr ammi
Sunday school.

Site C:Site C is a community garden run through a-seatariarchurch The
garden is on roughBs an acreand is locaéd on church propertyrhis community
garden is located in a zip code witB#),957 median household income (based on the

American Community Survefyve year, 2007 2011 estimatespite C isameditation
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gardenwith a diversity of bushes, shrubs, flowesadtrees,and does not produce food.
Similarly to Site B, this community garden does not offer structured programming
outside 1its informal use by the churchos
Site D:Site D is a community gardeuan through a nonprifinterfaith
organization. The garden is between % and %2 acres and is located on the grounds of a
Catholic church. This community garden is located in a zip code \§4i7,472 median
household income (based on the American Commhityeyfive year, 2007 2011
estimates). Site D is a meditation garden with a diversity of plants, flangitreesThe
garden offers structured programming for participants, including: cultural festivals,
movie nights, storytelling, flemarkets, andield trips, but is also used by individuals
outside these structured events.
3.3.5. Reviews: scholarly literature and grey literature
The researcher reviewed scholarly and grey literasir@ basis of systematic
comparisorbetween the emerging grounded theory and other, similar phenoGrerya
literature on the Jewish farming movement, the Associated, the Pearlstone Farm, and
Pearlstone Fariminstitutional partners was selected through discriminate theoretical
sampling inorder to saturate information on specific categories, properties, and
dimensions. Grey and scholarly literature was also collenteather, similar community
gardens and farms in the United States as a mechanism of systematic complagison.
community gadlens and farmgom the grey literaturesed for comparison come from
three sourceshe USDA's People's Gardenitiative, the Baltimore Green Spad8GS)
land trustand the Farm Alliance @altimore City The community gardens and farms

from these sources are comparable to the Pearlstone Faitinertheir faithbased
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nature (Peopleds Gar den sinBaitisgre Cityoand/or n t he i

County(BGS, Farm Alliance)These thresourcesffereda systematic way to locate
and analyzeomparisorcommunity gardens and farnihe websites oflbthree sources
provide background information ahe community gardens and farrtieey supportsuch
asthe sitesgeographic loatiors and name

TheUSDA's People's Garden is an initiative that began in 2009 to establish
community gardens in the United States in order to empower local groups to address
community issuesncluding hunger and the environment. A map on the People's Garden
website (http:#ww.usda.gov/wps/portal/usda/usdahome?navid=PEOPLES_GARDEN)
provides the names and addresses of all its community gardens. In order to narrow down
the list ofPeople's Garderisom a total of 1,918, the researcher only analyzed gardens at
"faith-baseccenters,” which include churches, community centarsl other places of
worship. There are 57 faibased People's Gardens in the United States and its territories.

Baltimore Green Space (http://baltimoregreenspace.org/) is a Baltimore City land
trust thatpurchases community gardens, pocket pakd otheopen, greelspaces that
are locally established and maintained. The community gardens within the BGS are
meant to socially, economically, and environmentally benefit local neighbaHdpdn
requesta BGSstaff membeprovided the researcher with a dataset of the trust's
community gardens (N 68). Information on this listelevant to this researahcludes
garden names, approximate addrgsmedmotivations to begin

The Farm Alliance of Baltimore Gitis a network of urban farms that work to
improve food accesand operate by socially, economically, and environmentally just

practices. The Alliance includes siperationacommunity farms and gardens that are
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not duplicated from the BGS list (a seveiiarm Alliance farm is also on the BGS list).
The Farm Alliance website (http://www.farmalliancebaltimore.org/) provides the name,
location, website, Facebo@iage,and brief description of eadite

Between the People's Garden, BGS, and the Farm Adliahe original list of
community farms and gardens tbe grey literature content analysis includéd dites.
However, an operational website or Facebook page, or accessible online media articles
were necessatin order to analyze each site's ghegrature Online grey literature was
located througlGoogle and Facebook searsh@ut of 131 original sites, 3 hadonline
grey literature. Therefore, most of the content anatyasimited to these 3 sites.
However, the BG8lataseprovided additioral detals about itsseveral of itcommunity
g a r dmeotivatidns to begijregardless of whether those gardeadonline grey
literature availableThe BGS list provide "motivation” data on an additional seven
community gardens that do not have onlyney literatureThereforethe number of
comparison sites from the grey literature varies, depending on the property and
dimension of comparison. The table below displays the number of campaites used
in this analysis

Table &: Sites from grey liteature used for content analysis

Original # ofsites | # of siteswith online grey literature
(or BGS Excel sheet for motivation
data)
Baltimore Green Space| 68 32(7)
The Farm Alliance 6 6
USDA Peopl 57 35
Total 131 73(7)
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3.4. Data analysisprocedures

In grounded theory,ata analysi®ccurs througla series of coding techniques
thatStrauss and Corbitlescribea s Ao p e ng md Afaxe laéd ¢ toi vBaadh codi n
step of coding involves conceptualizing empirical data into abstaéegories to make
seng of the phenomenon occurringeneral conceptare abstracted from the empirical
data,clustered intdarger descriptive categoriesvaluated for interrelationshipsnd
finally combined nt o one e mer-lgewnd | GSAraubssmadpriini 1998;
Goulding 2001; Seale 20p€reswell 200Y.

Open coding begins with a Aline by I ine
reads dat&ranscriptionsand highlights recurring concepad key word¢Strauss ath
Corbin 1998; Goulding 200pnce concepts fbegineto accumu
groupsthemi nt o mor e abstract expl Shaadssandy t er ms,
Corbin 1998, 114)Categories, as described by Strauss and Corbin, are concepts derived
from data that explain the phenomenon. (19@8jegories are constructed in terms of
theiriproperti eso and i dhameeansgids ofm satejorythdti ch ar e
define the caigory and give it meaningproperties)and the range by which properties
(dimensions)Strauss and Corbin 199&}ategories arthendeconstructed based on the
variation of their properties and di mensi o
phenomenonin this research, open interviews were the first method of data collection.
Open interviews were transcribed and coded using matiéest later® content

analysis. This open coding process led to the creation of 88 initial concepts describing the

*"Manifest contenanalysis (in vivo coding) involves recording themes, phrases or words appearing at the
surface of the data (Creswell 2007; Cope 2010; Dunn 2010).

*8_atent content analysis involves searching through data for unarticulated but reappearing themes (Dunn
2010)

101



phenonenon. The incidents were given conceptual labels that represent the context under
which the concept is abstracted (Strauss and Corbin 1998). The 88 initial concepts were
grouped to form | arger fimajor categorieso
movement in Baltimore. This process resulted in the creation of three major categories
including: ()fiest abl i shment supported bpathwagswi s h i r
a nd addptjon by participantso

Open coding shifts to axial coding as major categories are further developed
based on their properties and dimensi@yen and axial coding do not occur
sequentially, but rather they fiproceed qui
136). Althaugh axial codingequiresthe researcher to have developed some categories
during open coding, fAoften a sense of how
codingo (Strauss Axia dodir@ o the pratessodrélading the 2 4 ) .
categores to the subcategories at the dimensional .|&adkegories are related to
subcategories through statements explaining the relatiopsh, or dAr el ati onal
Relational statements are not necessarily in hypothesis or proposition form, but rather,
Athey tend to be woven StraussadCohinsl®9g, 145nt o t h
Relational statements are later used as regjektd form the final theoryAccording to

Strauss and Corbin,hen creating relational statements, it is importanote that:

AThere are multiple factors operating i
contexté.that makes it more |ikely [tha
pl ace]é. ldentifying, sifting through a
factors showing the naturé e relationship does not result in a simple,

" i f é stdteenant. The result is much more likely to be a discussion that

takes readers along a complex path of interrelationships, each in its own
patterned way, that expd.ains what is go
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The relational statements in this research refi@ctrrative structure @hare described in
detail under each subcategory in @eapter FourEmpirical findings that contradict the
hypotheses madaroughrelational statements are either true contradictions (if other
cases are present) or extreme variationa(Ss and Corbin 1998).

Lastly, selective codinmvolvesintegrating and refining the theory by organizing
all major categories around one or gaveore categoriesind explaining these
relationships through a new and final theory (Strauss and Corbin 1998). The core
categories may be one of the major categories or newly crestegbrieso encompss
the other major categorids. this study, se&ctive codinded to the creation dhreecore

c at e g dewishecslturasiistainabilityd "environmental sustainabiltyd nd fJ e wi s h

community. o The final theory has no fAstric
Awel | codi f i end, orstmay camdist op runoipgahedretical aiscussion
using conceptual categories and their prop

2001, 29). The final product may be a descriptive narrative or in diagram format (Strauss
and Corbin 1998), anaithis research appears as bdtfe coding process continues for
each major category wuntil the category is
seems to emerge during coding, that is, when no new properties, dimensions, conditions,
actions/interactioh or consequenc e (Straass &ad Goebm 1998, 1I86)t he d
3.5. Checkingresearchreliability and validity

Grounded theorists do not check the reseegltability and validitybased on the
Ausual scientific canonso of signif,icance,
and verification (Gortner and Schultz 1988

complexities of the social phenomena that [grounded theasisgssE Kk t o under st an
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(Strauss and Corbin 1998, 26Ghe theory developed through the methodology is a
"substantive level" rather than "general” theory (Strauss and Corbin 1998). Whereas a
general theory can be applied broadly, a substantive level thedgyetoped around a
specific, small areandpopulation, and builds "explanatory power" to create

"predictive ability" to explain given situations that arise around certain phenomena
(Strauss and Corbin 1998, 267). Because reproducibility is not a tamgumlitative
researchresearcheliability is checked against a series of criteria that indicate the
analytical logic of the research process and relationship among the concepts (Strauss an
Corbin 1998; Creswell 2007According to qualitative resedrers Yvonna Lincoln and

Egon Guba, qualitative research cannot be evaluated on positivistic criteria, because a
positivistic worldview is incommensurable with an interpretiweorldview (used in this
research which carries different assumptions aboutrthire of realy (2000 in Gasson
2004, 89)This researclappliesSt r auss and Corbinds seven cr
in grounded theory resear(1998), described below.

Table F: Criteria for quality checkingand application to this research

Criterion description (Strauss | Application in this research
and Corbin 1998)

How is the original sample The original samplevasselected based dhe
selecte@ On what grounds? researcher 6s aandawadablet o
resairces, because no theory gaisted from which tg
guide sampling (Strauss and Corbin 1998). In the @
of this research, the original sample includes the
researcherés prior cont

What major categories Three major categories emerged during the open
emerge@ coding processlhe major categoriesmerged aa
result of the accumulation afitial concepts from the
empirical data that explain the larger processes

*9An interpretive worldview understands the world as subjective, reality as sematbjructed (Lincoln
andGub&#2 000 i n Gasson 2004, 87) and observabl e phenome
experience and inter)pretationo (Gasson 2004, 87
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occurring (Strauss and Corbin 1998).

Whatwere some fothe events,
incidents or actions(indicators)
that pointed to some of these
major categoried

The events, incidents, and actions pointing to the
major categoriewerediscovered through the axial
coding process, in which major categories are
deconstrued based on their properties and
dimensions (Strauss and Corbin 1998). The variatit
of properties and dimensiofesi to the creation of
subcategaes. In this research, subcategoaes
labeled and described Chapter Four undexach
major category. Sudategories are then related to
major categories through the development of relati
statements (Strauss and Corbin 1998). The relatior
statements in this rese
i nto the narrativeo (St
under each maj categoryn Chapter Four.

On the basis of what categorie
did theoretical sampling
proceed? That is, how did
theoretical formulations guide
some of the data collection?
After the theoretical sampling
was done, how representative
the data did theategories provg
to be?

The categories for theoretical samplarg selected
based on their abilitytd ma xi mi ze t he
to compare events, incidents, or happenings to
determine how a category varies in terms of its
properties and dimensions. Tresearcher is samplin
along the lines of properties and dimensions, varyif
theconditionso (Strauss
properties selected for theoretical sampling in this
research are labeled as surciChapter Four under
each major categoygas well asn Chapter Three
under the description of each data collection methg
Incoming data not representatioecategoriesare
identified as sucin Chapters Four and Five

What were some of the
hypotheses pertaining to
conceptual relations (i.emong
categories), and on what
grounded were they formulates
and validated?

A constant comparison methagsemployed to form
and test hypotheses, aedsuregheypertain to
conceptual relationglypothesegor "how concepts
relate” (Strauss and Corbin ¥9.35))are formed
from patterns that emerdeom the empirical data.
These patterns amnstantly compared to more
recently gathered empirical data to confirm the
consistency of the abstraction or note a contradictic
(Strauss and Corbin 1998)ypothegs are tested
based on their level of theoretical saturation or the
point at which each maj
devel opedo in terms ,0hé
variation amongst them, and the relationships amo
the categories are well establisteedl validated
(Glaser and Strauss 1967 in Strauss and Corbin 1¢
212; Seale 2004; Goulding 2005; Shah and Corley
2006; Weed 2009; Gasson and Waters 2011).
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Were there instances in which
hypotheses did not explain whi
was happening in the data? Hc
werethese discrepancies
accounted for? Were hypothes
modified?

Instances not aligned with hypotheseere
representedstrue contradictiosor extreme
variatiorsin developing theoryStrauss and Corbin
1998).Discrepanciesire accounted for in Chapters
Four and Five of this research, hypotheses were
modified accordingly.

How and why was the core
category selected? Was this
collection sudden or gradual,
and was it difficult or easy? On
what ground were the final
analytic decisions made?

The core categoriesereselected for centrality,
frequencyand consistency aklations to other
categories (Strauss and Corbin 198®)lationshifs
between core categories and major categaries
explainedn Chapter Four undexach major category
andthetheoretical modelCore categories emerged

towards the end of the research process.

In order to validate findingshis research usésangulation, consensual

validation, clarification of research bias and qualitative research limitatdatsich,

thick data descriptions. These validatietmtegiearedescribed below.

Table B: Validationstrategiesand application to this research (table compiled by Rachel

Berndtson; sources cited within table)

Method description Application
Triangulation | Improves the validity and reliability of critical Data collection
realist approaches; ensures rigor thfoowultiple | throughseveral
and various sources antethods to compile sources and
evidence (Yeung 1997; Lincoln and Guba 1985| methods

Creswell 2007, 204; Creswell 2007; Bradshaw &
Stratford 2010).

Consensual | Validation through the opinions of others for an | Results checked
validation/ agreement on interpretations and descriptions ¢ with committee
peer review | data (Eisner 1991 in Creswell 2007, 204; Cresw and

and Miller 2000 in Creswell 2007, 2708). gatekeepef®.
Clarification | Foundation of qualitative research and imperatiy Personal bias
of research | to a critical realist approach (Creswell and Mille| and research
bias and 2000 in Creswell 2007, 207). limitationsare
limitations clearly stated
Rich, thick Enables the transferability of data to analysis | In depth
data (Creswell and Miller 2000 in Creswell 2007, 207 accounts of data|
description Geertz 1973 in Mansvelt and Berg 2010, 349). | collection and

analysis.

% Data collection and analysis were posted on a Facebook page, with core/gatekeeper research participants
invited to this page and encouraged to provide feedback through consensual validation and peer review.
Additionally, the researcher had severap&rson and email exchanges with gatekeepers to validate results.
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4. Chapter 4: Development of cateqories

This chapter presents the results of open, axial, and selective cGadidigpg
resulted in theonstructiorof major, sub, and core categorie$ich are the foundation
for thefinal grounded theory. Open coding resulted in the construction of three major
categories, including: (1) establishment supported by Jewish institutions, (2) diffusion
pathways, and (3) adoption by participants. Axial coding led to the development of
seveal subcategories (representing the dimensional range of each major category)
deconstructed from each major category. In this chapter, the analysis under each
subcategory accounts for the relational statement between that subcategory and its
corresponding jor category. Relational statements form regularities fofiraé
theory.The dagrams bew display the major categoriaad their relation to each
subcategory based on the dimensional range of the properties defining the major
category.

Figure8: Properties and subcategories of major category #1
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Figure9: Properties and subcategories of major categdry #
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Selective coding resulted in the development of the core categories diméltigeory.

The core categories are the central principles of the theory, and relate to each major
category. The core categories for this grounded theory are: (1) Jewish community, (2)
Jewish cultural sustainability, and (3) environmental sustainalilitgse core categories
are briefly described below.

Jewish community is both a prerequisite to and result of the socially created
spaces of the Jewish farming movement in Baltim@saidentified in the literature
above community is often a means andeand to small scalenvironmental and
agricultural initiatives Religiouscommunities and nonprofit organizations enable
diffusion and mobilization given their preexisting infrastructure, and extensive access to
resources (cultural, human, financial), andial networks The Jewish community of
Baltimore and the Jewish environmental, food, and farming community are sources for
these resources establishing andiffusing the Jewish farming movementBaltimore
The Jewish farming movement in Baltimasalsoa social spacproducinga new
Jewish community, based on a common interest in the environment and sustainable
agriculture. This consequential Jewish community spans denominational boundaries and
includes members of the Jewish population who aretimadily underrepresented in
Jewish communal life.

Jewish cultural sustainability is a second core category defining this grounded
theory.Cultural sustainability is a cultural group or an individual's attempt to maintain
cultural distinction amongst ampen and liberal democratic sociefs reviewed in the
literature, ;ncethe European Enlightenment, Jews have been increasingly incorporated

(politically, economically and socially) into the majgrgocieties in which they live, and
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have had two option® retain ethnic distinction: recreate social and physical boundaries
between Jews and outside groups, or choose separatha dedisonlewish areas of life
The vast majority of American Jews have adopted the latter, which has included
involvement in Jewgh organizationddowever, theorganization®nce acting aspaces

for Jewish cultural sustainability have today declined in membeasiupopularity. br
many American Jewdewish life has become increasingly about the individual and
his/her interestéas explained through the "sovereign self"). The Jewish farming
movement in Baltimoreffersnontraditional spacgor Jewish cultural connection based
on personal interests in the environment and sustainable agriculture.

The final core categorgefining tis grounded theory is environmental
sustainability Environmental sustainability is defined here after the United Nation's
World Commission on the Environment and Development, or the Bruntland Report:
"development that meets the needs of the presentwitioonpromising the ability of
future generations to meet their own needs" (WECD 1%&/eviewed in the literature,
actiontowards environmental sustainkilyias enacted by policymakeo$ten fails to
address individuaevel barriers to living "greeh Communitybased organizations have
the ability to ease some thfe barriers tgoro-environmental livingThe Jewish farming
movement in Baltimore operates through commuhbéged organizations (the Pearlstone
Farm and other Baltimore Jewish institutions) that break many external and internal
barriers to living an environmentally sustainable lifestyle.

The final groundedheoryfrom this researcts constructed from the major, sub, and
core categoried he Jewish farming movement in Baltimore is a space that is the result of

social processes, and also resulted in new social processes, all of which are embedded
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thethreecore categories afewish community, Jewish cultural sustainability, and
environmentakustainability. Therefore, this social space (like all space) is both the result

of and the precondition to the production of society (Lefebvre 1991)cdiee major,

and subcategories are the elements explaining the JFM in Baltimore as a socially
produced space. In explaining these regularities, the researcher is moving beyond the idea
of space as an alincompassing object, and adopts Tim Unwin's suggestiat

geographers "need not just to refer to the production of space, but rather to the processes
by which specific experienced phenomena are produced in particulartgpagoral

contexts" (1992, 204). In grounded theory research, the final theoryabadhere to a
Astrict formula, o and may be a descriptive
Corbin 1998). This research presents the final theory in both formats. The model below
presents the theory in a diagram format, and the analysis watenajor category in

this chapter presents the theory in a narrative format. Chepteuses the theory

devel oped in this c maepesearchquestions.nswer t hi s s
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Figurell: Theoretical diagram key

Major category 7 Core
atement Category
Property Property g

Yellow border represents the JFM in Purple border represents the social processes

Maroon border represents the social
processes that the JFM in Baltimore, as a
new social space, has produced

Baltimore as a socially produced space that produced the JFM in Baltimore as a new
social space
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Figurel2: Theoretical diagram of the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces
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Theremainder of this chapter is structured around the three major categories. Each major
category is deconstructéased on itsimensional range in the form sfibcategories
which are used as relational statements in the final theory.
4.1. Major category #1:establishmentsupported by Jewish institutions

Major category #1 wasaurated using open interviewgreyand scholarly
literaturereviews and structured interview®pen theoretical sampling initially took
pl ace through the resear chethélwighmovemment cont a
inBaltimore.Fo |l | owi ng St r suggestionthennitial @tervidween \bese
selected based on the researcherods access
no theory yet existed from whido guide sampling (1998\fter rudimentaryproperties
and dimensionwere identifiedthe researchenoved torelational/variational theoretical
sampling intentionally seleehg additional intervieweewho varied dimensionallgased
ontheirinvolvement in the Jewish farmingnovement irBaltimore otherJewish
organizationsn Baltimore,andotherJewishenvironmental, food, and farming
organization®lsewhereTo fully saturate the first major category, the researcher used
discriminatetheoretical samplingy systematically comparing the emerging theory with
conceptdrom thegrey and scholarliiterature as well as wittdata fromstructured
interviewees from other, similar movements in Baltimditee literature reviews and
structured interviewsere usedo raise sensitivity about the properties defining the
developing theory. Once senséito these propertiegheoreticalaturationvas reached
by filling in underdeveloped categories through "review of memos or raw data, looking
for data that might have been overlooked" (Strauss and Corbin 1998Th8&&)iagram

below shows the theoreticeghmpling fo major category #1.
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Figurel3: Theoretical sampling for ajor category #1
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Discriminate theoretical sampling "might mean returning to old sites, documents, and persons..." (Strauss and Corbin 1998, 211). Previously
collected data provide a mechanism for theoretical sampling. For example, "It is not unusual in the early stages of a project for the investigator
to overlook the significance of certain events. Later, when more sensitivity has developed, the investigator can legitimately return to data and
recode them in light of these new insights” (Strauss and Corbin 1998, 206). Making theoretical comparisons is a tool used in grounded theory
to help develop new sensitivities to the properties and dimensions defining a category (Strauss and Corbin 1998).
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Major category #1 is embeddedah core categories he Pearlstone Farm was created
amidst contexts of Jewish cultural sustainability andironmental sustainability, and its
programs seek to enhance both. Additionally, Jewish communities played significant roles in the
creation of the Pearlstone Farm, by providing resources and supipeftgures below display
the properties and subcabeges of major category #1, as well asatsitribution tothe final
theory.

Figurel4: Properties and subcategories of major category #1
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Figurel5: Major category #1 in the final theory

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces
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4.1.1. Property: reason for cration
A Jewish educational farm was created in Reisterstown, Marglandsttwo larger

contexts Jewish social change and ieased environmental awarend3st of these contexts

came goalef enabling both Jewish culturahd environmental sustainabili#n interviewee

describes the duality of the Pearlstone Farm's sustainability goals in saying:
"“Thisi dea of sustainability doesnd} mean the
Farm, but what survival means in general within the Jewish community. So now

the Fam has become a role model for greater sustainability and sustainability in
the Jewish community as welllh(erviewee #8, 20)1

until November 2012, the Pear | $nt20lD the Fearlstome @eater's c al | ed t |
strategic planning led to a closer alignment of the Farm to the Center, and, "wedtopfKayam Farm' name and

became a more holistic entity known as the Pearlstone Center" (Our Story Continued Pearlstone Centéair3013).

of the interviews for this research were conducted prior to November 2012, and therefore interviewees referred to

the Pearl stone Farm as the AKayam Farm, 0 or #fAKayam. o TI
AKayamo with APearl stoneo in this and several quotes t|
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Thesetwo separatebut influential contextssurroundinghe establishmenof the Jewish farming
movement in Baltimorareiteratedthrough subcategoridsl and 1.2elow.
4.1.1.1.Subcategoryl.1: period of Jewish social change
The American Jewish community is changidgws like other religious groups in
America,are usinghew mechanisms to find meanitigatare basedn personainterpretations
and take place in nontraditional spacHse Jewish farming movemetiteates new spaces far
new "way to be Jewish" based on interest in the environamehagriculturelntervieweesn this
research descriltbis newsocialcontextas aninfluential factorin bringing theJewish farming
movemento Baltimore.As an interviewee explains
A Bing a Conservative, Orthodox, Reform Jew is not as meaningful for people
today as it used to band the lines are extremely blurred between what people are
and what they ddBeing Jewish today is a voluntary choice, and we need to
provide Jews with a choice of being Jewastvay they want to be Jewisfhe
Jewish people will not look the same asytdal 50 yearsagotl6s a changi ng
g r o umpedviewee #1, 2001
T h e ‘fimaayyewsvant to be Jewisls changing froomembership irtraditional
organizations tmew methodsf participation innontraditionalspacesAn interviewee
contrastedhe new'way to be Jewish" through the Pearlstone Faath traditional forms
explaining that othe Farm"You 6r e not sitting in a synagogue
(Interviewee #4, 2001 O0therinterviewes describehenewJewish social contexesponsible
for the Pearl stone Farmdés establishment:
i J e wnstgubionalcommunal life is not what it was 20, 30, 40 years ago, and in
many ways is struggling éJeishicanmunalngage ment
lifeisdroppingSo t her eds, ao Wwhw?3 Hisomodof bei ngéwhat os
being fulfilled thatiscausingpep | e t o engag®hhésarangebets?

|l ooking for?6 And 6éhow do we provide a Jud
keeps people engaged mterdeweetibg2dddes mor e peop
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AThe synagogue and other Jewish institutio
especially young people, this connectibay desiré Interviewee #1, 2011

Interviewees descrilthe Jewish farming movemeas a way to satisfy those changing needs
and wants in Jewishommunal engagemerito many who are dissatisfied with the status quo,
thePearlstone Farm is a space thavidesfis o met hi ng t hat i s engaging
bel ong to a syonamge®gwkat whenadminmat i ethisisdneyor e |
living,br eat hi ng Kk ilmetviewet #2,J2011 lake manyproframs that attract an
individualized, 21 century population, thBearlstondarmis not based off organizational
memberkip. Rather than belonging to an organizationteben s i der ed AJdhei shl y
Fasamuses a universal concept, sust aiawythrbugre agr i c
educationaprogrammingwith fewerlong termfinancial and sociatommitments than
traditionalmechanisms alewish engagemef(interviewee #4, 20)1An interviewee explains,
ilt s very much | i ke a D. | . YheJeWishwarnsing mevenseidt ( | nt
is a space thatrovides many Jewsho were previoug uninvolved in Jewish communal life
with a new A whmtgrvidwee #b, 8001 e wi s ho (
4.1.1.2. Subcategory 1.2period of increased environmental awareness

Theestablishmenof the Jewish farming movement in Baltimonas also influenced by
thelarger secular environmentahd sustainable agricultuneovemensin the United States
Industrial agriculture has reached a point of environmental,aistenvironmental and
agricultural issues aiacreasingly addressed by commurgyel actorsn addition to those at
larger scalesinterviewees were quick to acknowledge the larger, secular environmental
movement's influence on the creation of the Pearlstone Farm. &pkxiningwhy the Farm
was ceated, an interviewee emphasizésfir e a | | ngto disconrd society as a wholell A

the issues in terms of living greener and eating healthier have been a trend for the2past 15
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years, and how much is it society in general and Jews a@ jugi a r t Itdrviewee #1t ? 0

(

201]). A second interviewemakesasimilarclaimfi As [t he environmental ]

secularly, naturally more Jews as members of secular society become interestechio s e
(Interviewee #3, 2001 Several otheintervieweeemphasize the larger environmental and
sustainable agricultumaovements' influence on tleeeation of thd”earlstone Farm

AWe candét ignore the fact that a whol
farms. [The Jewish farming movement] idesirefor something authentic and

real and part of the movement towagiseening and the green movementdA
think Judaism is | aid on t onteradweet hat
#1, 201).

e

SSsSue

seg

ooki

AFood and health were st absdatsiohng t o become p

environmentglbut aside from the environmentpkeople who care about health
and are neurotic about food and stuff, tapping into that stream and culture”
(Interviewee #2, 2001

"And alot of this stuff is pervasive anyways in mainstreautiure, with lots of
different farmers markets happenjagd people talking about sustainability and
agriculture all the time"lterviewee #4, 2011

"My guess is that [the Jewish farming movement] would have to do with a
yearning fora certain recorgction to lanebased values and an investigatidn o

food values and food systemsadan awareness that being in this countrg as
whole, food is a social issure additionto being an ecological issuend | think

that Jews in general tend to be at threfimnt of social issues. And so | guess it
makes sense that the two would come together and happening through a Jewish
lens" (nterviewee #3, 2001

"And then, so, the food movemeand specifically the Jewish food movement
think is something that o@e out of that [secular] awareness in large part"
(Interviewee #5, 2001

Thelarger environmental movement is "working its Wwagrosslewish organizationrough

the Jewistenvironmental, foogand farmingnovements
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4.1.2. Property: new programming

The production of th@earlstone Farras a new space hewolved the creation of new
Jewishand environmental programminbhe Jewish farming movement ggimarily educational
in its purposeAccording to an interviewee,

"You coul d al msheducatomafF br mt ngheovément . 6 The

contemporary Jewish farming movements have been Jewish farmers: Jews, who

farm. | think this movement is deftely educational in its impdt{interviewee

#2, 2011 emphasis on original).

As a 501(c)(3) noprofit organizationaccording to the IRS tax codie Pearlstone Center has
a religious and educational mission. As a program of that nonprofit organizhg&edrlstone
Farmoffersexperientiabrogrammingor Jewish ad environmetal educationThe Pearlstone
Farm'snewprogrammingdalls underthe core category dsustainability’ asit provides asource
for Jewish cultural sustainability and environmental sustainability.

The vast majority of Pearlstone Farm programmirggrisctured anéducational.
Studentsf all agescome out and enjoy the land and learn in an agricultural seft@aglstone
Farm programming is categorizedthis researclstraditionallyenvironmentahgricultural
programming reinterpreted and reapglihrough a Jewish lens, amnaditionally Jewish
programming reinterpreted and reapplied through an environrfeggriallturallens.Both
approaches seek to enhance relevancy and meaning for program parti€ipafarm's
environmental/agriculturgdrogrammingframed through a Jewish lesseks to increagbe
relevancy othe environment and sustainable agriculforeparticipantsvhose Judaism informs
aspects of the secular worlat who wish to engage with the environment in a Jewish social
spaceThe Farm's Jewish programming framed through an environrfegriatlturallensseeks

to addto the relevancy of Jewish cultuaad religionfor those who find the environment and

agriculture personally meaningfudr who wish to engage in Jewish commutiiough an
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outdoor spacéAn intervieweee mp hasi zes the Farmdés relevancy f
explaining that programming "tailored to meet the needs of specific congregations and
organi zations, so thereds a | ot of relevancy.
which shows you dondét have to be of a anertain
pl ace t o hav ntervidaweeni® 20d)liAsagdndntevieweedescribes apecific
case 0 hi g hl i gadaptationd eiffereraaudiedces order to be relevant
ASo, on the one side, we getom®outhhredox scho
because maybe theydve been studying the Ta
want to come out and see what that actually looks like on a farm. And maybe
these students dondét have such a relations
giving thema hands on experience and getting them excited about tha¢ing g
them engaged withthaAnd t hen from the flip side of t|
group of Reform kids, who haveaybeheard of the Talmud, righfhey come
out her e b e dtedalsoet this bewishidviroamestad farm
experience.& t hey come out here because thatos w
we 6r e | [thelaw offpah&b here we have this law in the Torah saying
you have to set this corner of your field
great lesson plan, because it demonstrates that the Talmud is a really important
and a needecomplemento the Torah. So natnly in Reform, but on that general
side. That that | evel of Jewish study and
expose them to the Talmudhterviewee #5, 201, lemphasis on original).
Pearlstone Farmprogrammingoffers relevant connections to &isin and the environment for
participantdrom different background3 he Farmprovidesnewspaces fodewish education
and communityhroughexperiential programminghaped by thenvironment and agriculturas
well as spacefor environmental educatiostructured around meaningfulcultural template.
4.1.2.1. Subcategory 1.3traditionally environmental/agricultural programming through a
Jewish lens
The Pearlstone FarosesJewish textso inform and interpret perspectives agriculture

and the environmenEnvironmental topics for interpretation include (but are not limited to)

justice, diversity, efficiency, botany, population, hydrological cycles, wilderness, plant
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domestication, consumption choices, ecology, environmentaisthurban sustainability
(Community EducationPearlstone Center 201F)or examplein a Pearlstone Farfasson plan
entitled 'Mashiv HaRuach U'Morid HaGasheghor "Who Makes the Wind Blow and the Rain
Fall,"

"Participants explorevater and the water cycle, and how people and pféams

They experience water in various physical states of matter and learn the Jewish

relationship to water and raiChai Ve'Kayam Curriculum 2011, 35).
Jewish primary texts and concepts fraedecational conterdffered througtthe Farm's daylong
field trips andmore intensive programkong terms programs include thanual Beit Midrash
conference, through whigharticipants us@ewish primary textto learn about and discuahat
Judaisnmsays aboutthe environmentsocial jusice, and agricultureExamples of conference
sessions from the 2012 Beit Midrash include, "The Garden of Eden, Agricultural Revolution, and
the Messianic Ideal,” and "Kilayim and Permaculture: Compliments or CounterpensBeit
Midrash isa national egnt thathas increasingly grown since its inception in 2009, and is now a
3-5 dayaffair with 200+ participantslhe Farm'sSummer Kollel is a secondore intensive
programusingJewish primary texts to interpretvironmental concept$he Kollel is asummer
long immersive program in which participants from different ages, educational backgranchds
Jewish denominations study issues of food justice, food sysémahsgriculture based on
lessons frontield-experts and religious texts

A Jewishinterpretation of the environmeiaind agricultures alsoapplied to the structure
of the Pearlstone Farm, thaseating a Jewisbultural landscapd=or example, th€arm
physically implements the Talmudic law kifayim (which prohibits the mixing of certain
species) by restricting certain crops from being planted within a given disthotteers Other

Jewish cultural influences on the Farm's landscapeethrough linguisticstructura) and social
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featuresFor exampe, Hebrew language and biblicaferencesre apparerthroughouthe
landscape, includinglots signsnamed after books of the Torah and the garden beike<srops
in the shape of Hebrew lettefthe imagedelow display the Pearlstone FarnGah Ald Bat"
or "Alef Beit Garden" (raisedarden boxethat each represent a letter of the Hebagphabey,
and a plot sign erited "Beresheit" or "Genesis."

Figurel6.: T h e Pe ar | sGamAtekEBeifAkrBeitdGarden)photo by Rachel Berndtson)

FigurelZ.T he Pe ar | Bereshedlotfphatorhy Rachel Berndtson)
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In addition tolinguistic featuresstructuresalsoadd to thelewishspaceFarmstructures include
aJewish calendar gardemsukkah busts of Abraham, Isagand Jaob atopthe mtriarch's

vineyard and five Farm entrances reflecting the five books of the TatadJewish calendar
gardenconsists ofwelve raised beds representing the twelve months of the Jewish calendar. In
each raised bed, crops are planted that symbiblezdewish holidays occurringthin than

month. The photo below displays the calendar garden.

Figurel8: ThePearlstone Fartns J ealendar grden(photo by Rachel Berndtson)

The farm'ssukkah(circledin the photdoelow) is a gazebdooking structure witla roof
constructed out of earthen materials that shades those inside from the sun. The sigdah is
during the Jewish holiday of Sukkots@nify the temporary shelters the Jews used when

wandering in the wildernessoim Egypt to Israel.
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Figurel9 T he Pe ar | suklkamphotdby Rach@lBerndtson)

)

Abraham, Isaac and Jacob are the three patriarchs from the Thesthbusts on the Pearlstone

Farm patriarch's vineyard ac&cled inthe photdoelow.

Figure20: The Pearlstone FarénRatriarch's Vineyar@photo by Rachel Berndtson)
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The Jewish cultural landscape on tleafstone Farms also reflected through crop varieti€sr
example, prior to Sukkot, the Farm growsitaus fruit called an "etrqjused in Sukkot rituals.
The photo below displays an etrog teethe Pearlstone Farm.

Figure21: An etrog tee on the Pearlstone Fa(photo by Rachel Berndtson)

Lastly, the Farmdés participants addJewish t
dressSome Farm participants wear yarmulkefiead coverings, dress modestly, and don
beardspeyot(sidelocks or side curls on the head)zittzit (knotted fringeghat frame the four
corner of a Jewish prayer shawl)
4.1.2.2. Subcategory 1.4Traditionally Jewishprogramming through an environmental/
agricultural lens
Many cultural groups are highly integrated into Western and liberal society, yet also
maintin their cultural distinction, and cultural education is one mechanism for doifgeso.
Pearlstone Center sscommurity-based cultural organizatidhat (throughts program, the
Pearlstone Farm) offeraultural educatiofior cultural sustainabilityThe Pearlstone Farm offers

informal Jewisheducation intemeted and applied to througim environmental and agricultural
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l ens to create 0Je wSinsethe 0905 NocttuAmerigadesvish educat i on
institutional leaders and philanthropisive showmnterest in Jewish education as a means for
Jewish cultural sustainability, and Jewish environmental edudadi®ibeen lauded due to its
experiential natureBy offering Jewish agriculturalnd environmentaducation, te Pearlstone
Farmsatisfiesa popuationinterested in the environmeamd sustainable agricultur@nd at the
same time @opulation interested in Jewish education as means for Jewish cultural sustainability.
An interviewee describggrogramming asatisfying this latter populatiorssying

" 1 & $igwificant kind of new Jewish education. So within the Jewish world

outside of people concerned with environmental sustainability and agriculture, but

who are concerned with Jewish continuity and Jewish identity, sort of cultural

survivaland cultural growth and vibranc&ndin a time when the 2010 Jewish

community study in Baltimore showed masses of people not affiliated with

synagogues anymore, and lots of interfaith couples and lots of children of

interfaith couples not doing anythidgwish anymore'lifterviewee #2, 2011

emphasis on original
A secondntervieweer ecogni zes the Pearl|l stone Farmdés rol
education. He describéise Farm as,

Avery instrument al i n recogeitort of thechuge he 1 nspir a

potential that Jewish garden education has as a means of Jewish education. And

also for sure a lot of excitement nationwide about Jewish community gardening as

a means of Jewish educatioiritérviewee #5, 201

The Pearlstone a's Jewishagricultural educational curriculum includesctions on
agricultural lawdrom the Torah and Talmudnd new environmental interpretations of Jewish
holidays and rituald_essors cover Jewish agricultural lawshich may not have otherwise been
includedin informal Jewish educatiomnd also reinterpret thaws' practicality in contemporary
society.For example, the laws téket(letting the fallen pieces of produce to be collected by the

poor) andpeah(markig t he corners of oneds field to be h

put into practice due to tHea r nufaldocation and Zicentury societal norms. As an
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intervieweeexplains"Thepoor dondét | ive out hereo and Aif
who is going to come out hered¢oo | | e mterviewee*H, 20001 Pearlstone Farm
participantgdiscuss and debate such contemporary issues surrounding the ancient laws.
Educationapr ogr ammi ng i s delivered and developed b
agricultural/environmental educatoii$ie Farmalsomakes its educational content accessible to
Jewish educators across the country by selling curricula and héed@dicigettraining workshops.
ThePear | st oowec uFarrincbusl um f or JewiGlaiagVe @Kidyamal
features fAexperiential | essons in Jewish agri
schools, camps, gardens and farms around the
hosts an annual EarGhildhood Education Conference, which @siducators from across the
countryfor several days ofewish emironmental education training.

Jewishholidays anditualstake on new meaning when interpreted and applied
environmentally on the Pearlstone Failthevaluesbehind the ritua remain bu, as an
interviewee describe,i n t er ms of waywe doahingshat makesitrdesv k e t he
(Interviewee #4, 201lemphasis on originalpn example ofatraditional Jewish tual practiced
in a newenvironmental "way" ishte Farm's Sustainable Simcha workshdpeworkshops offer
ways to figreend oneb6s Bar or Bat Mitzvah by r
event. The Farm's monthBosh Chodeshc el ebr ati ng the fAhead of th
structured arood an environmental interpretation, as they are meamtrtoect the passing of
time with the land and seasoi$e Farm also offers programmgiaround Jewish holidays
(including PassoveSukkot,Tu B 6 Av a n dwith afocBstrsdustamabdgriculture

and the environmemh contemporary society
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4.1.3. Property: Jewishinstitutional support

Two Jewish communities provided the support necessary to create the Jewish farming
movement in Baltimore, and still providepgport to maintain it there. The arghe Jewish
community of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Area and the Jeamginonmental, food, and
farmingcommunity.The Jewishinstitutionalsupportenablingthe establishmenof the Jewish
farming movement in Baltimore feedsetsecond coreategoryinth s r esear ch, fJewi
communityo These two communities have provided support fod#d in Baltimore through
capacity resources and power resources.
4.1.3.1Subcategory 1.5:capacity resources

A new manifestation of the Jewish farming movement was successful in Baltimore due to
the capacity resourcgzovided by thelewishcommunity of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan
Areaand theJewishenvironmental, food, and farmimgmmunity The Baltimore Jewish
community has a very strong and wetinnectegrofessionahetwork that led thevay for
planning the Pearlstone Farithe Jewish Community Federation of Baltimore, also called the
Associatedlis at the forefront of thisstitutional supportas it is the main hub fdewish
communal life inBaltimore.Several interviewees commedton the strength and organization
of the Associated as a unique featur¢hef Baltimore Jewish community:

The AssocMERYW@d giue ano filfevierghind aaa aanyahing

Jewish happening in Baltimore is tisdsome way to the Associatdebr sure

any sort of institutionally Jewish thing connected to the Associated

(Interviewee #5, 201, lemphasis on origingl

ABut [the Bal ti mjrhege ane@iwmamyhways thrvimgand at y

strong network, and strongntervieee#st ruct ur e
2011).
ABut the Baltimore Jewish community is one

The Baltimore Jewish community is very strom@rough programs and, like, the
Associated, we have a very stgprronnected Jewish communiBearlstone,
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Camp Milldale is right t herneviewed#hs, JCC i s o
20117).

The Associ aereanpassasarytlewsibrganizatonsin Baltimore including the
Pearlstoe Center.nterviewees poinio boththe Associated and the Pearlstone Cester
institutionscritical to theJFM'ssucces$n Baltimore For examplein describing why the
Pealstone Farm works in Baltimore amerviewee state

Al mean, T.HThe]FearldtengCater] prine] Pearlstone [Centeid

SO significant fofthe Farm]! The paperworkthe finances, the captive audience

for peopl e dntemeweg#2t20)l st ay o (

The Jewistenvironmental, food, and farmirmgmmunity was also critical to the Pearlstone
Farm's establishmerihdividualsand institutions from this communiprovided original and
continued support through well trained staff members, participamtsvolunteersThese two
institutional communities enabled the capacity for creating the Pearlstone Farm by providing
land, financialand human resources.

Landfor the Pearlstone Faria aresourcgrovided by the Jewish community of
Baltimore The Pearlstone Farm isclated on the grounds of the PearlstGeateri a 160 acre
stateof-the-art Jewish facilitjocated in the rural setting &eisterstownMaryland with
overnight @commodations, conference spa@nd anndustrialcertified-kosher kitchen. The
Associatedwns this landand the adjacent land on which Camp Milldale (a second Jewish
organization within the Associated) is locatethddrthe Ass ci at edds i nstituti on
negotiations took place to transfer land from Camp MilldalhnePearlstoné€enterto create a
farm. Interviewees recognize the availability of this spacafastureuniqueto the Pearlstone

Farm compared to othéFM sites in the United Staté&hile otherJewish communities host

community gardens, the Pearlstone Farm's settingitgteuand institutional supporhake it
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unique.As an interview explains, the community garden model can be easily replicated in other

Jewish communities, but:

Al dondot think this is possible everywhere
everywhereWe have 160 acres. We have a Jewish r
minutes fromamaj or Jewi sh popul ation center. Youb

factors crystallizing in one placplusthe strength and organizatiand financial
resources of the Baltimore Jewish communi't
2011, emphasis on original).
AwWedbre 5 miles, between 8 and 20 minutes,
on a farm surrounded by rdhatanmSyougdtou coul dno
other communities to have the type of setting we have, a rural farm five minutes
from a heavy metropolitan Jewish community
the country that would match upo (I ntervie
A second interviewe makes a similar observation, explaining why the Pearlstone Farm
provides a different JFM experience the Jewish Community Gardens in Baltimore.
AANd [a Pearlstone Farm employee] and | have kind of joked about putting [the
Pearlstone Farm] out of busineéd.the sudden people have beautiful flourishing
Jewish educational gardens at their institutions. Why are they going to drive out
30 to 40 minutes to come out here? And there are a lot of reasons why and
institutions have camtadamuleas tan d agr arhgdas ittt
(Interviewee #3, 2011).
Capital is asecondesourcegrovided by the Baltimore Jewish communifyccording to
an interviewee, fiwhen we talk about the Farm
crasstotalk aboutitml y i n terms of gifts and money, but
(Interviewee #1, 20)1TheAssociated ivitalt o t he Pear | st one Far més f
annual capital fundraising campaigns, the Associated collects money from donors and
redistribues it to Jewislorganizationsn Baltimore.This process allows Baltimore Jewish
organizationgmany of which are nonprofits) to avoid asking the same donors for money, thus

reducing the competition for fundBetween 2010 an?l011,the Associated collected $26.4

million from foundations and philanthropic fun@fsssociatets Center for Funds and
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Foundation2013. Although the Pearlstone Farm receives only a small share of these funds, the
extent of the totahmountexemplifies the Asociated'svell-organized system of philanthropic
developmentAn interviewee explainthe annual capital funding campaigrocess
AOne of the big things the Associated does
financially. One of the min things they dds collect.So the Associated has its
annual capital funding campaigns, and then allocates that money to all the various
institutionseveryyea® nd | dondét know what the process
their process of who arttbow and how much and allah And one of the main
reasons for why they dothatandwhy 6 s succesffeulAsisocwiat edeét
Virtually any Jewish institution and agenc)
nonprofits so what this avoids in every agency askiih¢gha same peopltor
money. 9, instead, the Associated asks for money from all the key players in the
Baltimore Jewish community, and then decides tmat money should be
al | o claterveder #5, 201
In order tooriginally establisithe Pearlstone Farm, The Pearlstone Center sought money from
the Associatedvhich helped to locate thirst Farm funderThis individual'scontributions led
to the construction ad Pearlstond-arm greenhouse, outdoor kitchen facjlapd several farm
employee salariehesame fundecontinues to annually donagebstantial amounts. Other
startup funds came through the strong and-e@tinected network of donors within the
Baltimore Jewish communityAn interviewee explans A Once youyogeangebane f un
bunch of othersThey talk to each other, they grew up together, these are all local family
foundations, so when you get one Ideawveweetdl,ti ng vy
2011]). The Baltimore Jewish Environmental Networks EBL, which is connected to the
Associated, hosted a forum through whichrbly createdPearlstone Farm could seek initial
funding.BJEN is a committee of Jewish, environmeraald advocacy representatives from
Baltimore and the state of Maryland, wreek to enhance the understanding of Jewish

environmentalism and provide a hub for resources, advocacy and mobiliZeimurt (s,

Baltimore Jewish Environmental Netwa2k13. An interviewee emphasizes the importance of
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the Balti more Jewicimlc ammuwruirtcyeés tfoi nAle Pearl s
these foundations and individual donors, their commitment to making this real, has allowed us to
move from one personeéto a fltelviewee#1ln28)lst af f wor
Lastly, theBaltimoreJewishcommunity and the Jewisgimvironmental, food, and
farmingcommunityplay keyrolesin securinghuman capital for the Pearlstone Fakaman
capitalincludesPearlstone Farmprogramparticipants, volunteerand staff An interviewee
describesheBaltimore Jewish communidys in locategprogram participantsaying fithe
Jewish community of BaltimorkS the network that not just supported bst, like, linked us to
all these differengroup® Interviewee #2, 201, lemphasis on originalThe Associated and
otherJewish institutions in Baltimorering a steady stream @&fearlstone Farmparticipants, who
come regularly foprograms organized through their day schools, synagogues, youth groups,
JCCs and other organaions. The Jewish community of Baltimore is also esséantsgdcuringa
volunteer baséhatis critical to the Farm's operatiohhe Jewish Volunteer Connection (JVC) (a
program of the Associated) a source omany Pearlstone Farm voluntedrgerviewees
describe theole of theJVC and other Associated programs in finding Farm volunteers:
APl us Baltimore i s bl eseJewshMVoluntder an or gani z
ConnectionSo the JVC serves as an outlet in the Jewistmaonity for volunteer
service.The Assomted created this organizatiaand it was a perfect match for
the[PearlstonefFarm for planting, harvesting, weeding, selling produce at
farmers markets, to add value to foods webo
young and olderelwi s h peopl e ilmerviehee #lc20Ymuni t y o (
AAnd t he [ J eQonnectohbdsichlly paitséeheirvolunteers with

other places in the Jewish netwdbksed on volunteer interesBo if anyone is
ever interested ilnswoandkitimegvewdeted 20file (t hey 6 |

AAnd the Associated provides a |l ot of volu
information out there for volunteers to know thadiistsThe r eason | 6m here
was familiar with Pearlstonéecause | had stayed here with a different

organi zation, which was the Dillar Organi z

consistent volunteers here working, until my mom told me she was involved in
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t he Chapter 2whibisemothirsAssGeratedagmpo Interviewee
#7, 201).

TheJewishenvironmental, food, and farmirggmmunityalsolocates Pearlstone Farm
participantsand volunteersOrganizationsvithin this communitysuch as Hazon, Teyand the
Jewish Farm Schoghdvertise Pearlstone Farm programming and events on their welmsites
listservs Theseoriginal and flagshiprganizationgrom the Jewishenvironmental, food, and
farmingcommunityhave alsaignificantlycontributed to thé&arm'sstaff. The Pearlstone

F a r mifias staffhad previously worked a@hese flagship institutionsvhich providel training
in farm managementarm operations, anaéwish environmental/agriculturaducation Many
subsequerPearlstone Farramployeesverealsopreviouslyinvolvedin Jewish environmental,
food, or farmingorganization®utside Baltimorelnterviewees acknowledge the influence of
these preceding organizations and programs on the Pearlstorig iaman resources:

Al t hi n keamihg€ent@rdérainad allot ofgpo p lineeviewee #4, 2011

AAdamah is churning out | eaders and educat

(Interviewee #2, 2011

"ltds I mportant t o r[theReglstonearmiitintee ne st
Jewish environmental movement, the Jewisidfmovement and the Jewish

farming movement. And not just conceptuabyt | personally was involved in

the Jewish environmental movement, the Jewish food movearghthe Jewish

farming movement, and | think thatos
farming movement emerging from these other movememt&ryiewee #2,
2011).

4.1.3.2. Subcategory 1.6 power resources

The Jewistcommunityof Baltimore and thdewishenvironmental, food, and farming
communityalsoprovided power resource®r the Pearlstond-arm Powerresourcsincludethe
JFM's previousiormalizationandinstitutionalization, sponsorship froraspected institutional

leadersanddemand from thdewish population of Baltimore.
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The enthusiasrto bring the Jewish farming movemetat Baltimorewas largely created
by theflagshiporganization®f the Jewistenvironmental, food, and farmimgmmunity These
organizationsupplied the original idea for the Jewishnfiamg movement, and astablished
and successful format for putting that idea to actitarly adopterdrom this community
normalized andhstitutionalized thelFM before it came to Baltimord@wo levels of
institutionalization occurred before the JFM was established in Baltimoreatbaal Jewish
environmental and food movements paved the way fonatienalJewish farming movement,
and thefirst JFM program, Adamataf the Isabella Freedman Retreat Cemélonnecticut)
paved the way for the Pearlstone Farm program at the Pear{Stnter.

The Jewish farming movemegtew out ofthe preceding Jewish food movement, which
grew out ofthepreceding Jewish environmental movement. As interviewgplain

AThe Je wimokeménts dafnitelygconsidered as a subset of the Jewish

food movement, which is a subset of the

(Interviewee #2, 2011

AThe Jewish farming movement i s a subset

movement, whichisalsoconnectt t o t he Jewi fhtervidweeod mov e me n

#5, 201).
The Jewish environmental and footbvementgrew and operateithroughflagship
organizations sth as théleva Learning Center and Hazon. Both organizations were founded in
the mid to late 1990s andmtinue to lead the national Jewish environmental commurtiky.
pioneering work done by these organizations led tdé¢wash environmental and food
movementsjrowing support and eventual normalization amotigsitNorth American Jewish
community as eviénced by the increasing number of institutional participdits.Jewish
environmental and food movements paved the way for the Jewish farming movEnesiirst

site at which the Jewish farming movement took pilaasthe Isabella Freedman Jewish Retreat
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Centerin Falls Village, CTthroughits Adamah fellowshiprogram Isabella Freedmaand
Adamabh institutionalized and normalized the Jewish farming movement before it diffused to
Baltimore. The institutions and indduals involved in the original Jewigmvironmental, food,

and farming movementsere critical to establishing the Pearlstone F&8averal interviewees

pointto actors from thesprecedingorganizationsne x pl ai ni ng t he Pearl ston

i [ THealstone Farm]jdéke,a di rect diffusion from the
(Interviewee #4, 2001

A

AWhen | think of the Jewish farming moveme

programs that have branched out of Isabella Freedman, Adandafieva. So |

think of [The Pearlstone Farm], and Jewish Farm School, and Eden Village, and a
new program in Boston, and Urban Adatmout in Berkeley, California.wd so

the people who are responsible for those programs for the most part have come
outtr ough | s ab e InteraiewEer#8, 20dIna n 0 (

AAnd [t he Pearl stone Farmbés creation] was

[name ofa Jewish environmental educator] anch@ane of asecond Jewish

environmental educator], who produced Isabella Freedamhnow you sort of

have this Teva/Adamah combination which is now like 25 young Jewish adults

who are passionate about this new way of being JeWishwere basially the

first outtpeaBearlstonk calletl @stbécause Teva was running

programsout of Pearlstond. A Pear | st o phe daaghterilwasy e e ] é

working at Isabella Freedman, so all these connections. So Teva, and his

daughter, and everyone was telling [the Pearlstone employee] you should do

somet hi ng albtervitwes #2, 2001one 0 (
The final quotedescribeghe PearlstoneFamdé s cr eat i on bAdamad on t he
connectionln 2005the Pearlstone Center became involved in the Jewish environmental
movement by hosting Teva Learning Center programs on its grounds. The foliemaintpe
Center became involved in the Jewish farming movement after an employee learned of the
Adamah farming fellowship at the Isabella Freedman Jewish Retreat Center, and was inspired to
create darm at the Pearlstone Center.

Thesupportive poweresource¢eading to the creation tiie Pearlstone Farrarealso

fueled by the Baltimore Jewish communitis supportcomes fronrespectedndividualsas
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opinion leadersand demand from the general populdeor to the creation of the Pearlstone

Farm the Jewish community of Baltimobegarto incorporate thenvironmental movement

into its structure and programminghe Baltimore Jewish Environmental Metrk was created

in 2006by Rabbi Nina Beth Cardin and other leaders irBakimoreJewish communityBJEN

hostedthe Pearlstoné-arm's firstpromotional eventintroducing it to institutional leaders in

Jewish BaltimoreAn i nt er vi ewee describes Rabbi Cardinbo

"Rabbi Nina Cardin, who had been the Jevidgtector at the JCC, had left the

JCC and was very interested in environmentalism, and had started to pull together
things in the community to make the Jewish community more aware of the
environment, sustainability, greening, things like that. So she madmmittee

of people from synagogues and institutions, myself included, as a part of the
steering committee [for BJEN]. She planned this conference at the JCC Owings
Mills, bringing together people from synagogues and Jewish institutions, and [a
Pearlstoe Farm employee] went to speak about Jewish food and food safety and
the Farm" [nterviewee #1, 201

Otherintervieweegite leadershiffrom the Baltimore Jewish community as a condition to the
Jewish farming movement's success in Baltimore

i A n o impoetant thing about Battiore is the Jewish Federation. The

Associated has really been initiathgutral to inteested. hey wer endgt doi ng a
buttrey wer endt s tubcprfain Asgociated emibeérd were very B

enthusiasticSo in many commities you have many people who would oppose

this, &édwhat are you doi eemoneymedsthis ng money
and BSbathéatés unique about Baltimore, we h
and wedr e movi(intgrvieiveertdy20)ld on it o

"The reason thgBaltimorelwa s r i pe do e s niihalargedeswvish have t o
population.lt also has to do with the values of the people of Baltimore, the Jewish

community and the Jewish leadership of Baltimore. | know that Ralolai Bleth

Cardin sartedthe BJENa nd sheds been a |l ong proponent
Jewish BaltimoreSo having people who are allies and working on similar things,

is another reason why Baltimore is rip&itérviewee #3, 20])1

AThereds a | ot dftigmad tamidn gsh aabBouts oBanuc h
work is. Day school teache@nd JCC professionaland local Jewis community

professionals aréol kavod theyreeeallywork hard and are committed to this

and for this movement to really make an impact spiritually, culturally,

intellectuallyand e nv i r dntemiewee #2,|201¢emphdsis on origingl
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In some cases, opinion leadership is built into Pearlstone pragnamming to ensure its
longevity and success. For example, the Jewish Community Garden Collective, (a program of the
Pearlstone Farm through which Baltimore Jewish institutions (including synagogues, schools and
JCCs) create and maintain their own camnity gardensjequires each institution involved to
have three figarden captains, o who are members
and the Pearlstone Farm. The Farm requires at least one of the three garden captains to be a
Jewishinsti ut i onal | eader i n permahencyAstapintesviewaer e t he (¢
explains, Community Gardening captains:

Acould be a | ay |l eader, but the idea behin

working with a day school and you have two very entsigi parents and a
teacher as your garden captains and they start the garden and year one goes by.

And year two, -lps$ bdat salyetihesthigheiron say 06\
new swimming pool. Whereb6s it geoing to go?
there? | havenodot heard of any garden! Who

kind of a preventative measure, but also someone with power and clout and has

been with the institution a while. So we thought that would be a good idea for

what | just said ashalso for securing finances and being a decision maker.

Someone who can pull the strings if necess
new project that has to go through a |l ot o
(Interviewee #3, 2011).

Supportfor thePearlstone Farm fromvell-establishe@pinionleadersopensthe Farnup to

those who may bensureaboutthe nontraditional spacdewish farming is ne and edgy, but

the Associatednd the Jewish institutional leadeveo sponsoiand promote the Pearlstone Farm
areinstitutionalized, tréitional, andrespectedAs aninterviewee describes:

ASometi mes the things tltingsthaagiveeusus very tr
strength[Baltimore has] a very strong [Jewish] Federation, and this centrafizatio

may t ake away isPewsmfardingisemethingtthaténay get

people more involved and donating and acting in the comg®@it is [Jewish

farming] something that givespple such a sense of individualism that they can

be acting on t heir oboommuaitprdspahsbilitiesPhehave a se
way that[the Pearlstone Farngl x i st s with support from [Bal't
Jewish community here, through the Assaeidt, t hr ough our Feder ati
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way in which itds acting botlhtervieweemat i ve an
#9, 201).

The nstitutional supportliscussed here &gy to bringing the Jewish farming movemetat
Baltimorealso plays a role in tHeearlstone Farmdiffusion within and beyondBaltimore The
concept of opinion leadershigp discussed in more detail in sectidr? describing the
mechanisms through which the Pearlstone Farm diffuses.

Enthusiasm for the Pearlstone Farm is not limiteidgtitutionalleaders. According to
intervieweesthe geneal Baltimore Jewislpopulace also fuels this suppdks described by

interviewees:

Alt 6s I mportant to recogni z[&the Hearlstoné he v ast
Farm] is reactivePeoplewere calling us to set up field trips before there was a
faamlSo it 6s a grearespoedghnlg, tandowewuaréeéy de

(Interviewee #2, 2011

"Everybody hereas very enthusiastic aboutt.ther e6s nobody here whoo
A nlo d o n dotbe axparnof @ Interviewee #6, 2001

Although the second quoitganover exaggeratigrthe Pearlstone Farm is responding to
community demands for Jewish environmental and agricultural education, and this external

support has fueled its success.

4.2. Major category #2: diffusion pathways

Major category #2 was saturated using open intewyistuctured phone interviesy
online surveysgrey and scholarly literature revievas)dsemistructurednterviews The
researcher used open theoretical sam@imgngstheinitial open interviewes. Once the
researcher identified properties atichensionsrelational/variational theoretical sampling was
used tocollect data fronadditional open and structured phone interviewkasvariedoy

individual vs. institutional participation statusswell asdimensionally across diffusion
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networks, channels, and geographic scdledully saturate major category2#he researcher
usedthe systematic comparison technigaed returned to previous sources to satspéeific
elements of the categoryhe systematic comparison technique involeechparing the case at

hand to similar cases fromelscholarly and grey literatuasmdstructured interviewdo raise
sensitivity about the properties defining the developing theory, and to create boundaries for the
developing theoryData saturation was achieved by returningeweeral open interviewees to ask
structured questions, and @lgturningto online survey and structured phone interview results

The diagram below displays the theoretical sampling for major category #2.
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Figure22: theoretical sampling for ajor category #2

Open coding |n|t|a| Initial theoretical sampling
Initial concepts emerge, 0 pe n Researcher's prior contacts. Initial interviewees selected based on
categories form by researcher’s access to individuals and available resources, because no theory
properties and dimensions i nt e Ni e w S yet existed from which to guide sampling (Strauss and Corbin, 1938).

A 4

. . Structured - _ . .
Axial coding Consecutive phone Relational/variational theoretical sampling
open interviews
Categories related to interviews and online Individuals (open interviews and online surveys) and institutions (phone
subcategories based on SUrveys interviews) who ranged dimensionally (Strauss and Corbin 1958) by:

dimensional range

A 4

geographic location, diffusion network, diffusion channel

Return to
online survey
and
structured
phone
interview
responses to
make new Individuals who can can fill in gaps Previously collected data that canfill

crosstabs on specific properties in gaps on specific properties

Return to
previous
open
interviewees

Selective coding Discriminate theoretical sampling

Integrationof categories
and subcategories into
largertheory

Why use structured phone interviews and online surveys in addition fo open interviews?
To identify relationships amongst properties and dimensions that are unidentifiable by qualitative data alone (Eisenhardt 1989; Strauss and
Corbin 1998; Dooley 2002; Shah and Corley 2006). For example, using survey crosstabs to explore the way diffusion properties and dimensions
vary between institutional and individual Pearlstone Farm participants, and also the way diffusion properties (geographic scale, network, channel)
relate to each other.
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The previous section highlightise importance of Jewish communities in establishing the
JFM in Baltimore through the creation of the Pearlstone Farm. The core category of Jewish
community also influences the diffusion of that innovation throughout and beyond Baltimore.
Diffusion of thePearlstone Farm throughout and beyond Baltimore takes place largely due to the
effort and resources from Jewish communitiée figures below display the properties and
subcategories of major category #2, as well as its position in the final theory.

Figure 23 Properties and subcategories of major categdry #

Major

8 Diffusion pathways

Properties |11 0 Diffusion <lsle)f 3l
scale of

networks channels : :
diffusion

Sub - Professi Interper Within Outside
. Personal onal sonal JCGBMA | ICGEMA
categories
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Figure24: Major category #2 in the final theory

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces

Social processes producing the social space I I Principles of the Jewish farming movement

sustainability

‘ Jewish cultural

Environmental
‘ sustainability

Social processes produced by
the social space

Diffusion pathways

Geographic

Channels extent

4.2.1. Property: Jewish diffusion networks

The Pearlstone Farm prarily diffuses through Jewiglwversus norlewish)networks.
The Jewish networks through which the Pearlstone Farm diffuses are categotiugdesearch
as"professiondland"personal The Pear | st one Center, the Assoc
organizations, andewish institutional participangsecatgorized asiprofessionallewish
networks:! Personakontacta r e c at e gesonalzeewdi sahs nfiet wor ks . 0
4.2.1.1. Subcategory 2.1diffusion through professionalJewish networks

ThePearlstone Farm diffuses largely throygbfessionahetworks. As aninterviewee

describes, "So in terms of diff usintergeweenf or mat
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#8, 201). The Parlstone Center itself offerspaiofessionahetwork for diffusion Groups and

individuals who come to the Pearlstone Centepfograms other than the Farm learn about the

Farm during their stay. As interviewees explain:

Al think al s dthepPeaigdngCentetifa a gpaference, or an

event, or a wedding, or professional development. And people walk through and

hea about [t he IRtendewdes#3 200le Far m] o (

"When groups come to stay at the Pearlstone Retreat Center, we always send

them information about [the Pearl stone

(Interviewee #1, 2001

"The thousands of Pdstone[Center]guests who stay see the farm, read our
literature, see that the food they eat in the dining hall came from the baek
this spr e devieweek #1, 2001 r d 0

Outside the Pearlstone Centitie Associategrovides asecondprofessionahetwork through

which the Pearlstone Farm diffusés. the locus for all institutional networking in Jewish

Baltimore,anda nearly 106yearold Jewish community organization, the Associated has a very

well-developed marketing strategy and a ¢aagidience fospreadingnformation about events

in the Baltimore Jewish community. As interviewees explain, the Associated diffuses

information about the Pearlstone Farm throngtvsletters, message bograisd calendars:

AThe Associ at eerycknaestpdsin theswanmmyniyraed attuned to
what 6s going on and wihteviewee g7p20D1lt uni t i es

L B W 1]

Pear | Isteriewes #8 2001m] 0 (

I [t he Pearl|l stone Far m]inteeviewer #3s i n

AT
al
2011).

he Associated does do a | ot of medi
wsl etter promot i on Pearlstong Raant] énd eventssptp e ni n g
he

h e [the]lP&arlstooe [Center] and the Associated certainly helps. We list

t

a

he

Far

t

he

n
a

ASs

The manylewish organizationsnder t he Associatedds instituti

outlets for informationintervieweeshame several of the Associated's organizatidewiSh
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Volunteer ConnectigrDillar Organization Chapter 2Vomen's GroupJCC of Baltinore, etc)
below in describing thiprofessional networHiffusion:

Al 6m heari ng anodthand alaokthe dMC, €wewrsidVolanteer
Connection. ey 6 r e r drdetviewee #1r260dt o0 (

fiThe reason why I'm here i®ecause | had stayed [at the Pearlstone Cenittr]

a different organization, which was the Di
they had consistent volunteers here working, until my mom told me she was
involved in the Chaptaeamo2 hWomdrsdocbradwemg ,gw

(Interviewee #7, 2011).

AWe have connections with thandth€C, t he Ass
synagoguesand have many programs where kids are involved. We have a lot of

outreach going to these Jewish organizations inrBait. The JCC is an outlet to

give out information, as are all the school programs. Right now we have

[Pearlstone Farm] staff going to JCC nursery schools, day schools, going to teach

about sustainabl e Ingraiewdecstt,20)y and f ar mi ngo(

i [ FtherJéwish Community Gardening Collective we have captains from the
institutions, functioning to take [the Pearlstone Farm] and bring it to their
community. Certainly the relationships webo
organizations that come out fprograms bring pieces with that back with them.
For example, [a local Jewish day school] comes out here every year for a full day
of Sukkot programs, and uses that as a springboard for Jewish environmental
education learning, and that leads into excitenmethespring for their Teva
learningthat is hosted by Pearlstoratérviewee #5, 2071
ASo a | ot of [diffusi on] ationaloutrdachantogh event s
downtown, ad setting the example by having key institutions in our community
rol e model Inteoviewep#3020M e 0 (
Theprofessional diffusiometwork for Pearlstone Farm diffusion is not limited to
organizationsn Baltimore. Jewislkenvironmental, food, and farmirgganizationspread the
word through conferenceandadvertising As an interviewee explains, "So there are two Hazon
conferencedzden Village puts on programs, the Beit Midrash happening &wedethese people
get together and meet each other, and talk about other &imtograms and summer camps"

(Interviewee #1, 2011 Below areexampls of Pearlstone Farm progranng advertised

through Hazorand Adamabh/Isabella Freedmagbsites.
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Figure25: Advertising for a Pearlstone Farm event on the Hazon weBsitece: Kayam Farm
Beit Midrash: Smittah and Society, Hazon, 2012).
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Figure26: Advertising for a Pearlstone Farm event on the Adamah/Isabella Freedman website
(Source: 3rd Annual Kayam Beit Midrash, Adva Network 2011).
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Nonlocal institutional Pearlshe Farm participants aa¢so professionalgents of diffusion.
Groups who come to the Pearlstone Farm from nonlocal institigimhseturn home with
positive experiences catimulateadditional Farnparticipation Interviewes describe this

process:
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"The [Jewish] farm movement itself is certainly expanding around the country
due to various centers where these things are going on, and pseople
participating in these programmiBhey go back home and wiato be involved.
Many are congregational rabpes leaders in their communitgr young people

in the community who are activAnd theygo backto their communities with
thingsthey learned here and institute the same thingcome back here"
(Interviewee #1, 2011).

"People who come in for the Beititikash or other events, they look things up
and come back and get more involved" (Interviewee #4, 2011).

4.2.1.2. Subcategory 2.2: dfusion through personalJewishnetworks

The Pearlstone Farm also diffugasough norinstitutional, personal networks.
According to interviewees, Pearlstone Farm participants talk about their experiences with those
close to them, anBearlstonaliffuses through these personal connections. For example:

AMy husband laatedttomatd plants ahdabasil gnd all kinds of things

on our deck this summer laacse of [the Pearlstone Farmjhd a neighbor said,

ok wel |l i f yours grows afdnfedieves#owe | | I 6

2011).

A P e o p | [about tkeaPeaniste Farmlfrom eventsthey learn from their
friend Interviewee #4, 2011

"On the internet, we have blogsaceboolgroups, websiteall promoting the

movement and peoplees¢hese and tell their friendso $he internet plays a role

in theintroduction to the movementinterviewee #1, 201

The researcher used structured phone interviews and online stogayker additional
dataaboutthe variation of diffusion networks between institutional and individual Pearlstone
Farm participantsResults fronstructuredohone interviews and online surveys show that 93%
of institutional participant§JCCs, schools, organizations, synagogues, atd. B8% of
individual participants first learned abowgd?Istone from through a Jewi@rersus nornJewish)
network. Of those who first learned from Jewish networks, 82% of institujibise

intervieweespnd 2% of individuals(online survey takerd)rst learned about the Pearlstone

Farm throughprofessiona(versuspersongl Jewish netwiks.
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4.2.2. Property: diffusion channels

The Pearlstone Farm diffuses primarily through interpersdreinelsand, to a lesser
extent, through medighannelsinterpersonathannelsre defined as communication capable of
two-way and individually altered delivery. Interpersooaannelsnclude face to face
communication, phone calls, text messages other personal computer mediated
commurncation (Skype calls, Facetime, instant ssaging servicesMediachannelsare defined
as oneway communication from a source to potential adopters that are not capable of
personallyaltered messages. Medihannelsnay include email listservs, webpage postings,
direct mailing pieces, news outigfradio, TV, newspaper, magazines)d social media postings
(Facebook, Twitter, blogs).
4.2.2.1. Subategory 2.3: dffusion through interpersonal channels

The Peart®ne Farm primarily diffusethrough interpersonahannelsinterviewees
emphasize the prevalence of interpersonal communication as the Pearlstone Farm's dominant
diffusion channel

AFace to face communication definitely pla

in the way this movement is spread and who addptssniuch more important in

the diffusion phase. When you are able to experience something first hand and

learn and speak directly to those who have adopted the movement, it gives you a

much deeper connection to the movement and a more influential exjgérien
(Interviewee #1, 2001

ABut in the first few years it was all wor
was the articles that were wrote aboytaus d we di dnodt really even
to publicati onsinteniewerpd, 20)lcame t o uso (

AHere i n Baltimore having relationships pe

market anything. People talking to other people about their experience up there [at
t he Pear | dnteovieveee #0200h0] 0 (

ALots of word of moutrhe.ntWewehbasviet epso,s thiuntg st hoa
necessarily where Jewish, foodie people comein( | nt er vi)ewee #4, 2011
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Interpersonal communication has been strong amengfgssionahetworks inthe Jewish
community of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Area. For example, it was interpersonal
communication amongst Baltimore Jewish institutions that genaratiadl interest for the
Pearlstone Farm3¥3wish Community Gardening Collective:

i We w ennirg ompthisslJewish Community Gardening] application brochure

to blast that on the Associated listserv. But we decided not to because we quickly

had more thafive applicants, and we knew within the first month that we were

goingto havetosaytosomes t i t uti ons O6sorry, we canot .
email blast, or any emailing of the information, other than coimtaigton

emailing. We never set down advertising or marketing. | think that the Associated

and BJEN did nothing formal, but it was more themywing about the

Community Gardening project and being an a
(Interviewee #3, 2011

(@}

Opinion leaders from the institutional Jewish community are impoitairiterpersonal

di ffusion. As an i ntfewkeyleaders i a e@mmpunig/fosesthat A Ha v i n
exampl eéis huge....they inspire those peopl e
constituencieso (I nterviewee #8, 2011). Sever

Beth Cardin as a central opinioratier for the Pearlstone Farm. As the founder of the BJEN, a
communityleademand a fAvoi ce whdrespestedudeomneyofthe stnorger e d
voices in Baltimoredo (Ilnterviewee #9, 2011),
F a r mfiusion throughout Jewish Baltimore (Interviewee #6, 2011; Interviewee #3, 2011,
Interviewee #8, 2011; Interviewee #9, 2011). Cardin sits on the Green Task Force of the
Associated with other Jewish lay and institutional leaders to give input and adviee on

Pearlstone Farm and other Baltimore Jewish environmental initiatives. The Farm also receives
support of opinion leaders through the Pearlstone Board, made up of Jewish community leaders

who serve as fAemi ssari es o0 tnoAccodingtetheamime mai nt a
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survey, 47% oindividualsfirst heard about the Pearlstone Farm from an opinion leader in the

Baltimore Jewish community.

4.2.2.2. Subcategory 2.4diffusion through mediachannels

Although it is not considered a great strength,Rbarlstone Farm does have a media
marketing initiative. An interviewee explains, "Marketing is one of our weakest skills. We know
we havenodédt succeeded because of our marketing
because of t hingerviemee #2, 20)1Medixhannblginclding he Baltimore
Jewish Times, the Baltimore Suand Hadassah Magazine, have run stories on the Pearlstone
Farm. The Farrsendsa monthly electronic newsletter to a listserv (of roughly 1 gi0@il
addressgspost s on its own a mad websih teveets,iamhsaintainsat i ons 6
Facebook page. Interviewees recognized the Baltimore Jewish community and specifically the
Associated as key partsan media diffusion.

The researcher used structured phone interviews and online surgaysdodata about
the variation of diffusion channels between institutional and individual Pearlstone Farm
participantsResults show thathow 70% oparticipatinginstitutions(phone ntervieweesand
81% ofparticipatingindividuals(online survey takerdjrst heard about the Pearlstone Farm
from an interpersonahannel.
4.2.3. Property: geographic scaleof diffusion

The "community” in most community gardeinghe United States refers to a grdabpt
is spatially proximate tthe gardels location Geographic proximity is often bound by certain
neighborhoods, school districtsr local areas of interesthe Pearlstone Farm has largely
diffused to a local age howeverit drawsarelativelysizeable nonlocal participant ba3ée

| abel s fl olcoad @&l canadr eéinsonbj ecti ve, based on soci
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2003; Hinrichs 2003; Giovannucci, Barhaann d Pi rog 2009) . évhde ter m i

much attention as an agricultural concept

the growth of the Al ocal food movement. O
regional perspectives of ecosystems and human clusters, togbalédfinitions of state and
regional boundaries, to discrete radial distances (for a comprehensive summary, see
Giovannucci, Barham and Pirog 2009). In this study, interviewseshe term8 | o ¢ a |
c 0 mmu noirdfey to thelewishcommunityof the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Area

(JCGBMA). The following excerpts highlighhterviewees using the terrfthe community" and

the "local communityto describeéhe Baltimore Jewish community (emphasis is added in each

quote to highlight the refenees to the Baltimore Jewish comanity as the local community).

Table39: I nterview excerpts indicating the

communityo for the JFM in Baltimore

AiWe have a lot oiocal Jewish peoplevho participate in on farm progms. [A different Jewish
Farmin the United Statds doesndét have that benefit.
different Jewish Farrm the United Statgdivestwoh o ur s a wa y you d¢an ibg outn
after school, farm for two hours, then go hore again. You can do that here(Interviewee
#1, 201).

AWhi ch eér ewhgow c alJewishcgmmunityfasnednd as we fudly develop
our identity of using that nomenclatumee see our role as being of anir the Baltimore
Jewish communityo (Interviewee #5, 201, lemphasis on origingl

AWedbre 20 minut &awish BalinmoretLdoking at@ difterent Jewisgh Farmm
the United States] for examplbey areone and halfo two hours from [a major US citythree
hours from [a majoUS city], an hour from [a major US city]. By no means too far away to H
retreats for a week or weekend, buh e way we 6r e sthie BaltiméreeJdwish e
community means we can be a regular part of the Baltimore Jewish communityo, for[the
Pearlstone Farm], it means that, day schools, synagogues, youth, graipther folks can very
realistically come here fortavo to threehour program ashthen go back in the same day.[a
differentJewishFarm n t he Uni t ed t&adppenSe tharelatidnship wifh the t
Baltimore Jewish communityis unique and one of the best ways we feel we can serve as
model for how a Jewish outdoor environmental educational center can function in a Jewis
community. Hopefullyjdeally, as a redly integral part of that community . And I think that
we are making huge strides i n burlopeaddigoakis
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for us to be fully integrated and just be seen as a vital, core part of who and what the
Baltimore Jewish community is" (Interviewee #5, 2001

Al think i tpéeopleinthisemruoity riéen yh av e a partaofrbeinga
Jewish. Axd we have kids who live in Baltimorewho every year go to the Jewish farm and
that 6s part oy ouwhhateivieiwied@, 20)1J e wi s h

AAnd we were pretty skeptical about Bal't
things abouBaltimoreand t hat 6s so much about what
JCC professionaland local Jewish comrmunity professionals aréol kavod theyreeeallywork
hard and are committed to this and for this movement to really make an impact spiritually,
culturally, intellectuallya nd e n v i r dnterieweée #2,1200¢ 0 (

A S the Jewish community of BaltimorelS the network that not just supported us blike,
Il inked us t o al | Interfiesveeds2, d0il¥Enipleasiseon origiak o u p s @

Al think that in order for [t thiscoRmuaitybsst g
possible, | think that [the Pearlstone Farm] would like to see its values incorporated into
mai nstr eam Je wvalsds, inBastiudturemmstitudidng behavioral norms,

e X pect terviewnes#8, 2001

AAnd, s o vikiong the BakimoreRevish communityis one that is an exemplary
model of that close relationship between Judaism and sustainability. And [the Pe&dstahe
is at the core of that.#d the relationship between [the Pearlstone Farmitam&altimore
Jewishcommunity is fully engrained an inalienable and other Jewish communities can
look to Baltimore and [the Pearlstone Farmlas a model f or how t}
(Interviewee #5, 2011

"We are situated relative to tiBaltimore Jewish communityd a n t h dba arégular part
of the Baltimore Jewish communityd Interviewee #1, 2001

A We &a ciose to the Baltimore Jewish communitithat people can come here and take it
back wi tinterviewee#3 2001

Local and nonlocal Pearlstone Farm maptants are distinguished in this research as those within
the JCGBMA and those beyond the JCGBM. noted in the introduction to this projedtist
study defines "innovation diffusion” g&rticipationin the Jewish farming movement in
Baltimore, and ths "diffusion” is measured bad on the extent of innovati@opters
(Pearlstone Farmarticipants).
4.2.3.1. Subcategory 25: diffusion within the JCGBMA
The Pearlstone Farm strives first and foremost to provide a local experience to local
Jewish groupsA Pearlstone Farm employeephasizes, That 6 s real ly our fou

groups, Jewish groups, Cc 0 milmegviewnee #220f1The a | oc a
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Pearlstone Farrhas indeed diffused locally from its center of propagatidReisterstown,
Maryland Individuals and institutionom the Baltimore Jewish communigcount foithe
majority of the Farm's participants. The Far@déwish Community Gardening Collecti@dCGC)
was createth 2011to engagea greater portion dhelocal community Interviewees describe
theJCGCasa way to empowehe BaltimoreJewish community to implement Jewish
agricultural education dheir home institutionsAccording to one interviewee,

AThe I mpetus for requesting the grant to w
them create Jewish Community Gardens on their property has a lot to do with the

impact of [the Pearlstone Farm] in its fifste years. In terms of the grant

proposal, we had mumber of institutions, a schoalr a day schogbr a

synagogueor a JCC, comes out here to have an experience, a three day or a

whole day or a two hour experience, and we usually get positive feedback and

they have a great time and they love it. Anelrt they drive back, 20 or 40

mi nutes or an hour to their home institut:i
done here"lfterviewee #5, 2011

TheCollective ismeant to engage a larger part of the Baltimore Jewish commandyto do so
on a moe regular basis. The same interviewee from above explains:

ASo to me the Jewish Community Gardening i
direction because it allows us to engage that much further with the Baltimore

Jewish community. And to grow and demelthis model of how Jewish outdoor
environmental community center, functions
(Interviewee #5, 2011

iParticipants who come out [to the Pearl sto
brief glimpse at that place. Bpedajogicallywh at wedér e really trying
is a sense of place. Soom an educational perspectitke opportunity to be

engaging in a set piece of land, that ideally participants are coming back to

regularly, they are really developing a sensplate with thgtand developing a

nuanced understanding of how that place and those plants and soil dbhange

and between seasons. &tucationally really powerful and something we at [the

Pearlstone Farm] are working on, with the Community Gardedoillgctive as a

huge step forward with that. Because the truth is most of our participants come

out only for a few hours to the Farm, and have a singular experience and then go

back home tlotendeade #5 209lr e 0 (
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The Pearlstone Farm set IPGC sitesat a diverse set of local Jewisistitutions including: the
Johns Hopkins Hillel, the Owings Mills JCC early childhood education center, Nitivot Shalom
(Modern Orthodox synagogue), Beth El congregation (Reform temple), the Weinberg Village
senia center, the Beth Tfiloh Jewish day school, the Bolton Street Synagogue (unaffiliated
synagogue), Learning Ladder at Temple Oheb Shalom (Reform temple), the Harford Jewish
Center and Needs to Grow at Carriage House Farhesmap belovdisplays the commuty
garden locations in relation to the Pearlstone Farm.

Figure27: Map of thePearlstone Farm and Pearlstone Farm Community Gardens of thé 2011
2013 seasonSounty shapefile data source: United States Census Bureau

(http://www.census.gov/geo/magiata/cata/compsub.html); Pearlstone Center Farm and
Jewish Community Garden data source: Rachel Berndtson
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The institutions involved in the Jewish Community Gardening Collective receive assistance and
training from Pearlstone Farm staff, such as:
i € t tedhnical advice and garden design and plant questions and soil testing and
that kind ofstuff. From consulting, teachingnd sharing to empowermeand
Jewish educatigrand modeling successful Jewish education lesson plans. And
consulting with them ahad integrating the topics we teach out [at the Pearlstone
Farm] into [their] curriculum back at [the
(Interviewee#3, 201).
4.2.3.2. Subcategory 26: diffusion beyond the JCGBMA
Althoughthe local community ithe Pearlstone Farmfgrimary focusijts diffusion
(universeof participanty expands beyond the Jewish community of Baltimdhe Farm hosts
many nonlocal groupswho visit for several daysr a weeked to participate in programming.
The Pearlstone Centey @ major factoin drawing outof town participants, as it offem/ernight
accommodationsonference roomand certified kosher food service for up to 300 guests.
According to interviewee&eit MidrashandSummer Kollelparticipantsand the arrent and
previousPearlstoné-armstaff are vastly noiocal. Thewide-spreadyeographic scale of
Pearlstone Farm participants makes it unique amongst other JFM programs in the United States.
As an interviewee describes:
"And | think that the fact that this farm isRgarlstone, it being a retreat center,
like, you have people from out of state coming to stay for weeks at a whole time
or awhole summer. Like hat 6 s a cool aspect to this spe
you meet people from all over” (Interviewee #7, 2011).
The researchieeviewedPearlstone Farmgrey literatureandcollectedonline surveys to
getmore information on thextent ofthe Pearlstone Farnggeographic diffusionDiffusion is
based both on mileage away from the Farmgewhraphic location eithevithin or outside the

Jewish Community of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Ad&2GBMA). The spatial extent

oftheJCGBMAi s based on a metric from the Associ at
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Study, Il n t he As,she Iewishcoenthingy dsltimore i definedaB e | ev e n

geographicsuar e as 0 wdneatedhs iweg ea fAcombination of zi

answers about the name of the nei @pl016,1H.00ds

Theeleven geographic subaregmnBaltimore County, Baltimore Cifyand Carroll Canty.

The researcher used the two counties and Baltimorea€ibpundaries ahe JCGBMA for this

study The Pearlstone Farm's grey literature prodiddist of institutional Pearlstone Farm

participants. Tie researcher used Google Maps to calculate the distance bétesen

institutionsand the Farm, and to record theirlocation to determine whether they are within

or outside thdd CGBMA. Online surveys were useditentify individuals who participate with

the Pearlstone Farm. The online surasied individualparticipantgheir home zip code3he

zip code (rather than a specific address) was used gedigeaphic scale of choice pootect the

identities of surve takers and because it was a practical methogroviding one'geographic

locatiorf?. The researcharsedGoogle Maps to calculate the distance between those home zip

codes and the Pearlstone Farm, ndetermine whether they are within or outside the

JCGBMA Results show thahe majorityof individual and institutional Pearlstone Farm

participants are local, meaning they are located within the JCGBMA. Local individuals account

for 71% of all individual participants and local institutions accounb#6 of all institutional

participants. Although the majority of both individual and institutional Pearlstone Farm

participants are filocal," sizeable nonl ocal
The online surveys and structured phone interviews were used to compare the geographic

extent of diffusion between institutional and individual Pearlstone Farm participants, as well as

to explore the relationships across diffusion properesults showhat dffusion channels vary

®21n a pilot survey, the researcher asked for sutakgrs to use the internet to look up their Census block in order
to get a very specific geographic scale. However, this proved too cumbersome on survey takers.
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between local and nonlocal Pearlstone Farm participants, anyalsstitutional and individual
participantsNonlocals are more likely to hear about the Pearlstone Farm through media, versus
interpersonal channelsledia chanelsaccount for the majority of Pearlstone Fatiffusion to
nonlocal institutions (55%j}yhile interpersonal channetésecount for the majority of Pearlstone
Farm diffusionto local institutiong84%).Although nedia channels also play a more prominent
role inPearlstone Farmiffusion to nonlocal, versus local, individual participatt®y do not

account for the majority of this diffusion. Interpersonal diffusion are the mechanism through
which the majority of both locgB3%) and nonlocal individual§$8%)first hear about the

Pearlstone FarnThe aforementioned results are displayed belotheriigures below.

Figure28: Institutions'(N=93) and ndividuals'(N = 147 distance fronthe PearlstonEarm
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Figure29: Institutiors (N=93) and mdividuals(N = 147 within and beyondhe JCGBMA
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Figure30: Map of institutions (N=50) anchdividuals (N = 105) within the JCGBMA

Zipcode shapefile data source: United States Census Bureau (http://www.census.gov/geo/maps
data/data/comgsub.html);Pearlstone Center Farm, Jewish Community Garden, institutional

and individual participant data source: Rachel Berndtson
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Figure31: Map of institutions (N=93) and individua{® = 147) within and outside tfie

JCGBMA in the BltimoreWashington orridor

Zipcode shapefile data source: United States Census Bureau (http://www.census.gov/geo/maps
data/data/comgsub.html); Pearlstone Center Farm, Jewish Community Garden, institutional

and individual participant data source: Ractgxrndtson
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Figure32: Map of nstitutions (N=93) anchdividuals(N = 147) within and outside dfie
JCGBMA in New England and thdid-Atlantic states

Zipcode shapefile data source: United States Census B{n&au/www.census.gov/geo/maps
data/data/comgsub.html); Pearlstone Center Farm, Jewish Community Garden, institutional
and individual participant data source: Rachel Berndtson
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Figure33: Diffusion channels for local and nonlocal institu@bRearlstone Farm participar(ts
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Figure34: Diffusion channels for local and nonlocal individual Pearlstone Farm parttsifd
= 147)
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4.3. Major category #3: adoption by participants
Major category #3 was saturated using open interviews, online surveys, grey and
scholarly literature reviews, and sestiuctured interviews. The researcher used open theoretical

sampling amongst thaitial open interviewees. Once the researcher idedtgreperties and
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dimensions, relational/variational theoretical sampling was used to collect datadddmonal

open interviewees and online survey takers démonstrated dimensional range across
demographic properties, and also to gauge the exterftioh wnpacts were perceived to have
occurred.To fully saturate major categorB#he researcher used the systematic comparison
technique, and returned to previous sources to saturate specific elements of the category. The
systematic comparison technigagolved comparing the case at hand to similar cases frem th
scholarly and grey literatugnd structured interviews, to raise sensitivity about the properties
defining the developing theory, and to create boundaries for the developing theory. The
researber returned to several open interviewees to ask structured questions, and also returned to
online survey results. The diagram below displays the theoretical sampling for major category

#3.
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Figure35: Theoretical sampling for ajor category #3

Initial theoretical sampling

Open coding |n|tia|

Initial concepts emerge,

categories form by 0 pe n

properties and

i interviews

Researcher's prior contacts. Initial interviewees selected based on
researcher’s access to individuals and available resources, because no theory
yet existed from which to guide sampling (Strauss and Corbin, 1938).

Axial coding Relational/variational theoretical sampling

Consecutive
open
Categories related to interviews
subcategories based on
dimensional range

Online
surveys

Individuals who ranged dimensionally (Strauss and Corbin 1558) by:
demographic characteristics (age, sex, marital status, SES, etc.)

Return to
previous
open
interviewees,
and return to
online survey

Discriminate theoretical sampling

Selective coding Grey
literature

Integration of categories responses to ) Individuals and previously collected
and subcategories into make new Sources thaiﬁtccan fill rT gapson datathat can fill in gaps on specific
larger theory crosstabs SPecitic properties properties

Why use online survevs in addition to open interviews?
To determine the extent to which each impact category is perceived to have occurred (Strauss and Corbin 1998). Also to identify relationships
amongst properties and dimensions that are unidentifiable by qualitative data alone (Eisenhardt 1989; Strauss and Corbin 1998; Dooley 2002; Shah
and Corley 2008). For example, the ways participant properties (age, sex, SES, etc.) relate to each other, and to "impact” properties.
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Themajor categoryadoption by participantdalls undereachcore categoryThe
Pearlstone Farm is a new social space for a new Jewish community that brings together a
demographically diverse set of participants over a common interest in the environment and
agriculture. As a new social space, this new Jewish community engagesigiseunder or
unengaged members of the Jewish population thus serves as a mechanism for Jewish cultural
sustainability The Farm also enhances Jewish cultural and environmental sustainability by
influencing individual participants based cognitive, affegtand behavioral aspects of their
Jewish identifies and prenvironmental lifestylesThe figures below display the properties and

subcategories of major category #3, as well as its position in the final theory.

Figure36: Properties and subcategora#snajor category &
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Figure37: Major category #3 in the final theory

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces

I Principles of the Jewish farming movement
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Participant Individual level
characteristics impacts

4.3.1. Property: participant characteristics

The Pearlstone Farim a socially produced space that brings together a diverse set of
individuals to form a new Jewish communitherefore, the Farm is not orlyeresultof the
Jewish communitiegs indicated under majoategories #1 and #2)ut alsaresults ina new
Jewish communityThe Pearlstone Farm was establisimBaltimorewith the intent to create
something that would benefit and give ownership tdBhémoreJewish communityAn
intervieweeemphasizethis communagoal sayingh . e 6 we now calling ourse
communityfarm, and as we fully develop our identity of using that nomene&atue see our role

asbeingofantbrt he Bal ti mor e Jneewieved#5201mahasis ony 0 (
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original). Communitybased agriculture often involves facddoe interaction, teamwoyrknd
bonding.Even if aPearlstone Farmarticipant does naxplicitly seekJewish community
building, it may come as a happenstance consequence of group btretméror instance, an

interviewee explas that on the Pearlstone Farm:

AThereds such a str ongndyoa letithese c o mmuni
conversations wash over you. I donot
influenced by 1t a little bit. It hi
and change and mold opinions if you |

spendingsixp | us h o ur sintewiewvele #72019.ay 0 (
TheFarm provides a new structure for Jewish community by bringing together indiwduals
may not otherwise interact, with an interest in agricultushaaed placegnd a common
experienceas uniting factors. As described by an interviewee

"The environmental piece of it makeg ifuniversally human Id has a part of it

which attracts people, regardless of their involvenoetevel of Jewish

observance. Ad | think what seems to beppening is i connecting people

more deeply with issues of environmentalism, sustainability, food justice, while at

the same time allowing people to explore aspects of their Jewish connection as

well" (Interviewee #9, 2001
The new Jewish communitpiimed throughhe Pearlstone Farm is madepatticipants
whovary byage, marital statusgx,socioeconomic status, Jewish denominatset;
perceived importance of being Jewidbwish affiliation andselfperceiveddedication to
pro-environmental liing.
4.3.1.1. Subcategory 3.1age

AlthoughPearlstone Farm participamemnge intergenerationally, younger cohorts are
most representative of tlaglultparticipant basel'he nationalJewish farming movement has
engaged a large segment of the young adult Jgaighlation, and the same is trugts

manifestation irBaltimorethrough thePearlstond-arm Interviewees describe the Pearlstone

Farm population as young:
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AThe agdadeyaenngd sa dtuol t s d o wutastfaoas Volulkesrs | 6 m 1 8.
that come, likemy mo mo stheyareadulls.fey 6r e in their 40s ar
but | think primaily you see a lot of under 30sInterviewee #7, 2071

AJewish farming gsJawwatylsi ¢ oJ gwiveh yoamnect i
(Interviewee #1, 2001

APeople who come here are young. But there
draw in. But like young, married, hetenoo r ma tnfervievee #¢, 2001

Interviewees suggesite youngageof Pearlstone Farradult participantsnay be due tthe
laborintensive anautdoor nature of the programs. Additionaljpunger Jewsnay bemore
likely to be in an exploratory stage of their Jewish idendity seek to explore through
nontraditionallewish programs like tHeearlstond-arm An interviewee explains this notion,
saying:
A |t theldawish fdrmingnovemernijtvery attractive to people trying to figure
out what role Judaisns igoing to play in their lifeAnd maybe by the time, for
mostpeopl e, by the time youlieyordth 0O, maybe you
exploration.l do think it is something that 18 to 30 year olds areoprof
e x p | o Interviegvée #3, 2011
Online survey resultseflectthis trend with the majority dPearlstone Farradultparticipants
(61%)betweerages 18 34.
4.3.1.2. Subcategory 3.2marital status
Pearlstone Farm participants vary by marital stdtlosvever, he Farm is uniquén its
engagementf thepostcollege and prenarriage sgment of the Jewish population, whiish
traditionallyanunderengaged group in Jewish communal activity interviewee recognizes
the Pearl|l stone Farmdés unigueness in this aspe
"That generation of wus thati8Banemaergngur 20s an
cadre, cohort of Jash leadership that is unusuakduse often in the
community studies we find, that time, post bar mitzvah, bar or bat mitzvah, and
before you have kids, ierts@esus dgdinknea pot ent i al |

synagogue.8ver see us in the Jewish community.
engage that post college or during college young adult, crucial, formative time in
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peopl ebs Wwhaye o fSbh iksiefigagédsa whole segment of the young
Jewish adultpapl ati on that is empowering them to
really now actively engaged in the Jewish community, which speaks to that
Jewi sh inereieweda #2, 2011 (
Online surveyesults show aearlyequal balance between madi(42%) and on-married
(49%) Pearlstone Farm patrticipants
4.3.1.3. Subcategory 3.3sex
ThePearlstoné-arm draws participants from both sexes, wifther perceivethy open
interviewees as dominarRrogrammin r i ngs t oget her those of dAadif
backgroundséwor king toget hlatervieweedl, 208lar ni ng fr o
However, mline survey rasults indicate that females represent the majority of Pearlstone Farm
participantsat 65%.
4.3.1.4. Subcategory 3.4socioeconomic StatugSES)
Interviewees acknowledge finances as a potential barrier to Pearlstone Farm

participation, and describe participants on the wealthier end of the SES spectrum:

Alf [Baltimore w a s ]Jrard dffluent Jewislkkommunity, and if the 28omethings

didndét have very supportive parents who | e
making a |iving, Inteviawee#l, 20)d not do t hiso (
AOur summer program was | argelyldstaffed wi
have been out makirgliving. An d 1 t 0 sffluencéofithe family to which

they were raised that they have the |l uxury

(Interviewee #1, 2011

ASoci oe cdeinbemuppermisdd!| e cl ass. Il tés hard to g
urban center out here just because webre Vv
2011).

According to one intervieweehte v ol unt eer s and empthoFarmss who &
existence have the luguto contribute may hours for little or no paginterviewee #1, 2011

Additionally, purchasing and producing saisiblygrown products is expensiv@earlstone
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FarmCSA members are limited to those with enough financial resources to supply largd sums o
money upfront to receive foddroughout the growing seasarewishCommunity Gardening
Collectiveparticipants must also suggdunds to participateAlthough theJCGCgrant from the
Covenant Foundation provides $300 to each institution, institutions are expegtedide
f unds b ey o beataude healistiaByD$300 wifi not cover an institution going from
scratcheveniy o u st a Intervieweeatd, ROA1 (
Online survey results show the Pearlstone Farm participant base agiastriblited
range of SES levels with no one SES level receiving a majority. An explanation for this anomaly
may be that the vast majorit§2%) of Pearlstone Center participantsking less than $50,000 a
year are single, and thus may not have a family to financially support.
4.3.1.5. Subcategory 3.5:Jewish denomination
The Pearlstond-armis a nordenominational program ardtracts participants from
across theealvish denominationadpectrumThe Farnthus becomea Jewish space that fosters a
transdenominational Jewish community, asea ge ment wi th t he | and bec
denominat or, 0 bet weagnothdve others/ibe cagnneotdthinserviewe® m
describsthe tranénominational nature of the Pearlstone Farmsayingil t has attr act
from across the Jewish spectrum: involved, not involved, culturally Jewish, Orthodex, non
r el i glnteoviewee #9( 200)10ther intervieweedescribe Pearlstone as a welcorrspgce
for nonrdenominational Jewsind a space that fosters a transdenominational Jewish community:
AWe have these different groups of peopl e,
becomes the common denominatord brings those twialenominationally
diverse]groups to a place they may not have come on their own, and also
hopefully facilitates Intenviewee#¢c20)lon bet ween
AAs a whole a Reform Jew fromoran synagogue,

Orthodox @y school kid can all come to the same place and share a common
experience. That builds community. So that when those three folks are in the
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same room anthey'redeciding what to talk about, maybe talking about the

[Pearlstone] Farm will be a bridgingaore ct i on. That és big for Je
you feel like you can relate to all sorts of Jews, then Jewish community is really
Jewi sh community and not different Jews in

(Interviewee #3, 2001

AThi s si t e,andvoloteet location,providasramoutlet for people to
be part of the Jewish community that is 100%-do@ n 0 mi n dnteiviewea | 0 (
#1, 201).

AFor the programs we c,m@at doshhe,Beit ©sMiadp
wonderfully collective, pluralisticdiverse, intergemational group. 8 one of our

great strengths is the diversity of peopl e
(Interviewee #2, 2001

One intervieweeises apecificcaseto describe th&armasa medium for tansdenominational

AWe had a number of vol @rum®Orthodex who were fr
community, you know beardpeahs black coats on Shabbos, redhym, but we

also had very secular teenagefeung girls, in hot weather, out in shorts and

cutoff blouses, andeople came as who they wefad we had this verfrum

man, who has grandchildren, working next to this very young teenager who was

very secularand not at all committed or involved in the Jewish commuaityl

t heydre wor ki ng t taligngtlabghing. Dbfferenbsgiesy agesi n s oi |
religious backgrounds, and they were working togetinel learning from each

other.The girl told ushow meaningful that wasand how it really connected her

to the Jewish communitjhe now comes back to volunte@ind the gentleman,

who is one of our most ardent volunteerseés
Jewish without beinfum, and accepted the different way
(Interviewee #1, 2001

The Jewish communitgroducedhrough the Pearlstoneafm is also unique amongsther
Jewish environmental arfidrmingprogramsn the United Statedue to its relatively high
Orthodox(most religiously observanpopulation.The Jewish environmental, fopdndfarming
movementdave been traditionally aligned with léftaning, less traditionalewish
denominabns. As intervieweg explain:
Al 6ve seen that people attracted to Jewi sh

the Jewish spectrum. Although I think it is slightly mardltt ed t o t he | efto
(Interviewee #3, 2001

83 Frum" is a Yiddish term used to describe pious and observant Jews.
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AFor a | ong ti me, t heandiomaaymaystontwes, and ha
to be less so, has been really geared towards and developed by the liberal end of
t he Jewi s Iintewviprvee#b, 2Q)ino (

The Pearlstone Farhmas created welcoming spacéor Jews from the more observant side of
the denominational spectrufhhis space$ particularly important foa JFM programin
Balti more, gi ven B adrcentagecfGetidodox Jeddthadox Jews mgke h i g
up 21% of the total Jewish populatimnBaltimore(Ukeles and Miller 201)) as compared to
13% of the national Jesh populatbn (Ament 200k Conservative and Reform (the two other
dominant Jewish denominations) Jews account for 2592 @tdof the Baltimore Jewish
populatiort, respectivly (Ukeles and Miller 2010 The Pearlstondarm has created a more
relevant and welcoming space for observant Jews by includidegpth, Jewish textual study of
theenvironmental issues discussidenieweesdescribethe inclusion of Orthododews at the
Pearlstone Farm
AA very significant number of [the Balti mo
Orthodox and very Orthodox side thie Jewish religious spectru®o, what that
means i s t ha tafull rangerotJévash abservanaeiamdlcgmmunity
in the Baltimore Jewish community, but a very core piece of thatitgéenthe
Ort hodox popul dht nioches that fPearlstoner-arm]dds éreated
for itself and also found itself in, is openitige space for more religiously
observant Jews to engage ineai3h environmental movementhe response
has come and who is getting excited about these things is tapping into a whole,
new subset of the Jewish community, that in many ways before thisk Ifelt at
best, that the Jewish environmentab v e ment di dnomdinemgnpl v t o t he

cases, rejected them, or just a place that was not welcome. That they did not feel
welcome, in many ways because a lack of serious learning and engagement in

JewihitextsAnd i f youdre coming from a more obse
background, texts are primary, and | earnin
doing Jewish |l earning, i tnt@rgiewged?, t o be grou
2017).

% The unaccounted for 27% of the Baltimore Jewish population is made of the less dominant Jewish denominations,
including nondenominational (12%), secular but Jewish (8%), traditional (5%) and Reconstructionist (1%) (Ukeles
and Miller 2010, 78).
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AThe [ofddarm focuses on Jewish texts and Jewish learning, and is in

many ways a direct relation to the character of the Baltimore Jewish community

that has one of i f not Interesveel#2 P0Odle st Ort hodo
Results from the online survegflect Jewish denominational diversity. Survey takezse given
the option to "select all that apply" in regards to denominational identification. Amongst
Pearlstone Farm participants, no single Jewish denomination has a malliyngto the
Farm'stransdenominational natur€he largest proportion of survey takers (at 34%) identify as
nonrdenominational onlyor nondenominational and at least one traditicstethomination
(Orthodox,Conservative, Reformar Reconstructionist)speaking to the Farm's provision of a
Jewish communal space for ndanominational Jews.
4.3.1.6. Subcategory 3.6:Jewishformal affiliation

Analyses of Jewish community and identity often include the notion of "affiliation,"
resulting incategorization of Jews intwo groups "the affiliated and"the unaffiliated: Formal
affiliation refers to participation in Jewigfommunainstitutions and organizations. Affiliation is
considered a crucial element to Jewish community and a signifagzat in larger Jewish
engagementKotler-Berkowtiz et al 200 A United Jewish Communitigs)JC)Report on the
2000- 2001 National Jewish Population Survey describes the rationale behind affiliegions

"Traditionally, formal institutions have be vital to the Jewish community. The

centrality of synagogues, JCCs and other Jewish organizations is so profound that

Jewish leadershipdrqu ent | y di st iaffligtadiasdbueaffiliatedd t ween 0

members of the Jewish population. Institutional iftibn is not a constant over

the life course. Marriage and parenthood, economic status, friends, residential

location, Jewisltommitment and other factors combine to influence who joins

Jewish institutionsThough causal directions are difficult to detare)

institutionally affiliated Jews more often engage in other domains of Jewish life

than Jews who are not @igizational members." (KotlBerkowtiz et al 2004,

10).

The majority ofPearlstone Fariparticipantsare alreadyi a f f i théypartieipghte in

the larger Jewish community througynagogues, JCCs, day schoolsother organization3.he
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Pearl stone Far mbés pr ogr atmmfiliated As isterviewees up t o ac

explain
ABut wedve overall s ctiugdmga nodu twep adrotnndetr sdhoi p s
much private work. And thatdés an interest:.

gardening. Does or will it fit into our mission to work with individuals® tsay s
you have a Jeish family who wants agardeR.or now we Gyfemst ayed aw

that. My opinion is it doesnodot fit the edu
for now [the Pearlstone Farm] focuses on synagogue groups, and day school
groups, and seniorgroymsnd i nterfaith groups as oppose:

(Interviewee #3, 201).
AfWe have connections with thaedth€C, t he Ass
synagoguesand have many pgrams where kids are involved/e have a lot of
outreach going to these JInewewed#lor gani zati o
2011).
ABut thatds r ealdroypsdewisngréupscomidgaldreifasa : | oc al
local farm experience Interviewee #2, 201 mphasis addéed
Additionally, certain Pearlstone Farm programs calldarticipationspecifically frompre-
establishedjroups. For example undire "community education,Section of the Farm's website
it encouragesiterestedndividualsto:
"Bring your group out to the Farm at Pearlstone for a uniquejresp&ing
experience, grounded in Jewish tradition, environmesuistiainability, and rich,
brown dirt! Who should schedule a field trip to the Farm at Pearlstone: Hebrew
Schools, Jewish Day Schools, Early Childhood Centers, Hillels and other college
groups Seniors Youth Groups, JCC groups, Interfaith and multicultgraups,
Any group interested in hands, experiential, Jewish environmental education”
(Pearlstone Center Community Educatifii3.
The mechanisrthrough which affiliation was measuredtire online surveis a
limiation of this researciThe onlinesurvey measureafiliation based on memb&mipin two
traditional organizations: synagogues and JCCs. However, Jewish communal participation is not

limited tomembership ithese two institutions, and includeducational organizations, social

gatheringsadvocacy groupsnd other Jewish organizatiofifieonline survey did not ask
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about membership in these additional organizations and thus plbyeieti&es out @roportion

of Pearlstone Farm participants who are affiliated in those,waysot throug JCCs and
synagogued-uture renditions of this research will explicitly ask whether Jewish farming
movement participants are "affiliated" or "unaffiliated" through participation in formal Jewish
institutions beyond synagogues and JCCs. However, becaasdewees indicate that the Farm
hosts groups from day schools, interfaith organizations, youth organizstgomns:;

organizations, and other organizatipasd because the Pearlstone Farm's grey literature on
participating institutions also lists thegups it is reasonable to believe the proportion of
affiliated Pearlstone Farm participants is higher than the survey results show.

Online survey results indicate that most Pearlstone participants are already affiliated
through synagogues and JCChe majorityof individuals(at 56%) are either members of
synagogues, JCCar both. This affiliation datetis similar that of the larger Baltimore Jewish
community. According to its 2010 Jewish Community Study, the Associated found that 58% of
Jews are affiliated with some Jewish organization (Ukeles and Miller 2010).

Although most of its participants areeddy affiliated, lte Pearlstone Farm does reach
out to the unaffiliategand offers several programs that do not necessitate affiliattbra

Jewish organizatiofor participation. As described by an interviewee,

ABut this i s r egdmsktyprealyneagageiwithtthke enaffiliated,st pr o

through the context of sustainability and environmental education. As a

comprehensive action to engage people through that lens, rather than the lens of a
specific institution. [The Pearlstor@rm has beendong t hat al | al on
webre bridging the gap between those wh
Jewish outreach through institutigasd those who would be interested in being

involved in Jewish environmental outreachonare otherwise unaffiliateénd |

think thatés the bridge wed20ld) buil ding

The Associateds particularly interested in reaching the unaffiliatedl realizes the Pearlstone

Farm's potential to do sBor example, an Associated advertisement foaréicular Pearlstone
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Farm event describes it as: "an opportunity to use the environment and sustainability to inspire
unaffiliated member s o f-edgeanmgewiwhat JewishBaltinsre a f r e
can be" [mpact, Associated013)
4.3.1.7. Subcakegory 3.7: perceived importance of being Jewish

Intervieweeglescribe somPearlstone Farm participants not as Jewishly disengaged on a
psychological level, but rather as Jewishly uninvoleada social or behavioral level. Many of

these participants uslee Farm as their way to become active in the Jewish commbEhnity.

example:
Al think there are some individuals within
people, who want a sense of Jewigthongingg nd communi ty, which t he

finding in synagogues, but who were raised and have a real sensernafibg)

but khowt@what they are belonging. And | think this farm movement

addresses that. It gives you a place of belonging and it fills #ekfoe some

people that synagogues fulfilledinthepasut t he synagogues arenoét
a n y molmtesviewee #1, 2001

Al al ghata tothoi paokle who aretcnfarming and into environmentalism
think like, well, this is a good way to connéatJudaism. This will be the access
point back into Judaispand farming and environmentalism will be the access
poi nt bnewikwee #3,20D1

ABecause if, i f youdre completely [Jewishl
organic farm or commune other placetat does wonderful thingsuBl think

there is that desire taanect, or reengage or exploreb m J e wi s h | grew uj
Jewi sh, but what does that mean? Now that

what it means to be Jewishdanot just whatny parents say.fen this is a good
pl ace to @iepiétwee#8 20)hat o

A[ Pearl stone Farm participants] are people
producing healthy food, eating healthy, growing food in a free, sustainable way

and eating gootbod, but who also want to return to the soil, enjoy working with

their hands, enjoy growing thing&ND are motivated in part or largely by Jewish

values and Jewi sh experiences. ltdés not an
i mp or Intarvidwee#1( 2011 emphasis on original).

"In Baltimore there are a lot of different organizations that help you do that, how

to start urban gardens, and now this whole urban farming initiative in Baltimore.
And [the Pearlstone Farm] seems like a way peoplgeamvolved in the Jewish
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community, because its more comfortalolethey knowwe 6 r e doing i1t and
Jewishso it's going to be more specialized to what they wantérviewee #4,
201D).
"So even ostensibly if people would not want to grow up to be a fatimegifjnd
that the people who are attracted to the movememntesmelethey are attracted
to, that they want to be a partthat, and that its rewarding'lrfterviewee #1,
2011, emphags on origina).
"But what makes the Jewish farming movement
around other Jews and working towards a common goal that codeasvho
participate in farming”laterviewee #1, 2071
Al t hough t he un aphtihg il Jevash eochmumal activifiets, thpyanay stilldekel
as though being Jewish is important. Participaiioine Pearlstone Farm provides anexxial
expression of Jewishness and a way to identify thigitulture
The online survewsked participants how importdrging Jewish was to thepmior to
their Pearlstone Farm participation in ortiecapture th@sychologicabspects of Jewishness
The majority ofPearlstone Farm participarieela s t hough being Jéwiash i s
71%.Addi tionally 12 out of the 13 survey takers
or fAnot at dHerhselvemanjewisht ant ar e
4.3.1.8. Subcategory 38: perceivedlevel of pro-environmental dedication
Interviewees descrilfeearlstond-arm participants as sharing an interest in sustainable
agriculture and the environment. Individuals choose to participate on the Pedfkstortiie to
this shared interest. This "unifying factor" brings together a group diverse on many other levels,
as ®en in the othedemographic indicators abov&n interestJewish community and
explorationis complemented by anterest inthe environment and agriculturs interviewees
explain:
AThere are people who are not as Jewishly

inspired by and called to action by environmental issues, and there are folks that
are deeply committed and secure in their J
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"And we get students and idealistic impassioned people who like working on a
farm and withtheir bodies for environmental reasons” (Interviewee #4, 2011).

AOne is that 61 6m an environmentalist firs
Jewish, it has to be in a way that my envi
So the environmentalist identits first and foremost and being Jewish, if it

happens to fit in that, d&écool! | 6m going t
what that | ooks |Iike.® On the flip side, 0
environmental values correspond with my Jewialues, then | will bring them in

to my Judaism and explore what that | ooks

AWhat | umkaft tmtbentwwifngent, &8 of [ participant
name]: Orthodox Jews who are gardeners and designers, and feadttand

organic who have the same values of any gfarsd who also have a very rich

cultural toolkittows k wi t ho (Il nterviewee #2, 2011).

Online survey results help to clarify the extent to which Jewish and environmental motivations
draw Pearlstone Farm participar@line survey takers wewesked their motivation for
partiapating on the Pearlstone Farm, dhdmost frequently appearirapswers(survey takers
could "check all that apply'fall under environmetial and agricultural categories, rather than
Jewishcategories. The top three motivations for participating on the Pearlstone Farm are: "to
engage in preénvironmental activity for # sake of my local community” (6856), "to
maintain/increase my level of environmental education'3%}, and "to gain access to fresh,

local, organi¢cand healthy food" (61.0%). The total motivation responses are seen below:
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Table40: Pearlstone Farmgpr t i ci pant s6 motivation for partic

Motivation Specific notivation % N
category
Jewish To maintain/explore my own Jewish identity 52.9% |74
To becor_ne more connected/involved in the Baltimore Jew 38.0% | 53
community
To become moreonnected/mvolved with the Jewish 21 9% | 30
peoplehood worldwide
To maintain/explore the Jewish religion 35.8 | 50
To maintain/increase my level of Jewish education 40.%%6 | 57
Environmental | To engage in pr@environmental activity for theake of my
. 68.1% | 96
and local community
agricultural To engage in pmenwronmental activity for the sake of the 53205 | 75
global community
To maintain/increase my level of environmental education | 67.3% | 95
To decrease my level of environmental anxiety/fear 156% | 22
To gain access to fresh, local, organic and healthy food 61.0% | 86

More surveystakerssaythey are motivated to participate on the Pearlstone Farm

environmental and agricultural reasons than Jewish reasons. Of all survey takers who answered
this question (N 141), 95% listed at least one environmental/agricultural motivation, whereas
74% listedat least one Jewish motivatidfollow up questionsvith original interviewees and
research gatekeepesaturate this trend. Interviewees suggettatthe lowernumbes for

Jewish motivatiosis due to the fact that many Pearlstone Farm participants are already satisfied
in their JewisHifestyles and tlus Jewishitemsfrom the surveyre notmotivations to

participate As interview data from the previous section suggest, individuals may prefer
participation on the Pearlstone Farm over other environmental and sustainable agricultural
programs because thaye comfortable operating in a Jewaimospherand amongst other

Jews For example, an interviewee explains her motivation to participate on the Pearlstone Farm
as stemming primarily due to environmerdgatlagricultural reasons, but the Jewish pieci of

was still important:
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"But | came into the scene because | was Jewish and | was interested in
developing myself as an environmental educator, not because | was interested in
Jewish environmental education. And there were there nice options that were

araund that some of my friends were invol

of fit the mold and | can conduct myself very well in these situations because |

ved

have the Jewish background, | speak Hebrew

have farming experiee, and now an education experience. And workirtbe

Jewish community is and was never real

working in it for like 3 years...So it was because the farming and education, the

marriage as the two, and Ilwaswellposioned t o be here and

learning curve for me, and | can teach other people about it" (Interviewee #4,
2011).

Although the majority of Pearlstone Farm participants are motivated to particgsed
on environmental and agricultural issu#gsy come to the Farm with varying levelssetf
identified pro-environmentalifestyle dedication. Interviewees describe this variation in
participants' prior levels of prenvironmental dedication:

"So some feedback we détom Pearlstone Farm progrgparticipantsjvas from

a sustainability perspective, learning about food systantsfood jusice, and the
interconnectedness. firther development there for suiut also, maybe even
more so, feedback saying, they alredgwabout sustainability andnd-based
relationshipsputthe experience of doing it in a Jewish way was resdiglly
powerful, and saying we, this is a way to be JewisA.way that engages in a
more holistic range of sense and learning styles and not only texts and not only
[praying]" (Interviewee #5, 2011).

"I think if you have very little knowledge of how to go about gardening and
planting, it's wonderful to have a guide and have someone to come along and help
and show you what to do and how to do it, and how to save yous pladtwhat

to plant and what to plant when. It's guidance of how to farm" (Interviewee #6,
2011).

"This is my first experience volteering in a farm work settingw.e | | I kKknow

learninga lot about crops in generdly mom'sinto gardening but it was never
mythinga nd s o idg@ lot fromeb&ingrout her&ven overhearing the
little tours the Milldale campers gethd fact this is an organic farm and we can
just be picking pemand eating them right there" (Intervieweg, 2011).

"lto6s not one of these scenes that ar

in Baltimore like more radical. [The Pearlstone Farm] is a more mainstream
gentle way to get into it thalike, slightly left of mainstreamFor people Wo are
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excited and ready to get on the boat and r
range of different avenues you can go through to rteaded foodmore a part of
your life, and this is like local food and growing your own food and leayni
whereyour food comes from" (Interviewee #4, 2011).
Online survey takers were asked to rank their-gafceived "gvel of dedication” to living an
environmentally friendly and sustainable lifestgl&or to their Pearlstonéarminvolvement.
This question wamtentionally broad in scope in order to incorporate any activities or attitudes
participants felt contributed to an environmentditigndly way of life. Results show thdte
majority of Pearlstone Farm participa®§%) had a moderate to low level élf-perceived
pro-environmental dedication before participating on the Pearlstone Farm.
4.3.2. Property: individual -level impacts
ThePearlstone Farnmfluencests participantn an individual levein terms oftheir
Jewishidentitiesandpro-environmentalifestyles. An interviewee explains thiduatlevel
influence statingh We 6 r e trying to change a food system
b e éennspire people Jewishbndwe i nspi r e p e o p Interviesveew2, 20GIn me nt a l
emphasis on gginal). Individual level impacten Jewishdentity andpro-environmental
lifestyle are further categorized lmpgnitive, affective and behavionahpacts
4.3.2.1. Subcategory 3.10: Jewish identity impacts
As an educational prograjthe Pearlstone Farm provilearning opportunitiesn
Jewish culture and religioRarticipants can use their experiences on the Eafigure out how
Jewish culture and religidit in their lives.Interviewees describe Jewikarningopportunities
on the Pearlstone Farm:
A | tnot juss about farming and connections between Jews and farming, but about

exploring Jewish identity, and spiritual praetiand pluralistic communities.
Inclusive, pluralistic, inclusive, opeminded,explorative Jewish communitiés
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think is very attrative to people trying to figure out what role Judaisrgoing to
play in their lifed Interviewee #3, 2011

AA | ot of pdldapmnh isirrdleanotthem.tBihJadaism isotjust a
system of outdated laws, or a system of Semitic, fonabgion with no

relevancel think that when people start to learn about the eco and social justice
wisdom found in traditional and modern Jewish texts, all of the sudden the
conversation between their current food and environmental values and their
current Jewsh identity resumed.hen once Judaism feels relevzagain a

number of doors opéninterviewee #3, 2011

"l grew up pretty Jewish, with a lot of Jewish background. | went to Jewish day

school. | had a strong connection to Israel. So Judaisriasthing that was

always a part of me, and | was trying to figure out how | wanted to be a part of it.

And | was always straying more away from it gliice, just like trying new things

because | had done it all my life, and somagHihad sort of gppled with. Ad

back then it wasndt as much a part of my i
Which is something | sort of gained from being here" (Interviewee #4, 2011).

A When | Peald$tdne Rargoarticipant] about his Jewish identity,was

something.it was never really exposed to hisind when he camigo the

Pearlstone Farntje was trying to connéto his father and understand what his
dadisdoing.Bcause his dad i s,addhisdasd haslecme hi s mom
more and more religias over timeand so this is a cool place to learn about

things that k8 dad might be learning abodnd um,yeahi t 6 s | i ke he has mc
a sense of it being approachable and @iying so many different things

(Interviewee #42011)

The PearlstonBarm also provides a new mechanism for affective connections to Jewish
identity. The Farm serves as an affective fAac
unconnected to the group. An initial connection through agricultural interests mayg kead
deeper sense of Jewish connection on the affective level. As an interviewee explains, some

par ti ci ppmitosmentdlismhika shafed common value of the people in this

(@}

community, and maybe 10611 al so ntfeel srdngitrened o ma k
in Jewish identityo (Interviewee #3, 2011). A
the Farm leadlig to a deeper sense of Jdwiessfi| t 6 s def initely that Jew

everyonebs wor ki ngoft oJgeewihselr cacmmdmu rhiatty ¢ e(nlsret e r v
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Pearlstone Farns a space that servesasew source of Jewish community, which may instill a
sense obelongingfor Jews feeling previously disconnected. An interviewee describes this

connection to Jewistess, stating:

A

connect to their Judaishh,ut f or peopl e who havenodot real
place, like, works to do that and achieve that. And, they can be here and
understand more about what it metmbe Jewish and feel comfortable about

ABut people who arenodot already connected t

ot her ways, and theyodére attracted to far mi

connection to Judaism through farming. Because, like, nothing else has turned

themon to it, so once theyobvealdtomund an i n an
I

being Jewish and they donét have to feel I
shu 6 or | i ke O6there are so many things | dc
doesndét really matter so mukk, ybedaesa pau
somethingandyaul I | earno (I)nterviewee #4, 2011

In addition to providing a new sece of information and feelingf connection, the
Pearl stone Farm provi des Jpvash'tFor some leerfre¢adstonei t h a
Farm i s fAjust another | evneulniotfy op a(rltnitceiAwai teiwege
interviewees describe, the Farm provides a forum fortraahtional Jewish communal
participation:

~

Al think té aftr @re oag | o icrdm nat feelingdewishly J e wi s h .
engagedl 6ve felt that maybe the Jewish communi
my needs, so maybe this Jewish community w
#3, 2011).

ifWe need

a open t
provide thi

way to be Jewi sh atmimgdan i s
s O 2011, empha

(I'nterviewee #1,
ThePearlstond-armis a space fodewish communal bondinghich resultsn new personal and
professional relationship®/hen describing the 185 year old presence on the Farm, an
interviewee says, "Sthatdemographics [group] is interested in potentially meeting people, and
someone who they eventually will partner up with" (Interviewee #3). A second interviewee lists

several bonding opportunities he's withessed amongst Pearlstone Racipguas:
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"'6ve seen people who have made | i fe changi
experiences here. Some people meet their husbands, wives, people make friends.
Some people have anged their graduate educationhas inspired some to go to
ratbinical school.l v@ seen many change their jobs. People get more involved in
the community” (Interviewee #1, 2011).
4.3.2.2. Subcategory 310: pro-environmental lifestyle impacts
The Pearlstone Farprovides learning opportunities environmental issues and
sustainable agricultur&or example, interviewees recognize the importance of environmental

knowledge as a kestep towards$or pro-environmental living

AA volunteedwhlyed®en®ds k ¢ @ ,w | told hem tipeevkotei ci des ?°

t hing antd newvatiorsf grumati on for him, and heos
make him think, but he doesndtgoouecessarily
and decide whattobuyut it can definitely be a start.i
2011).

"Volunteers Ilworkwi h, especially high school intern:

about where their food comes from. So it's just like thinking about where your
food comes from and realizing it comes from a farm, and what those farms look
like. And this is one model and an usdrial model being another one"
(Interviewee #4, 2011).

Al dondt think people will get it unless t
ways to be green. Let me give you some examples of things that are helpful to
you. 6 | dondt tehti nikt tohne yt hweoiurl downuos t( Ignt er vi

According to interviewees, the Pearlstone Farm's educational programmiragseds

environmental awareness in a variety of areas including: runoff prevention, pesticide use,

recycling, composting, healthy food choices, garden technigndsystainabléarming

practices. The availability of an operational, educational farm enabldsahmsng to take place
amongst the Baltimore Jewish community. The F
environmental issues amongst the Baltimore Jewish community makes it a central source for
environmental knowledge, which has led its role modelmdHe larger Jewish greening

movement in Baltimore. As/lkapebopter«hnewenangekph
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here with information, weobre | i,sionguedreemgboainmg
have information that people caniamt o0 (I ntervi ewee #4, 2011).
may also be inspired to continue their enviro
physically left the farm. As an interviewee points d@iltthink it can also influence people to
learnmo r e . Even what you dondét get here you can
2011).

Pearl stone al so i nfl uenc epsoervifohnemtaifestyles f ac et
by addressing the internal barriéksng "green” The Farmdoes s by increasing participants'
comfort levels with the environmental movement and their personal responsitolitpes-
environmental livingOne interviewe®bservednanyfeelings ofanxiety surrounding
environmental behavior ithe Baltimore Jewish comumity. She explains:

"In terms of just decreasing that misconception, or decreasing the anxiety

associated withartain environmental movementgncountered a tremendous

amountof fear and anxiety about, one, changing your behavior. Even if it's

costingthem more money or bad for their health, people are much more likely to

remain status quo andinchange because it's easiPeople also have a lot of

fear and anxiety about co3t.h e r btéokfearaof environmentalism as costing

more. And breakingbse barriers to make thessues more accessible to people

is the way to both role model and then inspire those people in those organjzations

institutions,and constituencies"” (Interviewee #8, 2011).
By makingenvironmentaknowledge and experiencesxre accessible and tailored to individual
situations, théarmis breaking the barrier between lack of knowledge, feelifdsan and
motivations to act. Sever al JewishCoommunitye wees cit e
Gardening Collective as a methoddeffusing some of this anxietyntil the JCGC theJFMin

Baltimore was limited to a single rural location (fPearlstoné-arm), which is not only

physically inaccessible to many (due to lack of easily accessible public transportation), but also
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posed a gpychological barrier todopting apro-environmentalifestyle. For example, the

Pearlstone Farm's displaced location was:

Aal most prhoapagdadteiangf Oy ouencranmenthlo [ f ar mi ng

acti vi tthemsd eodoYuotu ityauhavd D00 dactes.'®i can do this

you dondt hav Kingtdigtanteioasynagoguehd n 6wau can do

t h if 5 h idifsthatd "Thdse people oveheredo that.' 't you go outthereyou
can do that, but in our homet 6 s s o (ltervieveeg#8, @01emphasis on
original).
TheJewish Community Gardens, which are dispersed throughout the larger Baltimore Jewish

community enable more frequent anabresituatel agricultural experiences. As interviewees

explain:

TheJewish Commuity GardeningCollectivei s hows t he practicality

the lessons established in Reisterstown can be apaliedd how you donot
live with acres and acres around to participate and to be farming or to use

agricultural practices. You can be inarban environment and still be very

involved in agricultural sustainability, food access, and tie that all into a Jewish
educati on Icteviepee #820910 (

AThe goal [of the Community Gardening | ni

comfortable and confident in embodying the values we stand for here and
teaching, passing those values in a way that meets the needs and interests of their
const i intereieweey#8, 2001
ThePearlstone Farmstrivesfor the Jewish community of Baltimore feel comfortable enough
with the Jewish farming movement for it to become a regular aspect of being Jewish in

Baltimore. An interviewee explains this vision stating:

Al think that [ the Peeatsvaleesincorgoratedimtan] wo ul

h a

d

mai nstream Jewi sh Baltimorebs values, infr
norms [and] expectations. And so what that

just feel l i ke, o6oh [t he sRelpoutostduchn e F a
with reality out there, farming, ok it
of an experience than something that is a model” (Interviewee #3, 2011).

r
0

m]
s

g

The Pearl stone Farm infl uenc emenvidorementae havi o

lifestyles byaddressing external barriersgreen living The Farm addresses these external
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barriers by providing the necessary infrastructure (the farm, gardens, seeds, tools, etc.) for action,
as well as creating community norms for actigriinking Judaism and agricultur&s noted
above, thedlCGCmakes environmental and agricultural practice more physically accessible to
more Jews in Baltimoréndividualsno longer need to travel to Reisterstown to participate. The
infrastructure provided through the Pearlstone Farm also enables action. Jewish farming
movement activities could not have taken place in Baltimore due to the lack of infrastructural
capabilities and resources with which to act. The Farm has also created a cultural climate in
which sustainable consumption is acceptable, which is inclusive of Jews across the
denominational spectrum. A central goal of th
mobilizing the Jewish community to be more sustainable and make healthier choices and eat
| ocal foodo (Interviewee #2, 2011). According
food choices are the most noticeable behavioral cha@gesr behavioral ch@es that Jewish
Baltimoreans have begun to internalize include: recycling, composting, gardening, joining a
CSA, attending farmers markets, shopping within the local economy, eating healthier food, using
renewable energy sources, advocating for envirorsheatisesand improving landise
practices.

The online surveprovides a method for examininthe extent ofndividuatlevel Jewish
identity andpro-environmentalifestyle impactson Pearlstone Farm participanasid also how
these impacts vary acrossii@pant characteristic§ he researcher used empirical data from the
open interviews to createognitive, affectiveand behaviorahdicatorsof Jewishidentity and

pro-environmental lifestylesvhich are displayed in the tables below.
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Table 4.: Indicators of Jewish identity

Indicators

Cognitive | Exploration of Jewish religion

Exploration of Jewish culture

Affective Feeling of connection with the Jewish peoplehood

Feeling of connection with the Baltimore Jewish community
Feeling ofconnection with the Baltimore Jewish environmental or
agricultural community

Sense of personal Jewish identity

Behavioral | Personal interactions/connections with other Jews

Professional interactions/connections with other Jews
Participation inJewish events/activities/organizations

Table £: Indicators of preenvironmental lifestyles
Indicators

Cognitive | Exploration of other pr@nvironmental causes/knowledge/issues
Level of preenvironmental knowledge
Affective Level of anxiety/fear oénvironmental issues/situations decrease

Level of preenvironmental attitude

Behavioral |[Maki ng figreener o0 personal or ins
non-packaged, low petroleum)

Making Agreener 0 per <hoioes(ex:publici ns
transportation, biking/walking, shutting off electricity, lower water use)
Making figreenero personal or ins
packaging, more recycling, more reusing, lessmmyclable purchases)
Makingih gr eener 0 per s o rselchoioes (ex: composting)
creating rain gardens, decreasing impervious surfaces, decreasingtiven
species)

Level of preenvironmental advocacy (ex: spreading the word, donating,
fundraising, signing petitics) protesting)

Online survey takers were asked to rank the leveétifimpact they perceived to occur under
each specific indicator, based specifically on their Pearlstone Farm participation. The impact
measurement is based on the extent to whichr vey t aker s perceived
specific indicator (O being no increase at all andibdthe greatest increase). Tiguresand
tables below display averagankings andlescriptive statistics for each specific indicator, as
well as descriptive statistiésr thesummative indices of the nine Jewish idendityl pro

environmental lifestyle indicatorSummative indices were created by adding each of the nine
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indicator scoes. Summative index scores range from 0 to 45 possible points for both Jewish

identity and preenvironmental lifestyle.
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Figure38: Average ranks (05) of increase teachJewish identityndicator(N = 140143‘55)
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Figure39: Average ranks (05) of increase teachpro-environmental lifestyle indicator (N =
140-142°)
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Table 8: Descriptive statistics of each single indicator

N Min Max | Mean | Std.
Dev.

Feeling of connection to Jewish peoplehood| 143 | O 5 2.49 1.648
Feeling ofconnection Baltimore Jewish 142 | O 5 2.18 1.599
community
Feeling of connection Baltimore Jewish 143 | O 5 2.88 1.642
environmental/agricultural community
Personal connections with Jews 143 | 0 5 2.89 1.615
Professional connections with Jews 143 | 0 5 2.49 1.744
Participation in other Jewish 141 | O 5 2.70 1.603
events/activities/orgs
Sense of personal Jewish identity 142 | O 5 2.61 1.671
Exploration of Jewish religion 140 | O 5 2.70 1.737
Exploration of Jewish culture 142 | O 5 2.61 1.624
Greener food choices 142 | O 5 3.35 1.655
Greener energy choices 142 | O 5 2.86 1.789
Greener purchase choices 142 | O 5 2.98 1.784
Greener landuse choices 142 | 0 5 2.88 1.870
Exploration other pr@nvironmental 141 | O 5 2.97 1.744
causes/knowledge/issues
Level of pro-environmental advocacy 142 | O 5 2.67 1.809
Level of preenvironmental knowledge 142 | O 5 3.24 1.593
Level of anxiety/fear of environmental 140 | O 5 2.04 1.819
iIssues/situations decrease
Level of preenvironmental attitude 141 | O 5 2.78 1.728

Table 4: Descriptive statistics of each summative index

Jewish identity Pro-env. lifestyle
summative index summative index
N Valid 143 142
Missing 4 5
Mean 23.3986 25.6972
Median 24.0000 27.0000
Mode 27.00 45.00
Std. Deviation 11.66742 13.82207
Variance 136.129 191.049
Skewness -.232 -.262
Std. Error of Skewnes; .203 .203
Kurtosis -. 735 -1.086
Std. Error of Kurtosis .403 404
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Figure40: Jewish identity summative index histogram
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Figure4l: Pro-environmental lifestylsummative index histogram
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In addition to prowling a wayto gauge the extent to which each inticavas perceived
as an impact, the quantitative data from the ordum@eyenables exploratiowhattypeof
participantaareimpacted to what exterithe researchean multivariate regression models
through theSPSSstatistical analysis softwate investigate which participant characteristics
influence Jewish identity and pemvironmerdl lifestyle rankingsin order to do this, @a from
the online survey were downloaded into an Excel spreadsheet, and cteaedform text
responses to numeric values. The Excel sheet was imported into SP8&) andtivariate
linear regression models were run for each of the two summative indices. The summative index
scores were the single dependent variables for thesepayate regressions. Eleven participant
characteristics were the independent variailesch of the regressions. These independent
variables include six interval/ordinal variables and five nominal variables. The six
interval/ordinal independent variablare: age, socieconomic status, perceived importance of
being Jewish, perceived dedication to-privironmental living, length of Pearlstone Farm
participation (in cumulative years), and frequency of Pearlstone Farm participation (in number of
days pewear). The table below shows the transformation of survey responses into numeric

values for each interval variable:

Table %4: Transformation of online survey responses from text to numeric format

Independent variabl{ Text response from Numericequivalent for multiple
survey regressions
Age 1871 34 1
3571 54 2
5571 74 3
75+ N/A®’
Socioeconomic $49,999 or less 1
Vari abl e ciart4edgaonrdi efis7 5505 ar e combined to be interpreted

participant filled out a survey.
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status (total and pre| $50,000- $99,999 2
taxed annual $100,000 $149,999 3
household income) | $150,000+ 4
Perceived Not at all 1
importanceof being | Not very N/A®®
Jewish Somewhat 2
Very 3
Perceived dedicatiol None 1
to a pro Very low
e_nvwonmental Low 5
lifestyle Moderate
High 3
Very high
Length of Pearlstong Less than oayear 1
Farm participation | One totwo days a year |2
Two to three days a yeal 3
Three+ days a year 4
Frequency of Lessthanonce ayear |1
Pearlstone Farm | One to ten days a year |2
participation Ten+ days a year 3

The five nominal independent variables are: marital status (dumsexjmale = 0, female = 1),
Jewish denomination (dummy), Jewish formal affiliation (nonaffiliated = O, affiliated = 1), and
locality (nonlocal = 0, local = 1). Dummy variables were created for marital status (single,
married, other) and Jewish denominatfoot Jewish, nomlenominational, Orthodox,
Conservative, Reform or Reconstructionist). The category of "single” was the omitted category
for the marital status dummy variable, and the category of-temominational” the omitted
category for the Jewishedomination dummy variable.

The table below displays how this researaetsthe assumptionsf linear regression, as
identified by Paul D. Allison (1999). These inclutiaearity, independencdjomoscedastity,

normality, and multicollinearity.

®Variable categories finot veirrytbteramrdetiedbtasatfimdt ovarmrye

Qa It

only two finot veryo participants filled out the survey
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Table46: Assumptions for linear regression (table compiled by Rachel Berndtson; sources cited

within table)

Assumption Test used Result
Jewish identity Pro-env.lifestyle
model model

Linearity. relationship
between predictor an
outcome variables
should bdinear

Scatterplots of residuals ar
predicated valuesr@ng
2012.

Randomness of residuals over the
range of predictor variables, or the
predicted Y value (Yang 2012).

Mean independence:
the x variablesre
unrelated to the
random disturbance
of U

Fornonexperimental data,
Athereds not
that will enable you to
determine whether or not
such violations are present
The only thing you have to
go on is your knowledge of]

the phenomen
studyingo (A
125).

Using a simple raramized or
probability sample makes this
assumption less likely to be violated
(Allison 1999).The sample in this
research wasollectedusing
theoretical samplingp find significant
variations amongst property
dimensions (Strauss and Corbin 199
A violation of this assumption leads 1
an unbiased model, which cannot be
generalized to the larger population
(Allison 1999). However, grounded
theorists using quantitative analysis
need to fArel ax t
analyses in order tgenerate theory
(Glaser2007), and will not generalize
the theory beyond the population
studied.

Homoscedasticity: th
variance okerrors
canrot depend on the
X variables

Scatterplots of residuals ar
predicated values (Hoffmar
2005; Yang 2012)

Pattern of residuals showfau n i f
degree of scatte

Uncorrelated
disturbancesthe
value of error for any
individual sample is
uncorrelated to the of
error for any other
individual

Durbin-Watson statistic to
test correlation of residusl
(Hoffman 2005) Statstic
should be close to the valu
of two. Values nearing zerg
indicate positive
autocorrelation, and values
nearing 4 indicate negative
autocorrelation (Hoffman

2005).

Durbin-Watson
statistic:1.774

Durbin-Watson
statistic:2.052
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Normality of errors:
Errors havea normal
distribution

Histogram of regression
standardized residuals with
normal curvgYang 2012).

Distribution of resiluals reflects the

normal curveand is "reasonably
symmetric"(Yang 2012 33).

Normal RP plots of
regression standardized
residualgHoffman 2005)

Observed cumulative probability is
symmetrically distributed around the

expected cumulative probability
(Hoffman 2005)

Multicollinearity:
independent variable|
are not too highly
correlated with one

another

Tolerance and VIF
statistics Assumption is me
if VIF is under 2.5 and
tolerance is over .40

(Allison 1999).

Tol er anc ¢
417
VI Fs:

419

al IVI Fs:

Tol er and

a l

In the Jewishidentitysummative indexegression model, 23.6% of the variance in the
summative indescorecan be explained by the eleven independent variablese independent

variables (locality, Jewish denominatiant Jewish, and length of participation) significantly (p

<.05) influencaghe mean of the Jewistientity summative index score. These variables are

bolded in the regression result table below.

Table47: Regression results of participant characteristics on Jewish identity summative

Model Unstandardized | Standardizeq t Sig.
Coefficients Coefficients
B Std. Error Beta

(Constant) 28.436 9.352 3.041] .003
Affiliated -.484 2.445 -.021] -.198| .844
Age -1.830 1.876 -.124| -.975| .332
Sex 3.356 2.218 137| 1.513| .133
Local -5.909 2.744 -.216| -2.153| .034
Sociceconomic status -.151 1.185 -.015| -.127| .899
IZ_)ed|cat|on to preenvironmental 1251 2 934 059 -560 577
lifestyle

Importance of being Jewish .024 2.228 .001| .011| .992
Length of participation 2.300 1.045 214 2.201| .030
Frequency oparticipation .842 1.044 .075| .807| .422
Denomination: Not Jewish -10.919 4,778 -.289| -2.286| .024
Denomination: Reform or 1.288 3.332 .042| .387] .700
Reconstructionist

Denomination: Conservative -.331 3.212 -.011 -.103| .918
Denomination: Orthodox 2.888 3.326 .084| .868| .387
Marital: Married -1.718 3.110 -.072[ -.552| .582
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[ Marital: Other | 963 4.593 .020] .210| .834

In the preenvironmental lifestylsummative indexegression model, 22.7% of the variance in
the summative indegcorecan be explained by the eleven independent variabhese
independent variables (socioeconomic status, Jewish denominatidewish, and frequency of
participation) significantly (p <.05) influence the mean of thegmeironmental lifestyle
summativandex score. These variables are bolded in the regression result table below.

Table48: Regression results of participant characteristics orepuironmental lifestyle
summative index

Model Unstandardized | Standardizeq t Sig.
Coefficients Coefficients
B Std. Error Beta
(Constant) 19.530 11.042 1.769] .080
Affiliated -2.934 2.892 -.107[ -1.015 .313
Age .655 2.206 .037 297 767
Sex -.034 2.609 -.001| -.013] .990
Local -3.335 3.256 -.103| -1.024f .308
Sociceconomic status 2.857 1.397 243 2.046] .043

Dedication to pre

environmental lifestyle -1.806 2636 -072] -685 495
1 Importance of being Jewish 498 2.637 .023 .189| .851
Length of participation 1.694 1.230 1351 1.378 .171
Frequency of participation 2.734 1.229 207| 2.225 .028
Denomination: Not Jewish -11.645 5.654 -.262| -2.059( .042
gggggﬂﬁggg‘hgﬁform or 4470  3.935 123 1.136] .259
Denomination: Conservative -1.517 3.809 -.043| -.398[ .691
Denomination: Orthodox -.560 3.941 -.014| -.142( .887
Marital: Married -5.607 3.670 -.201| -1.528 .130
Marital: Other -3.417 5.418 -.062 -.631] .530

Complete regression statistics and residual plots are listed in Appendix F.

4.4. Quality checking
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The researatr checkeddataresults with committee members and resegatkkeeper
through a private Facebook pageperson meetingsend phone and email exchangése
researcher used Facebook to Ainvitedo sever al
for research updates afekdbackPrivacy was maintained by makitige Facebook page
unsearchable by the general Facebook pudtid, by restricting members froseeng who else
is a page membefhe researcher requested all feedback be given through direct emails or
Facebook messages,a®to uphold the highest degree nbaymity on the Facebook page.

During the open coding process, the researcher posted each of the three major categories and
requested participant feedbadlhe researchalsochecked data collection results and analysis
with core and gatekeeper research participants through anggghonexchangeand in person
meetingsThe researched usethail, phone and kperson exchangesith research gatekeepers

to clarify the coding analysis and theoretical scheme.
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5. Chapter 5: Answering research questions

This chapteruses thdinal substantive theorgieveloped in Chapter Four to answle
study's nine research questions. These inchddour broad questions that structured this work
from the beginning, as well the five questions that emergedtbageounded theory began to
take shape. The four original research questions include

1. What is the Jewish farming movement in Baltimavly did it begin and what factors
contributed to its original invention?
2. How is the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore diffusing through the Jewish

community of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Area?

3. What are the impacts of the Jewish farming movemeBalimoreonitp ar t i ci pant s«

Jewish identities anpro-environmentalifestyles?

4. How does the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore compare to other, similar
movements in the United States?
The five additional research questions inctude
5. How is theJewish farming movement in Baltimore creating a new form of Jewish
community and who is part of this community?
6. What role do Jewish communities play in the creation, diffusion and operation of the

Jewish farming movement in Baltimore?

7. What features spedaifto the Jewish community of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan

Area make the Jewish farming movement possible and successful there?

8. How, and for whoms the Jewish farming movement in Baltimerablinglewish

cultural sustainability
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9. How, and for whoms the Jewish farming movement in Baltimemabling
environmental sustainability?
Research questio#d, #2, #3, and#5 provide a larger structure for the analysis belanswers
to researclyuestionst4, #6, #7, #8 and#9 are embedded withithe four framing questions.
Research questigil (comparing the JFM in Baltimore to other, similar movements) is answered
by comparing Pearlstone Farm results to data from structured interaiegiggeyand scholarly
literature reviews$rom other community farmand gardens in the United Stat€ke
components of the final theory used to answer each research question are dikspbagg
figures ineach section below.
5.1Research gestion #1: What is the Jewish farming movement in Baltimoreyhy did it
begin, and what factors contributed to its original invention?
5.1.1. What is the Jewish farming movement in Baltimoré&

Figure42: Components of the final theory used to ansiver'what" ofRQ#1.

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces

Social processes producing the social space Principles of the Jewish farming movement

Jewish cultural
Establishment supported by Jewish sustainability

institutions

Environmental

N sustainability
programming
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The Jewish farming movement in Baltimore

national movement that providegperiential Jewish agricultural education through a diversity of
programsThe physical sites at which the JFM in Baltimore operates inco€e@rimary(the
Pearlstone Farmgnd several secondafdewish Community Garden Collective organizations)
Baltimore Jewislorgankzations. In delivering JFM programming, these social spaces mesult
new social processes (Jewish identity andgamaironmatal lifestyle formationpmongst
program participants his researcldescribeshe programs offereditough these new social
spacesstraditionally environmental/agricultural programming reinterpreted and reapplied
through a new Jewish lefsubcategoryl.3), and traditionally Jewish programming reinterpreted
and reapplied through a new environmentalfaltural lens (subcategofiy4). ThePearlstone
Farm merges the topics of Jewish religion and culture with the environment and sustainable
agricultureto enhance theelevancyof eachTheFar més t wo branches of
broadlyaddress thé h o @f tesearch questio#8 and#9, concerning how the movement in
Baltimoreenablesoth(8) Jewish cultural an®} environmental sustainability. The JFM in
Baltimoreenableslewish cultural sustainability lgroviding a space for Jewish learning, and for
cultural groupsocialization

The JFM in Baltimorenablesenvironmental sustainability by providirgspace fopro-
environmental learningnd practiceAs a"grassroots innovationthe Pearlstone Faroffers
bottomup action towards sustainable development rooted in a particular social and cultural
context (Seyfang and Smith 2007). Grassroots innovations are gotyhased niches for
sustainable development, that provide experimental spaces fonmevations(Seyfang and
Haxeltine 2012 he spaces of th#M in Baltimoreare newplacesfor social learning towards

pro-environmental sustainability. These spaces offer meaningful environmental expdoinces
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embedding those experiences withinultural contextand offeringearning through doing.
Meaningful environmental experiences,mth t han fAexternally 1 mposed
incentives," are more likely to result in lotagting preenvironmental behavior (Maitney 2002,
304), and communitpased organizations have been recognized for their provision of
meaningful environmental expences (Georg 1999; Maiteny 2002; Barraket 2008dlemiss

20104. Like manygrassroots innovations, the Pearlstone Farm provides first and second order
learning towardgro-environmental living Seyfang and Smith 20D Pearlstone prograntdfer

ways tolearn abouthe environment and sustainable agricul{@irst order) as well as

opportunities taeflect upon cultural, normative, and societal features influencing pro
environmentalnd/or unsustainabkgtitudes and behavio(second order)Second orde

learning is a critical element in successful niche growth and emergence, bepanisgis

individuals to question the existing regime (Kemp et al 19%8eyfang and Haxeltine 2012,
384)Rel i gi ous organizati ons ipneenpirammentacliiedtyes c an
by providing cultural templates through which to interpret and act on environmental issues (Hart
1996). Environmental issues inherit a greater meaning when framed through-bassde

theolaical perspectiveBrockelman 1997Rockefeller 1997; Jacobs 20(Maiteny2002;
Macnaghter2003; Middlemiss 2008; Smith and Pulver 2009). By situating environmental
sustainability within meaningful frameworks, religious groups can alter the normative group
culture surrounding the environmdMiddlemiss 2010a). The Pearlstone Farm is a community
based organization that uses religious texts and symbols to deliver environmental experiences
and educatiorCultural group memberseate their own meaningg®m the symbols embedded

in the physicabnvironment, and thus spaces are a reflection of their understanding of the

relationship between themselves and the environment (Soja 1989; Greider and Garkovich 1994;
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Mazumdar and Mazumdar 2012 he spacesreated through th#M in Baltimore are laden
with religious and cultural symbols, which members of the group interpret as meaningful through
their Farm experience$heories of learning have recently shifted from general principles to a
more contextual nature (Hart 200ifes several examples, inclad: Brown and Duguid 2000;
Davis et al 2000; Wenger 199& earning, as understood by critical and postmodern theorists,
places responsibility on the individual to construct meaning, but this construction occurs within
specific social contexts (Hart 200A contextual emphasis on learning includes efforts to better
understand the complex interplay of personal and social learning conditions, including cultural
emphases and interactions (Rogoff et al 2003 in Hart 2007, 846l learning on the
Pearlstone Farm involves a Jewish cultural emphasis and an environment shaped by the culture.
One way thd”earlstond-armreinterprets and reapplies environmental and agricultural
concepts through a new Jewish lens is by alteriadathdscape of its space to reflect the Jewish
culture.Landscapes, as socially produced spaces, are based on the symbolic meaning that
humans derive from the physical environment, by experiencing those spaces "through a special
filter of values and belist Every landscape is a symbolic environment. These landscapes reflect
our seltdefinitions that are grounded in culture” (Greider and Garkovich 1998od gxample,
culturally-specific crop varieties and farm/garden structures atltet®earlstone Faradewish
cultural landscape, andusthe cultural meaninglerivedfrom it. Othercommunity gardens and
farms in the United Statese alsaagricultural spaces thaegflectspecificgroup cultures.
Community gardens thaerve particular ethnic groupsch as Viethnameséalian, Hispanic,
Chinese, and African American (Airriess and Clawson 1994; Sald@maala and Krasny 2004;
French 2008)pffer environmental and agricultural programming in a new cultural way. Group

culture is reflected on agriculturaindscapes through garden/farm crop variety and physical
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garden structureand in this way cultural groups use gardens as an assertion of cultural identity
(Baker2004 Mazumdar and Mazumda012. Cultural and ethnic gardens produce crops used
in culturdly-specific dishes and medicines, which are often cheaper to growothan in

specialty grocery stores (Airriess and Clawson 1994; Saldiaaka and Krasny 2004; French
2008). For example, in their research on Puerto Rican community gardens in Ne@ityo

Laura SaldivaiTanaka and Marianne E. Krasny found ethnic vegetable crops, shaljas
oregano and sweet peppagsywing in the gardens. In her research on Hmong ethnic gardens in
the Sacramento Valley, Jennitdelzerfoundmany crops traditioal to Hmong culture that

cannot be found in local grocery stores (1994), such as ginger, taro, Chinese cabbage and
cilantro, corianderand aromatic leave#n interviewee from Site B in this research uses
vegetablesromh er chur c hos dp@vrclibe:acormnwnitgraddichal piekled
vegetable relishTwo otherfaith-basedaltimore Citygardens (Sites C and D) grow plants that
reflectp a r t i aeligoasrbeliesfsd For examplas an interfaith spac8jteD has "five

gardens: Christian, @ash, Muslim, Native American and Eastern religions gardens. Planted
with plants that are referred to in the sacred writings in each of those traditions, with a little sign
i n each that ha sSitsQntervieviee2012).CulfunalgnBuenceson i t 0 (
agricultural spacealso come through physical structure (Lawson 2005). Symbols and
constructiortechniques, such as flags, artwork, ceremonial gateways, decor, and plot styles,
reflect the culture of gardens' occupants (Rishbeth 2004). For exath@@ gardens in
SaldivarTanaka and Krasny's study have "casitas" or small wooden houses to display pictures,
store instruments, socialize and play games (2004). Casitas are a physical element of Latino
gardens that make them recognizable from gardeather ethnic groups (Saldivaanaka and

Krasny 2004; French 2008). Other garden structures reflecting group culture include religious
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statues in Italian garderand lattices in Chinese gardens (French 20083. physical structures

of garden Sites Cral D from this research reflect faith traditions. For instance, the interviewee

from Site C explains that in each separate se
representing, Awhat we call a ' akmertitjaodtler oss, 0
color of the chakras. So we've taken [the gar

Interviewee, 2012). Several of the community gardens from the grey literature have photos on
their websites and/or Facebook pages that displadegasymbols or structures reflecting their
religion. Examples include bible passages on garden signs, cross structures, and specified prayer
sites.The presence of gardens themselves can reflect a culture amongst theokamgenity
landscape. For exanglin the case of Viethamese gardens in New Orleans, the gardens
themselves became an "iconic cultural landscape of the community” (Airriess et al 2008, 1343).
By including groupspecific structures, symbols, and crop varieties, agricultural spaces can
simultaneously be religious and cultural spaces, thus serving as sites of for cultural identification,
religious practice, and ecological consciousness (Mazumdar and Mazumdar 2012).

In addition to enhancing the meaning ofj@mvironmentalism through a Jewigms, the
Pearlstone Farralso strives to enhance theevancyof Jewish life and community in the 21
century by aligning it with sustainable agriculture and the environmaetPearlstone Farm and
the Jewish Community Gardens are therefore new,@mientallysituated spaces for Jewish
identification.For many American Jewseaningful Jewish experiences have shifted from
externally bounddreligious norms to internally driven, personal concédtsrowitz 2002;
Woocher 2009), andheironmental engageent isaninterestbased approadio Jewish
identification (Intrator and Rosov 1998; Kaplan 2009; Mann 2012). The Pearlstone Farm uses

the environment and sustainable agriculture as common interests to unite Jews from across
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demographic spectrum@ne ofthe ways the Pearlstone Faanses the environment to enhance
the meaning of Jewish life is by offering a new fornminéérmal Jewish education through its
Jewish agricultural educatiggrogramsIin contemporary open society, mangaspora groups
usecultural education to sustain group culture, aochimunitybased organizations are sources
of cultural education (Bekerman and Kopelowitz 20D8toricaguena 2008; Firkatian 2008
Communitybased organizations that offer cultural education provide a $paicelividualsto
learn aboytconnect with, and thus maintathe culture The North American Jewish
community has recognized and promoted Jewish education as a means for group survival and
continuity (Pomson 2008; Bekerman and Kopelowitz 2088d iformal education is one
format through tenhance Jewish relevancy (Reimer 2011; Woocher 28%82)ut byChazan,
"Informal Jewish education, as an approach that maintains that people learn by
being actively involved, is a good fit with the diversity, mibj and longevity
that characterize the twenrtyst century Jewish world. With its emphasis on
experience and values, informal Jewish education seems uniquely equipped to
help people on that most important of human endeéwvtirs search for personal
mearing" (2003, 27).
The Pearlstone Farm iscammunitybased organization that delivemormal Jewisheducation
through a variety of programs and for a diversity of studémissing the environment and
sustainable agriculture as a basis for infordealisheducation, the Pearlstone Farm actively
engages its participants in programs tiféer persondly meanindul experiences
Aside fromproviding culturallyrelevant conternihrough informal educatign
communitybased cultural organizatioatso enhace cultural sustainability by offeringew
spaces through which participants engage in the culturscamaizewith other group members.

Ethnic spaces vary in form, and are created by imposing "tangible synfletisi@ identity” in

the spacéo imbue hem with grougspecific meaning (Chacko 200®)stitutionsserving
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particular ethnic groups can foster social interactions amongst group members by expanding the
social links through institutional participation and collective time and energy investrents (

2004 in Kaya 2005, 435; Chack003; Mazumdar and Mazumdar 2009he Jewish farming

movement in Baltimore operates through several Jewish institutional splaiceexpand group

social links.In her work on'Space andPlace in Jewislstudies,"Barbara Mann notes thatHhe

emergence of these new Jewish forms of@aservancé synagogues hosting organic food

cooperatives and Community Supported Agriculture, JCCs sponsoring locavore cholent cook

offs, the ethical slaughter movemérgeems to represat a near seismic shift in Jewish attitudes
toward | and an dThe mtaral envirofnrt it dcreasinglylcpnsidered a space
through whichindividuals derive Jewish meaninig.order for cultural or ethnic groups to

survive, members of the@up must maintain a group identity, which is accomplished by
recognition from both the ethnic individual a
the ethnic identityWi t hout soci al structur econsauctdd soci al i
identity is not meaningful (Taylor 1991, 35; Bellah et al 1985; Tuan 2002; Lawler 2008).
Therefore, fAethnic identity requires the main
ot hers can place an individuadVosamndRomanwci gr ou p
Ross 2006, 386; Herman 1989; Tuan 200alford 2008. Places and physical settings e f | e c t
and shape peopleds understandings of who they
(BrownandPerkins 1992 in Mazumdar and Mazumdar2§@10).Physical places help shape

identity by reinforcing the identity of the "other," and also by serving as an expression of a

cultural group's values and beliefs (Relph 197Blazumdar and Mazumdar 20Q®810).The

Pearlstone Farroffers a newphysicalspacehroughwhich cultural group members connect and

socialize and act in AJewi sh wtanatsthelr etlanic dentitdgse r e by e x
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Othercommunity gardens and farms in the United Statesusis@gricultural spaces to
practicecultural traditionsand maintain identities=or example, Latino gardens in New York
City and Boston offer new spaces to celebrate traditional holidays (Saldiaaka and Krasny
2004; French 2008). African American gardens in Boston host informal barigatierings,
described as an "integral part" of neighborhood life (French 2008, 87). In this research, all three
faith-based Baltimore City community gardens (Sites B, C, and Dypaeedor religious
school programming. Aside from hosting religiousaatclasses, the level of fai$pecific
practice and programming in each garden varie
religious practice, which involves yoga and "unfolding.” An interviewee from this garden
explains:

"This whole garden isemendous support and encouragement in unfolding

ourselves in mediation. So the garden is important inldimig all four paths of

yoga..[Religious Leader] wanted a garden where people could come and

meditate...it's about opening the chakras and ragliaur true divine nature. And

realizing who we truly are, which is divine. And he wanted a garden that would

help people in this processSite C Interviewee?2012).
While no specific religious rituals take place in Site D, it offers spirituality o general
level by serving as a sacred spa8ite D honors the faith traditions of several religions,
including Christianity, Judaism, Islam, Native American religions, and Eastern religions. Site
D6s interviewee expl ai hdentknbweljustatawmeat'sltheeegitemeof t h
of sacred spacelhat idea of just being in a place where you know when you walk in the energy
shifts a little bit. You just know you're in a different place from the bus stop"” (2012). Site B
serves as gspacelirough whichto practice theninistry of tithing and charity, rather than as a

sacred space, or space for religious ritual practice. Vibleed if her religion is reflected in the

garden itself or the garden programming Site
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"Well, not really. According to the bible, we know about the gardens in the bible

and how the garden started in the bible and all that. But we believe that what we

do in this garden in helpingeople That's what it's all about! It's helping people

in need inthe community. That's what we try to do is serve this community"

(2012, emphasis on original).
Tithing produce for the needy is a common way in which many-ksifed community gardens
and farmause agricultural spaces foaditional religious practicélthoughthe grey literature
ononly eight out of the BUSDA faithb as ed Peop!l ebds GCaonedtediors descr i
ritualistic religious programming occurring within their agricultural spaces (stashng or
celebrating patron saint daysyerhalf (N=18) list tithing for the nesy as part of their
programming The traditional religious practice of tithing is being realized through hamds
food prodiction and harvest in religioe®@mmunity gardens.

5.1.2. Why did the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore bemn?

Figure43: Components of the final theory used to answer the "why" of RQ#1.:

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces

Social processes producing the social space Principles of the Jewish farming movement

Jewish cultural
Establishment supported by Jewish sustainability

institutions

Environmental

Reason for sustainability
creation
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Two largercontextsinfluenced théPearlstone Farm's creation. These arehanging 2%
century Jewish communifgubcategory 1.1)and arincreased interested in the larger, secular
environmental movemensibcategoryl.2). The contextual factors surrounding an innovation
shouldbe accounted for when analyzing its diffusion. Citing @en(1990), Barbara Wejnert
iterates this:

"A fundamental element in adoption theory is recognition that innovations are not

independent of their environmental context but that they rather evolve in a

specific ecological and cultural context and that their successful transfer depends

on their suitabity to the new environments they enter during diffusi(2002,

310).

New societechnical systems do not fall from thin air, but ratamerge within the
contexts okexisting regims (Belz 2004; Geels 2004b). Th&o larger contextsf a changing
Jewish ommunity, and the larger environmental movenmeatle the JFM suitable to diffuse to
and take root ithe BaltimoreJewish communityThese contextepresent theocial processes
responsible fothe creation the JFM asnew socially produced spaae order to change the
regimes surrounding Jewiglentificationand preenvironmental livingRegime changes begin
with experimental activities and learning fostered throamghllniche spacedNiches can be
stabilized into larger socitechnical regimgonce they are further institutionalized and adopted
(Geels 2004b)As a grassroots innovatiome Pearlstone Farm mschespacewith the potential
to transform thero-environmental and Jewistentificationregimes.

The Pearlstone Farm is a programated out of a context of a changing'2&ntury
American Jewish population, and a concern over the sustainability of a Jewish future. Declining
relevance of the once strongholds of Jewish identification have resulted in an American Jewish

population thais reinterpreting what it means to be Jewish (Cohen and Eisen 2000;

KirshenblattGimblett 2005; Kaplan 20Q09Although many American Jews still identify as
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Jewish internally, emotionally, and affectively, fewer find meaningful opportunities to identify
through social and behavioral mechanisms (Cohen and Eisen 2000), which are key components
to maintaining any ethnic identity (Hollinger 2000; Totoricaguena 2008; Alba 2006 in
Friedlander et al 2010, 357; Altman et al. 201@riedlander et al 2010, 357)he porous
boundaries, contextual relationsgiipnd connections without affiliation that many American
Jews seek are not attained through traditional Jewish organizations (if their programming
remains unchanged), but r a tskstactured rouodicgrimonii nt er
interestso (Cohen an d-GiKigelt 208506; Groséntan 2000heKi r s henb
Pearlstone Farm was created a@a"way t o be Jewi sho that aligns
trends.Rather than aejection of the religion anculture, Pearlstone Farm participasézka
more meaningful way to experience Judaism and Jewish life,way of being Jewish in the
world that is relevant to us" (Interviewee,Z91J).
A desire for increasecommunity involvement and sociability alsaderlies the contexts
for establishingnany norRJFM community gardens and farms in the United States. However,
whereas th€earlstone Farm grew from a context to sustammunityand social ties for a
specificcultural group (American Jews), other community farms and gardens seek to sustain
community andsocial tiesfor specificgeographiogrougs. In some cases these geographic
groups also include a cultural component, such as the Puerto Rican community in New York
City (SaldivarTanaka and Krasny 2004), the Chinese community in Boston (French 2008), and
the Vietnamese community in New Orleans (Airriess et al 2008). However, the literature on
these community gardens provides no indication of uniting cultural group meb#end the
geographic bounds of those cities, or neighborhoods within those cities. In contrast, the

Pearlstone Farm provides Jewish cultural connection, experience, education, and bonding for
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Jews throughout the United States. Although the majoritis gfarticipants are local to the
Baltimore Jewish community, a significant minority are nonlocal, and the Farm's structure is set
up to encourage and accommodate nonlocal participants. The uniting factor is therefore cultural,
rather than solely geographimr cultural and geographilon-JFM community gardens are often
created as mechanisms to unite once soethditant geographic neighbors. By creating "socio
ecological spaces," community gardens enable community members to interact and collaborate,
andfoster a greater sense of community (Armstrong 2000; Hanna and OhSzb@oske
200Q Ferris, Normanand Sempik 2001; Kurtz 2001; Glover 2004, Saldivanaka and Krasny
2004; Tidball and Krasny 2007; Draper and Feedman 2010). None of the four ineayigam
the Baltimore City gardens/ farms report fAneig
establishment. However, 45% (N = 33) of community gardens from the grey litétavare
established out of a motivation of enhanced neighborhood sociability.

Theestablishment of the Pearlstof@m was alsdue to anncreased interest in the
secular environmental avement. The Pearlstone Cerntgernalizedthis larger social
movement from secular society, which is anuncommorpractice for religiousnstitutions
For examplein hisresearcton thediffusion of female ordination amongst Christian
denaminations, Chaves suggests:

"a denomination's formal policy permitting female clergy should be understood as

a symbolic marker signaling orientation to and cooperation with a broader

movement for women's equality. The diffusion of women's ordination is, at least

in part, the resultfoan externally generated norm of gender equality working its

way through an organizational population” (1996, 8886).

In a similar way, the Pearlstone Farm was partially created as a result of an "externally generated

norm" of the environmentahovement thatworked its way through the Jewish community of

% The number of community gardens from the grey literature with information about "motivation to begin" include
N = 80 sites. This number of sitegdige to the Baltimore Green Space Excel sheet, which provides motivation
information on seven of its sites that do not have online grey literature.
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Baltimore.Previous research on Jewish environmental education acknowledges the importance
of secular environmental education forpedagogical basi@ntrator and Rosov 1998In the
United Statesan increasing amount ofdividuals are taking part in prenvironmental action at
the local level (Lawson 2005; Martinez et al 2010), and comnH@ised organizations enable
thisaction Benefits of environmental activity througlbmmunitybased organizationsclude
the contextualization aésuesthe provision ofmeaningful environmental experiences, #mel
normalization ofenvironmental action into local culture (Georg 1999; Maiteny 2002; Barraket
2005 Middlemiss 2010p

Thelarger environmental movement also influences the creation of other community
gardens and farms in the United States. Community gardens are often created to provide
environmental, ecologicagand sustainable farming education (Peters 2010; Kaufman and
Bailkey 2000; Hanna and Oh 2000; Salditanaka and Krasny 200dawson 200} and
ecological improvement (Feenstra 2002; Milburn and Vail 2010; Emmett 28ltlidugh only
one of the four Baltimore City community gardens and farms (thdaitimbased siteyvas
createdwith pro-environmentagjoals overhalf of thegardens and farms from the grey literature
cite at least on@ro-environmental issuas their motivatioio begin.Pro-environmentalism is a
goal embedded into USDA People's Gardens and Baltitaiggen Space gardens. For example,
all USDA People's Gardens,

"should incorporate sustainable practices. The gardens might use compost or

mulch made by participants. They might contain native plants or encourage

beneficial insects. They also might exemplifsiter conservation, for instance,

capturing rain in a barrel to water the garden" (People's Garden 2013).
Baltimore Green Spaadescribestself as "land conservation oriented organization,” and cites

ecological improvement as one of the benefits toifg the trust. Although the People's Garden

and BGS sites include pemvironmentafeatures, it is unclear whether pgavironmentalism is
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an original motivation for their establishmefihe table below lists the numB&of farms and
gardens from the gyditerature thaspecifically sitepro-environmental motivationfor

establishment

Table49: Gardens and farms from the grey literature that started out-@mimnmental

motivations

Environmental motivation | # of gardens from greylit | % of gardens from greylit
Air/water/soil quality 18 23%

Connecting to the land 7 9%

Environmental education 27 34%

Ecological sustainability 22 26%

At least one of the above | 45 56%

An additional context surrounding the comparison community gaaehfarms in the
United Statesbut not the Pearlstone Farm, is community developnhenira Lawson defines
community development as "a broad term that encapsulates a variety of social, economic, and
physical improvements meant to empower a neighborhood or group so it can advance itself"
(2005, 294). Community development is a very commdaibdishment motivation for
comparisorcommunity gardens and farmbhree of the four Baltimore City community gardens
and farms from interviewsand71% (N = 57) of theommunity gardens from the grey literature
indicate some form afommunity developmeras theimotivation for establishmenEorms of
community development associated with gardens include: healthy and affordable food access,
job and skill training, local economic growth and opportunity, education, sense of community,
and neighborhood beafitiation (Kaufman and Bailkey 2008chukoske&00Q Ferris, Norman

and Sempik 2001; Kurtz 2001; Feenstra 2002; Glover 2004; Salbiveka and Krasny0d4;

0 pid.
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Metcalf and Widener 2011). Theearlstone Farmwas not established out ofveotivationfor
communty development, and this may tee to its intendegarticipant population. As
addressed in greater detarider research questi#h, the Pearlstone Farm participdoase is not
adisempowered or marginal grotimat struggles with issues of food accessghborhood
beautification, or economic opportunity.

Food access may be the most fundamental asset community gardens provide for marginal
populations. "Food deserts," areas with little to no access of affordable, healthy food (Cummins
and Macintyre 2002ni Walker, Keangand Burke 2010, 876), are prominent amongst low
income and racial/ethnic mindyipopulations (Chung and Myet999 in Walker, Keanand
Burke 2010, 878; Hendrickson, Smith, and Eikenb20§6 in Walker, Keanend Burke 2010,

878; Powdlet al 2007 in Walker, Keanand Burke 2010, 878; Zenk et al 2005 in Walker,

Keane and Burke 2010, 878). Food production is a particularly important goal for community
gardens with lowincome populations (Armstrong 2000; Kurtz 2001; Allen et al 2003s3 et

al 2003; Kaufman and Bailkey 2000; Lawson 20DEper and Freedman 201Community

gardening may be the bdebd security optionor low income populationwith few good food
aternatives (Gottlieb & Fisher 1996; Lys@904 in Corrigan 2011, 123. Interviewee$rom

Baltimore City community gardens and farms, and data frorgréneliterature indicate similar

trends. For example, when explaining the need for his Baltimore City community farm the
interviewee from Si t émord], se didyadof of theagsoceny stamgs hnd | e f t
sources of food. So a lot of the neighborhoods in Baltimore don't have as much fresh healthy
foodastheyuset 00 (2012). The inter vgasemserecatediom Si t e
response to healthy fdaccess issues:

"But a lot of the churches now¥egardens. | don't know whyust something
that started. | think it's because they're dwelling so much on obesity and they need
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kids to know about healthy foods and what to eat,envdthey eatandwhythey

eat. And they need to know because itds ca

know what I'm saying? With different diseases not eating the proper food. I'm

sure you've seen a lot advertised on TV about eating the proper food....It started

because Bverend Namg wanted to introduce to the kids of the church how to go

about working in the garden and starting the garden, and um, for health reasons”

(2012,emphasis owriginal).

Food access and healthy food options are motivatiors/énhalf of community gardens (N
42) from the grey literature.

Community development through gardens also includes job creation (Kaufman and
Bailkey 2000; Ferris, Normaand Sempik 2001; Feenstra 2002), skill training (such as organic
agriculture, carpentry, entrepreneurship, marketing, economic development) (Kaufman and
Bailkey 2000;Ferris, Normanand Sempik 2001SaldivarTanaka and Krasny 2004; Metcalf
and Widener 201), health benefits (Armstrong 2000; Hanna and Oh 2000; Draper and
Freedman 2010; Corrigan 2QXkvat and Zautra 201Bnd neighborhood beautification and
improvement (including urban revitalization, and diversion from drugs, violence and crime)
(Schukog&e 200Q Ferris, Normanand Sempik 2001; Tidball and Krasny 2007; Metcalf and
Widener 2011)Two interviewees from Baltimore City community gardens and farms point to

economic incentives for the creation of thepaces:

AWe had al so b emmmuntesakdikmey that food adrtessaad

jobs were really important to our communities haral it was something folks

wanted as a resource in their neighborhood...So part of [the motivation to create

this farm] 1 s r eut iided, and prayidinghae moamgyande t hat i
jobs in Baltimore, and feeding our communi

"We want to try to make the garden into an economically beneficial activity. We
want to try to do that for the local community. We are located iarea that has a
very high, disproportionate unemployment or underemployment rate. And if we
can help out that way. Like taking it to the next level with the preserved products,
or fresh vegetable sales. But that's a whole other ministry in and of'i{§#é& B
Interviewee, 2012)
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Baltimore City community garden interviewees also refer to urban deterioration, ance
neighborhood beautification as motivations to create their sites. For example:

AiSo, Baltimore was bui | tiwonfillompeale.rAandl | i on and
there are about 600,000 people in it now.
population, mostly coming out of after the riots, the MLK riots, and the 60s and

white flight, a whole series of race bating real estate tactics.. thatdsappened,

the population declined. The city is now looking at 30 acres of land that is good

for farming and under that definition, at
Interviewee, 2012).

"The garden started because in this neighborhood there thasght, a need for
a quiet reflective space in the midst of an area, a neighborhood, that had been at
one point very suburban, but was gradually becoming more urban. And so many

of the problems of urban living came to this neighborhood" (Site D Intereiewe
2012).

The table below indicates the number of communréilgns from the grey literature thegre

created to addregmch community development issue:

Table50: Gardens and farms from the grey literature that started out of community development

motivations
Community development motivation # of gardens | % of gardens
from grey lit | from grey lit

Job creation and skill training 23 29%
Education (general) 24 30%
Nutrition, active recreation and health benefits 21 26%
Neighborhood beautification, reducing dumping and trasl| 36 45%

Push out drugs, violence, and crime 17 21%

Food access and healthy food options 42 53%

At least one of the above 57 71%
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5.1.3. What factors contributed to the original invention of the Jewish farming movement

in Baltimore?

Figure44: Components of the final theory used to answer wieat factors of RQ#1.:

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces

Social processes producing the social space I Principles of the Jewish farming movement

Jewish cultural
Establishment supported by Jewish sustainability
institutions -

Environmental
sustainability

institutional
support

Answering the thirgartof research questigfl also addressessearch questig#6 and
#7 ontherole Jewish conmunities play in the creatiaf the JFM in Baltimore,andthefeatures
specific to the Jewish community of Baltimdahatmake theJFM possible and successful there.
Factors contributing the Pearlstone Farm's original invention include capacity (solpgdté)
and power (subcategory 1.6) resources. These res@rsg@®vided through two separate
institutional Jewish communitiethe Baltimore Jewish communityand the larger Jewish
environmental, food, and farmirm@mmunity.The development of any soetechnical system is
a "highly social, collective process," and requires a socially diverse set of actors to stabilize the
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innovation (Smith et al 2005 in Seyfang and Smith 2007, 588). Introducingempironmental
norm onto an existing regime requi@srdinationefforts amongst different actors, institutions,
and infrastructures within and beyond that regime (Seyfang and SmithKR&®Op et al 1998 in
Seyfang and Haxeltine 2012, 38%hrough their provision of capacity and power resources,
Jewish institution®oth within and beyond the Baltimore Jewish commueitsbled the social
processes necessary for ¢V to take root in Baltimore through tRearlstone Farm as a new
social spae. Institutional supporhas also enabled the Pearlstone Farm to begin the transition
from anew andexperimentasocictechnical niche, to an institutionalized and more stable socio
technical regime (Geels 2004Beyfang and Smith 207

The Pearlstonedfmrelies on capacity resources provided through larger institutional
actors.It is often challenging fograssroots innovations securdinancial and human resources,
as well agnaintainthe sustainable technology through which they operate (Seyfangnaith
2007).Finding an "institutional fit" within a larger network can help to overcome these
challengesScaling up operationat levels larger than the niche can lead to alterations of the
original niche rules and norms. However, in order to bringweghange, niches require
transposition at larger scales (Seyfang and Smith;28€@yfang 2010 As Seyfang and Smith
explain:

"Paradoxically, a key benefit owWwthigr assr oot s

a worl dé, undermpmact déedd uwhemef Mhadtsdul es

have certain strengths, those strengths become barriers wtamcarted

opposition to incumbent regimMe@007, 597).
The Pearlstone Farmas made possible largely through capacity resources from the Associated
and the network of Jewish environmental, food, and farming institutiotisis way, the

Pearlstone Farm is quite similar to other community gardens and farms in the &tatesithat
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also rely on institutional resourstor initial establishment and ctinued success (Lawson
2005).In contrast to community gardens of previous eras, the majority of today's geedeins
organizational supporanging fromsmall volunteer organization® million dollarbudget
nonprofit organizations, to public agenc{&ufman and Bailkey 2000;wiss et al 208;
SaldivarTanaka and Krasny 200dawson 2005)Nonprofit organizationgrovide institutional
support to helgommunity gardens organize their efforts, gain land tenure, access technical and
material support, and offer education and information (Saldieaaka and Krasny 2004).
Resultsfrom this researchighlight the Associated and the Pearlstone Center astiedse
nonprofitinstitutional partners tthe Pearlstone Farm's succédsese nonprofgorganizel and
implemenedthe JFM in Baltimore, and in doing so were monumental to producing the Farm's
"representational spatevhich are the spaces imagined thrioydanning and discourse
(Lefebvre 1991)Similarly, dl of the interviewees from Baltimore City community gardamnsl
farmsemphasize institutional support as a large part of #iieis'success, whether it is from a
municipal organizationSite A Intervewee,2012), a nonprofit organizatio®ife A Interviewee
2012; Site D Interviewee 20}, 2 religious institutionJite B Interviewee; Site C Interviewee;
Site D Interviewel afamily foundations $ite D Intervieweg or some combination of all. For
example, Site AO0s interviewee acknowl edges th
a larger institution to operate:

"Yeah, | guess [the Pearlstone Farm is] also part of a larger organization. So the

RetreatCeterhas a | ot of stuff going on that doe

Farm and Bite A'sNonprofit Organizatioh can be that way as well. They both

provide resources and stability and that name that people have known for a long

time. But it can alsecomplicate it, because it's not just a farm on an island that

can exist within its own framework. It has to be part of a larger structure” (2012).

Community farms and gardens from the grey literature are also supported by larger institutions.

It was thesesupporting institutions that provided a systematic way for the researcher to find and
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study each sitdnformation on the names, locations, and websites for the farms and gardens
were organized and listed on the websites of these larger, supportingiorsi(BGS, Farm
Alliance, and People's Gardeir).addition to the large scale support they receive from the
People's Garde®BGS, and Farm Alliancecommunity gardens within thegatiatives receive
additional institutional suppost a more local scal Additional support comes frothefaith-
based centersyunicipal programs, city governmenisgher education institutions, local
housing authoritieand environmental nonprofits that physically house the initiatives and
provide ononthe-groundsuppot. Localinstitutional support ia BGS requirement, ds
community gardensiust have dpartner organization,” defined as "a community association,
church, social club or other organization that is activhe neighborhood” (BGS 2013) to help
sponsor and maintain the si&milarly to the Pearlstone Farpartnernnstitutionssupport
community gardens and farmsth land,financial and human resources

Although ®curing land is an essential stepdommunity garden and farm successid
tenure is one of the most prominent challenggamunityfarms and garderface(Lawson
2005; Milburn and Vail 2010). The history of community gardens in the United States has been
one of interim land use (Lawson Z)Milburn and Vail 2010). Land is often leased from a city
municipality, privately owned, or owned laynonprofit organization or land trust. Gardens and
farms in urban areas are often vulnerable to eviction due to more economsaztl ssece for
tax revenue (Kaufman and Bailkey 2000; Lawson 2005; Borrelli 2008; Milburn and Vail 2010).
Community gardens that partner with an organization for acquiringofd@n enjoylonger term
sucess and stability (Lawson 20053 his is very much the case with the Fgane Farm on the
Pearlstone Center lapand the Jewish Community Gardens on synagoguesatapl, JCC,

senior center, and other institutiotesid. All are located on the grounds of larger and4ong
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establishedaltimoreJewish institutionsSimilarly, the three faitthasedBaltimore City
community gardens are located churchowned landThe nonfaith-based Baltimore City
community farm (Site A) is located on Baltimore City government prop@&yernment
partners, while a good initial option for land tenure, tend to be less stable in leasing land to
community gardens. Government leases tend to be two years or less, because governments may
want to develophat landto increase the tax base (Laws2005; Naimark 1987 in Milburn and
Vail 2010, 76). Land trusts are a third comnogion forcommunity garden land acquisition.
TheBaltimore Green Spadand trustpurchases land on which community gardens reside in
order to protect it from future devg@ment. The majority of BGS community gardens are located
on spaces previously owned by the Baltimore City government. The land trust can purchase
spaces fronBaltimoreCity at $1, which makes the land ownership a somewhat seamless
transition. Privately owed abandoned sites, although not excluded from the trust, are much more
difficult to acquire. According to Baltimore Green Space (BGS), the trust:
Aworks to protect community gardens, pocke
created and cared for by city resitle At the request of community groups,
Baltimore Green Space acquires communignaged open spaces and provides
support to those who care for them. This allows communities to ensure that their
urban oases endure without taking on the responsibilitiascpfisition,
ownership, and l|iabilityo (BGS 2013).
Institutional partners alsoffer financial stability for community gardens and farimes
seconccritical component to their succe3is study'sesults detail the importance of the
Associated's annuaapital fundraising campaign amdlividual donations to the Pearlstone
Farm's succesés noted inChapter Foyrthese financial resources are "what mdkies
Pearlstone Farngossible” (Interviewee #2011). However, securing shetérm and startup

grants only satisfpnehurdle to community garddongevity. According to Kaufman and

Bail key, Aithe | ack of a steady and consi stent
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procedur al obstacle to the co(@WO05ulalder advancem

investigation of "What it takes to create and sustain successful, sustainable food systems," Galil
Feenstra advises a proactive approach to securing financial resources (2002, 99). Feenstra notes
that although agricultural organizationayeasilysecure seed grants, the most vulnerable

financial period is between start up and stability, or until the agricultural site is institutionalized
(2002).For example,ite People's Garden initiative offdnancial support to the community

gardenst hosts People's Garden grants range from $1,500 to ové),#00.However,

according to its websitd?eople's Gardegrants are designed to "facilitatetial investment

needed in these communities, not laagm support” (People's Garden 2013).

Lastly, institutional partnerprovidecommunity gardenand farmswith human
resourcesResults show thahe Pearlstone Farm relies on institutional support from the
Associated and the other Jeweshvironmental, food, and farmimgstitutions forsourcing
program participants, volunteeed staff Non-JFM farms and gardens in the United States also
benefit from human resources provided through partner institutions. In their review on the
California Healthy Cities and Communities (CHCC) initiative, Tvasal cite local leadership,
staffing, volunteers, and community partners among key elements to successful community
gardens (2003). City governments and partner institutions provide support through leadership
and staffing, and also help to garner broag@nmunity support through public outreach
campaigns (Twiss et al 2003; Lawson 2005). Lawson sugipegtsommunity gardens use
neighborhood associations, local organizations, and businesses to expand outreach beyond those
who are already "converted" (200%s described further under research questiyn
interviewees from Baltimore City community gardens and farms utilize their institutional

partners to recruit volunteeamnd program participants.
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In addition to capacity resourcesstitutionalpartnersalso provided the Pearlstone Farm
with the neessary power resources to bedin garnering support from leaders ammmunity
membersTheoriginal Jewishenvironmental, food, and farmimgstitutionsareresponsible for
institutionalizingJFM before itdiffused to the Baltimore Jewish communityo levels of
institutionalizationoccurred before the JFM came to Baltimore: the larger Jewish environmental
and food movements paved the waytfecreation ofthe national JM, and the original JFM
program,Adamah paved the way for the Pearlstone FaRasearch resulexplain how the
Jewish environmental movement influenced the creation of the Jewish food movement, which
influenced the creation of the Jewish farming movement.iftheential nature of these
consecutive movementpialifiesas what Meyer and Whitter ¢alsocial movement spillovér
(1994).Social movement spillover is "a product of both contemporaneous and successor effects,
as movements influence each other directly, alter successive cleallemgl affect the larger
terrain on which they struggleMeyer and Whitted 994, 280). An original movement can
influence subsequent movements by "altering the political and cultural conditions it confronts in
the external environment, and by changirgitidividuals, groups, and norms within the
movement itself* (Meyer and Whittier 1994, 28282). The originamovemeninstitutionalizes
once marginal normamongst broader community, thus shifting the boundaridsgitimate
and accepted behavior Wwih that communityMeyer and Whittier 199). Early pioneering
organizations, such as the Teva Learning Center, institutionalized the idea of incorporating pro
environmentalism into Jewistommunalactivity and discourserhe normalization and
acceptance of the Jewish environmental movereenb the creation dhe subsequent Jewish
food, and farming movements. Meyer and Whittier also explaintkatriginal movement

enablediffusion of innovations between successivevements. For example, social movement

225



communities may overlap in contacts, instituticarsd actors, which influence innovation
diffusion amongst thenMeyer and Whittied994).Theinstitutionalization of the Jewish
environmental movemespurredthe Jewish food and farming movemenénd also enhanced
their diffusion

The rormalization of the JFM through Adamah was also critical to the Pearlstone Farm's
establishmentThe first rendition of thdFM came through the Adamah Fellowship at the
Isabella Freedman Retreat Center in Connecticut. The Pearlstoree &dmpted the JFM after a
Pearlstone Centemployee witnessed its success in Connecthatording to Strang and
Meyer, theorized and instifohalized concepts of formal organization can lead to rapid diffusion
(1993). Theorization is defined as "the sehscious development and specification of abstract
categories and the formulation of patterned relationships such as chains of causecand eff
Without general models, cultural categories are less likely to arise and gain force" (1993, 24). If
theorized models are institutionalized and standardized by becoming built into authoritative and
accepted schemas, they are more likely to rapidlysifStrang and Meyer 1993; Strang and
Soule 1998)0One of the barriers to the diffusion of grassroots innovations is the potentiad risk
failure they pose to new adopters (Seyfang and Smith 2007). Betegrassroots innovation
of the JFMwas institdionalized into the Isabella Freedman Retreat Cetitere was less risk in
adoption for the Pearlstone CentEne Pearlstone Center adopted a similar approach by creating
a JFM program that was also connected to a Jewish conference and retreavicehter. the
Pearlstone Farm's original programming and operations were derived from this already theorized
and institutionalized J¥ success story in Connecticut. The Adamah Felluptherefore
provided the Pearlstone Farm planners with a "conceived spefteé the Farm was created

(Lefebvre 1991). The conceivegace is occupied by sensory phenomena (such as the
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i magination), exists in the ment al real m, and
Conceived spaceamganize the articulation of space ahdse the activities occurring in spaces
and are a prerequisite to perceived spé&sebmid 2008).

Power resources also include support from opinion leaders and the larger community.
Opinion | eadership is fAthe idrefglreeende® aothherh iamc
attitudes or overt behavior informally in a d
27). Opinion leadership is particularly influential in religious communities (Smig 9
Wejnert 2002, 313). This proved truelincy Middlemiss's study of théhristian Ecology
Group as it gained legitimacy in the church afteceivingsupport from the Rector and seniors
members of the Church of England (2010a, 2010b). Middlemiss attributes organizational
leadership as a key elemt in influencing an individual's ability to act sustainably (2010b).

Grassroots innovations require "champions,” and support to survive (Seyfang and Smith 2007).
The Pearlstone Farm benefitted from ¢hempioning andpinion leadershipf institutional
actors including Associated employees and Rabbi Nina Beth Cardin.

Leadership and community supporalsocritical for the establishment and maintenance
of nonrJFM community gardens and farms. Support from community leaders and the local
governmentn paticular can be influential for gardens and farms (Twiss et al 2003; Lawson
2005). If government officials do not support gardening projects they are vulnerable to
replacement for more tax generating uses of city space. This notion very much aligng with th
Pearl stone Farmdés requirement of fAga@Gaden capt
Captains must hold some leadership position in the organization or the community so to defend
the garden against other uses of the sgam&son recommends a bate between bottom up

and top down investments and support (2005). While "top down" support brings skills,, money
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and social connections, too much | eadership f
leadership. Gardens will cease to exist withoupsupand interest from the local community in
whichthey operatéLawson 2005Corrigan 2011
5.2. Research questior#2: How is the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore diffusing

through the Jewish community of the Greater Baltimore Metropolitan Area?

Figure45: Components of the final theory used to answer RQ#

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces

Principles of the Jewish farming movement

Jewish cultural
’ sustainability )

Social processes producing the social space

Social processes produced by
the social space l

extent

This study defines "innovation diffusion” garticipationin the Jewish farming

movement in Baltimore. The "innovation" is the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore (the
Pearlstone Farm and JCGC) and "diffusion” is measured based on the extent of participants. The
research resulesxplainthe diffusion of the Pearlstone Farm based on networks, chaandls
geographic extenEmbedded in research question #2iearch questiaib, concerning the

role Jewish communities play in thefd$ion of the JFM in Baltimorél'he mechanisms through
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which the JFM diffusethrough and beyond Baltimofexplained through subcategories and
relational statements) builds an understanding®f'spatietemporal contexts" surrounding the
production of the Pearlstone Farm as a social space (Unwin 1992TR84ocial processes
surrounding diffusion are both a condition to and a result of the Pearlstone Farm as a new social
space. The production of the space requires participation from social actors, who first heard
about the Pearlstone Farm through varimeshanisms of diffusiorAdditionally, the
experiences and meanings Farm participants derive from the space also result in new processes
of diffusion, aghose actors tell others abdheir experienceAs a societechnical system, the
JFMin Baltimore isboth "socially shaped and society shaping" (Hughes 1987 in Berkhout,
Smith, and Stirling 2004, 52).
This research categorizes tietworks for Pearlstone Famfiffusion as specifically
Jewish networks that asitherfiprofessiona (subcategory 2.19r fipersonad (subcategory 2.2).
The largely Jewish (versus ndewish)nature of thesaetworks bring a level of homophily to
thePearlstone Farmtdiffusion process. According to Everett Rogers, diffusion is more
successful based on communication withoneos i mi | ar st atus, or one Wwl
(2003).Alternatively, reterophilous communicatidipetween individuals who vary based on
certain attributesmhray result i n cognitive dissonance, be
consistent withtherecev er 6 s bel i efs, causi ng (Roges@®3)e of p
Diffusion is usually rapid between actors of a similar culture (Strang and Meyer 1993), and
innovations that align with larger cultural understandings of a network diffuse mokéygtien
those thado not (Strang and Soule 199Religioussocial systems in particular include
networks of those with similar perceptions, which can help to unify behavibencourage

adoption(Zald 1982).
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Interview data show thalhe Pearlstone Farm has largely diffused thropgtfessional
Jewish networks, including thessociatedinstitutional Farm participantgndorganizations
within the Jewish environmental, food, and farming netwStkuctured phonmmterview esults
amongst prticipating institutions areonsstent with open interviews, in théiet majority of
institutional Pearlstone Farm participants (JCCs, schools, synagagdestheiorganizations)
heard about the Pearlstone Farm througlhoéessionahetwork. Howeveronline surveyesults
amongsindividual Pearlstone Farparticipantsare inonsistent with open interviews, in that
there is a neavensplit betweerprofessiona(51%)andpersonal43%)diffusion networks.

Due to this inconsistency, tesearchecontactedseveral open interviewe@sorder to clarify
whether this discrepancy idraie contradictioror an extreme variatioccording to

intervieweesthe inconsistency is based on the researcher's misunderstanding about the nature of
Pearlstone Farmiffusion networks. It is difficult to separapeofessionabndpersonahetworks.

For example, two individda who are connected through a professiomedvork are often also
connected through a personal network. The dimensiorzafessiondl and ‘personatl are thus

not always mutually exclusive. For example, as iatervieweeposits, the same person may be

an individual's rabbigrofessionahetwork) and also his friengpérsonahetwork). When that

rabbi tells the individual about the Pearlstonenkas it coming through therofessional

network of the synagogue or thersonahetwork of the friendship? Unaware of this before

open coding or creating the online survey, the researcher split the property of "Jewish networks"
into two mutually exclusie dimensions, without leaving the possibility of overlap. Based on
original and follow upnterview data, the research points to the importangeaféssional

Jewish networks for Pearlstone Farm diffusion. However, the categorizapensohal

networksas a mutually exclusive alternatiigenot an accurate way tbeorize abouPearlstone
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Farmdiffusion. More research is necessary to determine the extent to which Jewish diffusion
networks are purelgrofessionglpersonalor a combination of botlDue tothe inaccuracy of
themutually exclusivé'personal'label analysis on diffusion networkslignited to professional
networks.

Lawrence A. Brown describes an innovatistiategy for diffusion to the larger
populationas its "diffusion agency," arnchtegorizes agencies as eitbae centralized structure,
many decentralized structures, or many decentralized structures with a centralized coordinating
propagato1981) The Pear | st one F aadcéentraldadfructurevith@an agenc )
centralizeccoordinating propagatorhe Pearlstoné€enteris the centralizeccoordinating
propagatorand the Associated and its organizations are the decentralized struotuveations
that diffusethrough a preexistingnetworkbased on outts that are organizationally linkeate
characteristic of decentralized structures with a coatdig propagator (Brown 1981).
According to Mayer Zald, religious organizatiangarticularprovide an infrastructure which
eases the mobilization of socrmabvement activity (1982). Julie Bergawints to religious
nonprofit organizations (RNGOs) aaluablechannels for diffusionBerger identifieghe
horizontally and vertically organized networks of congregations, affiliates, organizations, and
individualsas leadingo:

"highly effective channels of communication as well as human and financial

resources, attesting to the wealth of RNGOs' socmtalaUnlike secular NGOs,

which must build their networks from the ground up, RNGOs often attach to

existing infrastructures from which to recruit human and financial resources,

appealing to people on the level of moral duty rather than pure ratio293,

35).

ThePearlstone Center, tessociatedandother Baltimore Jewisbrganizationsare

professional organizations thatovide the Pearlstone Farm with an extenpngeexisting

infrastructurehrough which tceffectivelydiffuse The Farm als diffuses through the
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professionahetworlks of Jewish environmental, fopdndfarmingorganizationsas well as
through nordocalinstitutions that participate on the Farfndiffusion agencythrough networks
of professional Jewish organizatiosdogicaldue tothe Pearlstone Farntperational structure
and intendegbarticipant baseBecauselte majority of Pearlstone programming is intended for
pre-established groudsom organizationsratrer than individual participants, diffusion agency
and network that largely utilizgzrofessionabctorsmakes sense.

The diffusion agencies for other, rRd&AM community gardens and farms share
similarities and differences to that of the Pearlstone F@mmilarlytothePe ar | st one Far m
diffusion agencythroughthe Pearlstone Center and the Associataettnprorganizationgrovide
importantdiffusion networksfor nonJFM community gardens and farms in the United States.
Agricultural organizations, higher education institutes, nutrition groups, the keattr, and
religious organizations are equipped with-petablished networks and outreach channels
through which local food initiatives may diffugéeenstr&002).The three faittbased
Baltimore City community gardens from this reseatfuse throudp single, centralized
structures either the religious institution at which they are located (Sites B and &), or
nonprofit organization (Site D). Wéreas the three faittased Baltimore City gardens diffuse
through single, centralized structures, Brearistone Farm diffuses a central coordinating
propagatoanddecentralized structureb addition to its diffusion through the Pearlstone
Center, the Pearlstone Fautilizes a larger diffusiometworkthrough theAssociaed,
participating institutionsand the Jewish environmental, foashdfarminginstitutions This
diffusion network is largethan those of Sites B, C, andoased on the number pfopagators
involved. The larger number of propagators reflects the Farm's operational structure geared

towards participatingroups rather than participating individuals. Thus the institutions that
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house those groups act as part of the diffusion netWwk Pearlstone Farm's comparatively
larger diffusion network also refleats goal of regime chang&rassroots innovations operate
for two primary purposes: to provide intrinsic value to their constituents through social and
environmental benefits, and to bring regime change through larger diffusion. Seyfang and Smith
categorize these as "simple nichesd &strategic niches," respectively (2007). The threefaith
based comparison community gardens are simple niches whose primary goal is to bring intrinsic
social and (to a lesser extent) environmental benefits to participants. Interviewees from these
gardenglid not express goals of religious, environmental, or agricultural regime change. In
contrast, the Pearlstone Farm strives to provide its participants with intrinsic benefits, while also
trying to bring regime change. An open interviewee expresses ingerkxyelgoal stating:
AWedre trying to change a food s ydntewmieweand t he
#2, 201). The Pearlstone Farm's larger diffusion network is logical based on its additional
motivation of regime change. Moving from an experimental niche to a more stable and
institutionalized regimés a transition that requir@sgreater number of actors (Seygaand
Smith 2007)This transition represents the setéehnical transformation from "emergence" to
"technical specializationDuring technical specialization, niche actors form a dedicated
community of users who interact, engage in social learningnatitutionalizetheinnovation
(Geels 2004b). While nichesesourca of innovation additionalvertically bridged
organizatios canbring the innovatiomnto the mainstrear(Seyfang and Smith 2007). The
verticalbridging of thePearlstone Farrat a natnal scalgresents a second elementdfusion
agencycontrast

The Pearlstone Farm's diffusion network is also comparatively larger based on the

geographic scale of actors involvddhe diffusion agencgf the nonfaith-based Baltimore City
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community farm(Site A)is morecomparable to the Pearlstone Farm's. SitBfilusesthrougha
decentralized agency with a central coordinating propadaiter A'spartner nonprofit

organization is theemtral coordinahg propagator. Similarly to the Associated, this nonprofit
organizations an umbrella institution overreetwork of several, smaller organizations and
initiatives throughout Baltimore Citysite A also diffuses through the local government and area
environmental organizationdunicipal organizations (such as city and state governments) and
organizations specific to gardening and greening (such as nonprofit land trusts, and
environmental education groups) provide effective outreach networks for commardgns

and farms (Peters 2010; Corrigan 20 cor ding t o the interviewee
get a lot of attention directly from the city government. SqBadtimore City] Office of
Sustainability really incorporates us into their reports andnams and has us on a lot of the

t our s t he giteddiffusegthloQgh &eyeral community greening nonprofit
organizations, the Baltimore City Department of Parks and Recreation, Baltimore City Public
Schools, and an area higher education irtstitn contrast to the other Baltimore City

community gardens, Site A is a "strategic niche" grassiootwation, as it ipart of the larger
urban agriculture movement in Baltimore Cifthough they share similaritiethe Pearlstone
Farm remains unigefrom Site Ain the geographic scale of its diffusion agency. Site A's
diffusion agency includes Baltimore City organizations, whereas the Pearlstone Farm's agency
includes actors at a national sc&emilarly to the larger number actors within its dgfon

network, the larger scale of diffusion also reflects the Pearlstone Farm's operational structure.
The Farm hosts and can accommodate participants from a much larger geographic scale,

reflecting the more geographically diverse diffusion network.
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A seond feature defining Pearlstone Farm diffusmits diffusion channelsDiffusion
channelsare classified in this researchiagerpersona{subcategory 2.3)r media(subcategory
2.4). Interpersonathannelsallow for the transmission of more detailed messages and also allow
for individually altered delivery (Coleman, Kaemd Menzel 1957, 1959, 1966 in Brown 1981,
108; Arndt 1967 in Brown 1981, 108; Howard and Sheth 1969 in Brown 1981, 108), while
mediachannelsreach larger numbers of people over a larger spatial range (Hagerstrand 1967 in
Brown 1981, 108)The Pearlstone Farm largdlyut not exclusivelydliffuses through
interpersonathannelsMuch of this interpersonal diffusion is fostered through lideavish
institutions and opinion leaders. Interviewees describe the first several years of Pearlstone Farm
programming operating almost entirely based on word of mouth, with little to no media outreach.
Local opinion leaders and Jewish institutions hosteding out events for the new Jewish
agricultural initiative Additionally, Jewish institutions reached out to Pearlstone Farm
employees to schedule field trips and sign up for programs even before the Farm was built.
Although interpersonal diffusion chaels aranostprominent, media channels play an important
role inthe Pearlstone Farndgfusion to nonlocaparticipants Media channels were the source
of Pearlstone Farm diffusion for the majority of nonlgeadticipating institution$55%), and
although not the majority, were a more prominent channel of diffusion for nomhaiteiduals
(26%) when compared to lodaldividuals(17%).

Many nornrJFM community farms and gardens in the United States share the Pearlstone
Farm's traibf prominentinterpersonatiiffusion channelsAlthough thescholarly literature does
notinclude analysis specific tthe channelghrough which community gardens and faimghe
United States diffusestructurednterviews with Baltimore City community gardesand

farmers providelatafor comparisonThree out of the four Baltimore Citgitiativesrely almost
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entirely oninterpersonal communication channdleese three represent the faithsed
community gardens. For example:

"There is a good bit of word @houth that happens. We don't have huge media
campaigns, but periodically we'll contact all the churches in the area to tell them
we're here, and explain to them what it's about. So we'll do that for local
businesses, churches, so we do that kind of outr&sben the school is settled

in, we'll talk to the parents about the garden. God knows we don't have money for
a huge media campaigout we do a little like that"Site D Interviewee2012).

"Well, once we had gardeners, | would sometimes sendnoails to

communicate to the gardeners, but it isn't how they found wssl all the law of

resonance. \Wo resonated with it. It was done more subjectively. Sometimes
somebody would come forward and would say
h e | mutwé hadto become aware to that person's level of commitment and their

desire to serve. They were all already participants of the church, we don't have a
membership, but they were participating firs$ité C Interviewee2012)

The nonfaith-based Balmore City community farm also diffuses through word of mouth, but
additionally runs a strong media campaign. For example, Site A's interveywkéns "We do a
lot of neighborhood door knocking to increase presence and awareness in our neighborhoods.
Community organizations, going to their community meetings...so we go to all of those
[community meetigs] once a month" (2012). However, dlso desiibes a strong media
element
"We started and got a lot of media attention. We were in the Sun and the City
Paper, angp e o p | ehow pgedpke brigisally found us. Eventually we invested
and were donated a very nice website, probably like $10,000 value. So we have a
pretty interactive website....Social media is actually pretty important for us.
Facebook. Wedo6t Twitter as much. Facebook we ha
like us. A lot of the volunteer days we post as an event, and we try to actively
upload photos every day or two, showing people what's going on the farm....Some
people just Google us! Most of thene volunteers hear about us through
Googling 'urban farm Baltimore.' And the City Paper had an urban farm spread
that detailed each urban farm and how to get into contact” (2012).
Although two of the three faitbased garden$itesC and D) have websgeneither are as

informative or interactive as Site ASimilarly, although aeof the faithbased garden$ite D)
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has its own Facebook pagies not as regularly updated as Site A's, and has a fraction of "likes"
and group members. The researcheduseogle searches to look up the farms and gardens from
the grey literature. Out of an original list of 131 community gardens and flessghan half (N
= 62) have their own website or a page on their partner institution's websitiesarttiara third
(N =34) have their own Facebook page or are included on their partner institution's Facebook
page.Those gardens and farms without websites or Facebook pages likely rely on interpersonal
diffusion channels, although this cannot be confirmed without furgmsearch. The gardens and
farms with websites and/or Facebook pages provide evidence of some level ofliffiesian
channels, however, more research is necessary to determine the prominence of these verses
interpersonal channels for diffusion. For exden although the Pearlstone Farm has a website
and Facebok page, data from intervievasid online surveysevealinterpersonal channeis
more prevalent

In addition to interpersonal and media communication chanmasyftthethreefaith-
based Baltima City community gardens diffuse in a way unique from the Pearlstone Farm:
unintentionapublic observation. Interviewees explain thatre individuals first learn of the
garders as they walk or drive pasdite D's interviewee explain$As people walk dan the road
- you may have noticed this particugarden faces the sidewallou see it when you're walking
up [Street Name] Avenue" (2012)his interviewee goes onto explain:

"Well | think the biggest thing to know about the garden is its not gatedsand

open 24/7 and we advertise it that way. We want people to know there's no time

you can't come, including at night. We were pretty careful to makelsenes

lighting in the gardergven at night. So, again, it's right on a public bus route, it's

right by a very busy city street, but we still wanted to make sure it was absolutely

open" (2012).
The interviewee from Site B explains: "People will walk by the garden and the church and see

[Gardener Name] in the garden and then stop by. They see hengvorkhere first and that's
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how they learn about ilt's a great way to meet peopiejn the garden” (2012). In contrast to
these spaces, the Pearlstonerer situated in a very private, secluded, aurdl atmosphere
that is inaccessible by fobbom the nearest public transportation, and not visible from the
nearest public road®ne would not simply pass by the Pearlstone Farm withtaritionally
meaning to visit the Farm or tiRearlstoné€enter.

The final feature defining the diffusion of thedlstone Farm igs geographic extent of
diffusion, and participants are either local (subcategory 2.5) or nonlocal (subcategofy2.6).
spatial proximity of an innovation can influence its applicability and thus adoption within a given
setting (Wejnear2002). This is particularly true for agricultural innovations as certain ecological
infrastructures are necessary for adoption (Brown 1981; Fliegel 1993 in Wejnert 2002, 311,
Saltiel et al. 1994 in Wejnert 2002, 311). Brogefinesthis type of innovatin as "infrastructure
c o n st rirathahirdididuals must have physical access to the specific infrastructure to adopt
the innovation (1981). Infrastructure constraim@mbvations are often characteristic of spatially
proximate diffusion patterns (Brown 1981). In the case of the Pearlstone Farm, individuals must
be able tphysicallyaccess théarm or community garden spadasorder to participate.

Although theideaof the Pearlstone Farm can diffuse throughout and beyond Baltimore,
participationon the Pearlstone Farm relies on access to its constrained infrastructure.

Al t hough the Pearl stone Far indckdepar ti ci pant
significant minority of nonlocal individuals
programming and operational structure underlie this geographically strgtatimipant base.

As a relatively newnnovation theJFM operates through a limited number of spaces in the
United StatesAlthough spatial proximity is a positive influence on innovation diffusion and is

"Perhaps the most common finding in diffusioreagsh” (Strang and Soule 1998, 275),
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"common status and purpose" also influence diffusion (Strang and Soule 1998, 275; McAdam
and Rucht 1993 in Strang and Soule 1998, 275; Soule 1997 in Strang and Soule 1998, 275;
Chaves 1996). Although growing in numb&FM spaces are still sparse throughout the United
States. For example, ifCC group fronPhiladelphia wants to participate in JFM programming,
the Pearlstone Farm (although not "local") is themstrspatially proximate optiomdividuals
wanting to engage in the JFM are therefore geographically limited in their options for
participation.The maps below show locations3#M programs and estimaté®f Jewish

population in the Wited States in 2011 by counfihe first map show3FM sites at a national

scale and the second map shows Jewish farming movement sites at a regional scale.

" The data for the 2011 Jewish Population estimate is based on research from Dr. Joshua Confetietz as a

the Mandell Berman InstituteNorth American Jewish Data Bank at the University of Connecticut. The estimates

are based on multiple data sources including: Jewish community studies available at the Data Bank, the Data Bank's
Current Jewish Popation Report series, and American Community Survey data analyzed by Dr. Comenetz.
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Figure46: Nationalmapof Jewish farming mvementsites in the United States
County shapefile data source: United States Census Bureau (http://@mwswscgov/geo/majuiata/data/comgsub.html); JFM site
data source: Rachel Berndtson; Jewish population estimate data source: Comenetz 2011
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Figure47: Regional map of Jewish farming movement sites in the United States

County shapefile datsource: United States Census Bureau (http://www.censusagdnigps
data/data/comgsub.htmlQ JFM site data source: Rachel Berndtson; Jewish population estimate
data source: Comenetz 2011
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Even when spatially proximate JFM sites are available to grauipslividuals, the
Pearlstone Farm offers a unique experience due to its structure and operatdasarlstone
Farmis a rural space thaffers overnight accommodations, robust infrastructure and resources,
a pedagogically sound and tested curriculum, and trained staff. Not alddsire capable
offering the same experience to out of town (or even local) particifzotse JFMVspacesre
limited to less than an acre of land and are confined to an urban atmosphere. The Pearlstone
Farm offers a unique experience through its five acres of land, pastures with goats and chickens,
multiple greenhouseand bucolic setting. The Pearlstone @entd6 s over ni ght and
accommodations also distinghig from many other JFMpacesThe Farmalso enjoyshe
consistent support from the Jewish community in which it operates, whidadhsarobust
infrastructure and well established grammatic offerings. Lastly, the Pearlstone Farm
maintains a futtime, welktrained staff for educational programming, event coordinasiod
farm management. Agpenintervieweesexplain, thePearlstond-arm's model of Jewish
agricultural education canhbe replicated everywhere dudt®unique geographic and
operational features.

In contrast the Pearlstone Farrone of the Baltimore Citgomparison siteBost out of
town groups. Additionally, there is no obvious indication of nonlocal participarttseavebsites
of gardens ath farms in the grey literatur®ata from the grey and scholarly literature indicate
that community gardens and farms attract local participants, with neighborhoods as a common
geographic boundary for participant badéaufman and Bailkey 200G chukoske&00Q Kurtz
2001; Twiss et al 2008aldivarTanaka and Krasn3004; Corrigan 2011 he location of a
community gardeis usually inclose proxmity to its intended gardeneiss theyare often built

in order to improvédealthy and affordable food access to-iomome or disadvantaged
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populations Kaufman and Bailkey 200Q;wiss et al 2003L.awson 2005Eizenberg 2009;

Corrigan 2011). Thereforgardens are usually located in nearby neighborhoods or on public

property m&ing access to that food conveniéntviss et al 2003). Interviewees from Baltimore

City community gardens and farms describe their participant populations located within the
"neighborhood, "™ or the Acommunity. tyfafmraed f ol | o
garden interviewees using the terms "community" and "neighborhood" to describe the areas they
serve (emphasis is added in each quote to highlight the references to the Baltimore city

neighborhoods community as the local community):

Table5L1 ndi cati ons of the community as fAlocal o f

interviewees

"So one of the things that we decided we wanted to do, as part of this projebave @ space
in the communitywhere forgiveness, the idea of forgivenesseally visible to people'Sjte D
Interviewee 2012).

"And the idea there was, we really are becoming a much more multiethnic and interfaith
neighborhood so we wanted there to be a place where people could come and know their
tradition washonored and welcomed and respect&ite(D Interviewee2012).

"The garden started becausehis neighborhoodhere was, | thought, a need for a quiet
reflective space in the midst of an areaeighborhoodthat had been at one point very
suburban, bt was gradually becoming more urban. And so many of the problems of urban
came to this neighborhoadAnd so | felt as though there was a need for a quiet, reflective
space" §ite D Interviewee2012).

"So, um, it's an opportunity to unfold, andwork together as a communityfo become much
more attuned to nature, gives us a greater sense of ourselves in the world, because it's al
life. And it helps usinfold together because we, sometimes we have to work together to ha
garden go tlough something"Site C Interviewee2012).

"Theylive in this community Some of them do walk, but most of them driv8it¢ B
Interviewee 2012).

"It's helpingpeople in need in the communityhat's what we try to do gerve this community
(Site B hterviewee2012).

"The communityis excited about it, and they can come and get whatever they \8éetB(
Interviewee 2012).

"We want to try to make the garden into an economically beneficial activity. We want to try
do thatfor the local communiy" (Site B Interviewee2012).

"Yeah, s oneighboehooslcdakingtclasses witthe community getting our produce
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into the kitchens andaving residentso-teach a class with nutritionistsSi(e A Interviewee,
2012).

"We do a lot oiheighborhooddoor knockingto increase presence and awarenessiin
neighborhoods Community organizationsgoing totheir community meetingsThere are five
neighborhoods around the parkn a normal city there might just be one, but there are five &
five differert community meetingso we go to all of those once a mont§it¢ A Interviewee,
2012).

Additionally, many community gardens from the grey literature cite specific neighborhoods and
communities in terms of "who they serve.” Out of 73 community gardensthie grey literature

(with online information), 38 provide information about the community they serve, and all of
these indicate a "local" population. Examples include referencing a specific neighborhood
("Reservoir Hill residents"” or "the Southside coomty"), a smalscale geographic region

(" Northeast Baltimore,o "Kittas County," or

("the local community," or "area food banks").
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5.3.Research question #5How is the Jewish farming movement in Bltimore
creating a new form of Jewish communityand who is part of this community?
5.3.1. How is the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore creating a new form of
Jewish community?

Figure48: Components of the final theory used to anster'how" ofRQ #5:

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces

Social processes producing the social space Principles of the Jewish farming movement

Jewish cultural
ab : pported by Je sustainability )

New L

programming

Due to itsopen structure and environmental emphdhis Pearlstone Farm is a
space thahas resulted ithe production of aew Jewish community diverse acrosany
demographic characteristjaacluding memberef the Jewish population traditionally
under or un@gaged in Jewish communal lifgoung and single adults,
nondenominational Jews, and the unaffiliated (Horowitz 2000; kBekowitz et al
2004; Ukeles, Miller and Beck 2006; Cohen 2005a in Ukeles, Milted Beck 2006, 16;

Sheskin and KotleBerkowitz 2007; Ukeles and Miller 2010)As a space fostering a
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new Jewish community, the Pearlstone FarsnablingJewish cultural sustainabilityy
providing an external mechanism farlturalexperienceand idetification.
Contemporary American Jews live in a socwtth fewer social and physicagligious
boundaries that once maintained group distinctiveness (Alba 2006). In order to maintain
cultural distinction, cultural groups in general, and Jews in spekdie used
community organizations as spaces to create and maintain group boundaries, and provide
mechanisms for group interaction&fya 2005; Chacko 2003eutsch 2007; Firkatian
2008; Totoricaguena 2008). Thus, Jewish community organizations arearkpgnent
to Jewish cultural sustainabilitlowever, ontemporary American Jews seek a balance
between individualism and community, with the challenge beifipdomeaning in a
mode of Jewish society that is also workable with 21st century lifestylesPearlstone
Farm is uses the environment and sustiaie agriculture to provideraeaningful and
workable mode of Jewish communityat revolves around participants' interests and
individualistic lifestyles.

Unique from traditional Jewish organizations, the Pearlstone isaarapace void
of denominational boundaries or membership requiremastaoted previouslyJewish
identities based on personal meaning do not well align with hierarchically established
denomi nati onal | abels such as AConservative
and transdenominational organizations attractive (KirsherBlatblett 2005; Ellenson
2009; Heller 2009; Grossman 2009). Because the Pearlstone Farm is a
nondenominationalevish spaceit attracts a participant base spanning traditional Jewish
denominationsand includes large proportion of those who identify as

nondenominational . Additionally, the Pear/|
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requirementsnakes it a viabléorm of engagement for Jews who are not interested in

long-term commitments. American Jews increasingly make Jewish connections over

loose social ties (Heilman 2004; Cohen and Kelman 2005 in Kirshethhatilett 2005,

6), and through Ainuetmretdeatoundotcovoement s
and Kelman 2005 in Kirshenble@mblett 2005, 6; Grossman 200®ontraditional

forms of Jewish engagement, such as the JFM, allow intermittent involvement without

the guilt of not returning (Kirshenbla@imblett2005; Ukeles, Millerand Beck 2006).

In addition to its relatively open structure, the Pearlstone Farm attracts a diversity
of participants due to it s ItheenvwrecnmenmAsa A uni
noted previously, many American Jews wimbe Jewish based on a personal meaning
rather than a communal obligation (Azria 1998; Cohen and Eisen 2000; Horowitz 2000;
Heilman 2004; Kirshenblattimblett 2005; Windmueller 2007), and an interest in the
environment is one basis for doing sorecen years there has been an "explosioh”
Jewishenvironmentaprograms (Mann 2012yvhich have been laudéolr offering
experiential and spiritually fulfilling experiences based on individual interests (Intrator
and Rosov 1998; Kaplan 2009; Mann 2p12

Non-JFM community gardens arfdrms in the United Statese also spaces that
result incommunity creation and strengthening (Hannah & Oh, 2000; Feenstra 2002;
Smith and Kurtz 2003; Glover 2004; Draper and Freedman 2010). Gardens bring together
an otherwise idtant set of social actors (Jamison 1985 in Glover 2004, 143) who bond
over gardening, grant seeking, fundraising, cooka@utd other activitieSCommunity
based agriculture has been associated with higher levels of communal participation and

social cagial construction (Feenstra 1997; Wells, Gradwell and Yoder 1999; Cone and

247



Myhre 2000; Hinrichs 2000; Lacy 2000; Hendrickson and Heffernan 2002; Feagan 2007;
Feagan and Henderson 200Bh)erefore, many contemporary community gardems "

less abougardening then they are about communitglover2004, 143)Three out of

the four Baltimore Cityites(A, C, and D) have resulted in communiiyilding. For

example, the interviewee from Site C describes how her church's garden unites members
of the fait throughthe common goal dpiritual"unfolding":

"Being a gardener is an awesome way for unfoldment, and being able to
serve is a privilege, because we unfold together so much, we really
do....So we are, um, we are all working together and differepigpetay
different parts. We have someone who loves using the lawnmower and
keeping the grass cut, and we have someone who weed whacks, and yeah.
We have somebody whaversees all the landscapir@p we all work

together and it'all volunteers!.So someaimes a garden has three people
working on it, so they can arrange to take turns. They each may have a day
they come to water. And yeah, but it's so much more than that. It's
supporting each other through life" (2012)

Site DO6s i nt ehergaidenassuaiting reighbarsi inbthee sncreasingly diverse
neighborhood surrounding the garden:

"So in the summer time, or when the garden is really active, we try to have
something every month. So maybe a labyrinth walk for the community. It
might be African dnce. We've had chi gong, tai chi instruction. We've

had neighborhood walks. We've done clearnwalks in the City. So, um,

what else...the story telling, the dance, we've had movies, music, a flea
market....And there's also the sacred writings gardew,putlin in 2008.

And the idea there was, we really are becoming a much more multiethnic
and interfaith neighborhood, so we wanted there to be a place where
people could come and know their faith tradition was honored and
welcomed and respected” (2012).

S te A6s interviewee describes his communit

"We get a lot of volunteers on Saturday. We have open hSuyseople

can come whenever they want during open hours. So people just come to

become invol ved aantdfthfsaetwork. We kaeeat hey 6 r e a
bunch of core volunteers who come every
into their own to create this community
lunch at the end of every Saturdq2012).
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The new Jewish communipgroducedasa result of the Pearlstone Farm includes
participants who vary across several demographic characteristics including: age
(subcategory 3.1)marital statugsubcategory 3.25ex (subcategory 3.3ocioeconomic
statug(subcategory 3.4)Yewish denominatio(subcategory 3.5)Yewish affiliation
(subcategory 3.6¥elf-perceivedmportance of being Jewigsubcategory 3.7andself
perceivedevel of pro-environmental dedicatiofsubcategory 3.8)The scholarly
literature on community gardens and farmghie United States does not provide
summative informatiomnwho gardensAccording to Lawson, "Researchers have
conducted studies to understand who gardens and why, but the small sample sizes and the
particularities of most gardens due to location andasgointext make it difficult to
generalize to gardeners nationallyo (2005,
not provide a comprehensive review on the type of individuals in the larger American
community gardening population, trends from casdiss are highlighteoh the analysis

below.
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5.3.2. Who is a part of the community created throughthe Jewish farming
movement in Baltimore?

Figure49: Components of the final theory used to answer wie™ of RQ #5:

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearistone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces

Principles of the Jewish farming movement

Jewish cultural
/ sustainability |

/

===y Social processes produced by
the social space

AAOpPTION by pa D3

Participant ‘
characteristics

The Pearlstone Farm is part of a trend of-traditionalmechanisms for Jewish

engagemerthat attract a high proportion of young adults (Kirshenskthblett 2005).
This comes a@time when itis largely the youngest generation of American Jewish
aduls (ages 18 34) who are losing touch with traditional measwt3ewish community
building (Horowitz 2000; KotleBerkowitz et al 2004; Ukeles, Miller and Beck 2006;
Cohen 2005a in Ukeles, Miller and Beck 2006, 16; Sheskin and Kaeidwowitz 2007).
This largeyoung adult populatiomakes the Pearlstone Faumiquefrom the

comparison Baltimore City sitebterviewees fronthe three faittbased Baltimore City
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community gardesireport adit participantbases towards the older end of the age
spectrumAn interviewee from Site C explains: "The youngest might be in their late 30's,
the oldest might be in their 80's. Definitely on the older side" (2012). Site B's interviewee
explainsi t ddfisult for young adults to take time off work and night classexrder to
garden:

"A lot of the students are in school, people are working. When they have

time they come and work in the garden. There may not be anyone there,

but at the beginning of spring everyone comes together in the garden to

get the garden startedyiy know what I'm saying? And then after that,

there's about four or five [people] out here. But everyone can't come at one

time because of their situations. Everybody's working. The kids are in

school, and a lot of them are taking classes in the everorhaBs the

way it operates. More of a drop in basis. I'm there more than anybody

else! I'm retired, see it makes a difference" (2012).
Site D's interviewee describes a similar age range:

"We have kids up to about the eighth grade who seem to be héye fai

frequently and then we have older peopéputfortyish and older. But

that long population of people who is occupied with other aspetts.of

We don't see them as muchless they're coming here with children”

(2012).
The nonfaith-based Baltimre City community farm attracts a more evenly distributed
adultpopulation asstaff and volunteers range fropoung adults to senior citizens
However, Site A's interviewee did not make it a point to particularly emphasize a young
adult presence, as diRkarlstone Farm interviewees.

The Pearlstone Farhosts aralmost even split of sing@9%)and married
(41%)adultparticipantsThe large representation of single participants adds to the
Farm's uniqguenessmongst other Jewish progranassingles areless likely than married

individualsto be engaged in Jewish programming (Horowitz 2000; Cohen 2005a in

Ukeles, Miller, and Beck 2006, 16; Sheskin and KotBarkowitz 2007)The literature
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on community gardens does not specify marital status aside frambdeg gardens as a
way to supplementamily food costgLawson 2005; Tidbathnd Krasny2007).Baltimore
City community garden and farm interviewees also mention family participants, but do
not otherwisedistinguish between married or single individuals.

Traditional Jewish law separates the sexes for many activities, and many
leadership roles (for example: rabbis, cantarg allotted to men (Kaplan 2009).
However, the Pearlstone Farm brings together males and females as program participants.
Results fron open interviews indicated an even split of male and female Pearlstone Farm
participants. However, online survey results indicate that females represent the majority
of Pearlstone Farm participants at 65%. The researcher checked this inconsistency with
an open interviewee and research gatekeeplo agrees that Pearlstone Farm
programming draws a slightly larger number of females, but also believes the 65:35 ratio
is still too highlyskewed. Therefore, this inconsistency is a true contraditiiarcerta
extent Two of the four Baltimore City farm and garden interviewees spbkeatthe sex
distribution at their sites. At both sites (Sites C and D), interviewees noted a higher
proportion of female participant§hese two sites also represent two offthth-based
sites, and as one interviewee notes women tend to be more open to spiritual experiences.
For example:

"Well, definitely more females here. | think it's just a function of how

females approach spirituality, and that's a global blatant statement.

Women tend to be more focused riginain wise. A little more open to the

mystical and spiritual. Which isn't to sayatlguys don't come through, but

clearly there's more females than males" (Site D Interviewee, 2012).

"We have more females than males. Let me just think this through because

| don't even thinlof them in terms of gender. Unwe may have only had

oneman!We've had a handful of auxiliary men...I would consider the
grass caretakers...those &an guys"” (Site C Interviewee, 2012).
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The participant characteristic of socioeconomic status (SEShhoaddresses
research questia#b on who makes up the Pearlstone Fammmunity, but also
addresses research questidnconcerning the factoigpecific tothe Baltimore Jewish
community that make the JFM possible and successful there. Socioeconomic status is an
externalbarrierto living apro-environmentaliving, asit requires financial flexibility
(Hinrichs 2000; Seyfang 2005, 2006a, 2006b; Macias 2008). Those of higher
socioeconomic statuses can afford to dedicate time and financial resopoes to
environmental livingespecially whesuch lifestyles are not financially incentivized or
infrastructurally supported by governmeritgerview results from this researdascribe
Pearlstone Farm participantstawards the wealthier erah the SES scale. Although
online survey data show thergest proportion of individuals (N = 55) are in the lowest
income bracket ($49,999 or less), 82% (N = 45) of those individuals are single, and
therefore may not have a family to support.

The SES of Pearlstone Farm participansgsificantlydifferentfrom manynon
JFM community gardenand farmsn the United States, which largely focus on social
reform for low income and disempowered populations (Kaufman and Bailkey 2000;
Schukske 2000 in Borrelli 2008, 274llen et al 2003Lawson 2005Eizenberg009).
Community @rdens are often located in urban areas that have experienced deterioration,
with vacant lots as spaces for a "remarkable proliferation” of community gardens since
the 1990s (Nemore 1998 in Kurtz 2001, 688schbaum 1999 in BorrelR008, 275.
Urban decline and vacancy are the consequence of closed businesses, job losses, and

population shifts from cities to suburbs (Bowman and Pa@888in Schukoske&00Q
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353; Kaufman and Bailkey 2000; Goldstein, Jensed Reiskin 2001). Vacalts are a
burden for cities due to loss of tax revenue, management costs and general aesthetics, and
are often sites of arson, deterioration, public health problems, crime and disease
(Kaufman and Bailkey 200@Bchukoske€00Q Kivell 1993 in Goldstein, Jesen and
Reiskin 2001, 3; PHS 1995 in Goldstein, Jensad Reiskin 2001,)3The prominence
of vacant land is apparent in large cities, including Chicago, Boston, New York,
Baltimore, Minneapolis, New Orlearesnd Philadelphia, as well as in smalleramlareas
(especially in old industrial and manufacturing ayeéasluding Trenton, New Jersey and
Buffalo, New York (Armstrong 2000; Hannah and Oh 200&yfman and Bailkey 2000;
Peters 2010; Corrigan 2011; Metcalf and Widener 2011). It is often low inaodhe
minority populations who remain in deteriorating urban areas (Bullard 1994 in Ferris,
Norman and Sempik 2001, 67; Gottleib 1993 in Ferris, Nornaewd Sempik 2001, 67;
Kaufman and Bailkey 2000; Goldstein, Jenserd Reiskin 2001; Corrigan 2011), and
community gardens reclaiming vacant urban lands therefore constitute similar
populations (Armstrong 2000; Peters 2010). The literature on community gardening
includes several case studies specifically on low income populations (Hanna and Oh
2000;Kaufmanand Bailkey 2000Kurtz 2001;Eizenberg 2009Corrigan 2011; Metcalf
and Widener 2011). However, although there is a "general assumption that most
community gardens are in lelncome communities... they also appear in the middle
class and gentrifying commities” (Lawson 2005, 266).

Many gardens and farms from the grey literature targetithoeme populations.
For example, according to its website, "The People's Garden Grant Program was

designed to invest in urban and rural areas identified as food dmseds food insecure
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areas, particularly those with persistent poverty" (People's Garden 3h8arly, many

of theBaltimore Green Spaaggrdensvere once vacant lotBaltimore Green Space

highlights financial security and longevity as a benefit tontmership According to the

land trust, BGS:
"acquires land on behalf of committed community groups that have
established gardens and pocket parks on what were once vacant parcels.
By doing so, Baltimore Green Space ensures that the community project is
notdisplaced by development, and eases the burden of local groups by
shouldering the responsibilities of acquisition, ongoing ownership, and
providing basic insurance liability coverage" (BGS 2013).

The following table compares the median household inauftttee zip codes in which

each Baltimore City community garden and farm is located, as well as the Pearlstone

Farm

Table52: Median household income comparison amofasBaltimore City gardens and

farms and the Pearlstone Farm

Community Garden/Farr Median Household Income (ACS 5 yr. estimates 2QW1)
Site A $34,499
Site B $64, 931
Site C $70,957
Site D $47,472
Pearlstone Farm $72,840

ThePearlstone Farns located in the zigode area witlthe highest median income,
although it is very comparable to SiteSites A, B,andD are located in zigode areas
with lower median incomes. These three sdes also thgardens and farntbat were
establishedpecificallyfor some form of community delmment.For example, the
Pearlstone Farm was established owtaftexts ofculturalgroup change and the larger

environmental movemen®ite C was established so that church members may reach a
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deeper level of spiritualityn contrast, ges A, B,and Dwere established to alleviate

local food shortages, increase access to affordable and healthy food, bolster local
economies, provide job/skill training, and combdianneighborhood deterioration

These three sites are more similar to those descrilibd iiterature as "disempowered
groups,” whereas the Pearlstone Farm and Site C represent the exception that Lawson
(2005)cites.

Thenondenominational nature of Pearlstone Farm programming adds to its
transdenominational participant baseluding asignificant proportiorof individuals
whoidentify as nordenominationalThe Farmalsoprovides a new forrof Jewish
engagement for affiliated Jewd those wharenotformally members oflewish
institutions and organization&ffiliation is considered crucial element to Jewish
community and a significant factor in larger Jewish engage(Werlier-Berkowtiz et al
2004). A report from the United Jewish Communit{&k)C)found 44% of American
Jews as unaffiliated, 28% as moderately affiliated (membensanlewish organization),
and 28% as highly affiliated (members in two or more Jewish organizations) (Kotler
Berkowtiz et al 2004). This report and others (Cohen and Davidson 2001; Mayer,
Kosmin and Keysar 2001; Sheskin and KeBarkowitz 2007) have liked affiliated
Jews with higher levels of Jewish engagement and religiosity. For example, the table
below displays the UJC findings that the highly affiliated are mommected t@ther
areaf Jewish life than the moderately affiliated, who are more engaged than the

unaffiliated
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Table53: Jewish connections by institutional affiliations (table compiled by Rachel

Berndtson; source: NJPS 200@001 data irKotler-Berkowtiz et al 2004, 10).

Institutional affiliation

Unaffiliated | Moderately Highly
affiliated affiliated

Half or more of close friends are Jewish 41% 68% 81%
Hold/attend Passover seder 58 88 96
Light Chanukah candles 69 90 94
Fast on Yom Kippur* 39 69 80
Light Shabbat candles* 8 36 50
Keep kosher at home* 8 25 36
Attend Jewish religious service monthly or more* 5 34 56
Volunteer under Jewish auspices* 6 27 52
Participate in adult Jewish education* 6 29 47
Visited Israel 25 44 58
Visited Israel two or more times™ 9 21 35
Feel emotionally attached to Israel 48 74 85
Contribute to federation campaign* 12 31 57
Contribute to Jewish cause (not federation) 18 58 80
Regard being Jewish as very important™* 33 59 74

At the local level, ecording to its 2010 Baltimore Jewish Community Study, the
Associated found that 46% of respondents feel that Jewish organizatidrenzoee"
and/or "not relevangnd80%from that population areornrdenominational Jews (Ukeles
andMiller 2010). The majority ofPearlstone Farm participar{t6%)are already

affiliated through synagogues or JC@d a potentially larger percent of the Pearlstone
Farm population may be affiliated through other formal Jewish organiz&tide
Farm'soperational structure through pestablished groups is geared towaluisée who
are already affiliated, however several Pearlstone Farm programs do not require
membership with a prestablished grougAdditionally, results from open interviews and

grey literature suggest the Pearlstone Farm spakgipants who are unaffiliated.

2 As noted in the results above, the online survey only accounts for Jewish affiliation through JCC and/or
synagogue membership, leaving out a potentially large population of individuals who are affiliated through
other Jewish organizations (educationatial advocacy etc.).
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The researcher used religious institutional membership amongst the three faith
based Baltimore City community gardens as a mechanism for comparison to the notions
of Jewish denomation and affiliationThe three gardens vaby the proportionof
church members that constit@achparticipant baseéAll of Site B'sparticipantsare
church member€Churchmembers are the primary (and intended) participfantSite G
butnonmembes are not turned awayor example, ashe Site C interviewee explains:

"It's a sacred space, and it's really for those who participate in the church. The neighbors
have asked if they could come and use it, but they asked kindly and [Religious Leader]
sad yes....Harmony is our way" (20138ite Ds participants aréargelynotchurch

members, butather areneighborhood residentsor example, when describimgho
participateghe interviewee from Site D says:

"So when you say, 'church members,' histolyaahas been more

community members. But | don't know that it's really ever been a really

big church thing. People in the church who feel called to use it, use it. And

they're always very good about contributing, whether it's a clothes drive or

a food dive. But | don't think that many of the people who just walk

through are necessarily church members. It's really much larger in the

community than just the church" (2012).

The faithbased institution at which the Pearlstone Farm is located, the Pearlstone Center,
is not membebased. Rather, affiliation is scaled up to account for formal participation in
any communal Jewish organizatidftowever, the Jewish Community Gardgallective

takes place at Jewish institutions that are merbbsed, and participants in the JCGC are
members of those institutions.

American Jewish population studi@x: National Jewish Population Study,

Associated's Baltimore Community Stgdyse thendicator "importance of being

Jewish" asa way to capture the affective aspecfeivish identityMore American Jews
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are identifying with being Jewish through the sovereign aell asndividually
determined meaning becomes a more prominent mechahi3@wish identifiationit is
important for studies of Jewish identity to capti8elf-perceived importance of being
Jewish may be a particularly relevant mechanism of identification for unaffiliated Jews.
For example, maffiliated Jewsmay notnecessanl not feel Jewish or not want to be a
part of the Jewish community, but rather some have opted to do so in the privacy of their
own homes and througiffectiverather than behavioral@chanismsCohen and Eisen
explain that although modern American Jewsraot using the same methods to maintain
a Jewish identitysnanyare still looking for meaning within a Jewish frame of life (2000).
Resultsfrom this researcindicate a Pearlstone Farm population thegely (at 71%)
believesheing Jewish is "very" important. Some from this populatepresent the
unaffiliated who stilfeela Jewi sh connection, but hadnot
realize that connection through participation in Jewish organimatoinstitutionsFor
example, ofall unaffiliated and Jewishburvey takers (N = 46Y0% (N = 32) perceive
being Jewish to be "veryimportant(as opposed to "somewhat,” "not very," or "not at
all").

Lastly, Pearlstone Farm participants are characterized bysttieperceived
dedication to living a pr@nvironmentalifestyle. Results show thatarticipants come to
the Pearlstone Farm with a range of-prvironmental backgrounds, with the majority of
participantg57%)ranking themselves dmving"low" or "moderde" levels of
dedicationNon-Jewish Pearlstone participants come to the Farm with higher levels of
pro-environmental dedication. Of all nalewish Pearlstone Farm participafiis= 14)

64% come with alreadyvery high" or "high" levels of pr@nvironmental dedication,
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compared tonly 35%(N = 130) of Jewish participant$his distinction was discovered
after regression resulfgointedto nonJewish Pearlstone Farm participants as averaging
11.645 points lower in the mean of the summativegmaranmental lifestyle index

score than nondenominational Jews (while no statistically significant difference in mean
score existed betweenw of different denominationskiven their already high levels

of dedication to preenvironmental living, noidewish Rarlstone Farm participants may

not have as much room to grow in the-provironmental lifestyle arena.

Although the scholarly literature does not specify gardeners' levels-of pro
environmental dedication, sevecases describBommunity gardenerss rangng in
agricultural experience levels (Corrigan 2011; Metcalf and Widener 2011). Three of the
four Baltimore City community garden and farm interviewees @¢stribea range of
agricultural experienckevelsamongst their populations. For example

"And same come in with a large amount of experience and some come in

with a little. But [they were] providing the experience and accommodating

the staffing that provides regular solid programming. But also an influx of

new people who give us energy and adds awemkle to the farm" (Site

A Interviewee 2012).

"Some do. Some come with experience and others don't. They learn it,
too!" (Site Binterviewee 2012).

"Most of us haven't been professional garden®articipant Namghas
just created a garden carddpifor each gardener. It gives the gardeners
what they need to know to take care of it....And she's given us the more
technical things we need to know. It's just perfect that she popped in. Until
she came, | was called 'the mother of the garden,' betaasgjust
learning, but | was mothering" (Sitel@terviewee 2012).
None of the three faitbased Baltimore City community gardeners describe their spaces

as sites for ecological improvement or environmental educadionever, he nonfaith-

based Site A offers environmental education on topics including watershed protection,
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sustainable farming techniques, and local food systBitesA isdedicated tdgrowing

farmers" who become familiar in sustainable mdthand techniques@22). As spaces

for environmental and sustainable agricultural educatigiadigicalthat not all

participants from the Pearlstone Farm come waitbady high levels of commitmetat

sustainable living. Rather, they are there to learn.

5.4. Research questia #3: What are the impacts of the Jewish farming movement
in Baltimore on its participants' Jewishidentities and pro-environmental
lifestyles?

Figure50: Components of the final theory used to answer RQ #

The Jewish farming movement is exemplified by the Pearlstone Farm and ten Jewish
Community Gardens, which are socially produced spaces

Principles of the Jewish farming movement

Jewish cultural
/ sustainability )

Social processes produced by
the social space

ACOpPTIO DV Pa )d

Participant Individual level
characteristics impacts

Communitybased organizations have been recognized as a means for enabling

cultural sustainability (Bekerman and Kopelowitz 2008; Totoricaguena 2008; Firkatian

2008) as well as environmental sustainability (Defra 2005 in Middlemiss 2008, 78;
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Gardner and &tn 2002 in Middlemiss 2008, 78; Jackson 2005 in Middlemiss 2008;
Middlemiss and Parrish 2010), and the Pearlstone Farm is a convhasésg
organization making strides in both arenas. Pbarlstond-armis a space that produces
new social processe$ Jevish identification(subcategory 3.99nd preenvironmental
living (subcategory 3.10 ultural groups produce new social experiences and derive
new meanings from social spaces (Soja 19B9¢. social interactions and experiences
occurringat thePearlstone Farm result in ng@nocesses surroundirgltural identity, as
well aspro-environmental livingResults point to the Pearlstone Farm as having some
level of impact acrosall Jewish identity and prenvironmental lifestyle indicators.
However the extent to which participants perceive impacts to have occurred varies
between the two larger categories (Jewish identity aneémpvoonmental lifestyle), and
also by participant characteristid$he analysis below explores ttweo categorie®f
Pearstone Farm impagthe extent to which participants perceive themselves to be
impactedn thoseareas andthe relationship between participant characteristics and the
extent ofperceivedmpact. Therefore, in addition to responding to research quésion
on participant impactshe analysis addresses research questi®rsd#9, concerning
how and for whonthe Pearlstone Faremableslewish cultural ad environmental
sustainability Scholarly literature omndividual impacts from community gardeiss

much like that on "who participatesbased on case studies rather tb@amprehensive
generalizations. As Lawson notes, "Even though hard data on neighborhood gardens are
difficult to obtain, the literature is full of anecdotal evidence from the garden

describing the personal benefits gardening has brought to them" (Lawson 2005, 266).
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Data from the Baltimore City community gardand farm interviews supplemerdse
studies from the literature.

A major goal to the Pearlstone Farm is to "inspire pedghashly” (Interviewee
#2, 2011), andesults reveal that Pearlstone Farm participants experience Jewish identity
impacts.As noted above, cultural identification requires distinction between the cultural
group members and the social "others," and tlsindition can come througlognitive,
affective, and behavioral mechanisms (Fishbein 1965 in Cohen 2004, 89). All three have
been used to measure Jewish identity (Horowitz 2000), and the Pearlstone Farm has
influenced i ts part decthepedhnee readms dfedentifisation.i d e nt i

The idea of Jewish identity has recent |l
attachment to being Jewish is considered alongside the behavioral enactment of Jewish
actionso (Horowitz 20i0t2z,, 2f4t)o. bAectctoerrd iunngd etros
identity has developed and how it may be changing in coming years, it is essential to
study Jewishsefper cepti on as wel |l a®fsCoeewandliserpr act i
(2000), Horowitz (2000), and others haveigaded, many American Jews still internally
feelJewish, without externally behaving in normative "Jewish ways." Egon Mayer, Barry
Kosmin and Ariela Keysar capture timernal and externalichotomy of Jewish identity
in their American Jewish Identity Swgy of 2001 report:

"Since it is widely assumed that identity is acquired and sustained through

processes and structures of identification, social scientists working with

the concept have wiltyilly utilized indicators of identification (e.g. the

performance of mitzvoth, participation in and affiliation with Jewish

communal institutions, and conformity with Jewish cultural and religious

norms in general) as measures of the strength of Jewish idewtitich

itself can hardly be observed. The problem whils mode of measurement

of something as elusive as identity is that the measures often produce

anomalies. People who might have strong psychological attachment to
their personal sense of Jewishness can and do score low on behavioral or
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objective measures identification. Moreover, in recent years, with the

growing incidence of intermarriage in the American Jewish population,

there have been at least some instances of people scoring fairly high on

measures of Jewish identification even if they happemtono¢ Jewish."

(2001, 2003, 31 32).
The Pearlstone Farm offers opportunities for participants to build their internal sense of
Jewish identity by learning more about the culture and religion, and feeling a connection
to the larger group.

ThePearlstone Farralsooffers aspacethrough which participants can act in

AJewi sh ways, 0 and thereby exAltkoughaterhay | eqgi

mechanisms for Jewish identification are prominent amongst the contemporary American

Jews h popul ation, Horowitz notes that HAThe I
relationship to Jewishness is that as each
unique, it is also |l ess |likely to be share

A strong connection exists between identity gmnactice(Wenger and.ave1991 in

Walford 2008, 18; Wergy 1998 in Walford 2008, 18, emphasis addad)external

expression and recognition of identity is particularly important for the cultural

sustainability ofwhite ethnic groups, because they are not externally bound by racial
characteristics and are thus more capable of forgoing ethnic idertiynigon by others

(Hollinger 2000; Totoricaguena 2008; Alba 2006 in Friedlander et al 2010, 357; Altman

et al. 210 in Friedlander et al 2010, 357). The majority of American Jews are ahite,
socially and economically assimilated, and
mi nority groupo (Altman et al ., 2010; Schl
The Pearlstone Farm offers spaces through winelsocial interactions and external

expression of identity so impant to cultural identificatiotranspire Pearlstone provides
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Jews with aspacdor group participation and sociability, and thus an external expression
of cultural identity.

Two out of the three faitfbasedBaltimore City gardeimterviewees (from Sites C
and D)reportthat their gardens haveligiousimpactson participantsinterviewees from
both sitesdescribe their spaces as saceadl as sites for spiritual reflection. Site D's
interviewee describes hogarden participants experiengeeeper level of spirituality,
which may influence future behavidrhis garden spagaovides participants with
anonymous journals in which they can write down inner thoughts and feelings for
reflection:

"It's kind of hard to walk in and not be impacted somehow. Now what that
impact is | can't say, other than to say, you'll see people walktiofsor
walking at a regular pace, and then you'll just kind of see them slow down.
| think that impact is not so much to have an identity with one group
Jewish or Catholic, or even Northeast Baltimore identityt it's much

more an awakening to this noi of spirituality that just sort of underdie

all religious expression. Sbat becomes a bit harder to measure.... Now,
when we read the [garden] journals, '| came here angry at my mother, |
don't want to be angry anymore,' 'l slapped my wife, I'll nevénat

again,' you can see people pulling that brokenness right out of themselves
and putting in onto paper. It's like the best confession in the world, you
know!? It's broader than an identity. So | think people who really are here
and sort of getting would say there's a deepening of spirituality that
happens. So you start to see what's behind things in your life....That kind
of experience is what happein this spacgSite D Interviewee2012).

Site C's interviewee describes her church's gaaddrelping church members reach a
deeper level of spirituality (by "unfolding”). Working in the garden offers opportunities
for church members to reflect about themselves and then apply these feelings to how they
garden:
"You see how we unfold by being sérvice. That's such a big part.
Anyone who has a privilege of being a gardener unfolds a greater

relationship with all of life. So, um, it's an opportunity to unfold, and to
work together as a community. To become much more attuned to nature
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gives us a grater sense of ourselves in the world, because it's all part of

life. And it helps us unfold together, because we, sometimes we have to

work together to have a garden go through something... And, um,

gardening can bring up opportunities to see, um, aryiogs that may

come up for us, and what needs healing in us and how to continue coming

back to the four paths of yoga so that we can fulfill our commitm&it (

C Interviewee2012).
Communitygardens and farms in the United Stdtes thescholarlyliterature provided
additional information omdentity impacts. Gardens and farthat servesthnic groups
canresult in ethnigdentity maintenance and social cohesion (Airriess and Clawson 1994;
SaldivarTanaka and Krasny 2004; French 2009; Warner 1987 in French 2008; Twiss et
al 2003; Agyeman 1995 in Johnston and Shimada 2004, 188). Saldwaka and
Krasny's research on Lat community gardens in New York City found gardens were
viewed as more social and cultural gathespgceshan agricultural productiospaces
(2004). The authors found Latino gardens t
maintaining Puerto Ricanfami ng cul ture i n an urban envir

A second goal of the Pearlstone Farm is to "inspire people envimaltye
(Interviewee #2, 2011), anthpacts to participants' penvironmental lifestyles also
come through cognitive, affective, andhavioral formsThe Pearlstone Farm
cognitively impacts its participants/ providing environmental and sustainable
agricultural educatiodn ndi vi dual dedge hbaut tke eavironrkestanw
internal barrief® (Barr 2003; Middlemis@010a)to pro-environmentaliving that the
Pearlstone Farm addresséke Farm's environmental education may be particularly

effective due to its experiential natur e.

to help us grow in understanding sustainabilitynan motivations and visions which

3 Environmental knowledge alone will not lead to a change in environmental behavior (Kolimuss and
Agyeman 2002; Maiteny 2002; Barr 2003).
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provide the key to social chang@JNESCO 2002 in Tilbury 2007, 117). Learning
through doing is a social learning technique that empowers individuals and groups to
make changes towards peavironmatal lifestyles (Tilbuy 2007), anccommunity
gardensarespaces for environmental learning through doing. Gardens offer opportunities
through which individuals interact with each other and the natural environment, and learn
from both levels of intexction (Krasny and Tidball@®9). Pearlstone Farm participants
learn through doing as the agricultural paecomes an outdoor classroom for Jewish
agricultural and environmental education.

Similarly to pro-environmental knowledg@ro-environmentahttitudesshape
(but are not solely responsiblefor)n di vi dual s6 behaviors (Kol l
Maiteny 2002)If individuals feel overwhelmed with prenvironmental living, they are
less likely to make behavioral changesaodsdoing so This notion relates tde
internalpro-environmental i f estyl pebaerved amodént of con-
extent to which one believes her behavioral change will impact the current unsustainable
conditions (Newhouse 1991 in Kollimuss and Agyeman 2002, 255; Maiteny, 2082; Ed
1993 in Barr 2003, 231; Hinchliffe 1996 in Barr 2003, 231). If individuals become too
overwhelmed with their lack of capacity to solve environmental problems, they may
respond with an Aunconsci ouPeopkmayfeebdo deni al
disheartened by their individual inability to sustain-provironmental behavipand so
overwhel med by the Aenormity of the task a
that theycompletelyremove themselvesom pro-environmental livingMaiteny 20@,
301). The Pearlstone Farm has workeeénhancés participants'perceived amount of

control" when it comes to prenvironmental livingT he Far més Jewi sh Com
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Gardening Collective is one program in particular that strives for participatiniicsts
to feel more comfortable with prenvironmental livingDatashowthat JCGC
participants morérequentlyexperience agricultural and environmental education, which
is pedagogically powerful for building comfort with environmental issResults
additionallypoint to frequency of participation as the most influer{pat .028)
participant characteristic to predjpto-environmental lifestyle summative index scores,
with a standardized regression coefficient of 2.225. With each additional day of
Pearlstone Farm participation per year, the average change in the mean of the pro
environmental lifestyle summative indaicreases bf.734 (unstandardized regression
coefficient) points.

Lastly, thePearlstone Farm influences the behavioral aspectstofipari prant s 0
environmentalifestyles byaddressing external barriers to adopting a sustainable
lifestyle. The Farm addresses external barriers by providing the necessary infrastructure
(the farm, gardens, seeds, tools, etc.) for action, as well a;igreatmunity norms for
actionby linking Judaism and agricultyreand thuscreatinga cul t ure i n whi c
sustainable consumption is acceptableo ( Mi
2002; Barraket 200550cioeconomic status is an additionally recagdiexternal barrier
to proenvironmental behavior (Kollmuss and Agyeman 208&hough he Pearlstone
Farm does ngbroactivelyease the SES barrier for peavironmental actiont does
benefit fromarelatively economically welbff participant basenterviewees recognized
this as a feature necessary for Fayperation Socioeconomic status is alsoiafluential
(p = .043)participant characteristic to predmto-environmental lifestyle summative

index scores. With each addition$300i n a survey takero6s annual

268



the average change in the mean of theggnaronmental lifestyle summative index is
2.857(unstandardized regression coefficigm)nts.
Two out of the four Baltimore City community gardens and farms (Bii@sd B)
reportpro-environmental influence on participants. Impacts include additional knowledge
and practice of seasonal eating habits and sustainable agritettanequesSeveral
cases from the scholarly literature also point to more seasonal leakiitg as a result of
garden participation (Twiss et al 2003; Draper and Freedman 2010; Corrigan 2011). Site
A's interviewee explains this impact amongst his farm's participants:
"Through the CSA people are more aware of what's actually in season, or
how it's difficult to eat in season and the joys and benefits of that. You
arendét totally seeing that at farmers m
of this is the stuff thatdés growing rig
Site Ais the onlyBaltimore City comparison sithatproactively plangand delivers
environmental educatioRrogram participants learn about growing seasons, local food
systems, sustainable farming methods, soil health and water cycles. Site A's interviewee
observes a local food identity shift in sonaenh participants:
"I would definitely say with our youth and interns that it's definitely
changes in terms of how they eat and how they look at food. Their diets
dondédt change 180 degrees, but everyone
how their diet affectthem and the land, and how they want to eat all the
time. That local food culture is a huge thing" (2012).
Although the three faittbased Baltimore City community gardens do oféér planned
environmental programminghe interviewee fronsite Binadvertently mentions
inf or mal environment al educat i Whenaskadkifiherg pl ac
garden is connected to the environmental movement, "being green," or the sustainable

agriculture movement, Site B's integwee responds, "oh nNo, no! However, she later

describes informal agricultural education occurring in the garden. Garden participants
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gain new knowledge and skills on how to grow their own food, which Site B's
interviewee describes as an important survival skill:

"I think [gardening is] something new to them, and they like working in it,

and learning new things, you know? That's what | think. If they learn

things then they can go and do it on their own....And um, you never know

when you might need these things. You shoulovkhow to [grow food],

in the event that you have to do it, you know what I'm saying? There may

be a time when you have to do these things, you know what I'm saying?

To survive!" (2012)

More online survey takers from this research report to have expedigneater
impacts to their pr@nvironmental lifestyles than to their Jewish identities. The pro
environmental lifestyle summative index received higher nf2auY) median(27), and
mode(45) values than theedvish identity summative index (23.4, 24d27,
respectively) There areseveal explanations for this trend, each of which was discussed
with open intervieweeand research gatekeep#rsough follow up questioning. Open
intervieweesuggested that many participants from the Baltimore Jewish community
come to thdPearlstond-arm already situated in their Jewish identities, andwmudd
not report significant increases in that arena. This feedback is consistent with the
Associated's @L0 Greater Baltimore Jewish Community Study, which faied
BaltimoreJewish communityo have relatively higer levels of Jewish engagement
compared to other communities in simitaetropolitan areas in the United States (Ukeles
and Miller 2010) Additionally, regression results point to localiy aparticipant
characteristic that significantly influences the Jewish identity summative index scores (p

=.034) Local Pearlstone Farm patrticipants average 5.909 (unstandardized regression

coefficient) poins lower in the mean of the Jewish identity summative index than
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nonlocals The greatenumberof local over nonlocal Pearlstone Farm participants may
therefore skew Jewish identity summative index scores to these lower. values

A second explanation is thakentities (of all types) develdbroughcumulative
experiences over timandmanyonline survey takersave not been participants long
enough to reposignificant Jewishdentity impactsJewish American identities have
been recentljyoummdey sad o@Eldo resharetdgnanicGd@hift 2 0 0 2
with each additional experience. As Hor owi
brings with it new possibilities. A person's Jewishness can wax, wane, and change in
emphasis. It is very respsive to social relationships, historical experiences and personal
eventso (2002, 27). Ethnic and cultural id
time (Phinney 2003 in Phingeand Ong 2007, 271; Kim 20R7As Phinney and Ong
iterate, "The process ethnic identity formation involves the construction over time of
oneds sense of self as a group member and
associated with group membership” (2007, 27153rigth of Pearlstone Farm
participation (in cumulative yesy is a participant characteristic that influences Jewish
identity summative index scores (p = .03Rggression results show that with each
addition year of Pearlstone Farm participation, the average change in the mean of the
Jewish identity summative iea increases by 2@instandardized regression coefficient)
points. Additionally, over two thirds (69%) oflinesurvey respondents have been
Pearlstone Farm participants for two years or less. Therefore, it is perhaps a collection of
cumulative experiergs at the Pearlstone Farm over time that leads to greater change in

participantsdé Jewish identities.
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6. Chapter 6: Conclusions andfuture directions

This research has resulted in a grounded theory explaining the Jewish farming
movement in Baltimore as a salcspace. The Jewish farming movement in Baltimore, as
it transpires through the Pearlstone Farm and its Jewish Community Gardens, is both the
result of social processes and has resulted insoeval processes. Thus, the thegogs
beyondthe idea of space as merely a container of sq@etjtowardsthe notionthat
spaceproduces meaning based on social experiences (Soja T#&@pnditional and
resultantsocialprocessesurroundinghe newspaceareembeddeavithin thethreecore
caegories shapinthetheory: Jewish commuryit Jewish cultural sustainability, and
environmentasustainability.The social processes accounting for the production of the
Pearlstone Farm (including its creation and diffusion) rely on institutional acbons f
local and national Jewish communities in the United States, and also stem from larger
goalsof cultural and environmental sustainabilifyhe three core categoriage also
inherent in the socigdrocessethat have come out of the Pearlstone Farhe® include
adiverse set of participants accounting fareav Jewish community, and new
experiences shaping participants' Jewish identities andrpriconmental lifestyles
feedinginto the larger notions of Jewish cultusaistainabilityand environmental
sustainability.The construction of the final theory and its application to this study's
research questions produced several major findiegardinghe Pearlstone Farm's
institutional support, geographic scale of operatamparticipant motivationand
impacts.

The importance of Jewish institutional support to the Pearlstone Farm cannot be

understated. Jewish institutions (including the Associated, institutional Pearlstone Farm
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participants, and the organizations involved in the national Jewistoemental, food,
and farming movements) were critical to the Pearlstone Farm's initial establishment, and
remain essential for itsurrent diffusion and operatioihese institutional actors
provided the Pearlstone Farm with financial, land, and humaruress, as well as
opinion leadership and networks for local and national diffusion. Although the
significance of institutional support came as a surprise to the researcher, it is a trend quite
common amongst other, similar movements in the United Stadsesn@nity gardens are
often assumed to be "grass®activities,but in realityrely on institutions and
organizations for advisory, technical, financahd political supportl@wson 2005).
Community agricultural initiatives from faitbased and seculaommunities alike rely
on institutional actors. The structure of the Pearlstone Farm's institutional support is
unigue in regards to its diffusion. Research results show that while many community
agricultural initiatives rely on institutional actors faffdsion, those actors do not match
the number or geographic scale of institutions involved in Pearlstone Farm diffusion. The
scaled up institutional diffusion network reflects the Pearlstone Famrategic goals of
regime change, as well @s geograplt scale of operatian

The Pearlstone Farm's geographic scale of operation accounts for a second major
finding from this studyCommunity gardens and farms in the United States often serve
local populations bounded by neighborhood, school, or city ds{Heiufman and
Bailkey 2000;Schukoske&00Q Kurtz 2001; Twiss et al 200%aldivarTanaka and
Krasny2004; Corrigan 2011 The Pearlstone Farm similarly attracts a local population,
with the majority of its participants from within the Jewish communitgatimore.

However, Pearlstone additionally and intentionally draws a sizeable nonlocal participant
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base, making it quite unique from rdRM comparison sites. This substantial nonlocal
population is due to the novelty of the JFM in the United Stategelss the Pearlstone
Farm's additional distinctiolnom otherJFM programs. The Pearlstone Farm is one of
approximately ten JFM programs in the United States today. Individuals wanting to
participate in Jewish agricultural education are therefore geographically limiteeir
options Pearlstone is additionally igque amongst JFM programs based ostitscture
and operationdn contrast to other progranearlstone is a rural space that offers
overnight accommodations, robust infrastructure and resources, a pedagogically sound
and testeaurriculum, and trainestaff.

Pearlstone Farm participant motivations and impacts represehirthenajor
finding from this researchn the case of both motivation and impabe environment
andsustainablegriculture assume primary roles, while Jewish identification and
communityare secondarylhe researcher was surprised to learn that more individuals are
drawn to participate on the Pearlstone Farm by environmental or agricultural motivations,
over Jewish motivations. However, results also show that the Jewish compfathent o
Pearlstone Farm is not trivial. Participaok®ose environmental/agricultural education
and engagement through Pearlstone over pfieeulaprogramsbecause they are
comfortable operating in a Jewish atmosphere and amongst otheil Bevpsevalace of
environmentalersusJewish components of the Pearlstone Faraiso reflected in
participantimpacts.The researcher was surprised to learn that more individuals report
higher impact levels to prenvironmental lifestyles than Jewish identities. Participant
characteristic data help to interpret this treBarvey results and regression analysis

showedhatthere are more local than rooal Pearlstone Farm participants, and that
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localsexperience lesser Jewish identity mcps. Additional qualitative data revealed that
local (and therefore the majority of) Pearlstone Farm participants are already cotttent wi
facets of their Jewish identities, and therefore do not experniemaets to those
identitiesbased on their Pearlstone Farm participation.

A critical elemento interpretinggrounded theorgnd critical realist research is
understanding theontextuahatureof the productThis study's substantive level theory
builds explanatory power around the diffusion of the Jewish farmingment in
Baltimore. Howeverfuture studies are needed to expangbiieglictive ability. Fruitful
areas for future researatclude comparing the Pearlstone Farm's diffusion to other JFM
sites in the United States, expanding theoretical perspectiredude data collected
through ethnographic methods, and additional analysis on the Pearlstone Farm in future
years to examinthe social space over time

The 21st century brings new challenges to cultural and environmental
sustainability for groups and individuals throughout the United States. Cultural groups
seek tostrike abalancebetween group identification amdaintenance, and trends of
individualism andmobility . Although growing inrecognition the movements
surrounding preenvironmentalism and sustainable agriculture have not fully permeated
mainstream American policy, society, or econofgwever, communitybased
organizationgprovide mechanisms for addressing each challenge of sustainability, and in
the case of the Jewish farming movement, tackle both. This year marks-jfeaten
anniversary of the first JFM program in the United Steiegce its inception, several

others have "sprouted” up across the courtsythese once marginal programs grow in
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popularity and support, thgiotentialfor delivering cultural and environmental change

becomes more of a reality.
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AppendixA: Programs ffered through the Pearlstone Farm (table created by: Rachel

Berndtson; table content source: Community Education 2013; Pearlstone Programs 2013;

Volunteer 2013)

Program Name | Description Length | Frequency

Beit Midrash Conference and retreat with Shabbalebrations,| Three Annual
learning tracts on Judaism and sustainability, | days
keynote speakers

Volunteer days | Farm work, sustainability workshops, and Several | Monthly
volunteer picnic hours

Internships Green building & energy, farming, animal care, Up to 30| Seasonally
marketing, graphic design hours or annual

Iweek

Apprenticeshipg Training in vegetable farming, animal husband| Five to | Annual
perennial and orchard management, framed | seven
around Jewish tenets and environmental conce months
Handson work and formal educatnal sessions.

Holiday Shabbat, Rosh Chodesh (head of the month), | Day, Weekly,

celebrations Pesach, Tu BO6Av, Tu B weekend monthly,

long annual

Chesapeake Group trip of 35+ miles alonBatapsco River. Four Annually

Watershed Integrates themes of Judaism, watershed ecolq days per group

Pilgrimage and foodsheds.

Family Camp | Relaxation, farming, agricultural workshops, | One Annual
environmental education, Shabbat celebrationg week
games, social activities.

Summer Kollel | Group of adults live together and investigate | Three Annual
intersections of Judaism, agriculture, and months
environment. Farm work in the mornings and
Torah study in the afternoon. Weekly lessons ¢
food systems, farming and food justice.

Nevatim Professional training conference for Jewish Two'i Annual

Teacher environmental educators. Training includes: | four

Training educational garden design, lesson plans, Jewi§ days

Conference environmental curricula, and outdoor classroon

Field trips Attendees include: public schools, Jewish day | Several | Quarterly,
schools, youth groups, organizations. Topics | hours semk
include: diversity & efficiency, botany & prayer, annual, or
people & earth, wild & domesticated plants, annual
everyday choices & values, ecology &
environmentalism, Jewish calendgaholidays

Jewish Ten Baltimore Jewish institutions host commur| Several | Monthly

Community gardens. Pearlstone Farm provides seasonal | hours

Gardening trainings and Jewish agricultural education

Collective curricula.
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AppendixB: Open interviewquestions:

The questions below provided a general starting point for interview questions. Because
the interviews were open, questions were driven by interviewee statements, and included
more detailed follow up @stions that varied amongst interviewees.

What is the Jewish farming movement?

What is the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore?

Why did it start?

How did it start?

How did you learn about the Jewish farming movement?

Why did you want to participate (oot participate) in the movement?
How has the Jewish farming movement spread throughout Baltimore?
Who is a part of the Jewish farming movement in Baltimore?

What changes have come about as a result of the Jewish farming movement in
Baltimore?

10.Where do yoisee the movement going in the future?

©CoNoOO~WNE
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AppendixC: Structured poneinterviewquestions:

=

Approximately what date/year did your institution learn about the Kayam Farm?
Approximately what date/year did you institution begin to participate on the
Kayam Fam?

How did your institutions first hear about the Kayam Farm?

About how many participants a year from your institution participate on the
Kayam Farm each year?

About how many participants/members make up your institution?

Is your institution affiliated wh a particular Jewish denomination?
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AppendixD: Online survey gestions
1. To which age bracket do you belong?

18-34
3554
55-74
7594

2. What is your gender?
Male

Female
Do not wish to respond

3. What denomination do you consider yourself to be?

Conservative

Orthodox

Reform

Reconstructionist

Just Jewish
Postdenominational Jew
Hasidic / Lubavitch /Satmar
Haredi (UltraOrthodox)
Secular

Ethnically / nationality Jewish
Culturally Jewish

Humanistic

Non-practicing Jew

Other religion

No religion /None / Nothing Jewish
Do not wish to respond

4. Please enter your home zipcode in the box below:

5. What is your marital status?

Married

Widowed

Divorced

Separated

Single/Never married

Living with someone/Partnered
Do not wish to respond
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6. Whatbracket epr esents your householddés tot al
(For statistical purposes only)?

Less than $15,000

$15,000 to $25,000 ($24,999)
$25,000 to $35,000 ($34,999)
$35,000 to $50,000 ($49,999)
$50,000 to $75,000 ($74,999)
$75,000 to $100[D ($99,999)
$100,000 to $150,000 ($149,999)
$150,000 to $200,000 ($199,999)
$200,000 to $300,000 ($299,999)
$300,000 to $500,000 ($499,999)
$500,000 or more

Do not wish to respond

7. Prior to participation with the Kayam Farm, what level of dedicatidrydu have
to living an environmentally friendly and sustainable lifestyle?

Very high level of dedication
High level of dedication
Moderate level of dedication
Low level of dedication

Very low level of dedication
No dedication at all

Do not wish tarespond

8. Prior to participation with the Kayam Farm, how important was being Jewish to
you?

Very
Somewhat
Not very
Not at all

9. How long have you been a participant with the Kayam Farm?

More than 4 years
4 to 3 years

3to 2 years

2 to 1 years

1 year to6 months
Less than 6 months
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10. About how much time passed between the time you first heard about the Kayam
Farm and the time you first participated with the Kayam Farm?

A day to a week

1 week to 5 weeks

1 month to 6 months

6 months to 12 months
1 year to3 years

3 years to 5 years

11. About how many days a year do you participate with the Kayam Farm?

Less than once a year

17 5 days a year

57 10 days a year

107 15 days a year

157 20 days a year

207 25 days a year

More than 25 days a year

12.Please mark gnand all of the ways you participate with the Kayam Farm:

Volunteer

Intern

Kollel

Early Childhood Education Conference

Educational program participant (field trip, learning series)
Cultural program participant (Holiday celebrations, Festivals)
EcoRide/Ru participant

Summer fellow or apprentice

CSA member

Community gardening collective member

Kayam Farm Committee member

Beit Midrash Conference participant

Workshop participant

Pearlstone Guest

Partner Organization

Donor

13. Through what medium did you fireear about the Kayam Farm?
Interpersonal communication
Media communication

Dondét know
14.The medium from which | heard about the Kayam Farm is
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A Jewish source
A non-Jewish source
Donot know

15. The medium from which | heard about the Kayam Farm is

A professonal connection
A personal connection
Dondét know

16.Would you consider the person from whom you heard about the Kayam Farm to
hold a degree leadership and or influence in the Baltimore Jewish community?
Yes
No
Not applicable, because | did not hear altbatKayam Farm through interpersonal
communication
Dondét know

17.1f so, what about this person gives him/her this status (check all that apply)

Lay leader

Organization/Institution leader

Expertise knowledge in Jewish subjects

Expertise knowledge in envirarental/agricultural subjects

Educational leader

Donor

Charismatic personality leader

Other (please explain):

Doesndét apply because | did not hear about
communication

18.Why do you participate at/with the Kayam Farm? (péeeheck all that apply)

To maintain/explore my own Jewish identity

To become more connected/involved in the Baltimore Jewish community
To become more connected/involved to the Jewish peoplehood worldwide
To maintain/explore the Jewish religion

To maintan/increase my level of Jewish education

To engage in prenvironmental activity for the sake of my local community
To engage in prenvironmental activity for the sake of the global community
To maintain/increase my level of environmental education

To decrease my level of environmental anxiety/fear

To gain access to fresh, local, organic and healthy food
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19.0n a scale of 0 to 5 (0 being no increase at all and 5 being the greatest increase)
how has your participation with the Kayam Farm impacted the follpfeatures
of your Jewish identity?

Feeling of connection with the Jewish peoplehood

Feeling of connection with the Baltimore Jewish community

Feeling of connection with the Baltimore Jewish environmental/agricultural community
Personal interactionsdnnections with other Jews

Professional interactions/connections with other Jews

Participation in Jewish events/activities/organizations

Sense of personal Jewish identity

Exploration of Jewish religion

Exploration of Jewish culture

20.0n a scale of 0 t6 (0 being no increase at all and 5 being the greatest increase)
how has your participation with the Kayam Farm impacted the following features
of your preenvironmental lifestyle?

Making figreener o personal /i ns thonpackaged n a |
low petroleum)

Making figreener o personal/institutional
biking/walking, shutting off electricity, lower water use)

Making figreener o personal/institut, onal
more recycling, more reusing, less aaeyclable purchases)

Making Agreener 0 puseachoxesdek: composting, dreatmarain I
gardens, decreasing impervious surfaces, decreasingatioe species)

Exploration of other pr@nvironmetal causes/knowledge/issues

Level of praenvironmental advocacy (ex: spreading the word, donating, fundraising,
signing petitions, protesting)

Level of preenvironmental knowledge

Level of anxiety/fear of environmental issues/situations decrease

Level of preenvironmental attitude

21.Are you currently a member of a synagogue or temple?
Yes
No
Member of independent Havurah
No synagogue available / nearby
Dondét know
Donét wish to respond
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22.During the past year have you been a dues paying memaekegfish
Community Center (JCC) ora YM / YWHA?

Yes

No

No JCC/YM/YWHA available

Donoét Know

Doné6ét wish to respond
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AppendixE: Structured interview questions with Baltimore City comparisites

1. Why and how did your farm/garden start
a. Planning
b. Funding
c. Implementing
I. How big is the garden?
ii. What do you grow?
lii. What kinds of programs?
2. Why and how did it start in Baltimore?

3. How do participants hear about your farm/garden
a. Geographic span of diffusion
b. Media or word of mouth
c. Other organizations involved? Netwopks

4. What are the people involved in your farm/garden like
a. Age? Gender? Religious denomination?
b. Prior environmental/agricultural experience?
c. Prior religious experience?
d. About how many people participate annually?

5. How do you think participants are impaciaderms of connections to the

religion or church, or community?
e. New actions/behaviors?
f. New feelings of being Jewish?
g. New Jewish community?

6. How do you think participants are impacted in terms of@raironmental
lifestyles?
h. New actions/behaviors?
i. New feéngs about living sustainably?
J.  New sustainable programs/infrastructure/leadership?
k. New cultural norms?
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Appendix F: Regression results and residual plots

Model summary for Jewish identity summative index

Model R R Square| Adjusted R Std. Errorof the | DurbinrWatson
Square Estimate
1 485 236 129 10.89871 2.052

a. Predictors: (Constant), Marital: Other, Denomination: Orthodox, Dedication-to pro
environmental lifestyle, Affiliated, Frequency of participation, Sex, Denomination: Re
or Reconstructionist, Length of participation, Local, Importance of being Jewish, Age.
Denomination: Conservative, Soggonomic status, Denomination: Not Jewish, Marita
Married

b. Dependent Variable: Jewish identity summative index

ANOVA table for Jewish identity summative index

Model Sum of Square df Mean F Sig.
Square
Regression 3919.384 15 261.292 2.2000 .01C
1 Residual 12709.65¢ 107 118.782
Total 16629.041] 122

a. Dependent Variable: Jewish identity summative index

b. Predictors: (Constant), Marital: Other, Denomination: Orthodox, Dedication-to pro
environmental lifestyle, Affiliated, Frequency of participation, Sex, Denomination: Re
or Reconstructionist, Length of participation, Local, Importance of being JeMgsh
Denomination: Conservative, Soeégonomic status, Denomination: Not Jewish, Marita
Married

Jewish identity summative index coefficients

Model Unstandardized | Standardizd t Sig. Collinearity
Coefficients d Statistics
Coefficients|
B Std. Beta Toleranc| VIF
Error e
(Constant) 28.436 9.352 3.041] .003
Affiliated -.484 2.445 -.021| -.198( .844 .650| 1.539|
Age -1.830 1.876 -.124( -.975[ .332 442| 2.261
Sex 3.356 2.218 .137] 1.513] .133 .873| 1.146]
1 -
Local -5.909 2.744 -.216 5153 .034 .712| 1.405]
Sociceconomic statu|l -.151 1.185 -.015| -.127( .899 .521] 1.920
Dedication to pre
environmental -1.251 2.234 -.059| -.560( .577 .650( 1.539]
lifestyle
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Importance of being 024 2228 001 .011] .992 467| 2.143

Jewish

Length of 23000 1.045 214 2.201] 030  .756|1.323

participation

Frequency of 842  1.044 075 .807| .422 .825[1.212

participation

Denomination; Not -

Jowieh -10.919  4.778 -289| , ool 024 .448| 2.234

Denomination;

Reform or 1.288  3.332 042 387 .700 614 1.627

Reconstructionist

genom'“a.“o”: -331]  3.212 -.011| -.103| .918 596/ 1.678
onservative

Denomination: 2.888]  3.326 084 868 .387 771| 1.297

Orthodox

Marital: Married -1.718 3.110 -.072| -.552| .582 417] 2.401

Marital: Other 963 4593 020 .210| .834 753 1.328

a. Dependent Variable: Jewish identity summative index

Histogram of regression standardized residuals for Jewish identity summative index

Histogram

Dependent Variable: Jewish identity summative index

Mean = -6.83E-16
204 Stel. Dev. = 0937
MN=123

Frequency
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Normal RP plot of regression standardized residuals for Jewish identity summative index

Normal P-P Plot of Regression Standardized Residual
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Model summary for pr@nvironmental lifestyle summative index

Model

R

R Square

Adjusted R Squarsg

Std. Error of the Estima

Durbin-Watson

1

476"

227

118

12.89935

1.774

a. Predictors: (Constant), Marital: Other, Denomination: Orthodox, Dedication-to pro
environmental lifestyle, Affiliated, Frequency of participation, Sex, Denomination: Refor
Reconstructionist, Length of participation, Local, Importapickeeing Jewish, Age,
Denomination: Conservative, Soggonomic status, Denomination: Not Jewish, Marital:
Married

b. Dependent Variable: Pemv. lifestyle summative index

Table 55: ANOVA table for pr@nvironmental lifestyle summative index

Model Sum of Squarey df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 5216.772 15 347.785 2.090 016
1 Residual 17804.025 107 166.393
Total 23020.797 122

a. Dependent Variable: Remv. lifestyle summative index

b. Predictors: (Constant), Marital: OthBrenomination: Orthodox, Dedication to pro
environmental lifestyle, Affiliated, Frequency of participation, Sex, Denomination: Refo
Reconstructionist, Length of participation, Local, Importance of being Jewish, Age,
Denomination: Conservative, Soeaonomic status, Denomination: Not Jewish, Marital:
Married

Pro-environmental lifestyle summative index coefficiénts

Model Unstandardizeq Standardiq t Sig. Collinearity
Coefficients ed Statistics
Coefficien
ts
B Std. Beta Toleran| VIF
Error ce
(Constant) 19.530| 11.042 1.769| .080
Affiliated -2.934( 2.892 -.107| -1.015( .313 .651| 1.537
Age .655| 2.206 .037| .297| .767 459 2.179|
Sex -.034| 2.609 -.001 -.013| .990 .874| 1.144
Local -3.335| 3.256 -.103| -1.024| .308 .708| 1.412
1 Socieeconomic status 2.857| 1.397 .243| 2.046| .043 514 1.947
Dedication to pro 1.806] 2.636|  -.072| -.685| .495| 648 1.544
environmental lifestyle
Importance of being 498 2.637 023 .189| .851| .467] 2.142
Jewish
Length of participation 1.694 1.230 135 1.378 .171 749 1.335
Frequency of participatio] 2.734] 1.229 .207| 2.225 .028 834 1.199
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Denomination: Not 11.645 5654  -262| -2.059 .042| .448 2.234
Jewish

Denomination: Reform of -, /24 3 935 123| 1.136| 259 .617] 1.621
Reconstructionist

Denomination: -1.517] 3.809 -.043| -.398| .691] .613| 1.630
Conservative

Denomination; Orthodox] -.560| 3.941 -.014| -.142| .887 770 1.299
Marital: Married -5.607] 3.670 -.201( -1.528] .130 419 2.386
Marital: Other -3.417| 5.418 -062| -631| 530 .758] 1.319

a. Dependent Variable: Remv. lifestyle summative index
Histogram of regression standardized residuals foepkaronmental lifestyle summative
index

Histogram

Dependent Variable: Pro-env. lifestyle summative index

Mean = -5 62E-16
15+ - - Stel. Dev. = 0.937
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Normal RP plot of regression standardized residuals forgmaronmental lifestyle
summative index

Normal P-P Plot of Regression Standardized Residual
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