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INTRODUCTION 

The survey of the Jewish community of the greater Trenton 

area, the report on which you have before you, was commissioned 

by the Jewish Federation of greater Trenton in the Fall of 1974, 

on the basis of discussions and plans taking place during the 

greater part of that year. Unlike most surveys of Jewish communities, 

such as the one conducted by the Federation in 1961, this survey 

went beyond the geographical area served at present by the 

Federation, and into an area that has until recently been a terra 

incognita for the organized Jewish community - in particular the 

recent developments in East Windsor, notably Twin Rivers. 

The survey was conducted in two overlapping phases.* Initially, 

an effort was made to contact every identified Jewish household in 

the total survey area** by telephone, and to obtain over the phone 

a basic demographic profile of the household -- the age- ano sex 

of all family members, and the length of the family's r~side~ce in 

the area. On the basis of the telephone calls, appointments-were 

then made with a sample of respondents for an in-depth personal 

interview, generally taking place at the respondent's home. It was 

*A more detailed discussion of the survey, the methodology used, 
and the statistical standards applied, will be found in Appendix 1: 
Methodology, at the end of the report. 

**The survey area included (in New Jersey) Trenton, Ewing, Hamilton, 
Lawrence, Bordentown, Princeton, East & West Windsor, Washington, 
the Hopewell Valley, Hightstown, Roosevelt, and Perrineville: and 
(in Pennsylvania) Yardley, Morrisville, and Lower Makefiel~. 
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through the means of this in-depth interview that detailed 

information abut social characteristics, use of and need for 

services, etc., etc. was obtained. In the end, we were able 

to complete over 2,500 telephone interviews, and nearly 600 

in-depth interviews, a body of information unparalleled, with 

regard to both reliab~lity ~nd the comprehensive nature of the 

information, in the history of tne·Trenton Federation. 

The following report is divided into five sections, each 

one touching on a major area of concern, or areas of concern, 

to the Federation and its subvenions: 

(1) THE JEWISH POPULATION IN 'THE TRENTON AREA deals with the 

demographic picture of the present Federation service area, as 

well as the additional arecs surveyed. In addition to presenting 

current population data, we have attempted to present a picture 

of major population trends affecting the Jewish community of the 

area. 

(2)SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE JEWISH POPULATION 

covers the major s·ocial and economic features -- origin, educatonal 

level, occupation, income, and housing. In essence, if the first 

chapter answers the question 11how many of us are there"; the second 

answers the question "who are we?" 

(3) JEWISH LIFE IN THE TRENTON AREA discusses the.many aspects of 

Jewish values, attitudes, and practices characterizing the local 

community- in addition to assessing·the state of Jewish beliefs 

and Values, the chapter also looks at their manifestations, in terms 
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of synagogue and organization membership, attendance, etc. ManY 

(4) THE JEWISH FEDERATION AND ITS SUBVENTIONS deals eA~licitly A mer 

with the need and demand for, as well as the current use of, the in t~ 

services provided by the Federation and the four major sUbventi8ns: such 

the Jewish Community Center; the Trenton Hebrew Academy; Jev.,rish it m 

Family Service: and Greenwood House. Each is discussed individually, stat 

and an assessment of each is attempted. the 1 

( 5) PLANNING FOR THE FUTURE is the concluding chapter, in which we 

attempt to tie together the information presented to this point, 

and ask the classic question, "what does it mean? .. cons, 

The last chapter, indeed the survey as a whole, cannot tell made 

the board of the Federation or of any of the subventions what to the : 

do in the future. It does not provide answers to the questions greai 

that occupy these bodies; all it can do is provide the infor~ation, the 1 

through which it should be possible to frame the right questions, 

and arrive at reasonable answers. It goes without saying that each 

decision that h~s to be ~ade by the Federation and the subventicns 

must by necess(ty be the result o.£ the interplay of a range of 

factors, of which the findings of this survey are only one. 

It may be that this survey will make the task of boards and 

planning committees harder rather than easier. Many of the facts 

presented herein are unpleasant, and many will have the effect of 

narrowing the realistic options available. Others will be perceived 

as providing ammunition for particu~ar points of views or factions. 
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Many people reading this report will be reminded of the 

American slogan during World War II, "information is ammunition 

in the war of ideas"; hopefully, few will attempt to treat it as 

such. As with all such surveys, there are three levels on which 

it must be judged, or approached. With regard to the first, the 

statistical validity of the data, we are confident that it meets 

the most stringent available tests; the second, the interpretation '(> 

placed on the data, we have followed the most informed judgement 

of courselves and of such experts in the field as we have indirectly 

consulted through their written works. The third, the use that is 

made of the data, is in the hands of the readers of this report, 

the leadership and membership of the Jewish community of the 

greater Trenton area. We are confident that that too will meet 

the highest standards of the art • 
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CHAPTER l: 'THE JEvJISII POPULl\TION IN THE TRENTON 1\T\EA: 
demographic characteristics and trends 

For many the most important aspect cf a survey, such as the one 

being discussed in these pages, is the opportunity it provides to 

count the population, and take stock of changes since the last count. 

Since, as is well known, the U.S. Census does not tally hollieholds by 

religion, surveys of this nature are the sole opportunity through 

which the Jewish community can measure itself in this way. This chapter 

presents what are termed the 'demographic' characteristics of the 

population --total numbers, age distribution, and the like. The foll~w-

ing chapter presents its counterpart: the 'socioeconomic' characteristic 

such as education, income, and occupation of Jewish households in the 

survey area. 

In this and subsequent chapters, a distinction is made between the 

Federation Area and the New Area. The Federation area is that area 

served at present by the Jewish Federation of Greater Trenton, and Lts 

various subventions*, while the so-called new area (a term we have~ 

adopted for simplicity, although the area is in no real sense 'new') 

is the nearby area in which the Jewish population has been sharply 

increasing in recent years.** 

*Federation area: City of Trenton, Ewing, Lawrence, Hamilton, Borden­
town, Hopewell, Pennington in New Jersey; Morrisville, Lower Makefield, 
and Yardley in Pennsylvania. 

**New area: Princeton, East Windsor, West Windsor, ·Hightstown, Roosevelt 
Perrineville, and Washington Township.· 
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The Federation area, sometimes called the Greater Trenton area, 

is identical to the area surveyed by the Jewish Federation in 1949, 

and again in 1961. As il result, it is possible to make direct 

comparisons, and identify clear trends in the feCltures of the Jewish 

community. 

A. Population and Age Distribution 

As iilust.rated in Table 1-1, on the following page, the total 

Jewish population of the Federation area has dropped precipitously 

since 1961, showing a decline of 1,353 people, representing 16.1% 

of the 1961 Jevvish population. We have placed the total Jewish 

population of the Federation area today (1/75) at 7,059 individuals. 

As will be discussed in detail later, there are now more Jewish 

individuals living in the new area - principally in East Windsor 

Township - than in the traditional center of Jewish population in 

this region. 

The aecLine in population is attributable, it would appear, to 

a straightforward series of reasons: the gradual aginq of a p~oulation 

Which is receiving no significant replacement, either from new house-

hold. formation, or from in-migration. During the past 3 to five years, 

at least, it would appear that there has been no significant net 

in-migration of Jewish families into the area. In fact, as will also 

be discussed below, it would appear that on balance there has been 

ration of Jewish families from the a in recent rs. 
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TABLE 1-1: JEWISH POPULATION DISTRIBUTION BY AGE IN FEDERATION 
AREA - 1949, 1961, and 1975 

1975 1961 1949 
n o' /0 n n % 

0-4 185 2.6% 492 5.8% 736 8. 9"/o 

5-9 414 5.9 792 9.4 576 7.0 

10-14 520 7.4 1056 12.6 422 5.1 

15-19 686 9.7 656 7.8 461 5.6 

20-24 447 6.3 320 3.8 569 6.9 

25-34 492 7.0 568 6.8 1415 17.2 

35-44 725 10.3 1536 18.3 1551 18.8 

45-54 1081 15.3 1516 18.0 1186 14.4 

55-64 1203 17.0 696 8.3 813 9.9 

65+ 1207 17.1 760 9.0 469 5.7 

unknown 99 20 35 

total 7 0 59 1 0 0 . ()'/o 8412 100.0% 8233 100.0% 

note: data for 1961 and 1949 from .,A Demographic Study of the 
Jewish Population of Trenton, New Jersey and Vicinity: 1961", 
Table 2, page 13. 

The demographic shifts are considerable; the share of the population 

made up of individuals 65 and over, for example, has gone from 

5.7% to 17.1%, while the share of individuals 9 and under has 

declined from 15.~/o to 8.5%. Table 1-l(a) on the following page 

compares the distribution by age in the Federation area with the 

national age distribution of the Jewish population; the Federation 

area 
-----
TABL 

0-4 
5-9 
10-1 
15-1 
20-2 
25-3 
35-4 
45-5 
55-6 
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area population is significantly older: 
---------------------------------~------------------------------------
TABLE 1-l(a): JEWISH POPULATION DISTRIBUTION BY AGE- FEDERATION AREA 

AND NATIONAL JEWISH SAMPLE 

Federation Area National Sample difference* 

0-4 2.6% 5.7% -3. 1~6 
5-9 5.9 6.7 -0.8 
10-14 7.4 10.1 -2.7 
15-19 9.7 9.4 +0.3 
20-24 6.3 8.7 -2.4 
25-34 7.0 10.4 -3.·4 
35-44 10.3 11.8 -1.5 
45-54 15.3 13.8 +1.5 
55-64 17.0 11.4 +5. 6 
65+ 17.1 11.1 +6.0 

*difference (-) refers to area in which Federation is underrepresented 
(+) area or group in which Federation is overrepresented. 

note: national population data in this table and in any subsequent 
use is from the National Jewish Population Study of the Council 
of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds (1971) 

-~-------------------------------------------------------------------

area is substantially lower in two significant areas: (1) children of 

elementary and preschool age groups; and (2) adults in the early years 

of family formation and child rearing. 

It would appear that the small number of households in this crc.cial 

middle group is the result of substantial loss through out-migration. 

Referring back to Table 1-1, it wilL be noted that in 1961 there were 

1056 individuals aged 10-14 in the community. fourteen years later, 

~here were only 209 individuals in the comparable 25-29 age group! 

'·• •Even if one assumes that many left, perhaps during th~ir teenage years 

result of family mobility, or other reasons, this is still a 

rastic decline. Furthermore, of these ·209 individuals, 89, or 42.6%, 
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are not independent household heads; rather, they are still living 

with parents or relatives. As such, they are still highly mobile, 

and as likely as not to leave the area as stay in the future.* 

Another dimension of the age distribution picture, one useful 

for planning purposes, is that of individual cohort size. A cohort 

is the number of people of a given age; i.e., the number of people 

born within the same one-year period. The cohorts in the 0-4 age 

group 1 for ex amp 1 e 1 w i 11 d et ermine the numb e r of ch i 1 d r en reaching 

school age each year for the next five years. The following table 

gives the average size of each cohort for the Jewish population in 

the Federation area: 
---------~~--------------------------------~------------------------
TABLE 1-1 (b-): COHOR'T SIZE FOR JEVliSH POPULATION IN FEDERATION AREA 

0-4 37 45-49 97 
5-9 82.8 50-54 119.2 
10-14 104 55-59 111.4 
15-19 137.2 60-64 129.2 
20-24 89.4 65-69 104 
25-29 41.8 70-74 67 
30-34 56.6 75-79 42.8 
35-39 54.6 80-89 13.4 
40r-44 90.4 
--------------------------------------------------------------------<». .. "" 

In additi_on to the relative absence of preschool children, which has 

been noted above, another interesting point is that the largest 

cohorts are among those people likely to retire within the coming 

decade 1 in part iru lar the 60-64 age group. 

B. Geographic Distribution & Variation by Subarea 

The population within the Federation area has moved considerably 

since 19611 largely away from Trenton.· If the principal movement 

*this pattern is even more pronounced among the 20-24 age group, 
in which only 35 of 447 -individuals are in independent housC>holds 

to 
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between 1949 and 1961 was from the central & eastern parts of Trenton 
_ng 

to the Western Section of Trenton, the movement from 1961 to 1975 was 
:> 
- I 

away from the city entirely. While the 1961 study could, reasonably 

in view of the information that was true at the time, write "the 
..11 

future Jewish conununity is in the Western Section and the suburbs", 

trends since then have largely eliminated the \vestern Section of 
ple 

Trenton as a center of Jewish life: 
e 

ing TABLE 1-2: DISTRIBUTION OF JEW ISH POPULATION \:: ITHIN FEDERATION ARE.:.. 

le 

: in 

..REA 

-----
::h ha 

t 

ing 

nt 

BY SUBAREA - 1961 and 1975 - HOUS810LDS 

Trenton 
Suburbs -

New Jersey 
Pennsylvania 

n 

1002 

1150 
398 

1975 
% 

38.7% 

44.4 
15.4 

n 

1720 

620 
144 

1961 

69.2% 

25.0 
5.8 

---------------------------------------------------------------------

Today, as noted in the table, 38.7% of the Jewish households in the· 

area live in Trenton. These households, however, represent only 

29.4% of the Jewish populotion of the area; the Trenton Jewish 

community is made up disproportionately of senior citizens, 

living as individuals or couples, largely in a limited number o.f 

large apartment buildings. 

The table on the following page illustrates some of the principal 

racteristics of the Jewish population in each of the major 

icipalities making up the Federation area. A number of significant 

are noticeable. 
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TABLE 1-3: COMPARATIVE DEMOGRAPHIC FE!\TURES 
WITHIN FEDERATION AREA 

Trenton Ewing Lawrence 

Households: 

n 1002 
% 38.7% 

Population: 

n 20-/2 
% 29.4% 

average 
household size 2.07 

Population aged 0-9: 

n 55 
% sub-pop. 2.6% 
% 0-9 t.otal 9.2% 

Population aged 65 and 

n 747 
% sub-pop. 36.1% 
% total 65+ 61. 976 

median age: 60.7 
years 

median age of 
head of house: 63.4 

years 

*including Morrisville 

653 
2 5. 2<'/o 

1728 
24.5% 

2.65 

128 
7.4% 

21.4% 

over: 

289 
16.7% 
23.9% 

48.2 
years 

57.9 
years 

24 7 
9.5% 

919 
13. a'/o 

3.72 

122 
13.3% 
20.4% 

19 
2.1% 
1.6% 

22.5 
years 

46.7 
y.ears 

OF SUB-POPULATIONS 

Hamilton/ 
Bordentown 

226 
8. 7% 

622 
8.8% 

2.75 

35 
5.6% 
5.8% 

73 
11.7% 

6.0% 

45.9 
years 

55.1 
years 

Yardley 1 

Makefield* 

398 
15.4% 

1506 
21. JO/o 

3.78 

235 
15.6% 
39.2% 

58 
3.9% 
4.8% 

29.1 
years ~ 

48.0 
years 

note; d ispo.r i ty bet ween percentages and 100. 00/o represents Hopewell 
area (too small to distribute) and undistributed total. 

% sub--pop: percentage of municipal sub--population; e.g., 36.1% 
of Trent.on Jewish residents are over 65 
%total: percento.ge of totul area population ((~.g., 65+) liv:ing 
in t h a ·t c it y ; e . g . , 61 . 9% o f a 11. are a r e s i d en t s 6 5 + 1 i v e 1. n 
Trenton. 
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The five communities, or sub-populations, fall into three 

distinct groupings: 

-Trenton is a conununity of the old. three quarters of the 
city's Jewis11 population is over 50, and the number of 
families with smal~ children living in the city is 
insignificant. 

- D~inq anJ Hamilton are moving in the same direction; in 
both communities the number of senior citizens is high, 

. and likely t 0 inc rea s e in v i ew 0 f a b u l g e in the 50-6 4 
age group. In both communities there are far fewer child­
ren in the 0-9 group than in the 15-19 age group. 

Lawrence and Yardley/Makefield are the two communities in 
which substantial numbers of child-raising families are 
still located. Most of the families in these conununities 
are chilcl raising, and contain 3 to 6 members. Still, of 
all the under 20 cohorts in these communities, those in 
the 15-19 Qge group are the largest, although proportionately 
smaller t11an in Ewing and Hamilton. Lawrence and Yardley/ 
Makefield, therefore, have already well passed the peak 
chi l cJ -r ear in g and c h i l cJ - b car i n g y car s . 

The sharp differences result in demographic imbalances: 

- 6£'/o of t11o area's senior citizens live in the City of 
Trenton. 

60% of the area's children aged 9 or less live 1n 
La\·lrcncc ancl in YClrclley/Makefield 

Thus the different patterns of change within the area, particularly 

the depletion of the younger population from Trenton, has resulted 

in a region.w11ich is demographically bifurcated --certain areas 

are dominated by child -rearing fami 1 ies and contain only a handful 

of senior citizens, while others are dominated by senior citizens, 

and contain few younger people.* It should be stressed, however, that 

*in this context it should be noted that the traditional Jewish 
practice of having elderly parents li~e with their children has 
all but disappeared in this area. 
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the Jewish corrununities of Lawrence and Yardley/Makefield are not 

young communities in any real sense; they are merely young relative 

to the rest of the area. To find the young Jewish families, we must 

look outside the area. 

C. Where The Young People Are - the New Area 

The second area 1n which the survey took place is the area 

outside the current Federation service area - in essence, the 

\'JincJsors, including Twin Hivers*, Roosevelt, and Princeton. \mile 

the absence of precise lists made it impossible to arrive at on 

exact population count, we have been uble to arrive at e1 highly 

reliable estimate. Table l-4 presents the distribution of population 

by age in the new area, as we estimate it, and by comparison with 

that of the Federation area presented earlier: 

TABLE 1-4: JE\viSH POPULATION DISTRIBUTION BY AGE - CO.tvlPARISON OF 
NEVJ AREA AND FEDERATION AREA 

0-4 
5-9 
10-14 
15-19 

20-24 
25-34 
35-44 
45-54 
55-64 

65+ 

unknown 

total 

NEW AREA 
n 

939 
1187 

765 
451 

248 
1802 
1115 

692 
327 

180 

16 

7532 

12.5% 
15.8 
10.2 
6.0 

3.3 
23.9 
14.8 

9.2 
4.3 

2.4 

100. <J>Ia 

FEDERATION AREA 
n 

185 
414 
520 
686 

.447 
492 
725 

1081 
1203 

1207 

99 

7059. 

-2.6% 
5.9 
7.4 
9.7 

6.3 
7.0 

10.3 
15.3 
17.0 

l 7.1 

% OF TOT;:..L 
IN NE\.V ARE!\ 

83.5% 
74.1 
59.5 
39.7 

35.7 
78.6 
60.6 
39.0 
21.4 

13.0 

51.6% 

---------------------------------------------------------------------
*Although Twin Rivers is part of East Windsor Township~ ~ince it is 
widely perceived as a distinct community, it has been treated as sue 

c 
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The information presented in Table 1-4 is remarkable: the new 
:.ive 

area is as far removed from a 'normal' distribution as the Federatior 
rlUSt 

area, but in the opposite direction! It is overwhelmingly dominated 

by young families with small children; children under 9 are prop-

ortionately twice as large a part of the new area population as of 

the national Jewish popu)..ation. !I'his area, in particular the sub-

areas of the Windsors and Twin Rivers, is an area in the process of 
le 

becoming - it has only just come into being, with the construction 

of the Twin Rivers Planned Unit Development (as well as other 

smaller developments in the area, both subidivisions and garden 
at ion 

apartments), and is made up principally of families that have just 
th 

moved to the area, and are beginning the process of child-rearing 

in their first home. 

Within the area there are disparities as notable as those in 

>T;-.L the Federation area, which are presented on the following page. In 
J .... RFJ"' 

essence, Princeton is a middle-aged conununity, not substantially 

different from Lawrence or Yardley/Makefield in its demographic 

composition. Roosevelt, although too small to have a statistical 

impact on the area as a whole, is demographically unique - a mix 

of young families and senior citizens, with relatively few people 

in the middle -- as a result of its unusual atmosphere and history. 

Finally, it is in the Windsors and Twin Rivers where the child 

explosion is taking place. 
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TABLE 1-5: COMPARATIVE DEJvDGRAPHIC FEATURES OF SUB-POPULATIONS 
WITHIN N£W AlU·.:J\ 

Windsors* Roosevelt** Princeton Twin Rivers 

households (estimate): 

n 600 120 600 800 
% 28.3% 5.7% 28. Ylo 37.7% 

population ( est i rna t e ) : 

n 2252 382 1924 2974 
% - 29.9% 5.1% 25.5% 39.5% 

average HH size: 3.75 3.18 3.21 3.72 

population aged 0-9: 

n 667 58 306 1095 
% sub-pop. • 29.6% 15.2% 15.9% 36.8% 
% 0-9 total 31.4% 2.7% 14.4% 51.5% 

population aged 65 and over: 

n 31 49 81 19 
% sub -pop. 1.4% 12.8% 4. 2% 0. 7>/o 
% 65+ total 17.2% 27.2% 54. 00/o 10.6% 

median age: 26.2 35.1 27.5 25.8 
years years years years 

median age of 
head of-house: 3.7. 4 50.6 46.9 34.1 

years years years years 

*area includes East Windsor (less Twin Rivers) West Windsor, 
Hightstown, and Washington Township. 75% to 80% of the total, 
however, is in East Windsor Township. 

**area contains Roosevelt and Perrineville (Upper Millstone Twp.) 

Over half of the children aged 9 and under in the new area live in 

the Twin Rivers development; conversely, over half of the {small) 
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number of senior citizens in the area live in Princeton. 

In short, then, a new population has largely come into being 

in this area that is comparable in size, or slightly larger, than 

the Jewish population of the Federation area. The speed with which 

this population has come into being, and the degree to which its 

size is a recent phenomenon is illustrated by the followirB data 0:1 

length of residence: 

TABLE 1-6: LENGTH OF RESIDENCE IN AREA OF POPULATION - NEW AREA 
(households) 

under 1 year 67 3.2% 
1 year 245 11.6 
2 years 425 20.0 
3 or 4 years 501 23.6 

5 to 9 years 380 17.9 
10 to 19 years 27 2 12.8 
20 or more years 262 12.4 
lifetime resident 63 3.0 

subtotal under 5 years 58.4% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------
Nearly 3 out of 5 households in the new area have moved to the area 

since 1970! Again, the pattern varies widely from community to com:~~-

unity within the new area: 

Twin Rivers has been populated only since 1969-1970, \\hen 
the first dwelling units were-constructed. Only an insig­
nificant handful of Twin Rivers residents were previously 
residents of the survey area. 

- The Windsors \vere populated principally during the period 
from 1965-1972. This coincides with the period of greatest 
sUbdivision and apartment development in the area: develop­
ment after that time has been concentrated in Twin Rivers. 
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- The largest group of Princeton residents moved to 
Pr inc ct on 1• rtV>'cc:n 19 55 and 196 5 (roughly one-third 
of the corm~1uni ty). T11e rcmz.1 incJcr of the populuti on 
is widely distri1Jutcc1; a1thou~1h h0rc'"iJy any arc lifc­
t imc residents of the areL1, many ha vc 1 i vcd her c 
over 70 y~<1rs. 

- 'I'hc Hooscvcl t populLltion contains a. concentration of 
o1clcr fa;~li1ics v:l1o mCJved to Hooscvclt at the time of 
its initial development in the 30's, Zlnll u stcar]y, 
slo\·J, turnover since that time. t\carly hz1lf t1:c 
fz:u:~ilic;s in Roosevelt ore 5til1 cit1H~r lifctir~tc 

r e s i cJ c n t. s or p r c:-\\r or 1 cJ \ .,, t1 r I 1 L 1 i 0 r zt n t s . 

It is c1olLf.:;tful tha.t prior to 1 qG5 t.here \v·erC' more th<.1n 150-?0U 

uncl cr 1 year 21 0. B/~ 
1 y0ar 53 7.0 
2 yc-:.-lrs 31 1 . 2 
3 or 4 YE:ctrs 76 /.C) 

5 to 9 years 207 7.8 
10 t_o 1() yc.::trs 346 13.4 
20 or more years 10t:13 ,; () . 3 

lifetime res icJcnt 81 [3 31.6 

subtotul unucr 5 years 6.9% 

-------------------------------------------------------------------
The table presents a picture of populution stasi~, or the absence o 

mcuningful replenishment: the gross in"-miqration during the pu.st fi 
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years - the number entering, unadjusted for the number leaving - is 

in the area of 1% to 2% per year. Since normal movement of any 

population in this country is on the order of 10'/o to 200/o per year, 

of which 6% to 8% is inter-regional (between states or substate 

regions), this would suggest: 

- there is considerable out-migration from the Federation 
areas, and has· been during the past decade. 

-the net migratory balance is negative; i.e., out-migration 
exceeds in-migration, most probably by a considerable 
amount. 

This is supported, although only roughly, by a peripheral finding 

of the survey: during the three months of telephone interviewing, 

the interviewers in the Federation area identified 37 telephones 

that were operative as of 1/1/75, but ~ere disconnected between 

then and the encl of March. Of these, the interviewers determined 

that 10 were the result of deaths, 11 verified out-migration, and 

16 undetermined. At the same time, since it would appear that a 

major part of out-migration is that of young people, who never 

estab 1 ish hou scho1d s in the area, it is 1 ikely that the above is 

a mere fraction of the total out-migration. 

A further indication of the degree of out-migration comes from 

a calculation of birth and death rates. Such calculations show 

clearly that the excess of deaths over births in the Federation prea 

!!oes not account for more than a small part of the net loss in 

Eopulation between 1961 and 1975. The table on the following page 

'-illustrates this point. 
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TABLE 1-7: RELATIONSHIP OF NATURAL DECREI\SE IN POPULATION TO TOTAL 
POPULl\TION LOSS 1961-1975 - FEDERATION AREA 

ASSUMPTION A* 

natural increase (+) 
or decline (-) 1961 + 19.3/year 

natural increase 
or decline 1975 - 48.3/year 

change resulting 
from natural decline 210 

actual change - 1353 

r ema ind er (net 
migration) - 1143 

ASSU!--1PT ION B* 

- 11.5/year 

- 63.4/year 

561 

- 1353 

792 

Assumption A: 

Assumption B: 

Jewish birth rate largely comparable to national averag 
for same pe~iod, adjusted by number of women in 5-yecr I 
age categor1es. 
Jewish birth rate 2/3 that arrived at for Assumption A;• 

adjusted similarly. \ 

The above table indicates that there is a net out-migration of 

55 to 80 individuals annually from the Federation area. The nurr:Cer 

of households is not d eel in ing ~ indeed, there was a slight increase 

from 1961 -- from 248~ to 2590. Again, the reason for the decline 

would appear to b~ piinci~ally found in the erosion of the young 

adult populution. As noted above, a comparison of age groups in 1901 

and 1974 suggests strongly that the greatest loss has been in those 

individuals reaching maturity in the late 1960's and early 1970's, 

a group that has largely disappeared from the area's Jewish 

population. If this is the case, it would 

t 

suggest that the out-migrat~ 
l 

has been more significant during the past five to eight years than 
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during the preceding period; furthermore, a glance at Table 1-1 

will show thu.t a substantiul pool still exists for cant inued out-

migration c1ur ing ·Lhc late 1970 • s und early 1980's in the form of 

a large body of today's 15 to 19 year olds. Since only a handful 

of the 20-24 group has fCJrrned their own households 1 they too are 

a potential body of out-migrants. 

The existence of this strong out-migration potential, .. which is 

impossible to quantify for the future, mkes it difficult to projeci 

trends \·.ri th precis ion. Nonetheless, a general outline of future 

trends can be discerned: 

- at present the actuarial death rate within the Jewish 
population of the Federation area is 13.43 per thousand 
individuals*. This can be expected to lead to 100-120 
cleaths per year in the community during the coming 
years. 

If assumption B (table l-7) is accepted, the birth rate 
within the Jewish population of the Federation area is 
4.3 per thousand. This is likely to yield only 20-30 
births per year during the com1ng years.* 

- Finally, net migration out of the area can only be 
estimated in the crudest terms. If we adopt assumption 
B, and further assume that the out-migration rate has 
roughly doubled over tl1e 14-ye~period under study**, 
a level of out-migration between 80 and 100 people is 
likely during coming years. 

The adoption of these three assurrptions leads directly to the 

*The most recent available national rates were as follo\vs: birth 
rate 14.9/thousand (1973)~ death rate 9.4/thousand (1972). The 
differences ure, of course, largely attributable to the unusual 
age distribution of the Jewish population, and the shortage of 
Women in the child-bearing years. · 

**This follows logically from the hypothesis that the group of 
people aged 10-14 in 1961 is the largest component of out-migratioJ 
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following: 

- net excess of deaths over births = 70 to 100 per year 

- net- out migrLl.tion = 80 to 100 per year 

- total population loss = 150 to 200 per year 

- total population loss 1075-1980 = 750 to 1000 

This assumes, of course, that nothing \·/ill to.J~c place durin0 

this per iud that \\:ill d rZJ.st ica lly ch.::1ngc the pat tern of the lust 

few year~~. We believe thut tho.t is 2111 inescapable assumption; the 

only li}~cly events that ,,.,roulcJ chLl.ngc "Ll1c pattern woulu be a maj2r 

incrcusc in residcntiu.l co!1~3truction in ihc' areu, coupled with a 

major errtplo:yrncnt increase*. Given the largely clcvclopcd nuture of 

It if; i1~possiblc to prCJjcct the population of the ne',\' area, since 

l1lt..:l.\..:! ctl~ too JtldliY varic.blcs th':> future of \vhich is too uncertt:iin 

in particular, tl1c future of rcsiden·tial development in the area, u~-:3 

the plans of still-young households for ullc1itionul chilclren. Both 

u.re 11ighly uncertain. Nonthelcss, it is apparent that at least :f:Jr 

the next decade the population is bound to increase, since the area 

will not hLl.ve either u m<J.jor pool of potential out-migrants, or 

a major pool of elderly citizens, until the mid-1980's. Thus, this 

population will grov1, although at u rate \ve cunnot anticipate. At 

present the total Jewish populLl.tion in the coniliined area is divided 

almost evenly between the two areas. It is not out of the question 

*For \vhatcver rc.:1sons, the Trenton arcLl.· (unlike Princeton & East Winds 
is not generally considered to be \vi thin commuting distance of New Yo 
and North Jersey. 
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that by the late 1980's the ratio will be 2:1 --a population of 

9000 to 10000 in the new area, and a population of 5000 or less in 

the present Federation service area. 
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CHAPTER 2: SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE JEWISH 
POPULATION 

• 

If the previous chapter was devoted to counting the Jewish 

population, this one is devoted to describing them in social 

and economic terms; educational levels, occupations, incomes, 

and so on. In this and subsequent chapters a 5-part geographic 

classification of the population will be used, in addition to 

the distinction between the Federation area and the new area. 

The five categories are (1) the city of Trenton; (2) the subtrbs 

within the Federation area (Ewing, Lawrence, etc.); (3) the 

Windsors, including Roosevelt but excluding Twin Rivers; 

(4) Princeton; and (5) Twin Rivers. 

A. Origin of the Population 

The origin of the population is in reality two separate 

features - first, the area from which the individuals moved to 

the survey area, and second, the birthplace of the individuals 

surveyed. In order to make generational comparisons, we also 

asked individuals for the birthplace of their parents. The tables 

on the following page present some of the more interesting aspects 

of the question on respondents' origins. One point not included on 

the table, but of interest, is that 64% of all of the present 

residents of the suburban part of the Federation area moved to their 

present homes from the city of Trenton. This is one manifestation of 

a trend that has been going on since the 1940's. 
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TABLE 2-1: ORIGIN OF THE JEWISH POPULATION 

a. Where d icl respondents live prior to moving to the survey area? 

Trenton Suburbs Wind sors Princeton 'I\vin Rivers 

New York City 25.3% 
North Jersey 22.7 
Phi lacl el ph ia 
& S. Jersey 20.0 
New York State 2.7 

Other U.S. 17. 3 
Outside u.s. 12.0 

29.5% 
17.3 

18.7 
5.8 

25.2 
3.6 

b. Where were respondents born? 
their spou~e, if any) 

Central N.J. * 34.9% 25.4% 
Other N.J. area 8.6 11.0 
New York City 20.7 28.5 
Northeast_ u.s. 8.2 17.5 
Otl1 er u.s. 3.9 4.7 

Eastern Europe 17.2 9.9 
Western Europe 6.5 2.6 
Midd 1 c East 0 0.3 
Other 0 0 

100.0 100.0 

37.9% 
23.4 

6.5 
16.1 

15.3 
0.8 

(actual 

5.9% 
11.2 
53.2 
14.1 
6.3 

5.9 
1.5 
0.5 

0 

100.0 

c. Vlhcrc \'Jere respondents • parents horn? 

Central N.J. 5.4% 6.6% l. 71o 
Other N.J. 2.5 3.9 4.2 
New York City 5.4 11.0 20.2 
Northeast u.s. 3.6 8.7 7.5 
Other u.s. 3.4 8.2 8.7 

Eastern Europe 64.7 47.8 51.9 
Western Europe 13.9 12.7 5.0 
Middle East 0 0.9 0.2 
Other 1.1 0.3 0.5 

Outside u.s. 79.7% 61. f>lo 57.6% 

*Central N.J. defined as survey area and 

25.9% 
24.1 

13.8 
6.9 

2 2. 4 ~ 

8.6 

interview 

3. SOlo 
9.5 

44.8 
12.4 
12.4 

14.3 
1.9 

0 
1.0 

100.0 

0. 9% 
3.3 

23.3 
6.7 
6.7 

55.2 
2.9 
1.0 

0 

59.1%. 

inuned iate 

6 3. SOlo 
22.0 

3.1 
5.5 

. 3. 9 ~ 

1.6 

respondents 

0. 6% 
8.1 

74.4 
6.9 
2.5 

3.8 
0.6 
2.5 
0.6 

100.0 

1.0% 
5.1 

43.7 
5.1 
5.1 

34.6 
2.4 
1.4 
1.7 

40.1% 

vicinity 

and 
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The table, of course, reaffirms the conventional wisclom about the 

wellsprings of l\mcricun Jews; initially from Eastern Europe (in 

particular Hus s ia & Poland), from t.1H:r c to N cw York City, and from 

tr1cre to dispersal arouncl the country. It is clear thL!t most of 

the Jewish population of the survey Lirca followecl this pattern; 

those who did not, either coming from cl sc\-.711c~r c than Eastern l~~- :x- :..Jp:..·, 

or moving directly from Europe to the CcntrCll Ne\•T Jersey or tl~c 

Phi 1 u d e 1 ph i a are as , a r e e1 m i nor i t y . It i s in t. c r est in CJ t o note t.11 at 

the parents of t11e T\vin Rivers rc~> idents arc the on)_y group of 

responclent parents in w11ich o. majority \\'ere Lorn within the Uni-'--:.ccl 

States. It should a 1 so 't c~ noted tl1a t, a 1 tl1ough no pe:-ir ent s to S~) ea~~ 

of are native to the survey area, a substunt i;1l minority of t1h' 

residents of tl1e FE.>Cleratj_on area arc. 

B. Ec1ucation, Occupc:tticn 1 and Inc0::'c.--:> 

The survey area as a V·.'hcJle s1lo\·.rc~cJ c-~<cf.:ptional ait-:.tin:nccl~; l n 
'· 

all three basic economic categories; the Je\vish popul Jtion of 

the Greu.tcr Trenton u.rea is \·:ell educated, lurgely entpJ.cycc"i in 

professional cate9ories, <:tnd aff1uc:nt. It is so by contpari~on 

both to the population at large, and to the national Jewish 

population. 

With regard to education, the m~jority of respondents, m~le an~ 

female, have a college clcgrcc, anc1 in many cases, a graduate 

degree.* l\lthough the educational level of women is still somewhat 

*Again, responses to thi~_; l:lnd similar questions arc betsed on t.hc 
actual respondent and his/her spouse, rLltl1er than ull u.dult.s. The 
clu.ss of rcspondcnt.s, _ hovJevcr, represents about 90;6 of popuL:.tti~n 
nVPr ?S. 
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lower than that of men in the area, it has increased more rapirlly 

since 1961: 

Tl\BLE 2-2: HIGHEST LEVEL OF EDUCATION COMPLET ill - FEDEr\AT ION AREA 

1975 1961 
M F TOTAL M F TOTAL 

less than a 
HS c) ipl oma 10.1% 8. 2% 9.1% 21 . o/lo 21.4% 21.6% 

HS _diploma 19.4 29.7 24.8 24.1 39.9 32.0 

some college 13.9 21.4 l 7. 9 16. 7' 21.8 19.2 

BA cJ cgrcc* 22.6 29.3 26.1 
MA c3 cgrce* 21.5 11.4 16.2 
Ph.D* 12.5 0 6.0 

BA or more 56.6 40.7 48.3 36.9 16.6 26.7 

*or the equivalent 

-----------------------------------------------------------------
The percentage of women with a college degree or better has more 

t11e1n doubled since 1961. These educational levels are consic3erably 

l1ighcr than t11ose reported for the national Jewish population in 

1071; the educntional level of the population in the new area, 

h O\•J c v e r , i s s t i ll h i g h c r . 
-------------------------------------------------------------------
TABLE 2-2 (a): HIGHEST LEVEL OF EDUCATION COJv1PLETED - COMPARISON 

Fee] crat ion New area National 

HS diploma or less 33.9% 21.6% 46.4% 
Some college 17.9 16.2 19.9 
college graduate (BA) 26.1 30.5 14.7 
Post-graduate or 

professional degree 22.2 31.7 19.0 
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TABLE 2-2 (b): HIGHE.._Srr LEVEL OP EDUCATION COMPLETED/BY l\GE OF 
HESPONDENT - FEDERJ\T ION A REI\ (mal c hca<.l s only) 

20-39 40-59 60+ 

HS diploma or less 0 25.0% 45.2% 
Some call cg e 7.1% 14.4 15.1 
College grad Ucl t e (Bl\) 35.7 22.7 17.2 
Post -gr arl ua to or 

p r o f c ~; s i on a l degree 57.1 3 7. C) 22.6 

or professional degree, ancl 93/{, huvc ~1racJuutcc1 from college. Tl1e 

is significuntly greater 1s Princeton - \·Jithin the Princeton Jc\·:i~-: 

community 85% of the rcspondc~nts had college degrees, and 

57% had graduu.te clegrces; 7CJ% of t1:c 1'1-:-tlc hcucls of 1H'Jusc,hol·l 1-::::: 

graduate degrees. 

Consistent \'lith the higl1 1r:vel of ec3uc~.J.tionul att~~inm0nt, L1 

total ; . ·': l_,_, 

0 

worJ~crs ~-n-e prcfc'~~s ionzll s - teachers, ,::octcrs, lLl".·:y·_ 1-s, rcs·:·-:~rc11 

women in the lal:or fore(~ - nedrly h<.d.f (48.Ll%) of the· women in 

the survey area ctrc presently c:~~pl:.J~.r.,,J, ancl, as li:t~= 1.;con nctcd, 

almost half of this group are profc~~sionL!ls. 

'I 

I 
n 
t 
c 
6 

c 

p 
IT 

t 
c 
& 

0 

% 
f 

( 

p 
t 
m 
c 
0 

* 



~- -. 1 ' .' 

2-6 

TABLE 2-3: OCCUPATIONAL CATEGORY OF EMPLOYED WORKERS 

Trenton SUburbs Windsors Princeton Twin Rivers 

(a) male employed workers 

Professional 
managerial 
technical 
clerical 
& sales 
other 

44. o/'/o 
19.1 
9.0 

16.9 
11.2 

48.1% 
30.2 
4.9 

13.0 
3.7 

53. SOlo 
21.5 
7.5 

12.9 
4.3 

(b) female employed workers 

professional 
managerial 
technical 
clerical 
& sales 
other 

% in labor 
force 

29. L'/o 
9.2 
7.7 

46.2 
7.7 

53.7% 

38. SO;h 
12.2 

7.1 

35.7 
6.1 

49.7% 

43. SO/o 
8.3 

12.5 

29.2 
6.3 

46.2% 

(c) comparison with national Jewish sample 

professional & 

technical 
managerial 
clerical & sales 
other 

*entire survey area, 

MALE 
TRENTON* NATIONAL 

61.1% 29.3% 
22.6 40.7 
11.6 17.4 

4.9 11.0 

NOT city of Trenton 

90.2% 
9.8 

0 

0 
0 

80.6% 
8.3 
5.6 

2.8 
2.8 

64. Y/o 

51.6% 
20.5 
14.1 

9.0 
3.8 

52. Z>lo 
0 

21.7 

13.0 
13.0 

28.8% 

FEMALE 
TRENTON* NATIONAL 

53.4% 23. 80jc, 
9.3 15.5 

30.7 50.0 
6.7 7.6 
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The occupational status of the residents of the new area 

(all sub-areas) is even more heavily skewed toward the professional 

category than is that of the Federation area residents. 6~fo of all 

employed men, and 5~fo of all employed women, living in the new 

area are professionals. In both areas, not only are there large 

numbers of professionals, but there are unusually few in all other 

categories, including the managerial (including small business 

proprietorships) which nationally is the principal area of Jewish 

employment. 

One further point on employment category should be mentioned: it 

was noted that a majority of employed women in the area are employed 

in professional & technical positions. A sharp contrast emerges bet\•Teen 

that, and the jobs women who are at present homemakers held previously. 

TABLE 2-3(a): OCCUPATIONS OF EMPLOYED WOMEN AND PAST OCCUPATIONS OF 
WOMEN WHO ARE NOW HOMEMAKERS 

professional 
& technical 
managerial 
clerical & sales 
other 

Employed 
at present 

53.4%-
9.3 

30.7 
6.7 

once employed 
now homemakers 

40.9% 
0.9 

47.8 
4.7 

----------------------------------------------------------------------
The women who left their jobs for marriage and motherhood, as 

distinct from those women who combined them, tend to have been 

much more likely to to hold clerical or other low-level positions. 
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The connection to the city of Trenton, which residents of the 

Federation share with regard to their origin, is also shared with 

regard to their employment. Residents of the new area, on the ·other, 

hand, are largely untied to Trenton, and work in a variety of areas 

often far removed. The image of Twin Rivers residents, however, as 

overwhelmingly made up of New York City commuters is not true. Althoug 

it may have been true at one time, at present only 2~/o of the Twin 

Rivers respondents work in New York City; that, of course, is still 

a higher percentage than that of any other area studied. 

i.t 
TABLE 2-4: PLACE OF EMPLOYMENT FOR EMPLOYED WORKERS IN SURVEY AREA 

Trenton Mercer South NJ New York Central & 

:\veen County* & Penna. City** North NJ 

..lSly. 
Trenton 88.6% 6. Ylo 2.5% 0 2.5% 

Suburbs 66.8 21.7 4.0 2.4 5.1 

Windsors 15.3 29.2 5.6 16.0 34.0 

Princeton 7.1 72.6 3.6 3.6 13.1 

Twin Rivers 5.9 23.8 17.8 27.7 24.8 

Total 46.4% 25.9 5.8 8.1 13.8 

*excluding city of Trenton 

·---- **including suburbs in New York State (one mention) 

-~-----------------------------------------------------------------

It is interesting to note that of those groups that are recent in-

migrants to the area, particularly the residents of· the Windsors 

and. Twin Rivers, and who have most likely sought .and in many cases 

obtained employment in the area since moving here, very few have 



found work in Trenton; far more work in the immediate surrounding 

suburbs of the city. This, one can assume, is a reflection of 

Trenton's declining function in the regional labor market generally; 

it is likely that many of the residents of the Federation area who 

work in Trenton (a) have done so for a very long time; and (b) have 

given at least some consideration, particularly if they are free 

professionals or independent proprietors, to the idea of a move to 

the suburbs. 

The third area of concern here is household income; here, too, 

as can be expected, the Jewish community has achieved high levels. 

The following table presents distributions for each of the sUb-areas, 

as well as median income data: 

TABLE 2-5: HOUSEHOLD INCOME DISTRIBUTION AND MEDIAN INCOME 
0-$9999 $10000-$19999 $20000+ Median 

Trenton 
Suburbs 
Windsors 
Princeton 
Twin Rivers 

National Jewish 

40.7% 
9.7 
8.2 
4.4 
4.5 

sample (1971) 32.9% 

25.3% 
34.0 
17.6 
13.3 
34.3 

34.7 

34. 0'/o $13,462 
56.3 $21,696 
74.1 $23,182 
82.2 $30,000 
61.2 $22,000 

32.4 $12,630 

The median household income for the national Jewish sample, which ,,·as 

drawn in 1971, is undoubtedly considerably higher today; still, if 

it has risen consistent with general national trends, it is not 

likely to be more than $16,000 to $17,000 --lower than any group 

in the local survey with the exception of the city of Trenton. The 

lower i~orne in the city of Trenton is, clearly, more than anything 

else a problem of the elderly. 4~~ of the respondents over the age~ 
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of 65 in Trenton were earning under $5,000/year, with an additional 

23% earning between $5,000 and $10,000. Clearly, in the midst of an 

exceptionally affluent population there is a considerable number 

supporting themselves on meager fixed incomes. 

Although the median income in Princeton is the highest, it 

is closel~ ?Pproached by ~orne of the suburban communities in the 

Federation. area I whe-n cloaked at individually: 

TABLE 2-S(a): MEDIAN IN:OME BY MUNICIPALITY IN SURVEY AREA 

Trenton 
£Wing 
Lawrence 
Hamil ton 
Yardley/Mkfld 

$13,462 
$18,889 
$27,917 
$17,188 
$23,333 

Total survey area 

Windsor $24,342 
Roosevelt $21,786 
Princeton $30,000 
Twin Rivers $22,000 

$21,894 

The last aspect of family income, which is of particular interest, 

is that dealing with respondents' income expectations; i.e., how 

large a household income they expected to have five years from today. 

We expect that the answers an individual provides to a question of 

this sort are a mixture of realism and mental set: on the one hand, 

many people have a clear idea (assuming certain constants about the 

society and the economy) of their economic prospects. On the other, 

people's fears, tensions, whether economic or not, tend to cloud 

their perceptions of their economic position, particularly their 

economic future. The following table compares actual incomes with 



TABLE 2-S(b): INCOME DISTRIBUTION AND MEDIAN- PRESENT HOUSEHOLD INCOME AND ANTICIPATED ~ 

INCOME (IN FIVE YEARS) 
I ...... 

5 YEAR 
...... 

$0-$9999 $10000-$1999~ $20000-$34999 $35000+ MFDIAN CHANGE 

Trenton NOW 40.7% 25.3% 23.1% 11. 0'/o $13462 
5 YRS 45.5 22.1 16.9 15.6 $12857 - 4.5% 

Suburbs NOW 9.7% 34.0% 41. 00/o 15. J<>lo $21696 
5 YRS 11.3 27.8 35.3 25.6 $25,000 + 15. ~lo 

Windsors NOW 8.2% 17.6% 6 3. 5% 10.6% $23182 
5 YRS 7.0 7.0 54.9 31.0 $29,615 + 27. 7'/o 

Prince- NOW ~4. 4% 13.3% 46. ~lo 35.6% $30,000 
ton 5 YRS '2.6 2.6 41.0 53.,8 $37,500 + 25. 0'/o 

Twin NOW 4.5% 34. JC>Io 56. ?'/o 1.5% $22,000 
Rivers 5 YRS 1.6 9.4 51.6 37.5 $32,045 + 45.7% 

--------..----~---"----.,..------~--~-- -----------------.. 
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the income respondents anticipate having ·five years from today. 

Clearly, many if not most of the respondents in Twin Rivers and 

(to a slightly lesser degree) the Windsors see themselves moving 

upward quickly from an economic standpoint, as do the already 

affluent Princetonians7 many of the residents of the Federation 

area, on the other hand, see their income stabilized or (most 

probably in the case of older people) declining. Given the age 

distribution of the two groups, this may be realistic; at the 

same time, one cannot help note that this may relate as well to 

the contrast of growth and decline in the two areas. 

C. Housing of the Population 

A brief note on housing should be adequate, since the 

survey identified little of significance in this area; in essence, 

the principal findings included: 

- the great majority of respondents are home owners, 
particularly in the new areas. In the Federation 
area, 27.6% of the households are renters, primarily 
elderly residents of a limited number of apartment 
developments. Only 5.4% of the residents of the new 
area are renters.* 

- The great majority of households are satisfied with 
their housing; only 9.4% indicated any desire to 
move within the area from their present house or 
apartment, for any reason. 

- Although very few families indicated a desire to 
move, a somewhat larger number indicated that they 
had either too much or too little space -- 23% of 
the Trenton respondents felt that they had too much 

*We do not believe that this finding is biased, in the sense that one 
can argue that it is more difficult to obtain interviews with apart­
ment residents, etc. A careful canvass was done of a number of 
garden apartment developments in the new areas, including the ident­
ification of 'Jewish names', and very few were found. 
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space, while 34% of the Twin Rivers respondents felt 
they had too little space. Most respondents, however, 
did not expect to move for this reason. 

- among those respondents who did expect to move, the 
reasons cited most often were (a) to move to a larger 
house; and {b) to have m<(Jte land ar:Jund ·the house, 
more open space~ It should be s:::r:essec tr~.~lt neither 
of these was voiced rrv~;:~ 't-=; ~~ A- h_o\r~dfl1l, of respond-
ents. 

Finally, the questicn of housing costs should be looked at in 

somewhat more detail. Although the housing cost data does not 

precisely match the income data, it suggests that at least some 

of the lower income Jewish households - in Trenton in part·icular, 

but elsewhere as well -- are paying disproportionate amounts for 

shelter: 

TABLE 2-6 ~ LOW INCOME POPULATION AND LOW ~ru~NT SI-IP,RE OF HOUSING 

Trenton 
Suburbs 
Windsors 
Princeton 
Twin Rivers 

% families 
under $5,000 

27.5% 
4.9 
5.9 

0 
4.5 

% rentals 
under $100/mo. * 

16.4% 
1.7 
1.4 
2.7 

0 

Although the percentages are small, outside Trenton, the numbers 

are not entirely negligible - the 1~/o or so of Trenton families 

that may be paying more than a reasonable amount for shelter can 

add up to as many as 100 households; 3% more in the suburban part 

of the Federation area could represent another 40-50 families. Thus 

this is a problem that the Federation could justifiably look into. 
t 
f 



t 

hUS 

o. 

2-14 

D. Social Patterns and Attachment to the Area 

We noted earlier that the majority of the Jewish population 

in the survey area are not native to the area; in particular, the 

new area is made up largely of recent in-migrants. As a result, a 

major concern was to assess the degree to which these households 

had developed an attachment to the Central New Jersey area, and 

could be considered likely present and future participants in the 

social and civic life of the community. In order to do so, a series 

of questions around friendship patterns, anticipated length of stay, 

and the like, were framed and directed at respondents. 

The last, unfortunately, did not yield meaningful results; 

nearly every response of individuals asked how long they expected 

to live in the area was 'indefinite', or the equivalent (total of 

lifetime/indefinite/don't know was 90.7% of all responses). As 

mentioned in the discussion of housing, either people are generally 

satisfied with their present situation, or, inflenced by the many 

uncertainities of the day, are reluctant to commit themselves as 

far as any future plans are concerned. In any case, the consensus 

in both areas is that families will-stay where they are for the­

forseeable future. One must question this finding with respect to 

one sub-group, the Twin Rivers townhouse residents. The majority of 

Twin Rivers residents live in townhouses, and previous studies 

(including one conducted by the author in the summer of 1973) of 

townhouse residents, including this group, suggests that they are 

substantially more likely to move, given the opportunity, than reside1 



2-15 

of detached single family houses. Still, there is not way to apply 

these findings from the past to the question at hand. 

More significant than this is the degree to which recent 

migrants have developed friendship patterns within the area, and 

as that takes place, allowed friendships based on neighboring in 

their previous place of residence to decline. It should be noted 

that few people, if any, maintain a friendship pattern that is 

exclusively local; among in-migrants to the Federation area, most 

of whom arrived fifteen to thirty years ago, if not long, over 

half still maintain some social contact with the area from which 

they moved. 

The following table illustrates the division of friendships 

between local and outside the area: 

TABLE 2-7: PERCENTAGE OF FRIENDS WHO LIVE IN THIS AREA (5 of respond-
ents citing each level, and mean for each area) 

0-49% 50-74% 75-99% 10~/o mean 

Trenton 11.9% 15.1% 66.7% 12. ~lo 7 5. ?'/o 
Suburbs 15.8 18.3 55.4 10.4 72.5 
Windsors 19.2 31.3 44.4 5.1 65.3 
Princeton 19.6 32.1 41.1 7.1 64.7 
Twin Rivers 37.5 27.5 30.0 5.0 54.1 

---------------------------------------------------------------~------
Although locally-bas ed friendships are fewest at Twin Rivers, the 

average Twin Rivers resident still has over 5~/o of his friends in 

the area; this is so despite the short period since migration to 

the area. The figure of 75% or so, which the residents of Trenton 

show, is most probably the practical upper 1 imi t ·for locally-based 

friendship patterns. 
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Evidence for the proposition that in-migrants quickly 

develop ties in their new community, but never completely 

abandon the old one, is provided further by responses to 11 DO 

you still return to (old area) for ALL, SOME, or NONE of the 

following? .. Few people, in any group, continued to regard their 

old community as relevant to their organizational, communal, or 

religious activities; that was not true, however, of-friend~~ip 

patterns: 

TABLE 2-7(a): PERCENTAGE OF RESPONDENTS RETURNING TO OLD AREA 
FOR ALL, SOME, OR NONE OF THEIR SOCIAL LIFE 

ALL* SOME* NONE* NOT APPLICABLE 

Trenton 11.3% 4 2. J<>/a 46. 5% 45.8% 
Suburbs 6.1 48.1 45.8 35.8 
Windsors 0 41.2 58.8 5.8 
Princeton 1.9 39.6 58.5 5.4 
Twin Rivers 0 59.3 40.7 1.2 

*percentage of those for whom questim ~applicable 

() 

The responses are remarkably similar; Twin Rivers, as can be 

expected, has a higher percentage of people returning for social 

life to their old neighborhood, but not a substantially higher 

percentage. In view of their newness in New Jersey, and the fact 

that they generally came from (presumably) fairly cohesive New 

York neighborhoods, it is surprising that the gap is not greater 

than it is. The weight of the evidence suggests that most of the 

Twin Rivers Jewish community has decided to make, for whatever 

reasons, its break with New York City,* and establish itself in 

*A decision it would appear that many present residents of the Feder­
ation area, or their parents, made as far back as the 1920's. 
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Central New Jersey. Whether they will establish themselves in Twin 

Rivers, specifically, is another matter; we suspect that, their 

economic position permitting, there will be a fair amount of move-

ment away from Twin Rivers to available single family homes and 

subdivisions in the general area - East & West Windsor, Princeton, 

Cranbury, etc. The cost of making such a move, however, if no other 

reason, will probably keep many families in their Twin Rivers townhot.:S es 

longer than they would otherwise choose. 

E. A Note on the Aging 

It has been noted previously that the elderly represent 

a particularly large part of the Jewish population in the Federati~n 

area, a point which is of particular significance for future 

planning. There are, a~ has been mentioned 1208 individuals aged 

65 and over in the Federation area. They are divided as follows: 

TABLE 2-8: DISTRIBUTION OF SENIOR CITIZENS BY AGE,SEX, AND AREA 

TRENTON SUBURBS TOI'AL Tar.;L 

t 
M F M F M F 

65-69 107 182 128 103 235 285 52J 
70-74 89 119 61 66 150 185 335 
75-79 57 78 38 41 95 119 21--l 
80+ 65 50 17. 7 82 57 130 

TOTAL 318 429 244 217 562 646 1208 

~-------------------------------------------------------------------
This distribution is generally consistent with the national Jewish l 
sample, as regards age/sex breakdown within the senior citizen group.· 

It is worth noting Trenton/Suburban differences; (a) the Trenton 

elderly are more likely to be women, independently of age: and (b) the 

Trenton group is older, with 33. 5% over 75, compared to 22. J<>/o in the 
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suburbs. 

Some of the other points-regarding the elderly should be 

restated briefly: 

- the aging are often of low income; in the City of Trenton 
4~/o live on $5,000/year or less, and 71% on less than 
$10,000/year. In the suburban part of the Federation area 
the comparable figures are 20% and 33%. 

- 54% of the Trenton aging have a high school diploma or 
less; 3~/o are college graduates. The comparable figures 
for the suburban area are 45% and 45%. 

- Most of the aging are native-born; 44% of those in 
Trenton, but 55% of those in the suburban area, were 
born overseas. Of the foreign-born, 79% were born in 
Eastern Europe. 

- Hardly any senior citizens live in households with their 
grown children; to the degree that they do, they tend to 
be concentrated in Trenton, and to a lesser degree in 
Ewing. There are 92 senior citizens in the Federation 
area living with children or relatives; of these 51, or 
55%, are in the city of Trenton. 

As noted earlier the largest group of senior citizens by far is that 

in Trenton. The Jewish communities in EWing and Hamilton also have 

large numbers of senior citizen members; perhaps more important fer 

planning, the largest cohorts in these two communities are in the 

55-64 age groups - the senior citizens of the next decade. 

This concludes the overview of social and economic character-

istics of the Jewish population of the survey area. The next chapter 

enters into the more complex issues of Jewish life - religious 

practices, organizational involvement, values, attitudes and identity. 
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CHAPTER 3: JEWISH LIFE IN THE TRENTON AREA 
values attitudes and practices 

This chapter is devoted to the Jewish background, values 

and practices of the members of the Jewish community in the survey 

area. As such, it should be of interest and value to the community 

for two distinct reasons; first, as a means of broadly and objective 

assessing where the community stands with regard to the continuity 

of religious and cultural traditions, and second, as an indication 

of the underlying values and attitudes which in turn strongly 

influence people's behavior -- their potential interest in services 

provided by the Jewish community, their likelihood of participating 

or supporting Jewish activities and functions, and so on. 

The chapter is divided into five sections: (1) a discussion o 

the Jewish background and orientation of the population7 (2) Jewish 

attitudes and values held by the members of tre population7 ( 3) their 

involvement with religious life, including synaogogue membership; (4 

their social. and organizational involvement; and (5) an attempt to 

identify trends and patterns from the b~dy of information prese~ted. 

A. Jewish BaCkground and Orientation 

The most pronounced feature of the Trenton area Jewish 

community, with regard to the relationship be~ween past background 

and present orientation, is what could be termed 'slippage', in the 

sense of a generational movement away from more traditional to less 

traditional branches or perceptions of Judaism. Although roughly 
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a third of the households in our sample had been raised in Orthodox 

Jewish homes, only a handful of families consider themselves today 

to be Orthodox (2.5% outside Trenton). The only center of Orthodox 

Judaism in the area is among older individuals and couples within 

the city of Trenton; elsewhere, adherents are few and far bet\ .. :een. 

TABLE 3-1: RELIGIOUS ORIENTATION OF JEWISH POPULATION (self-assessment 

TRENTON SUBURBS WINDSORS PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS 
" 

Orthodox 13.1% 3.0% 4. 00/o 1.8% 0 
Conservative 44.6 53.2 54.0 44.6 43.2 
Reform 35.4 35.0 19.0 28.6 45.7 
Other* 6.9 8.9 23.0 25.0 11.1 

*secular, cultural, non-observant (with scattered exceptions) 

The dominant orientation, at least with regard to respondents' self 
Trent 

assessment, is the Conservative; in all areas except Twin Rivers and/ 

they represent .. a substantial majority of all adherents to an organ-

ized branch of Judaism, and they are a plurality in Trenton as well. 

In Twin Rivers the community is fairly evenly divided in their self-

assessment between the Conservative and Reform branches. As will ce 

shown later, however, the terms 'Conservative' and 'Reform' do not 

by any means mean the same things to all people. 

The upbringing of these individuals was substantially different 

from the above pattern; as illustrated in the table on the following 

page, it shows that 40%-50% of the adults in the Federation area 

were raised as Orthodox Jews, and approximately a quarter of the 
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TABLE 3-l(a): RELIGIOUS UPBRINGING OF JEWISH POPULATION 

TRENTON SUBURBS WINDSORS PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS 

Orthodox 48.4% 41. C?lo 30.3% 25.2% 20.4% 
Conservative 28.4 33.9 39.9 35.5 38.9 
Reform 18.2 13.5 12.1 16.8 28.0 
Non-Observant 4.9 11.6 17.7 22.4 12.7 

-------------------------------------------------------------------~ 

adults in the new area. Two other patterns in the above table are 

worth noting: 

- the relative scare i ty of Reform households in the 
previous generatior., an accurate reflection of the 
recent spread (post World War II) of that branch 
of Judaism beyond its traditional adherents. 

- the relatively high percentage of adults who were 
raised in non-observant households; this is a reminder 
that widespread non-observance of Jewish religious 
practices is far from being a recent phenomenon in 
Jewish society. 

A comparison of family religious orientation today, with the Jewish 

upbringing of the husband and wife of the home, as presented on the 

following page, shows that by and large the generational shift in 

religious practices is a gradual one -- for example, of those 

people raised as Orthodox Jews, and who are no longer Orthodox, 

far more are Conservative than Reform. Further, the tables suggest 

that it is the upbringing of the wi-fe that is more significant .in 

determining the family•s religious orientation than that of the 

husband. Note that 50.2% of the wives, by comparison with 40.~/o of 

the husbands, live today in a household of the same orientation as 

that of their own upbringing. 

I 
l 

' 
f 
I 
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TABLE 3-l(b): COMPARISON OF RELIGIOUS ORIENTATION AND UPBRINGING 

(a) family religious orientation by husband's upbringing- Fed. A1 

UPBRINGING 
ORTHODOX CONSERVATIVE REFORM SECULAR 

18 I 0 0 

75 58 6 

35 31 24 

9 3 1 

(b) orientation by husband's upbringing- new area* 

z ORTHODOX 
0 
H 

~CONSERVATIVE 
£-! 

fB REFORM 
H 
~ 
0 

SECULAR 

4 

26 

12 

6 

0 0 

39 10 

20 1 ..._ ____ ..., 16 

4 4 

1 

8 

9 

9 

0 

9 

5 

15 

(c) orientation by wife's upbringing - Federation area 

z ORTHODOX 
0 
H 
E-i CONSERVATIVE 
~ 
rJ REFORM 
H 
~ 
o SECULAR 

20 

67 

24 

7 

1 0 

72 13 

23 43 

4 3 

(d) orientation by wife's upbringing - new area* 

Z ORTHODOX 
0 
H 

~CONSERVATIVE 
E-i z 
~REFORM 
~ 
0 

SECULAR 

4 

26 

9 

1 

0 0 

] __ s_2--... 

l 20 

2 7 

*area in above tables does not include Princeton 

0 

8 

5 

0 

4 

2 

20 
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The tables on the previous page are straightforward: the households 

in the central area created by the 'steps' are those whose present 

religious orientation is the same as the upbringing of the spouse 

in question: households to the left of the steps have 'slipped•, in 

the sense of having adopted a less traditional approach to Judaism 

than that in which they were raised. Households to the right of the 

steps have done the reverse, and adopted a ~traditional approach. 

- for example, in the top table there are 58 men 
who were raised as Conservative Jews and who today 
maintain that religious orientation. This group 
represents 39% of the Conservative households in 
the Federation area; it also represents 63% of 
the men who were raised as Conservative Jews. 

By and large, among both Conservative and Reform Jews, a substantial 

majority stay in the branch of Judaism in which they were raised; 

for example, in the Federation area, 63% of the men and 72% of the 

women who were raised as Conservative Jews still consider themselves 

oriented to that branch. It is most notably the dropping away 8f 

people raised as Orthodox Jews from that branch that has generated 

the most shifting in religious orientation. 

TABLE 3-l(c): PATTERNS OF CHANGE IN ORIENTATION/UPBRINGING 

to less traditional: Same to more traditional: 
single* double* single* double* 

Federation 

husband 37.3% 16.4% 38. 00/o 5. ~lo 3.1% 
wife 31.0 11.7 46.7 8.0 2.7 

Windsor/Twin Rivers 

husband 29.4 12.9% 43.5% 8. SOlo 5. J<'/o 
wife 30.1 6.8 56:3 4.5 2.3 

*single - change of one d egr e e ; e • g • , orthodox to conservative: 
double - change of two d eg r e e ; e • g • , orthodox to reform 



:h. 

3-6 

Although some of the difference between the relative 

stability of the husband's and the wife's religious background can 

be attributed to the fact that the wives in the sample, on the 

average, claim less religious upbringings than the husbands, some 

difference remains; it is, after all, not implausible, in view of 

Jewish tradition on the matter, that wives do tend to have more 

influence on the religious direction taken by the household.* 

One quest ion that comes to- <ffiind in the context of the Jewish 

upbringing of the survey respondents is the number and location of 

respondents in which either husband or wife has had no Jewish 

upbringing; i.e., is not Jewish. The survey identified a total 

of 36 households in which one partner was not Jewish by origin 

(we did not attempt to determine whether the partner had since 

converted to Judaism): these households represent 7.1% of all 

households survey in which both a husband and wife were present. 

This is slightly below the national average reported by the Je\-.ris·n 

Population Study, which estimated that 9.~/o of all Jewish householcs 

nationally are intermarried. Although the number of intermarriages 

is too small to justify exhaustive analysis, some points of interest 

can be made: 

-the sex distribution of intermarriage is consistent 
with the national picture: in 2/3 of the couples the 
wife was originally not Jewish, and in 1/3 the 
husband was originally not Jewish. 

The volume of intermarriage was higher in the Federation 
area than in the new area, despite the greater age of the 
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residents of the·former. 8.7% of the marriages in the 
Federation area were intermarriages, compared to 5.2% 
in the new area. Also, the sex ratio among inter­
married couples was even in the new area, but 3:1 in 
the Federation area (females:males not Jewish). 

- the volume of intermarriage is somehwhat higher among 
individuals who were raised either in reform or non­
observant households. 43% of the intermarried families 
came from such households (the Jewish partners), 
compared to 2~/o of the non-intermarried couples. 

As the table below illustrates, intermarried couples tend to have 

a less traditional religious orientation at present as well: 

TABLE 3-2: RELIGIOUS ORIENTATION - INTERMARRIED AND NON-INTERMARRIED 
COUPLES 

INTERMARRIED NOT INTERMARRIED 

ORTHODOX 2.9% 5. CJ>Io 
CONSERVATIVE 31.4 50.3 
REFORM 40.0 32.7 
ai'HER 25.7 12.0 

TOTAL 100. 00/o 100. 0'/o 

Just under 2/3 of the intermarried couples identify themselves with 

the less traditional branches of Judaism (or with none), compared 

with 45% of the non-intermarried couples. 

Two further background items are worthy of some discussion: 

(1) Jewisn education, and (2) knowledge of Hebrew and/or Yiddish. 

The overwhelming majority of men, and a substantial although smaller 

majority of women, in the survey area have received some Jewish 

education. As Table 3-3 on the following page shows; first, there 

are no significant differences between areas in the percentage of 

adults with Jewish education in their backgrounds, or in the mode 
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of Jewish education followed: 

-------------------------------------------------------------------
TABLE 3-3: JEWISH EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND 

% some Jewish median years of 
education Jewish education* 
MEN WOMEN MEN WOMEN 

Trenton 80.4% 66. 9% 6.8 5.9 
Suburbs 87~8 66.1 6.1 5.1 
Windsors 82.0 69.6 6.4 4.9 
Princeton 86.5 64.2 641 5.2 
Twin 
Rivers 91 .. :i 60~5 5 .. 7 5.0 

~IED *only those respondents with some Jewish education 

(b) moo e of Jewish education 

MEN WOMEN 

hebrew school 74. 2% 76.7% 
day school* 12.9 11.3 
Jewish college or 

seminary 2.7 1.0 
other** 10.1 11.0 

.th TCYI'AL 100. 00/o 100. (1>/o 

*including Hebrew high school 
**principally private lessons, tutoring, etc. 

\ : of education. Although the respondents in many ways represent 

different generations, it would appear that there has been little 

.ler fundamental change in the practices of Jewish education over that 

time, or, as we will see sUbsequently, in the current practice of 

Jewish education as it affects the respondeDts• Children. 

Roughly half of the adults in the area claim some knowledge 

of Hebrew and Yiddish: perhaps three quarters have some knowledge 

of one or the other. As may be expected, the ability to speak 
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or read Yiddish is greatest in Trenton, and next in the sUburbs 

of the Federation area; Hebrew knowledge is distributed fairly 

evenly across the entire survey area, with its peak in Princeton. 

TABLE 3-4: KNOWLEDGE OF HEBREW AND YIDDISH 

YIDDISH HEBREW 
speak read & none read read & none 
only speak only speak 

Trenton 25. so~ 28.8% 41.0% 33.9% 13. J<>~ 51.5% 
Suburbs 28.8 11.6 49.6 42.2 10.1 45.8 
Windsors 27.1 16.7 52.5 29.1 15.3 55.2 
Princeton 21.3 14.8 63.0 30.8 26.2 42.1 
Twin Rivers 18.2 7.1 68.8 30.1 17.9 49.4 

difference between reported totals and 10~~ is made up of miscellaneous 
responses. 

(b) comparison with 1961 - Federation area 

speak only 
speak & read 

no knowledge 

1961 

3 2. ?"~ 
28.9 

38.6 

1975 

27.6% 
26.1 

46.3 

note: data from 1961 for all adults aged 18 and over 

The comparison with 1961 shows a decline in the share of the 

population speaking Yiddish, but a decline in actuality quite small. 

This is a tribute of sorts to the stability of the population. It is 

interesting to note, however, that while Yiddish is slowly declining, I 
although by no means dying out, the knowledge of spoken Hebrew, and ( 

presumably knowledge of Hebrew generally beyond the prayer book, is ~ 
apparently greater in the new areas among the younger populations. 
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It is desireable to add a caveat to this last point: many people 

are prone to claim an ability to speak or read Hebrew or Yiddish 

on the basis of only a minimal grasp of the language. We suspect, 

therefore, that the figures presented above are a somewhat inflated 

picture of reality. 

B. Attitudes, Perceptions and Values 
.., 

It is our contention that the attitudes people hold about 

the concerns underlying specific activities and services are as 

likely to in.fluence their behavior as are their direct assessments 
us 

or impressions of the service or program in question. The under-

lying Jewish attitudes toward such basic questions as the place 

the respondent perceives for himself in the community, the stress 

he places on relationships within as distinct from without the 

Jewish community, and many similar areas are likely to influence, 

if not determine, the individual's interest in and demand for 

services, his willingness to participate in the affairs of the 

community (and support them financially). 

A number of different approaches were taken to identify 

and assess the various dimensions of the community's attitudes. The 

first was a series of six assertions, to which respondents were asked 

whether they agreed or disagreed.* Each of the assertions was designed 

to probe either a current question of controversy, or an underlying 

communal value. The questions, and the basic direction of the response 
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to each were as follows: 

(1) most of a Jewish family's friends should be other 
Jewish families: this statement yielded a mixed response; 
the majority disagreed, but a sizeable minority, in 
particular in the Federation area, agreed (34%). 

This statement deals with the question of social exclusivity. A 

comparison of responses to this statement, with information on 

actual social interaction patterns of the respondents, suggests 

that the responses may be questionable; there may be some feeling, 

particularly on the part of younger respondents oriented toward 

less traditional Jewish practices, that it is socially unacceptable 

to agree with the above statement. That position is not held by 

orthodox respondents, 5~~ of whom agreed with the statement. 

TABLE 3-5: ATTITUDE TOWARD SOCIAL EXCLUSIVITY AND ACTUAL FRIENDSHIP 
PATTERNS 

TRENTON SUBURBS WINDSORS PRINCETON T.R. 
% agreeing with 
exclusivity statement 

% stating that 75% or 
more of their friends 
are Jewish 

33.3% 

70.6% 56.5% 

19.6% 25.9% 25.9% 

60.6% 39. )0~ 74.1% 

-------------------------------------------------------------------131- - : 

Of all five areas, only in Princeton is the reality not widely at 

variance with the expressed value, suggesting that there is some 

doubt about the expressed value.* 

(2) Israel's survival is not only important, but crucial, 
to American Jewry: This statement, designed to assess 
identification with Israel, was framed strongly in order 
to provide, as it were, an •out• for respondents who did 

*The percentage of Jewish families in the general population in the 
survey area, with the exception of East Windsor Township (Twin Rivers) 
is too low for the interaction patterns above to have come about 
except consciously. 
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not feel reasonably strongly on the subject. Despite 
this, the positive consensus on this point was strong 
and consistent. Only 5% of the respondents disagreed, 
and 46% agreed strongly. 

Although the overall pattern was not notably different in different 

areas, it should be noted that the intensity of support was somewhat 

lower in the Windsors and Twin Rivers. This is a recurrent pattern. 

(3) A Jew should care more about the good opinion of 
other Jews than about that of other people in general. 
This, as was expected, was the subject of general 
negative consensus; the only non-neglgible support 
for the proposition was in Trenton (23% agree). 

(4) All Jews have a duty to support Jewish communal 
activities and services: This question identified 
considerable difference of opinion betwt-en different 
areas, and between people of different religious 
orientation. 

In essence, the above statement is a consensus value in the 

Federation area, but is subject to disagreement in the New area, 

particularly in Twin Rivers. 85% of the respondents in the Federation 

area agreed, but only 5~/o in Twin Rivers; although this is a majority, 

it is not a large one. As the table below illustrates, support for 

the idea of a communal obligation is limited in the new area to 

adherents of traditional branches of Judaism: 

------------------------------------------------------------------
TABLE 3-S(a): SUPPORT FOR COMMUNAL OBLIGATION IN WINDSORS/TWIN RIVERS 

BY RELIGIOUS ORIENTATION 

agree (%) 
disagree 

ORTHODOX CONSERVATIVE 

80.5% 
19.5 

REFORM 

46.~ 

53.7 

or HER 

41.~~ 
58.1 

~-----------------------------------------------------------------

Thus, among Orthodox and Conservative respondents in the area, support 



TABLE 3-S(b): ATTITUDE STATEMENTS- SUMMARY TABLE 

TRENTON SUBURBS WINDSORS PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS TOTAL 

1. most of a Jewish family's friends should be other Jewish families 

% agree 33.3% 33. SOlo 19.6% 25 •. go_k, 25.9% 29.2% 
score* 2.64 2.70 2.90 2.93 2.86 

2. Israel's survival is not only important, but crucial, to American Jewry 

% agree 95.2% 96.9% 9 3. 9% 94.5% 92.3% 95.1% 
score* 1.54 1.52 1.71 1.56 1.71 

3. A Jew should care more about the good opinion of other Jews than about that of other 
people in general 

% agree 23.4% 17. 3<>/o 5.1% 11.5% 9.8% 14. SOlo 
score* 2.85 3.01 3.21 3.10 3.05 

4. All Jews have a duty to support Jewish communal activities and services 

% agree 87.4% 84.3% 66.7% 78. SOlo 57.7% 
score* 1.77 1.90 2.22 2.04 2.33 

5.· Too much fuss has been made by some people about assimilation and 

o/o agree 39.5% 43.5% 44. 3<>/o 46. Z'lo 53.4% 
score* 2.65 2.64 2.64 2.56 2.42 

6. If it were possible, ideally all Jews ought to settle in Israel 

o/o agree 
score* 

15. 00/o 
3.02 

7.7% 
3.09 

6.9% 
3.21 

11. Y/o 
3.16 

6.2 
3.09 

77.5% 

intermarriage 

44.4% 

9. JC'/o 

*score is a rating from 1 to 4 reflecting the relative weight of 'strong' and 'moderate' 
agree/disagree responses. The range is 'strongly agree' = 1 to 'strongly disagree' = 4. 
2.50 would reflect a perfect 50:50 split on an issue; roughly speaking 1-0 - 2.2 would 
b e a p o s it i v c con s t' n s u ~.; , :' 1 'd :" . H - 1 ' , ·q .- d i v' , n r H • • 
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for the idea of a communal obligation is close to that in the 

Federation area. Among Reform and other respondents, the majority 

(although a slender one) is opposed to the idea. This may have 

potential negative implications for future planning in that area, 

with regard to the potential level of support for Jewish communal 

services . 

(5) Too much fuss has been made by some people about 
assimilation and inter~arri~: this statement yielded 
the most evenly divided group of responses. Not only 
was there a substantial group on both sides in each 
area, but this stateme~t also generated the largest 
body of 'don't know' responses (49). 

It is clearly an issue in which religious orientation is a 

significant factor~ as the table below shows, Orthodox & Conservative 

respondents are far more likely to consider intermarriage a serious 

problem than are Reform and other respondents: 

TABLE 3-5: RESPONSE TO INTERMARRIAGE STATEMENT (above) AND RELIGIOUS 
ORIENTATION 

FEDERATION AREA WINDSOR/TWIN RIVERS 
AGREE DISAGREE AGREE DISAGREE 

Orthodox 10.0% 90. 00/o 25.0% 75. 0'/o 
Conservative 33.3 66.7 33.7 66.3 
Reform 55.4 44.5 61.5 38.5 
other 68.0 32.0 61.5 61.5 
~--------------------------------------------------------------------
In any case, it is clearly an issue in which there is a significant 

split within the community. 

(6) If it were possible, ideally all Jews ought to 
settle iri Israel: this statement generated a near­
total negative consensus, which was somewhat surpris­
ing - not because there is any reason to believe that 
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any appreciable number of area residents desire to 
make aliyah, but because the statement was carefully 
hedged- 'if it were possible', 'ideally', to allow 
a respondent to answer affirmatively without as a 
result feeling guilty. Nonetheless, under 1~/o of the 
respondents answered affirmatively. 

In sununary, the responses to the attitude statements tend to 

show a consistent picture, that of a 'liberal' Jewish community 

that tends to oppose, at least ideologically, the strands of 

Jewish exclusivity that were a part of traditional Jewish society 

in many ways. At the same time support for Israel, and to a lesser 

degree, support for Jewish communal services and activities, are 

seen as positive values. The distinction is seen in the widely 

divergent responses to question 2 (support for Israel) and question 

6 (aliyah); the first is not only acceptable, but actively desireable, 

in the framework and context of American life -- the second requires 

a repudiation, to some degree, of what was once called 'the promise 

of American life'. This may be why so few respondents were ready to 

answer affirmatively to statement 1 (Jewish friends); although 

many of the respondents may prefer the company of other Jewish 

families, may find it more comfortable, or more emotionally or 

intellectually rewarding, and may consciously or unconsciously seek 

such people for their friends, they draw the line at voicing 

explicit agreement with the value that they unconsciously practice. 

The second series of attitude questions were organized around 

the themes of what it means to be a 'good Jew', in respondents' eyes, 

and to be a part of the Jewish community. The first set of questions 

were first, 'do you feel that you are part of the Jewish conununity?', 
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and if not, 'would you like to be?' subsequently we asked res"· 

to define .how they interpreted that idea. Interestingly, the g~ 

majority of respondents, both in the relatively close-knit Federat. 

area, and in the new area, felt they were a part of the Jewish 

community; one important difference was that those respondents in 

the Federation area who did not feel part of the community did not 

want to, while those in the new area often did: 

TABLE 3-6: FEELING PART OF JEWISH COMMUNITY, AND DESIRE TO BE PART l 

COMMUNITY 

FEEL PART OF JEWISH IF NOT I DESIRE 
COMMUNITY TO BE PART 

yes no yes no 

Federation 
area 81.1% 18. gc>fo 41.0% 59. 0'/o 

Winnsor/ 75.6 24.4 61.4 38.6 
Twin Rivers 

It is unlikely, given the intensity of organized Jewish life in the 

Federation area, that many individuals would remain outside the 

Jewish community except by choice. In the new area, particularly in 

Twin Rivers, there are fair numbers of people who do not feel them-

selves part of the community, perhaps because of their newness to 

the area, and would like to become part. 

The question arises, of course, what does 'part of the Jewish 

community' mean? The interpretations that people provided fall into 

three distinct categories, one or another of which is generally 

clearly uppermost in an individual's mind. The three categories are 
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as follows: 

{1) Identification: being part of the Jewish community 
is a matter more of state of mind than actual behavior 
or activity. Being aware of Jewish concerns, considering 
oneself Jewish, and similar values, are what these 
respondents consider being 'part of the Jewish community'. 

(2) Joining: a second group of respondents defines being 
part of the community in formal tenns; if you are a 
member of a synagogue or temple, and/or a member of 
Jewish organizations, you are part of the community. 

(3) Participation: the third area is related to the 
second but involves a major difference - instead of 
membership in formal terms, the touchstone is felt 
to be the active role, the involvement, of the indi­
vidual in the concerns and needs of the community, 
over and above (or separate from) organizational 
membership. 

The stress placed on each one varied somev1hat from area to area: 

TABLE 3-6(a) DEFINITION OF 'BEING P.;\RT OF THE JE\\7 ISH CO!vl.HUNITY I 

IDENTIFICATION JOINING PART IC IPAT ION 

Trenton 10.~% 33.6% 55.5% 
Suburbs 13.8 39.5 46.7 
Windsors 20.0 51.1 28.9 
Princeton 23.1 46.2 30.8 
Twin Rivers 15.7 61.4 22.9 

Federation area 12.7% 3 7. J<'/o 50.0% 
Windsors/ 
Twin Rivers 18.1 55.6 26.3 

At the admi~te~ly real risk of over-a~alyzing this table, it occurs 

to us that this, too, ties in to some of the points made earlier, 

contrasttng the Federation area with Twin Rivers with regard to the 

idea of a communal obligation, and wit.h regard to religious orient-

ation and values. The importance of participation, or active involve-

ment, in the affairs of the Jewish community, is part of a traditional 

.. 
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definition, a traditional image of the Jewish community as a highly 

interactive and supportive environment; that image may be losing 

much of its strength among the younger Jews, who tend to see the 

idea of being p~rt ~f the community either in internal (I feel 

therefore I am), or in relatively mechanistic, and formal, terms. 

Th is d i c hot o m~i per .3 is t s i n the que s "t. 1 on that f o 11 o~v; s the above ; 

namely , •' d o you b e l i eve t~-1c: t -be i n g part o f the J e~v·; ish c ommun it y , 

in tha·t sense, is importa':1t in being a good Je\v?'' In Trenton, the 

most traditional community in the area., the response was over-

whelmingly position - 77% felt that it ~important. In Twin Rivers~ 

the response was the opposite - only 4~/o felt it was important. The 

other conrrnuni ties ranged between 60% and 70%. 

Here we have the full measure of the disparity between the 

two groups; in Trenton, not only is being part of the Jewish 

community perceived as an active, participatory, matter, but it 

is further considered generally to be central to being a good 

J·ew, to one • s Jewishness or Yidd ishk:ei t. In Twin Rivers, on the other 

hand, being part of the community is perceived either as an internal 

affair of the individual, or as a relatively me2hanical act; in eithe 
cs -

case, the Twin Rivers respondent is far less likely to consider it 

important in whether the individual is or is not a good Jewish person 
1e 

The question then arises: what practices, or values, do make up the 
t-

good Jew? 
Lve-

Respondents were asked to assess the importance of five 
ional 

distinct attitude/behavior areas in Jewishness. The five areas were 
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as follows: 

(1) carrying out traditional religious practices 

(2) fulfilling family obligations and responsibilities 

(3) being actively involved in Jewish communal and 
civic matters 

(4) living according to strong ethical and moral 
principles 

(5) being committed to Israel and her survival 

In each case, respondents were asked to state whether they considered 

the value VERY important, MODERATELY important, or NOT important.* 

TABLE 3-7: IMPORTANCE OF VALUES IN JEWISHNESS (rank score) 

traditional 
religion 

family 
responsibility 

Communal & civic 
involvement 

ethical & moral 
principles 

Committment 
to Israel 

TRENTON 

1.82 

1.15 

1.54 

1.13 

1.29 

SUBURBS 

1.94 

1.20 

1.83 

1.12 

1.45 

WINDSORS PRINCETON 

1.93 2.05 

1.19 1.16 

1.95 1.82 

1.15 1.09 

1.62 1.36 

TW. RIVERS 

1.99 

1.17 

2.04 

1.40 

1.68 

note: scoring as follows: a response Qf 1.00 would mean that every 
respondent considered the issue VERY important; 3.00 would mean 
that all considered it NOT important. A score in the area of 
1.3 or 1.4 and below is a VERY important consensus. 

There are a number of points about this table, which tend to reinforce 

conclusions drawn earlier from previous questions. 
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- Trenton respondents were the only group in which 
a clear majority considered communal involvement 
to be VERY important (56%); only 22% of the Twin 
Rivers respondents considered this area to be 
VERY important, while 26% considered it to be not 
at all important. 

- There was near unanimity that fulfillment of family 
obligations, and living according to strong ethical 
principles, were central to Jewishness. Both of these 
areas, of course, are both internal as well as being 
reflected in practices and beha.vi.!or not of an- overtly 
sectarian character. 

- Only in Trenton did as many as 3~fo of the respondents 
consider traditional religious practices to be central 
to Jewishness; this area was consistently felt to be 
of_only Moderate importance. 

- The importance of the committment to Israel also 
varied, being greatest in Trenton, and least in Twin 
Rivers and the Windsors. As will be shown below, this 
is also related to the associations with traditional 
religion. 

Two of the value areas were studied in greater detail, because 

of their direct relevance to the questions of communal services 

in general, and the Federation specifically; we refer to the 

,, .. alues of (a) communal involvement; and (b) committment to Israel. 

Generally, we found that the factors that tended to influence 

people to feel a given way in the Federation area, did not necessarily 

affect people in the Windsors, and vice versa. For example, ~ was 

strongly linked to belief in the importance of communal involvement 

in the Federation area, but not in any other area -- in Trenton, 

68% of respondents over 65 felt that communal involvement was VERY 

important, compared to only 45% of respondents under that age. Indeed, 

in the Federation area as a whole, only 2~~ of respondents under 49 
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felt that communal involvement was VERY important in the picture 

of what it meant to be a good Jew.* 

In addition to age, the following factors were significant 

in affecting the value people placed on communal involvement: 

-the degree to which one limited one•s friends to other 
Jewish families; this was particularly pronounced in 
the Windsors, where 76% of the families who considered 
·communal involvemen·t VERY important also had over 75% 
of their friendships with Jewish families. 

-self evidently, the degree to which one was a menber 
of at least one Jewish organization; 81% of those 
considering communal involvement VERY important in 
the Windsor/Twin Rivers area were also organization 
members, compared to 57% of the others. 

- In the Federation area, length of residence strongly 
influenced this value: 71% of those considering communal 
involvement VERY important had lived in the Federation 
area 20 or more years (this applies only to the suburban 
parts, since there are no appreciable number of recent 
in-migrants (under 20 years) in the city of Trenton. 

- Finally, religious orientation strongly influences 
this value: in the Federation area/ 73% of Orthodox 
and 45% of Conservative adherents considered it VERY 
important, compared to 35% of Reform adherents. In 
the Windsor/Twin Rivers area the comparable figures 
were 35% for Conservative, and 12.5% for Reform. 

The composite picture painted by these relationships suggests that 

the strong association of communal involvement with Jewishness, as 

a basic and important value, is disappearing. It is a value that is 

apparently most strongly associated with a traditional approach to 

religion and Jewish life, and to a degree, with traditional patterns 

of social exclusivity. Younger Jewish families appear to treat 

* only 1~/o of those respondents aged 21-29 in the survey area 
considered communal involvement VERY important. The number of such 
respondents was too small to break down meaningfully by area. 
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Jewishness as much more of a matter internal to them, rather than 

manifest through organized Jewish life. 

The value placed on committment to Israel did not vary as 

sharply as the above on the basis of social and demographic 

factors. The factor most strongly influencing committment to Israel 

was religious orientation: 

TABLE 3-7(a): IMPORTANCE OF COMMITTMENT TO ISRAEL AND RELIGIOUS 
ORIENTATION 

VERY MODERATELY NOT AT ALL 
IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT SCORE* 

Federation area: 

Orthodox 90.5% 9.5% 0 1.10 
Conservative 68.7 28.9 2.4% 1.34 
Reform 61.1 3 2. 7 6.2 1.45 
Other 43.5 43.5 13.0 1.70 

Windsor/Twin Rivers area: 

Conservative 53. go/o 36. 00/o 10.1% 1.56 
Reform 35.7 50.0 14.3 1. 79 
Other 46.9 37.5 15.6 1.69 

*see note at bottom of Page 3-19; Table 3-7 

Two points emerge from this table: 

- the commi ttment to Israel is considered more import­
ant, and more central to the idea of Jewishness, among 
adherents of more traditional branches of Judaism. 

- holding religious orientation constant, committment 
to Israel is still sUbstantially less strong in the 
Windsor/Twin Rivers area than in the Federation area. 

It should be stressed that in all cases only a small percentage 

respondents feel that committment to Israel is not at all import 

to their idea of Jewishness: nonetheless, it is our experience 

the distinction between VERY important and MODERATELY importar~ 
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a powerful one, particularly when there is a question of getting 

people to act on the basis of their professed belieTs and values. 

TABLE 3-7(b): SUMMARY OF FACTORS I~~LUENCING COMMUNAL INVOLVEMENT VALUE 

{a) age of respondent - Federation area only: 

% VERY important 
score 

20-49 

29. £'/o 
1.88 

50-64 

43.6% 
1.72 

65+ 

58.6% 
1.50 

(b) length of residence - Federation area only: 

0-9 years 10-19 years 20+ years 

% VERY important 
score 

21.6% 
2.00 

27.9% 
1.98 

41.4% 
1.72 

{c) religious orientation -Federation area: 

% VERY important 
score 

ORTHODOX CONSERVATIVE REFORM OTHER 

72.7% 
1.27 

44.8% 
1.66 

35.4% 
1.83 

* 

(d) religious orientation -Windsor/Twin Rivers area 

% VERY important 
score 

* 35.4% 
1.73 

12.5% 
2.20 

9.4% 
2.34 

(3) organization membership -Windsor/Twin Rivers area only: 

% VERY important 
score 

*sample too small 

Yes No 

32.5% 
1.85 

13.2% 
2.22 

C. Religious Practices and Synagogue MembershiR 

The third area of discussion here, following after the 

discussion of first orientation, and then, values and attitudes, is 
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that of the actual religious practices followed, and the level of 

synagogue (or temple) membership. The table below compares the 

Federation area and the Windsor/Twin Rivers area with regard to 

the level of various religious practices: 

TABLE 3-8: LEVEL OF RELIGIOUS PRACTICES BY AREA 

REGULARLY OCCASIONALLY NOT AT ALL 

(a) light Hanukah candles 

Federation area 82. 00/o 
Windsor/TR area 91.9 

(b) Hold a Pesach seder 

Federation area 6 7. 6% 
Windsor /TR area 79.5 

5.7% 
5.4 

14.4% 
9.7 

(c) Attend services on High Holy Days 

Feder at ion area 
Windsor/TR area 

81.9% 
54.6 

(d) fast on Yom Kippur 

Federation area 
Windsor/TR area 

6 3. 3% 
57.8 

(e) attend Friday night services 

Federation area 17.7% 
Windsor/TR area 9.2 

(f) attend services during the 

Federation area 8. 5% 
Windsor/TR area 5.4 

8. 7% 
18.9 

12.3% 
8.6 

50.5% 
27.0 

day on 

27.2% 
17.8 

Saturday 

12. J<'/o 
2.7 

18.0% 
10.8 

9.9% 
26.5 

24.4% 
33.5 

31.8% 
63.8 

(Shabbos) 

64.4% 
76.8 

------------------------------------------------------------------
The contrast between the two areas is striking: the residents of the 

Windsor/Twin Rivers area are much more consistent with regard to 
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home and family observances - Hanukah and Pesach - while the 

residents of the Federation area are much more likely to participate 

in group activities - High Holy Days and Friday night services. This 

is consistent,of course, with the distinction drawn earlier between 

the underlying Jewish attitudes and values of the two groups of 

people. This disparity persists after controlling for religious 

orientation: 

TABLE 3-B(a): LEVEL OF RELIGIOUS PRACTICES/BY ORIENTATION/BY AREA 

REGULARLY OCCASIONALLY NOT AT ALL 

(~) attend services on High Holy Days/Conservative orientation: 

Federation area 
Windsor/TR area 

92.8% 
76.4 

Reform orientation: 

Federation area 
Windsor/TR area 

75.2% 
41.1 

4. 2% 
13.5 

14.5% 
26.8 

3 • ('jJ/o 
10.1 

10.3% 
32.1 

(b) attend services on Friday nights/Conservative orientation: 

Federation area 
Windsor/TR area 

24. £'/o 
16.5 

Reform orientation: 

Federation area 
Windsor /TR area 

10. Y/o 
5.4 

55.2% 
32.9 

57.3% 
19.6 

20.6% 
50.6 

32.5% 
75.0 

One could almost argue that the entire frame of reference, with 

regard to religious ·orientation and observance, is different in 

the two areas. The level of organized :religious observance outside 
Conservative 

the home, among those calling themselves I Jews in the Windsor/ 

Twin Rivers area is less than that among Reform Jews in the Federation 

area. We will see a similar pattern with regard to membership in 
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synagogues. 

Two other patterns of religious observance of interest 

have to do with Bar-Mizvah and Kashrut. Briefly, it was noted that 

85% of the men in the community have been Bar-Mitzvah, a percentage 

mat_ching closely the percentage who have had some Jewish education. 

Nearly every respondent with young children indicated, further, that 

they planned to have their children Bar-Mitzvah; intrestingly, 

however, the number of parents with older children who actually had 

their child Bar-Mitzvah varies quite widely. The percentage of 

families keeping a Kosher kitchen also varies, with, as expected, 

the highest percentage among Trenton households. 

TABLE 3-9: BAR-MITZVAH (children 13 and over) AND KASHRUT 

% that have had % keeping 
Bar-Mitzvah Kashrut 

Trenton 7 4. 2"/o 34.4% 
Suburbs 76.0 20.4 
Windsors 72.2 23.1 
Princeton 62.9 25.0 
Twin Rivers 53.8 13.4 

Tai'AL 72.5% 23.5% 
---------~----------------------------------------------------------
It is difficult to compare these findings with those of the 1961 

Survey, since the manner of framing the questions was somewhat 

different. In 1961, however, the total of two categories roughly 

comparable to the Kashrut category above* was 33.5%, so that it 

would appear that there has been considerable decline in the number 

of families keeping Kashrut. 

* categories (a) strictly KOsher home; and (b) observant in home, but 
not always when out. 
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The third area of interest in this section is synagogue 

membership. The great majority of respondents in the Federation 

area and in Princeton are members of a synagogue or temple; about 

half are members in the Windsor and Twin Rivers areas, more in 

the former than the latter: 

TABLE 3-10: SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP BY AREA (%members) 

Trenton Suburbs Wind sors Princeton Twin Rivers TOTAL 

74. B'/o 76.5% 56.3% 80.4% 2 7 • 5% 6 6 • 00/o 

Although in the Federation area (and in Princeton) synagogue member-

ship does not vary significantly by religious orientation (with, of 

course the exception of those who are secular, or non-observant), it 

varies substantially in the Windsor/Twin Rivers area. On the basis 

of the table below, one can almost assert that many Windsor/Twin Rivers 

residents consider the term 'Reform' almost a synonym for non-religious, 

or non-observant, a position that the Reform leadership would almost 

certainly dispute. 

TABLE 3-lO(a): SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP/BY ORIENTATION/BY AREA (%members) 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 
Other 

Federation area 

7 8. J<>/o 
84.3 
75.2 
25.9 

Windsor/TR area 

59.6% 
29.6 
18.8 

~--------------------------------------------------------------------
The percentage of 'Reform' Jews in the Windsors who are members of 

a congregation is roughly comparable to the percentage of 'other' 

Jews who are synagogue members in the Federation area. 
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Membership in synagogues is relatively little affected 

by age or length of residence. There is a modest trend for 

synagogue membership to be greatest in the middle years (40's 

primarily), as well as for synagogue membership to increase 

slightly with increasing length of residence. Both 'trends', 

however are only nominal. The absence of such trends is consistent 

with a parallel finding~ specifically, that there is little strong 

interest in synagogue membership among those not presently members. 

Only in Twin Rivers, where 3~/o of the non-members indicate an 

interest in joining a synagogue, does there appear to be any 

appreciable unmet demand for synagogue membership 

TABLE 3-lO(b): INTEREST IN SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP BY NON-MEMBERS 

STRONG MODERATE NONE 

~s Trenton 3.~/o 27.3% 69.7% 
Suburbs 18.0 26.0 56.0 

£t Windsoys 19.0 40.5 40.5 
Princeton 0 40.0 60.0 
Twin Rivers 31.7 46.7 21.7 

We tend to discount largely the expressions of MODERATE interest; in 

most such cases this amounts to little more than an expression 

analogous to 'it would be nice to', and such. This point is discussed 

in greater detail in the following chapter. Of those expressing an 

interest in future synagogue membership, the great majority indicated 

that their preference would be for relatively less traditional 

services and facilities; ~s the table on the top of the following page 

illustrates, there may be a potential demand in certain areas here. 
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TABLE 3-lO(c): PREFERENCE IN TYPE OF SYANGOGUE/TEMPLE BY INDIVIDUALS 
NOI' MEMBERS AND INTERESTED IN JOINING 

Traditional* Middle* Non-Traditional* 

Trenton 0 55. CY'/o 45.0% 
Suburbs 18.8% 43.8 37.5 
Windsors 0 55.2 44.8 
Princeton 16.7 16.7 66.7 
Twin Rivers 7.4 40.7 51.9 

TOTAL 7.8% 45.4% 46.8% 

Generally speaking, the most important considerations for most 

people in choosing a synagogue, or considering membership, were 

the rabbi; the atmosphere of the religious services; and the 

availability & quality of a childrens' education program, in 

that order. The other alternatives proposed; e.g., social & communal 

activities, and the type of people who are members, were considered 

very much secondary matters. It should be noted as well that 

childrens' education programs were considered of much less import 

in the Federation area, than in the Windsors and Twin Rivers. 

About a third of the respondents in the Federation area 

have left at least one synagogue or temple that they were previously 

members of (the number in the new area is, of course, much smaller). 

No particular patterns were noted, with regard to reasons for 

leaving, period in which most departures took place, etc. Reasons 

were evenly divided. between 'practical' reasons -travel time, 

cost, etc.; and 'personal' or 'religious' reasons, such as conflicts 

over programs, policies, or personalities. One can assume that in an 

area like the Trenton area, with a high level of synagogue member-

ship, and a variety of synagogues and temples to choose from, there 
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will be a consistent ebb and flow of memberships over time. It 

is notable that, with one exception, the ratio of current members 

to members lost is very similar for all of the synagogues in 

the area. 

D. Organizational and Social Activity 

As has become apparent through the information presented 

to this point, the survey area, in particular the Federation area, 

is made up largely of highly active, involved individuals. The 

contrasts that have been noted between the Federation area·and 

Twin Rivers, it should be noted, are perhaps more the result of 

the high levels of involvement in most of the area, than because 

of particularly low levels in Twin Rivers. The same patterns hold 

true for organization membership and social activity. In a 

nutshell - the majority of Jewish families are members of 

Jewish organizations, and the majority of Jewish families socialize 

principally, and in many cases almost exclusively, with other Jewish 

families. 

84% of the households in the Federation area, and 66% of the 

households in the new area, contain at least one member who is a 

member of a Jewish organization. (the smallest percentage is in Twin 

Rivers - 56%) The average household, in this 84%, is a member of 

two organizations. In Twin Rivers, on the other hand, the average 

household is a member of under 1.2 organizations, and only 20% are 

members of two or more groups. In contrast, 23% of the Trenton house­

of 4 groups! 
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A comparison of group membership, however, with the 1961 

survey suggests that organizational involvement at that time was 

even greater than it is today; nearly every organization that 

existed both in 1961 and in 1975 has declined in the percentage 

of the community that are members: 

TABLE 3-11: PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL FAMILIES HAVING AT LEAST ONE HEI'--1BEH 

IN FOLLOWING ORGANIZATIONS - FEDERATION AREA 1961 & 1975 

Hadassah 
Service with Federation & 

sub vent ions* 
Sisterhoods 
Bnai Brith 
Council of Jewish Women 
ORr 
Jewish War Veterans 
Zionist Organizations 
Syna9ogue Mens' Clubs 
American Jewish Committee 
Workmens' Circle 
American Jewish Congress 

1975 

41.7% 

24.3 
21.0 
17.1 
11.2 
8.4 
6.3 
6.3 
1.8 
1. 2 
0.6 

0 

1961 

50. 00/o 

21.6 
60.0 
20.0 
15.8 
11.9 
26.4 
14.5 
4:-J.l 

1.5 
3.5 
5.5 

note: groups with small percentages can be under or over-represented 
by sampling procedure. 

*including board memberships, volunteer groups, auxiliaries, etc. 

We have not attempted to verify whether there is a particular reason 

for the massive discrepancy between membership in synagogues on the 

one hand, and membership in mens' clubs at those synagogues on the 

other (and to a lesser degree, membership in sisterhoods). Leaving 

this problem aside, the variation appears reasonably consistent for 

most groups; in many cases, such as Bnai Brith, the 1961-1975 change 

noted on the table is within the range of possible sampling error. 
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As was noted, the number of organizations that the typical 

respondent is a member of varies widely from area to area; within 

the various areas, variation is more limited. There is a mild 

relationship with length of residence, but although length of 

residence may influence people to join the first organization, it 

has no effect on multiple joining. Age of household head has no 

effect on joining; religious orientation, hO\Alever, in the Windsor 

and 1\vin Rivers areas, has a strong effect on organization joining -

almost all the Conservative adherents in those areas are group 

members, compared to little over half the Reform Jewsr and less 

than a third of those considering themselves unaffiliated. 

TABLE 3-ll(a) FEATURES OF ORGANIZATION MEMBERSHIP 

(a) median years of residence - members and non-member s 

WINDSOR PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS 
mem non mem non mem non 

9.1 6.0 12.9 9.0 3.4 2.7 

(b) membership by religious orientation - Windsor/Twin Rivers are 

CONSERVATIVE REFORM OTHER 

% members 7 8. -rio 32.2% 

(c) average number of organizations/me~er (number of organization 
members X total nuwber of organizations cited) 

TRENTON SlJBURBS vliNDSOR PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS 

1.96 2.09 1.45 1.88 1.17 
----------------------------------------------------~---------------
Finally, the distribution of organization membership among the vario-. 

areas is presented on the following table. Different organizations, 

would appear, follow different geographic patterns -- Hadassah, for 
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TABLE 3-ll(b): CONCENTRATION OF ORGANIZATION MEMBERSHIP BY AREA­
percentages represent the percentage of households in 
each area that have at least one member in that organ­
ization 

TRENTON SUBURBS WINDSORS PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS 

Hadassah 40. 00/o 43.1% 20.2% 67.9% 8. 6% 
B'nai Brith 13.8 19.2 31.7 42.9 23.5 
Sisterhoods 2 2. 3 20.2 13.5 12.5 6.2 
ORT 2.3 12.3 10.6 0 21.0 
Pioneer Women 1.5 1.5 14.4 0 0 
Sub vent ions* 26.9 22. 7 0 0 1.2 

*see note on previous page 

---------------------------------------------------------------------~ 

example, has nearly saturated the Princeton Jewish community, yet 

has no membership to speak of in Twin Rivers. B'nai Brith, also, 

has a proportionately stronger membership base both in Princeton 

and in the Windsors than in the Federation area. In many ways, the 

greater organizational activity in the Federation area is the 

result of the proliferation of smaller, more narrowly-focused 

organizations, meeting particular needs. The table above represents 

nearly all the organization membership in the new area, yet leaves 

out a major share of the Federation area -Zionist groups, womens' 

groups, lodges, veterans' groups, etc., etc. 

To conclude this section, a slightly more detailed presentation 

of the patterns of friendship, to which reference has been made 

earlier (see table 3-5), should be done. The distribution of 

households on the basis of the percentage of their total friends 

who are Jewish is present~~ on the following page. In all communities, 

with the exception of Princeton, over half of the respondents stated 
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that more than three guarters of their friends are Jewish: 

TABLE 3-12: PERCENTAGE OF RESPONDENTS' FRIENDS WHO ARE JEWISH 
(percent responding in each category) 

0-49% 50-74% 7 5-l 000/o 

Trenton B. 7% 20.6% 70.6% 
Suburbs 14.7 28.8 56.5 
Windsors 14.4 25.0 60.6 
Princeton 17.9 42.9 39.3 
Twin Rivers 12.3 13.6 74.1 

TOTAL 13.2 25.4 61.3 

Only one Jewish family out of eight does less than half, roughly 

speaking,of its social activity with other Jewish families. At 

present, Jews make up approximately ~/o of the population of 

Trenton, perhaps 2.5% of the population of the suburbs in the 

Federation area, and perhaps r/o to 8% of the population of 

Princeton. It is only in East Windsor, Roosevelt, and Twin Rivers 

where the Jewish share of the population is such that random 

selection would result in Jewish families having more than a 

token number of Jewish acquaintances. 

E. Overview - Trends in Jewish Life 

Despite the wide range of materials presented in this chapter, 

their implications are all generally in the same direction; namely, 

a significant shift· in attitudes and behavior, clearly geographic, 

and perhaps generational as well. It is a shift that has great 

significance for the future role and functioning of the organized 

Jewish community. 
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The most significant pattern is the attenuation of the 

communal committment, be it religious or civic, in the new area 

generally* and in Twin Rivers, the youngest and newest community, 

in particular. The level of support, committment, or participation 

in all aspects of organized Jewish life is substantially lower 

in this area; the weight of the evidence, furthermore, is that 

this decline is not a function of a short length of residence, 

or any other social or economic difference -- rather, it is a 

basic shift in attitude. This attitude manifests itself in a 

number of different ways: 

-a reduced sense of communal obligation; i.e., a 
reduced feeling that civic involvement, or support 
of communal services, is either a personal 
responsibility, or generally a significant part 
of Jewishness. 

-a reduced level of association ~th formal Jewish 
religious life; lower levels of synagogue member­
ship, attendance, and participation. 

difference in the 
An important aspect of the above is the/manner in which the t~rm 

'Reform' is used in Twin Rivers and in the Federation area. Among 

residents of the Federation area, to be a Reform Jew is, in 

essence, to be an observant, synagogue-attending, Jew of the 

Reform branch, by which is meant certain religious practices, 

values, and the like. ~ny, if not most, of the Twin Rivers 

respondents consider 'Reform' to be a euphemistic synonym for 

'non-observant•-- self-defined Reform Jews in that area are not 

synagogue members, as a ~ule, and do not participate in religious 

*Princeton being somethi~of a special case, it is not really included 
in the discussion below. 
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observances more than minimally. 

Thus, although there are many Jews in the Windsors and in 

Twin Rivers who do hold similar values about participation and 

committment to the Jews of the Federation area, the overwhelming 

consensus on these matters that characterizes the Federation area 

is absent. This, in turn, suggests that the level of support or 

participation in Jewish affairs in the area is likely to be 

substantially lower, in proportion to the number of people or 

families, than in the Federation area. As will be noted in the 

following chapter, readiness to participate in, or to join, certain 

activities and services -- for example, a Jewish Community Center 

may not be any less, since many people are interested in services of 

that nature for reasons unrelated to Jewish values, practices, or 

commitment. In that case, of course, a different problem arises 

the fact that many such people will choose to join or not to join a 

Center solely on its competitive secular merits, without regard to 

the fact that it is or is not a Jewish Center. 

One can but speculate on the reasons for this change in 

values and attitudes; some have suggested that it is, at least in 

part, a 'New York' attitude -- the idEa being that residents of New 

York, with its huge size and impersonality, are less inclined to 

feel a personal co~~itment or obligation than the residents of the 

much smaller, much more closely-knit, Trenton community. On the 

other hand, the reasons may be more closely connected to the broad 
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generational shift in the attitudes of the Jewish community. 

Although such a change is hard to quantify, there is evidence that 

it does existr ~d that it is generally in the direction of reduced 

communal and civic commitment and participation, particularly with 

regard to Jewish versus secular pursuits. 
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CHAPI'ER 4: THE JEWISH FEDERATION AND ITS SUBVENTIONS 

awareness, utilization, needs & prospects 

Of all the areas investigated in the survey of Jewish families, 

the area of most immediate and practical concern to the Jewish 

Federation is that dealing with the Federation directly and with 

the four agencies which it supports (in whole or in part), 

generally known as the subventions. These four agencies, specifically 

(1) the Jewish Community Center; (2) the Trenton Hebrew Academy; 

(3) Greenwood House~ and (4) Jewish Family Service were the subject 

of a series of sp- -i_fic quest ions directed toward eliciting 

peoples' response ~v , agencies, and the relationship of the 

agencies to the Jewish Community in the survey area. 

After a short section dealing with the Jewish community's 

awareness of the Federation and the four subventions, four 

separate sections are presented dealing with the particular 

concerns and issues associated with each subvention. 

A. -Community Awareness 

As could be expected, residents of the current service area 

of the Federation were generally awa~e of the existence and role 

of the Federation and its subventions, while those respondents 

living in the 'new' area were less so: nonetheless, some interesting 

inconsistencies appeared. 

Table 4-1 presents the degree to which residents of the various 

areas were able to identify the Jewish Federation and its role in 
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Jewish life in the area: 

---------------------------------------------------------------------~-
TABLE 4-1: AWARENESS OF JE'\t'JISH FEDERATION AND ITS FUNCTIONS 

full under-
standing of 
Federation 

Trenton 2 2. 00/o 

Suburbs 25.3 

Windsors 7.7 

Princeton 5.4 

Twin Rivers 6.1 

partial 
under stand-
ing of Fed. 

55.3% 

61.1 

16.3 

14.3 

6.1 

name ident-
ification 
only 

19.5% 

11.6 

16.3 

10.7 

4.9 

never heard 
of Federation 

3.3% 

2.0 

59.6 

69.6 

82.9 

An individual who was aware that the Federation had both fund-raising 

and administrative/planning or similar functions was held to have a 

'full underst~ding• on the above table. Of those respondents who 

had a partial understanding of Federation, nearly all associated it 

exclusively with fund-raising. Thus, two points that can be drawn 

from this table are: 

- Although most residents of the Federation area are aware 
of Federation, many have only a limited awareness of its 
functions, or have a name-identification only. 

- Outside the Federation area even name-identification of 
Federation, even among stable _communities (Princeton or 
Roosevelt) is limited. 

Thus it would appear that the Federation is not as 'visible' as 

might be expected: whether or not this is a positive virtue, in 

that Federation visibility could conceivably detract from that 

of its subventions, is an issue that could perhaps be addressed. 
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Awareness of the four rna jor subventions also varies widely, 

as is presented in Table 4-2: 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
TABLE 4-2: NAME IDENTIFICATION OF FEDERATION SUBVENTIONS (percentage 

of respondents that have heard of each sub vent ion) 

Jewish Green- Jewish Trenton 
Family wood Community Hebrew 
Service House Center Academy 

Trenton 93.1% 99.2% 100. 0'/o 90.7% 

Suburbs 96.6 97.0 99.0 92.1 

Windsors 75.0 39.4 68.3 58.7 

Princeton 71.4 44.6 71.4 53.6 

Twin Rivers 65.4 16.5 42.7 71.8 

Within the Federation area nearly everyone has at least heard of all 

four subventions - outside the area it varies widely; the majority in 

all parts of the new area have heard of Jewish Family Service and 

(a smaller majority) the Trenton Hebrew Academy. Awareness of the 

Jewish Community Center is uneven (less in. Twin Rivers), and few 

people in the new area have heard of Greenwood House.* Although we 

have some reservations about the accuracy of this information (it 

may be inflated), it suggests, at ve~y least, in view of the irterest 

many respondents have in the kinds of services involved, that some 

pUblic relations effort may be in order. It .Should also be noted, in 

view of the visibility point made earlier, that identification of the 

*The question, of course, is: how many respondents were •taking it• 
on those questions where they could make an educated guess, even if 
they had not actually heard of the specific agency? Greenwood House, 
clearly, is the only one of the four in Which the function is not 
largely apparent from the name. 
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four subventions is consistently higher than identification of the 

Federation itself. Since it is the subventions that are direct 

providers of services to members of the Jewish community, we suggest 

that this is preferable to the converse situation. 

The following sections discuss our findings with regard to the 

individual subventions. 

B. The Jewish Community Center 

The Jewish Community Center in Ewing Township is in many ways 

the most visible of the four subventionsi certainly it represents 

the most substantial physical plant, and conceivably the widest 

variety and range of activities and programs. The survey attempted 

to elicit information about three major issues or questions relevant 

to the present and future of the Jewish Community Center: 

-Who are its members, and what distinguishes them from 
individuals and families who are not members? 

-Why do people leave the Jewish Community Center; i.e., 
fail to renew their membership? 

-What interest exists in a Jewish Com~unity Center in 
the non-Federation areas, under what circumstances, and 
for what kinds of activities? 

Each of these questions will be addressed in turn. 

Table 4-3 on·the following page presents data on membership 

in the Jewish Community Center. 4Tio of the households living in 

the Federation area in our survey were members of the JCC, a 

slightly higher level than in the universe of households in the 

Federation area. The highest membership percentages were found in 
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Trenton and in Lawrence, the lowest in Hamilton & Bordentown. 

--------------------------------------------------------------------
TABLE 4-3: MEMBERSHIP IN JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER 

a • Percentage of respondents who are members 

TRENTON EWING LAWRENCE HAMILTON YARD-MOR NF)N AREA TOTAL 

46.1% 39. 2<'/o 53. ~lo 23.5% 38.8% 0.8% NA 

b. percentage of total members of JCC from each community 

41.8% 2 2. 00/o 15.6% 5. ?'/o 13.5% 1.4% 100% 

The JCC draws nearly its entire membership from the current 

Federation area, although the distance between the JCC and Princeton 

for example,is really no greater than that between the JCC and some 

parts of the service area . 

There are a number of significant differences between JCC 

members and non-members, within the Federation area: 

- families with children are more likely to be JCC members. 
53% of families with children are JCC members, compared 
to only 34% of non-member families. 

- similarly, larger families are more likely to be members 
of the JCC. 53% of families with 4 or more members are JCC 
members, compared to 2~/o of families of 1 to 3 members. 

- long-term residents (20 years or more in the area) are less 
likely to be JCC members than shorter-term residents. 51% 
of families resident 20 years or less in the area are member~ 
of the JCC, but only 3~/o of long-term (over 20 years) 
residents. 

We did not discover much attitudinal difference between JCC members 

and non-members; the two groups were largely similar with regard to 

such matters as religious orientation, social patterns, etc. There 

was one exception: JCC members were more likely to be concerned abou 

intermarriage than non-members. (67% of members disagreed with the 



4-6 

opinion statement "too much fuss has been made about intermarriage 

and assimilation" compared to 5 £>/o of non-members) The difference, 

however, was modest. 

The relative absence of association between JCC membership and 

values and attitudes (notwithstanding the very limited exception not 

above) suggests that JCC membership is not widely considered to be 

a religious or culturally linked status, but rather one associated 

with an interest in social and recreational goals. This, in turn, 

suggests with regard to the residents of the Windsors and Twin 

Rivers, who express a desire to belong to a Jewish Community Center, 

that they could well be satisfied with a non-sectarian center 

providing the same facilities and prograrmning. This point will be 

discussed in greater detail below. 

Turning to those families who have been members of the JCC 

in the past, but are no longer members today, a number of interest-

ing differences appear. We distinguished between three groups of 

people -those who are members; those v.rho have been, but have left; 

and those who have never been members of the JCC. When these groups 

are divided into demographic categories, the following differences 

emerge: 

(1) the group with the largest percentage of ex-members 
is not the senior citizen group: it is the non-senior 
citizen group without children; e.g., 'empty nesters' in 
their 40's and SO's. 

(2) families with children, as would be expected, have the 
highest membership percentage. Even there, however, 2~/o 

I 



_age 

~e, 

) and 

) be 

-n, 

,nter, 

be 

~c 

?St-

ups 

es 

e 

4-6A 

of all families with children 18 and under were once 
JCC members and have left. 

{3) overall, 36% of the households in the Federation 
area were once members of the JCC, but are no longer 
members. This is nearly as many as the current member­
ship level (41%). 

(4) the greatest membership percentage is among families 
who have lived in the area 10-l9 years. Beyond that point, 
the percentage of members drops sharply among suburban 
families, while continuing to rise (but slowly) among 
residents of Trenton. 

The last point can be elaborated: suburban residents of the Federat. 

area are much more likely to drop out of the JCC membership rolls a~ 

they get older, or as they become more established in their towns 

and neighborhoods. Trenton residents, on the other hand, appear to 

depend more heavily on the JCC for social and recreational activitiE 

including senior citizens' activities, than do the suburban familieE 

TABLE 4-3(a) JCC MEMBERSHIP AND EX-MEMBERSHIP BY DEMOGRAPHIC FEATURI 
FEDERATION AREA ONLY 

(a) by stratum* 

SENIOR Trenton 
CITIZENS Suburbs 

HH WITH Trenton 
CHILDREN Suburbs 

ADULTS/NO Trenton 
CHILDREN Suburbs 

{b) by length of r~sidence 

1-19 
YEARS 

20+ 
YEARS 

Trenton 
Suburbs 

Trenton 
Suburbs 

% members 

42.7% 
28.8 

58. SO/o 
50.4 

37.5 
18.9 

47.1% 
47.6 

50.8% 
22.2 

% ex-members 

3 2. <Yio 
38.5 

29.4 
27.8 

54.2 
59.5 

35.3 
20.2 

27. go" 
49.2 

*stratum from initial telephone interview - Households with children 
incl trl e those with both children & senior citizens; adult household: 
include no members 60 or over. 
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It would appear that many residents of the area, particularly 

sUburbanites, tend to join the JCC either for a specific facility 

or service, or as a means of becoming involved in social and 

organizational life. Over time, the initial need, whether age-

linked or a function of newness in the community, dissipates; at 

that point, it would appear that many residents no longer see any 

function being served for them by the Center, and leave. 

Since the Jewish population of Trenton is shrinking, as 

well as the population with young children generally in the 

Federation area, it would appear that the demographic base of 

the JCC is shrinking, not only in absolute terms, but relative 

to the overall Jewish population in the area.* As a result, it 

is likely to lead to a shrinkage in membership, which may accel-

erate over time, unless some means can be found to maintai~ ~he 

interest of a larger percentage of the suburban households, and/or 

to recapture the interest of those that have left the Center. 

Even then, the demographic realities of the area's population will 

still have to be reckoned with, but certainly any decline can be 

slower than would appear likely on the basis of the trends that 

we have identified. 

*although we have no direct evidence on the point, it would be 
interesting to surmise whether many families' involvement with the 
JCC declined when they moved from Trenton to the suburbs; as was 
noted, a very large proportion of today's suburbanites were 
yester-day•s Trenton residents. It should be noted further that 
in 1961, 50.~/o of the households were JCC members; today, the 
Trenton residents still make up a similar ratio (461.%), but 
only 3~/o of suburban families are members. 
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Leaving aside the question of membership trends in the 

present JCC, the remaining issue deals with the potential future 

demand for community center activities and facilities, in partie 

ular in the new area - the Windsors, Princeton, and Twin Rivers. 

The question of future demand is the composition of a series of 

quetions, including: 

- what interest exists in membership in a Jewish Community 
Center in the new area? 

what conditions would have to be met in order to generate 
actual membership? 

what activities and facilities, and in what time periods, 
are most desired? 

Each of these questions will be addressed in turn. 

(1) level of interest: the level of interest, as shown in 

Table 4-4 below, is extremely high, in each area: 

TABLE 4-4: INTEREST IN JOINING A JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER, FOR 
NEW AREA 

WINDSORS PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS TOTA 

% interested* 70.2% 48.2% 61. Cf/o 62.0 

Families with children -
% interested 74.6% 62.2% 65. )0,-b 68.~ 

*responding in the affirmative to question "do you believe that 
would joint, at that fee level ($150/year), if a high quality 
physical facility were located conveniently for you?" 

----------------------------------------------------------------6 
The percentages above suggest that, if a sUbstantial proportion ( 

those expressing interest would actually join a center, the membt 

ship could be equal to or greater than the current membership of 
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Jewish Community Center; specifically, we are talking about at least 

some serious interest on the part of over 1,000 families. 

(2) conditions of distance, mode, and cost: although a large 

number of families expressed interest in joining a community center, 

many of these families indicated that the availability of bus ser\·ice 

and a short travel time (particularly if there was no bus service) 

were potentially important considerations. Although relatively fe~ 

families indicated that bus service was a necessary condition for 

their joining, a majority suggested that it was desireable; by 

inference, that its availability would increase the likelihood of 

their joining (Table 4-5). 

TABLE 4-5: IMPORT .. 121 .. NCE OF HAVING BUS SERVICE TO/FROM A COMMUNITY CE::ITER 

WINDSORS PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS T0rAL 

bus necessary 27.9% 27.6% 

bus desireable 
but not needed 63.2 59.3 64.0 62.8 

bus of no 
importance 8.8 22.2 4.0 9.7 

NOTE: responses only from those people expressing an interest in 
joining a Jewish Community Center 

Thus, the availability of bus service would be a major factor in 

generating membership for a community center among residents of the 

new area. It can be surmised that bus service, in addition to being 

a convenience for some people, may be a virtual ~ecessity for others, 

particularly in households where neither parent is in a position to 
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provide chauffeur service in the classic sUburban tradition. The 

importance of bus service in the respondents eyes is substantiated 

by their feelings on the question of travel time {table 4-6): 

TABLE 4-6: ACCEPTABLE TRAVEL TIME TO COMMUNITY CENTER, WITH AND 
WITHOUT BUS SERVICE 

under 30 
minutes 

ae with bus service 

WINDS ORB 37 .. 5% 
PRINCETON 58.3 
TWIN RIVERS 64.5 

'rO;TAL 50 .. 7 

b. without bus service 

l\TINDSORS 60.6% 
PRINCETON 82.6 
TWIN RIVERS 72.9 

TOTAL 68.6 

30 
minutes 

59.4% 
41.7 
31.3 

46.3 

37.9% 
17.4 
27.1 

30.7 

over 30 
minutes 

3.1% 
0 

4.2 

2.9 

1.5% 
0 
0 

0.7 

median travel 
time 

30 minutes 
28 minutes 
24 minutes 

29 minutes 

19 minutes 
19 minutes 
19 minutes 

19 minutes 
--------------------------------------------------------------------
WITH bus service, the typical respondent is willing to travel 20-30 

minutes a community center; WITHOUT bus service, the acceptable 

travel time drops to between 15-20 minutes. 

In either case, with or without bus service, the majority of 

respondents are not likely to be interested in joining the present 

Jewish Community Center in Ewing Township, in view of the travel 

times accepted. 30 minutes is an upper limit for the overwheliming 

majority of the respondents, most of whom live more than 30 minutes 

away from Lower Ferry Road. 

The question of cost was incorporated into the question on 



4-10 

interest, to a limited degree, so that it is to be expected that 

those families who were interested in joining a center felt that 

a fee level of $150/year was reasonable: 

-----------------------------------------------------------------~ 
TABLE 4-7: ACCEPTABILITY OF A $150/YEAR COMMUNTIY CENTER MEI'-lBERSHIP 

WINDSORS PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS TOTAL 

reasonable 75. (J>Io 76.0% 86. 00/o 79.0% 

too high 23.5 20.0 14.0 19.6 

too low 1.5 5.0 0 1.4 

note: responses only from those respondents expressing an interest 
in joining a Jewish Community Center. 

Furthermore, it should be noted that the overwhelming majority of 

respondents, in the new area, and a majority, although·a smaller 8ne 

in the Federation area felt that a smaller membership fee with 

additional charges for costly programs and activities was clearly 

preferable to a single, larger but comprehensive, membership fee: 

TABLE 4-8: PREFERENCE IN MEMBERSHIP FEE STRUCTURE FOR COMI'-illNITY CENT 

single comp­
rehensive fee 

small membership 
fee with additional 
charges 

FEDERATION AREA 

36.7% 

63.3 

NB\7 AREA 

23.4% 

76.6 

-------------------------------------------------------------------~~ 

This section can be summarized then as follows: a considerable nurr~~ 

of residents of the new area are actively interested in a Jewish 

Community Center, and are willing to .Pay adequate fees for its 
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support,PROVIDED IT MEETS THEIR (HIGH) STANDARDS WITH REGARD TO 

CONVENIENCE AND TRANSPORTATION SERVICES. Although our data cannot 

----.. ,,I 
HIP F i 

I 

provide a conclusive picture with regard to demand, they certainly 

support further investigation in this area. 

I 
(3) which services and when: The survey further attempted to 

assess the demand for particular types of community center service 

in the new area, and the preference as regards the time of day, or 

day of week, in which that service should be offered. In addition 

st (' 
to providing information for planning of facilities, this should 

be useful.in developing programming to meet immediate needs in the 

f area, in advance of more long-range facility planning. For each of 

eight service areas respondents were asked if they would be very 

interested, moderately interested, or not ,interested in utilizing 

y 

\l 
that service if it were available (subject, of course, to the 

considerations discussed earlier). In order to provide a basis for 

CENT comparison, an expression of moderate interest was weighted ~; i.e., 

it was assumed that roughly one-half of that interest would mater-

ialize. Table 4-9 on the following page shows the percentage of 

the population, based on the abov.e weighing scheme, that wou~d 

potentially utilize each service. 

In addition, respondents were asked ~ they would utilize 

the service (or have their children use the serv~ce); the choices 

were (1) after school weekdays; (2) weekdays (generally); 

(3) evenings; and (4) weekends. Combinations were also entered. 
\ 

In many cases it was apparent that only one time period was at all 
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TABLE 4-9: POTENTIAL DEMAND FOR COMMUNITY CENTER SERVICES 

a. level of potential demand (% of population potentially utilizing 
service) 

WINDSORS PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS TOTAL 

nursery 14.4% 12.5% 35.4% 21.1% 

childrens' 
programs 51.0 24.1 57.3 46.9 

teenagers' 
programs 48.6 39.3 44.5 45.0 

adult rec/ath 
programs 56.7 46.4 59.1 55.2 

adult ed/cul t 
programs 56.7 59.8 57.9 58.1 

senior citizen 
programs 43.3 17.9 29.3 32.6 

summer outdoor 
pool programs 36.5 21.4 16.5 26.2 

summer day 
camp 48.6 33.0 57.3 47.9 

b.prefered time period for program participation 

preference alternative 

nursery day none 

childrens programs afterschool weekends 

teenagers programs after school weekends 

adult -rec/athletic evenings weekends 

adult ed/cultural evenings weekends 

senior citizens day none 

sununer outdoor pool day none 

day camp day none 
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responsive to the needs of the community; e.g., nursery or senior 

citizens' programs. It should be stressed that the alternative tin 

slot is not really an alternative; rather, it represents a time 

slot for which a significant demand existed, although less than 

that demand existing for the prefered time period. 

A rough approximation of the numerical level of demand can 

be arrived at by taking the percentage of potential demand from 

table 4-9, and adjusting it by the percentages of respondents 

who (a) indicated that they would join a center if it were availab 

and (b) indicated that they considered $150/year a reasonable fee. 

These percentages, in effect, screen that proportion of the popula 

that can be expected not to pursue an interest, however strongly 

expressed. For example, if we wanted to arrive at a rough figure 

for the number of households in Princeton who might utilize 

conveniently located nursery services, the following would provide 

an estimate: 

X 

X 

X 

600 
.125 
75 

.622 
47 

.76 
35 

(number of Jewish households) 
(percentage interested in nursery) 

(percentage interested in joining) 

(percentage considering fee reasonable) 

The rough estimate for the number of households, then, would be 

35 families. This is discussed in further detail in the last 

chapter, on planning for the future. 
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C. Jewish Family Service: The Jewish Family Service agency, 

located in the Greenwood House building in Ewing Township, provides 

a variety of counseling, guidance, and related services to the 

community. Unlike some of the other facilities, there is evidence 

(independent of this survey) that a growing part of the agency's 

caseload is coming from the new area, in particular from Twin 

Rivers.* It is difficult if not impossible to assess potential 

demand for services of this nature with precision, since it is 

in the nature of the subject matter that the conventional interview 

format cannot yield accurate information -- it is too common that 

individuals consider the use of a counseling service, either real 

or potential, as a reflection on their own capacity to deal with 

their problems and needs. 

Nevertheless, we have made some effort to assess both past 

use and likely future demand for this service, albeit in a relat~vel 

non-quantified manner. In particular, we have examined the quest:~n 

of preference for Jewish-related services in this area as a major 

indicator of potential use of services provided by Jewish Family 

Service. 

Table 4-10 on the following page presents a summary of the 

use of counseling services by respondents, and their rating of 

Jewish Family Service, by those respondents who have had exper-

*I . . h f h' . h . . I t 1s 1n t e nature o t 1s serv1ce t at 1t does not serve a mass k 

base, and is therefore not likely to be reflected in a sample surveY+ 
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ience with the agency in the local area. 

TABLE 4-10: USE OF COUNSELING SERVICES BY SURVEY RESPONDENTS 

Used local Used other Used other Never used 

Trenton 

Suburbs 

Windsors 

Princeton 

Twin Rivers 

TOTAL 

Trenton 
Suburbs 
Windsors 
Princeton 
Twin Rivers 

JFS agency JFS agency local 

13.5% 0. 8<',{, 

11.3 2.1 

10.6 10.6 

1.8 8.9 

2.4 9.8 

9.4% 5.2% 

Use of local JFS 
as % uf total use 

81 • 00/o 
61.1 
39.3 
10.0 
11.8 

2.4% 

5.2 

5.6 

7.1 

8.5 

5. ]<',{, 

Local JFS 
rating 

3.94 
3.96 
3.82 

{4.00) 
(4.33) 

agency counseling 

83.3% 

81.4 

73.1 

82.1 

79.3 

80.1% 

(single case) 
(two cases) 

NOTE: the rating scale used above is from 1 (very poor) to 5 (very 
good) · 

Although residents of all areas tend to make roughly the same use 

of counselling services (Windsors/Twin Rivers slightly more), the 

use of Jewish Family Service is much heavier within the Federation 

area. This has to do as much with the recency of many of the new 

area's residents arrival; based on their past use of JFS (most 

likely in New York City), they would appear to be a natural 

clientele for the local JFS agency. · 

As was mentioned above, the issue of preference for Jewish-
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related services is considered a significant indicator: 

----------------------------------------------------------------~~ 
TABLE 4-11: NATURE OF COUNSELLING SERVICES PREFERRED 

Jewish Secular/No Difference 

Trenton 71 .. Y/o 28.7% 
suburbs 55.5 44.5 
Windsors 48 .. 0 52.,0 
Princet>~n 37 .. 0 63.0 
Twin Rivers 46.3 53 .. 7 

Federation area 60" SOlo 39.2% 
New area 44.9 55.1 

------------------------------------------------------------------
The lower level of preference for Jewish~related services in 

the new area suggests that ther~ i;.s more of a competitive elemer.t 

involved; i .. e(, ( ~~L ts unlikely that a ma.jority of these individuals 

will seek out a J"FS agency if a more convenient alternative, most 

probably secula:r, is available. Nonetheless, it is clear that if 

the services of JFS are readily available, they will be used. 

To meet the needs of the largest number of people who are 

potential recipients of services, those services must be: 

- available within a travel time of no mare than half 
an hour 

available during evening hours, preferably in addition 
to rather than instead of, regular weekday business 
hours. 

Of those residents of the new area preferring Jewish-related servicesf 

81.6% responded that they would travel at least one half hour to 

obtain such services; the great majority of this number, however, 

indicated that a half hour was their upper as \f?ell as lower tra\·el 

limit. Again, given the number of people that have already sought 
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the agency out in Ewing Township, it is most likely that a facility 

located within that travel distance of the Windsors/Twin Rivers will 

be well utilized. 

The latter point is also worthy of note~ 55% of the new area 

respondents stated t.hat that" evening hours were the most convenient 

for them, while only 14% indicated that evening hours would be 

a problem. The level of demand for weekday business hour appointment. 

was only half that of evening time period, while many people stated 

that they would have difficulty making appointments for that time 

period (Table 4-12): 

TABLE 4-12: WHAT ARE THE BEST AND WORST TIMES FOR COUNSELLING 
APPOINTMENTS? 

best: 

business hours 
weekday evenings 
weekends 

worst: 

business hours 
weekday evenings 
weekends 

FEDERATION AREA 

40.2% 
52.2 

7.6 

56.6% 
26.5 
16.9 

NEW AREA 

26.4% 
55.9 
17.7 

66. 7>/o 
14.2 
19.2 

Finally, in order to assess in a general way the types of 

problems that may be relevant to future counseling needs, respondents 

were asked to identify which three social-psychological problems, or 

areas of concern, they considered most important to themselves and 

their immediate area. The problems that respondents identified, in 

order of priority, are presented in Table 4-13 on the following 
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page: 

TABLE 4-13:PERCEIVED SOCIAL-PSYCHOLOGICAL PROBLEM AREAS 

Most important Second Third 

Trenton racial conflict* drugs problems of teenagers 

Suburbs drugs parent-child marital problems 
relations problems of teenagers 

Windsors 

Princeton 

Twin 
Rivers 

teenagers' problems marital 

marital problems stress 

teenagers' problems marital 
problems 

*coded as intergroup conflict 

parent-child conflict 

intergroup conflict 

drugs 
parent-child conflict 

The consistency between the responses in the Windsors and T~in 

Rivers suggests an interrelated matrix, as it were, of social an~ 

psychological problems clearly within the scope and role of the 

Jewish Family Service agency. 

D. Trenton Hebrew Academy 

The Trenton Hebrew Academy, located on West State Street 

in Trenton, is the Hebrew day school serving the Trenton area. 

It provides a full-time education, including secular as well as 

Jewish religious studies, for students through the eighth grade. 

The survey respondent families included a total of 25 children 

who are at present students at the Hebrew Academy, distributed 

in a manner presented in Table 4-14 on the following page. It 

should be noted that, of the children in the sample households, 

roughly 5% of all children aged 5 to 18 study at the Hebrew 
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Academy; roughly 11% of all children who are enrolled in some form 

of Jewish education are students at the Hebrew Academy. 

TABLE 4-14: ENROLLMENT IN JEWISH EDUCATION AND AT THE TRENTON HEBREW 
ACADEMY . 

% of children 
5-18 in Jewish 
education 

Trenton 70.\J% 
Suburbs 57.9 
Windsors 36.2 
Princeton 47.8 
Twin Rivers 20.2 

Federation 59. 00/o 
New area 33.8 

total 44. g<'/o 

*single case 

% of children 
5-18 in Hebrew 
Academy 

25. 0"/o 
6.2 
3.9 
1.4* 
1.1* 

7. <J<>Io 

2.4 

4. ~lo 

% of children in 
Jewish ed. in 
Hebrew Academy 

35.7% 
10.7 
10.9 

3.0* 
5.2* 

13.3% 
7.1 

10. "'JJ/o 

With regard to the future of the Hebrew Academy, a number of 

points are apparent; although it is not out of the question that 

the ratio of Hebrew Academy students to total children increase in 

the Federation area (the suburban part), the aging of that pop-

ulation is such that superhuman efforts will be required to keep 

the enrollment from that quarter level. As a result, the key areas 

for future enrollment growth are in the new area - in particul.ar 

the Windsors and Twin Rivers. 

Responses to the question dealing with interest in Jewish 

education for the future uncovered a not insignificant measure 

of interest in Jewish day school education in t~ose areas, as 

well as in the suburban part of the Federation area. As shown in 
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Table 4-15, there would appear tn be considerable potential 

enrollment in the making in the survey area: 

TABLE 4-15: PRESENT AND F'UTUKt INTEREST IN JEWISH DAY SCHOOL 
(%of households tJith children in each category) 

Trenton 
Suburbs 
Windsors 
Princeton 
Twin Rivers 

total 

STRONG PRESENT 
INTEREST 

5.9% 
8.7 

16.2 
0 

11.0 

9.8 

*in forthcoming five year 

ANY PRESENT OR 
FUTURE* INTEREST 

17.6% 
20.0 
27.0 
13.2 
23.3 

21.5 

period 

Households \\·i th 
children/% of total 
households 

13. 00/o 
56.4 
71.2 
67.9 
86.9 

54.9 

The key groups are first, the Trenton suburbs within the Federati8n 

area, which appear to have a small, but non-negligible, potential 

enrollment not yet tapped; and second, the Windsors and Twin Rivers, 

in which substantial demand may exist. Given the large numbers o= 

young children in the Twin Rivers/Windsor areas, should 5% t':J 10:; 

of them be potential day school enrollees, the effect could ~e 

cons id erabl e. 

Specifically, as presented in the table on the following 

page, and using conservative assumptions (we assume here that 

9~fo of those expressing strong interest, and 1~/o of those 

expressing moderate interest represent the population base), 
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the following nunibers are obtained: 

---------------------------------------------~-------------------
TABLE 4-lS(a): NUMBER OF POTENTIAL ADDED PUPILS PER YEAR BY AREA 

TO JEWISH DAY SCHOOL (based on level of deJll:':lnd among 
children presently aged 0-4) 

Federa"tcion area 
suburbs 

Windsors -
Princeton 
Twin>Rivers 

Total· 

Children 
0-4 

168 
313 

93 
533 

% demand for 
day school 

9. SOlo 
17.3 
1.3 

12.3 

annual demand 
1976-1980 

3 
11 

13 

27 

It should be noted parenthetically that the number of Jewish pre-

·school children in the city of Trenton is so small that even if 

all of them were to enroll in day school, the effect would still 

be limited •. 

In any event,, it would appear that the area of the 'V·lindsors 

and Twin Rivers should be able to support a day school of a size 

roughly comparable to the present Hebrew Academy. 

Two m~jor questions remain in the area of demand, which must be 

addressed 1 specifically: 

- conditions .which must be met, with regard to travel 
time 1 cost 1 etc. if th·e potential demand is to be 
turned into real enrollment. 
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- the credibility of the expressed interest: to what 
degree that interest is likely to be turned into 
reality. 

(1) conditions on day school enrollment: As with the 

subventions already discussed, three conditions were considered: 

availability of bus service, length of travel time from home to 

school, and cost. In the case of day school, the number of 

respondents is too small to cite the responses with great con-

fidence: nonetheless, certain concerns are clear enough to draw 

initial conclusions. The following discussion concentrates on 

the Trenton suburbs, and the Windsor/Twin Rivers areas. As has 

been noted, the basic demand data suggest that (a) demand in the 

City of Trenton has largely been met; and (b) no appreciable 

demand exists at present or in the forseeable future in Princetcn. 

The felt need for bus services is unequivocal -- a clear 

majority of households with a strong interest in day school alsc 

stated that bus service was necessary if they were to send their 

.! 

l 
child there. (Table 4-16) j 
--------------------------------------------------------------------~ 
TABLE 4-16: IMPORTANCE OF HAVING BUS SERVICE TO/FROM JEWISH DAY SCHOO' 

Suburbs Wind.sors Twin Rivers 

Necessary 66.7% 87.5% 

Total 

75.9% 

r 

I 
I 

' 
desireable, but ~ 
not necessary 11.1 33.3 12.5 20.7 j 
not important 11.1 0 0 3. 4 ,__. 

-----------------~~------------------------------------------------

Despite the small sample, the direction of the table is unequivocal· 
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The findings on the question of travel time ucccptablc arc ulso 

clear, except that the popult.lt ion is not unanimous -- inclcec~, 

tJ1c respond cnt s are c vcnly split, with approx i rra.te ly 40% holcl ing 

1 5 rni nut cs tl1 e max imurn, a not l1cr 4(}'/o consider inq 30 min ut cs to be 

tl1c upper 1 imi t, anrl tl1 c rcma in i ng 2CY>/o generally willing to have 

their chi lclren travel over 30 minutes to clay school. l\pprox i rna tel y 

half the \vinclsor:'T\·Jin Rivers families felt t11at 15 minutes would be 

the longest travel time they \·lould consider acceptable. In either 

case, it st.rongl y S1JS1gests that only a small minority of those 

fa m i l i e s i n t er e s t c c1 i n day s c l1 o o l wo u 1 d be w ill i n g t o t rave 1 to 

Trenton to the Hebrew Academy at its present location. 

TABLE 4-16(a): ACCEPTABLE TJ<AVa T If'.1E TO/FROM JEWISH DAY SCHOOL 

Suburbs Windsors Twin Rivers TOTAL 

15 minutes 12.5% 54.5% 42.9% 38.5% 
20-29 minutes 0 0 14.3 3.B 
30 minutes 50.0 27.3 42.9 38.5 
over 30 minut cs 37.5 18.2 0 10.2 

TlH' thin.l c~;ntlit.ion is cost acceptability. Many respondents \\'ere not 

willing to l1~1Z<:1rd an estimate in this area (few had any idea of 

actudl, or current, costs for privr1te education of any kind, with 

the occnsionol exception of nursery schools), and those who did 

were often uncertain. The level of information, varying widely from 

the Trenton sub~bs to the WinJsors, was apparent -- 62.5% of the 

'!'renton suburban responllents indicated a figure between $1000 and 

$1500 per year, in essence corrparable. to the actual charges, while 

nearly all the WinLlsrJr/Twin Rivers respondents were either well below 
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or well above a realistic figure. A realization of the act ue1l cost 

TABLE 4-16(b): ACCEPTABLE COST LEVEL FOR 1\ JEWISH DJ\Y SCHOOL 

$0-$499 
$500-$CJ99 
$1000-$1499 
$1500-$1999 
$2000+ 

*single case 

Suburbs 

25.0% 
62.5 
12.5* 

Wind sors 

16.7%* 
66.7 
16.7* 

Twin Rivers 

50. 0'/o 
16.7* 

33.3 

TOTl\L 

5. 0~~ 
45. l_t 

35. l1 

5.0 
10.0 

levels involved may deter some families from carryin~J t.'hrouu11 or: 

the interest expressed here. 

( 2 ) C r e c1 i b i l i t y : C r e c1 i L i 1 it y , a s not e c1 21 b o v c , 1 s us e d her c :_ ~J 

describe whether the interest expressed here is 1 ikely to be tur:~ed 

into r ea 1 it y . Th is i s ex a In i n ed by l o o k i n g at i nt c' r nC:J. l cons i s i_ c! 1 c y ; 

i.e., is the expressed interest in day school consistent with ot':'.er 

attitudinal or behavioral elements relc>vont tu t11c c3ecisi:Jn~' In 

or d e r to me a s u r e t h i s v.· e ex C1 m i n e c l t h c i n t C' r c s t i n cl a y s c 1; ~ o 1 i n ·_ ·: 1 e 

1 i g h t o £ a s c r 1 c s o f s u c h e 1 c 111 en t__ s . T h r e c \'>' L.' r e t <:i k c n a s p a r a ~: 1 <J J . _ 

of the whole: fa8t ing on Yom Kippur ( tracl it i 8nC:J.l pr.:tct ices); str _·:1~~ 

feelings alJout intermarriagc/assimilut_ion (traclitionul vulues); :::1d 

negative assessment of the local public schools. 

It was graitifying to discover that the families expressinq -:1n 

inter e s t in Jew i s h day s c h o o 1 cl i v erg ed shu r ply from the i r n e i g l1 't :=- r s 

in each of these areas, particularly in the last two. In Twin Ri,·ers, 

in particular, the values and perceptions of th~ group under consider~ 

ation was at sharp variance to the consensus of the community; e.g., 
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w·hilc the majority of Twin Rivers respondents felt tl1at schools in 

tl1e area were improving, the families interested in clay school felt 

that they were c]eter ioru.t insl· Furtr1ermore, while the majority of 

Twin Rivers responclents felt that intermarriage \•,,ras not an lSS'.le, 

nearly all the families interested in day sc11ool felt tl1at it \·:as. 

TABLE 4-l 7: /\TT ITliDL & PERCLPT IO~~ COi'·1Pi'\HISON lN TWIN RIVERS - FAMILIES 
INTEREST ED IN Di\Y SCHOOL AND OTHERS 

the local public schools are: 
IMPROVI:\G STAYING THE SAivlE DET ERIOR..:..T IKG 

uay SC11001 0 28.6% 71.4% 
other 59.5% 21.4 10.0 

"too mucl1 fuss lS made about assimilation and intermarriage" 
AGREE DISAGREE 

cJay scl1ool 12.5% 87.5% 
ot11 er 61.7 38.3 

Alt_lJough tl1c divergence' v:~1~2 not_ as sl12n:p in the otlH-'r areas, it was 

not because of any change in tl1c c.Joy school fami l ic>s, b'Jt rather 

b c c au s e t h c c o n s ens us i n t 1--: 0' o t 1; c r t \'' o Ll. r e a s w a s c l o s e r to t h at o f 

u. more traditionalist perspective. The consensus about public 

education was also more negative in other areas; Twin Rivers, in 

fact, was the only area in v.'h ich the rna jor i ty of respondents felt 

that their public schools were improving. As Table 4-18 on the 

following page illustrates, a growing number of sUburbanites 

today perceive their public schools as deteriorating. This could 

plausibly lead in the future to increased inter~st in Jewish day 

school among families sharing some of the relatively traditionalist 

values mentioned above. 
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TABLE 4-18: PERCEPT IONS OF DIRECTION OF LOCAL PUBLIC SCHOOL 

IMPROVING STAYING THE SAME DETERIORATING 

Trenton 2.3% 6. SOlo 90. o/lo 
Suburbs 24.6 35.6 39.8 
Windsors 25.7 30.0 44.3 
Princeton 17.2 6 2.1 20.7 
Twin Rivers 48.1 27.8 24.1 

Federation area 18.5 27.8 53.7 
New area 32.0 35.3 32.7 

The comparisons for establishing credibility of the demand for 

Jewish day school show that, by and large, those families expressing 

strong interest are almost entire prime candidates -- we believe 

that perhaps as many as 900/o of this group would conceivably s enc 

their child (ren) to day school if the conclitions discussed u.bovc were 

met. In the case of families expressing moderate interest the 

opposite is true we believe that the interest expressed is merely 

casual, and few if any of these families are likely to translate ) 
' 

that interest into reality, uncler any plausible set of circ·...:r:tst.:::::ccs. 

E. Greenwood House 

Greenwood House is a center located in E\ving Township, near 

the Jewish CoMnunity Center, that provides institutional care for 

elderly people. The issues that concern us with regard to Greenv:2od 
I 

House are principally demographic; i.e., the number of elderly 
I 

residents of the area that will need the services it provides. In 

addition, a further potential denand element ii provided by those 

fi 

t 
I 

younger residents of the area, particularly new in-migrants, who 

may, in the event that their parents need institutional care, 
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seek to have them admitted to an institution in this area. 

This section discusses three separate questions relevant 

to this concern: (1) the demographic base for Greenwood House 

in the area; (2) attitudes and concerns on the part of senior 

citizens in the area, relevant to Greenwood House; and (3) the 

potential demand from younger residents obtaining services for 

their parents. 

(1) the demographic base: Although it is clearly impossible 

to tell from demographic data how many individuals will need the 

services Greenwood House provides, it is possible to assel1lL 

surrogate data; i.e., a measurement that serves as aD ~~~:~~le~t 

for analysis purposes. It was noted earlier (Table 2-8, on page 

2-19) thilt ilt present there are 139 Jews over age 80 in the 

Federation area; since (a) the average admission age to Greenwood 

House is over 80, and (b) the combined resident population and 

waiting list run from 60-70, we can use as our analysis figure 

that of .50 the population 8Ver 80. This population is on the 

increase: 

TABLE 4-19: POPULATION PROJECTION OF PEOPLE OVER 80 - FEDERATIOX AR~~ 

1975 

1980 

139 

214 
-..22 

182 
X~ 

164 

aged 74-79 in 1975 
deaths in group 1975-1979 

adjustment for out-migration 
people over 80 added by 1980 

(cant inued) 
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1985 

summary: 

1975 

335 aged 70-74 in 1975 
-_12 deaths in group 1975-1984 

262 
X~ adjustment for out-migration 

210 people over 80 added by 1985 

1980 

139 surviving 73 
164 

surviving 
surviving 

total 

1985 

27 
87 

210 

Thus, the population over 80 will increase by nearly 100 in the 

next five years, and by an addition 8-90 people during the five 

year period after that. If one adopts the figure of .50 of this 

population as the potential demand for Greenwood House, the 

folllowing demand figures are reached: 

1975 70 
1980 119 
1985 162 

If one takes a more conservative approach, and, for example, argues 

that 45 beds, which is .32 of 139 (present population) should be the 

ratio, the following figures are reached: 

1975 45 
1980 76 
1985 104 

In either case, one can assume a substantial increase in demand 

for institutional care facilities for senior citizens in the near 

future. 

J 
I 

I 

l .. 
' 
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(2) Attitudes toward Greenwood House: Given the level of 

potential demand, from a demographic perspective, one fincls 

further that Greenwood House has a generally very positive 

image among the senior citizens of the Trenton area*, suggesting 

that, to the degree that tlH:y need the services it provides, tl1ey 

will in large numbers attempt to take advontoge of them at Green-

wood Bouse. 

Nearly all our respondents hod heard of Greenwood House (94%), 

and 6£>/o have at least one friend who is, or has been, a resident 

of Greenv.:ood House. Thus, it would appear that knowledge ocout 

the facilit-:y, including some first-hand information, is wicely 

diffused among the senior citizens of the area. As a result, the 

positive ratings are most likely a reliable assessment: 

'l'ABLE 4-2U: !\TTITUDES OF SENIOR CITIZENS TOWARD GREENWOOD EOUSE 

( 1 ) own r2.ting VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR VERY POOR 

Trenton 67.3% 26.5% 4.1% 0 2.0% 
Suburbs 4 2. 5 35.0 10.0 10.0% 2.5 

Total 56.2 30.3 6.7 4.5 2.2 

( 2) assessment of residents' satisfaction (respondents with friends 
in Greenwood House) 

GENERALLY SOME SATISFIED GENERALLY 
SATISFIED SOME NOT UNSATISFIED 

Trenton 84.6% 7.7% 7.7% 
Suburbs 76.0 20.0 4.0 

Total 81.3 12.5 6.3 

------------------------------------------~------------------------
*Throughout this section we have c<!lncentrated exclusively on the 
Federation area, since the number of senior citizens in the ne\·: 
area, particularly in the older years, is insignificant, and it 
was impossible to draw an adequate sample of the area. 
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Although the consensus is somewhat less enthusiastic among 

suburban respondents, even there it is overwhelmingly favorable. 

Of those fc\·: respondents who commented that their friends were 

unsutisfied there was no specific or single facet of the agency 

t11at \-:ds the proLlt...':n; r.:lt.hor, corq>ldints generally had t:J do \·:ith 

the quality of services provided by Greenwood House staff. 

A substantial majority of respondents further indicated 

that, if they should huve to move to such a facility, Greenwo:Jd 

House would be their first c11_oice. This was the overwhelming 

consensus of Trenton residents, and the choice of about half :Jf 

the suburban senior citizens. A closer look at these resp:Jnses 

sug~Jcsts that, rut11er than hu.ving speci ::i:: c')jections to Greenwosd 

House , rna n y s en i or c i t i z n e s f 1 at l y d o not 1.-':a n t to cons i c1 e r t h e 

eventuality that they m0y need t11e facilities provided t11erE . 

Needless t:J say, however high people perceive the quality of the 

Greenwood H:Juse facility, the prospect of becoming dependent :Jn 

the facility, and losing one's alJility to be self-sufficient, ar2 I 
! 

f:r i <J'•t Pn ing pr aspects for a great nurrib er of people. l 
Finally, another difference between the Trenton and the subur, 

senior citizens was the concern for Kashrut at the facility, and 

the availability of chapel, or shul, on the premises. Both were 

considerably more important to the Trenton residents, as illustrat~ 
I 

I 
by the table on the following page. 
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TABLE 4-20(a): IMPORTANCE OF (A) KASHRUT (B) A CHAPEL OR SHUL 

TRENTON SUBURBS TOI'AL 
(a) Kashrut 

necessary 51. 00/o 30.0% 43.0% 
desireable only 12.2 26.7 17.7 
not important 36.7 43.3 39.2 

(b) a chapel or shul on the premises 

necessary 52.9% 36.7% 46.9% 
des ireabl e only 27.5 40.0 3 2 .l 
not important 19.6 23.3 21.0 

It would appear, therefore, that a majori·ty of the senior ci tize~s 

in the area consider 111Clintenance of traditional practices either 

necessary or desireable; certainly, the number who are ready 

entirely to dismiss them, whether Trenton or suburban, are few. 

Thus, in short, it would appear that there do not exist the 

kinds of objections or problems that might lead actual demand tc 

be substantially below the demand projected from the demographic 

base; as a result, the suggested figures presented on page 4-27 

above are, to the degree reasonably feasible, substantiated. 

(3) Demand for services to residents• parents: The relative 

precision with which the local demographic base for services can be 

estimated cannot be duplicated in this area; too many uncertainities 

affect futlire demand, potential or real. Certainly, from an abstract 

standpoint the potential is enormous - there are thousands of 

parents 'out there•, making up a potential service demand. In 

practice, of course, large numbers will prefer.to remain in their 

own communities if they need services, others will move to the 
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conununities of their other children, and still others will never 

need institutional care. We will make some effort to narrow the 

base down in this manner. 
----------------------------------------------------------------
TABLE 4-21: NU~ffiER AND DISTRIBUTION OF PARENTS OF AREA RESIDE~~S 

LIVING OUTSIDE AREA 

TRENTON SUBURBS WINDSORS PRINCETON TWIN RIVERS 

% ·families with 
liv:.ng parents: 23.7% 49.5% 69.2% 75.CJ% 79.3% 

average number 
parents/family: 3.0 3.18 3.50 3.07 3.72 

% parents living 
outside area: 59.5% 59.6% 83.3% 94.6% 95.0% 

households 1002 1548 720 600 800 
X.237 X.495 X.692 X.750 X. 79 3 

with parents 237 766 498 450 634 
X3.00 X3 .18 X3.50 X3.07 X3. 72 

total parents 711 2436 1743 1382 2358 
X. 595 X.5C)6 X.833 X.946 X.950 

outside area: 423 1452 1452 1307 2240 

total - Federation area 1875 total new are~ 4999 total 6874 
-------------------------------------------------------------------
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a figure of likely moves as follows: 

Federation area: 1875 X .121* = 227 
new area: 4999 X .087 = 435 
total 662 

Since this movement can be expected to take place gradually, over 

a long period of time, it is doubtful that this in-migration of 

senior citizens will l1ave more than a small effect on the senior 

citizen populo t.ion in the area 1n general, and a minimal effect en 

demJ.nd for Greenwood House. If WP assume tl1at it is distributed ::::·;eJ 

25 years I the annual senior citizen in-migration will be cet\·:een 

.?5 anc.l 30 peopl o; of these 1 most 1 ikely, between 2 and 5 per year 

will be over 80. Although this may increase, for exa1~le, during 

t1;c· l 0 E30's ~1r JC\C)0's, as t1;c parents of the Twin Rivers group 

become cCJll.ec-Lively older, it. is never likely to increase demand 

for Grccr1·v:us:: IJsusc by r.1~Jre than l-3 people per year. Thus \·:c car: 

clisco:;:·Jt in-:1icr:rution tJ1zit. takes place inc1epenc1ently of a need f:=.-

s e r v i c c s a s c: p n t en t i a 1 s i q n i f i can t c1 c m 0 n c:i e 1 em en t . 

( L ) h 8\·: n:t n y .:t r c l i }: c l y t o n c e c1 in s t it u t ion a 1 c 0 r e ? 1'\ 

substanti<:1l proportion of the area's residents expect that one or 

more of tl1eir parents may need institutional care within the next 

five years. Even if we assume that this need applies to only one 

parent per household, and dis count it by 500/o, it remo. ins substantia 1 

as illustrated in the table on the following page. On the basis of 

these conservative assumptions, the number whose children anticipate 

will need care remains over 200 people. 
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TABLE 4-2l{a): NUMBER AND DISTRIBUTION OF PARENTS LIVING OUTSIDE 
AREA AND NEEDING CARE WITHIN NEXT FIVE YEARS 

Trenton suburbs Windsors Princeton Twin Rivers 

14 44 40 76 40 

total federation area = 58 total new area = 156 total 214 

note: calculations as follows (Twin Rivers example) total outside 
area 2240/divide by number/household (3. 72) = 602. % needing 
care in five years 14%. 602 X .14 X • 95 {percent of those 
needing care living outside area) = 80. divided by 2 = 40. 

If this is an accurate reflection of need, then there will be a 

potential demand for institutional facilities (whether in this ar~l 

or elsewhere) of 40-45 people per year in the combined areas. 

(c) how many will their children attempt to find space for 

in this area? The great major~ty of respondents indicate that 

if their parents needed care, they would seek a facility in this 

area. 7'"JO!o in the Federation area and 74% in the new area felt this 

way. This must be discounted, however, by the fact that many ~f 

the respondents are not the individuals who would l.Je responsible I 
for their parents in the event a decision of this sort would have td 

I 
be made; 59% of the children in the Federation area, and 64% in l 
the new area indicated that they are responsible. We can assume 

that in many, if not most of the remaining cases, another child, 

presumably living elsewhere, will take the responsibility. If 

we adjust the figures in Table 4-2l(a) above, to reflect the two 

factors presented here -- the effort to locate ·parents in this area 
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and the question of responsibility, we obtain: 

Federation area: 58 
X.77 

45 
X. 59 

26 

new area: 156 
X. 74 

115 
X. 64 

74 

Thus, on this basis, the effective deiTBnd for fu.cilities in this 

area during the five year period will be a total of 100 people 

from the combined areas, or about 20 per year. 

It is possible that the level of demand will not be this 

great at first, since apparently the ages of the individuals 

involved, in the new area at least, are lower than the typical 

age for institutional care demand. The~ of the individuals 

(or sons-in-law) are aged, on the average 50 years in the 

Federation area, and 42 years in the new area. Thus many of the 

parents (whom their children expect to need institutional care) 

are unlikely to be more than 70, or 75 at most, during the five 

year period under discussion. Even if we cut the denand level fr2m 

the new area in half on this basis, we remain with a figure ~f 

12 to 13 per year. 

Of these, the great majority.will actively seek a Jewish 

facility: 9~/o of the respondents in the Federation area, and 71% 

in the new area, indicated that this was the case - 9% of the 

respondents in the new area, and none in the Federation area, 

stated that they would be seeking non-Jewish facilities for their 

parents. The question made no difference to the remainder. Thus, 

assuming that the quality was competitive, which our evidence 
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suggests is the case, the great majority of families in need may 

well turn to Greenwood 'House as their first choice. It should be 

noted, however, that as was shown in Table 4-2, only about a 

third of the families in the new area have ever heard of Greenwood 

House . 

Finally, for comparison with Table 4-20(a), the following are 

the preferences expressed by children on behalf of their parents I 
I 

with regard to Kashrut and the availability of a chapel or shul: J 
------------------------------------------------------------------
TABLE 4-21 (b): IMPORTANCE OF (A) KASHRUT AND (B) . A CHAPEL OR SHUL 

CHILDREN ASSESSING PARENTS I PREFERENCE I 
FEDERATION AREA NEW AREA TOTAL 

(a) Kashrut 

necessary 36.7% 44.7% 40.2% 
desireable only 18.3 23.4 20.6 
not important 45.0 31.9 39.3 

(b) a chapel or shul on the premises 

t .necessary 3 3. 9% 48. cylo 40.4% I 
desireable only 45.2 42.6 44.0 
not important 21.0 8.5 15.6 ( 

------------------------------------------------------------------1 
Interestingly, the residents of the new area, who are themselves 1 

I 
generally less observant than those of the Federation area, believd 

that observant practices are more important to their parents; 

perhaps this is reflective of some measure of guilt vis a vis 

own departure from the observances of their upbringing, and perhaP1 

not •. In either case, the results are similar to those of Table 4-2~ 
• 
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F. Other Services for the Elderly 

Two other service areas should be discussed briefly, since 

a demand exists, and given the increase in the population of senior 

citizens 1n the area, are likely to become progressively more 

important. 

(1) Institutional Day Care: A sUbstantial minority of 

respondents indicated that their parents presently, or within 

the next five years, would be likely to benefit from the avail-

ability of institutional day care services;* 

TABLE 4-22: DEMAND FOR INSTITUTIONAL DAY CARE SERVICES BY AREA 

Trenton Suburbs Windsors Princeton Twin Rivers 

13.3% 19.6% 15.3% 27.9% 11.4% 

note: percentage of respondents with living parents indicating t~at 
one or more parents would benefit from such services 

Although hardly definitive, this suggests that this area is definite 

worth exploring in greater detail. 

(2) housing for senior citizens: There would appear to be 

considerable demand for moderately priced senior citizens housing 

both from elderly people residing in the area, and from younger 

residents who would want to relocate their parents into the area. 

30.6% of the Federation area respondents (excluding those resident 

in Trent Center) expressed an interest in moderate cost senior 

citizens housing in the suburban Trenton area: of those expressing 

an interest, 4T/o stated that it was a definite, and urgent, need. 
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Furthermore, 29% of the Federation area younger residents, 

3 8>/o of those in the n c w area , in d i cat ed that the i r par c n t s 

interested in senior citizens housing. Of these, 72.5% of the 

Federation area respondents and 7f5% of t11os e in the new area, 

stated thu.t they would encourage their parents (those expressing 

an interest) to locate in this area if senior citizens housing 

were available. Thus we have a two-tier phenomenon here: there is 

not only a demand for senior citizens housing present in the area, 

but there lS a second level of potential demand, that would be 

triggered by the construction of senior citizens housing, and 

probably require additional housing to be developed. 

In view of the latter demand, it lS possible that, despite 

the relatively small numbers there at present, it may be worth 

considering th~ ·development of senior citizens housing in the new 

area as well as in the Federation area. In either case, we s~gg 

that the need for senior citizens housing will be C1 major cor:cern 

of the Trenton area Jewish comrnunit.y ~-r:. the forseeable future, ar:.-: 

that it could well be a major area toward which the Federation 

should direct efforts and resources. 
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CHAPTER 5: PLANNING FOR THE FUTURE 

In the four chapters preceding this we have described a wice 

range of aspects, features, and conditions of the Jewish 

corrununity in the greater Trenton area. This chapter, then, will 

attempt to surrrrnarize the most directly relevant findings of the 

first four chapters, and draw from them some direction that can 

assist the Federation and its subventions in the planning of the 

future of the organized Jewish cormnuni ty. 

The demographic trends outlined in the first chapter are 

perhaps the most dramatic single group of findings in the study 

as a whole, as well as being highly relevant for planning. The 

implications are serious: 

a shrinking population base in the Federation area, 
likely to be, within a decade, less than 2/3 its 
peak population (of the early and mid-1960's). 

- a population to be made up more and more of senior 
citizens, with their concorrunitant needs for more 
services, and reduced incomes. 

- a population with fewer yoyng adults, and progressively 
fewer families raising children, and fewer children, 
particularly in the pre-school and grade school ages. 

Each of these features has l1 irect implications for tlH? individual 

subventions as wc-11 as the Federa-tion c-ts a uhole~ 

At the sank~ ·tilne; a noticeable cont-X:E1St vias found in the 

area we have termed the 'new' area, in particular the Winc3sors 

and Twin Rivers. Here is a population that has come into being 
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almost from scratch within the past decade, in particular within 

the past five years. It is a population of young families, with 

large nunibers of grade school and pre-school children, a 
and 

population that is as affluent/ as educationally and occupation-

ally qualified as the population of the Federation service area. 

Nothing in the above should come as a particular surprise to 

the informed leadership of the Federation, or of the Jewish 

community outside the present Federation service area. As far 

back as 1961, in the last Federation survey, a sharp increase 

was visible (between 1961 and 1949) in the number of senior 

citizens, as well as a decline in the nuniber of pre-school 

children in the area. More recently, many onservers have noted 

gradual shifts in the demand for services, and an increasing 

visibility of a Jewish community in the East Windsor - Twin Rivers 

area, as progressively more families from that area seek out the 

Jewish services (JFS, day school) available in the Federation 

area. Still, although it may not be surprising, it is diffic~lt 

to accept in its full scope, since its implications are so 

far-reaching, and have such a direct bearing on the future not 

l 

' I 
l 
I 
I 

I only of the specific services, but on the organized Jewish community f 

in this area as a whole.* 

j (From all accounts, the organized Jewish community of Trenton 

*It is interesting to note that, on the basis of conversations with 
leaders of the Jewish community, the consensu-s was that the Jewish 
population of the Federation service area was in the area of 10,000. 
This is amazing, since even without the current survey, a casual 
perusal of the 1961 data would have made it clear that a high figure 
of that sort would have been, to say the least, extremely unlikelY· 

I 
I 
J 
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in its heyday, and still today, is outstanding among Jewish 

communities in the level of organizational and synagogue involve-

ment, the scope of its communal service network, and the level of 

contributions for a relatively small community. According to the 

survey, 9~/o of all households interviewed in the Federation area 

contributed to the Federation campaign, 84% were meniliers of at 

least one Jewish organization, and 76% were members of a syna-

gogue. These levels of participation are high, and are a deserved 

source of pride among the members of the community. 
v 

As the size of the population in the Federation service area 

declines, and the senior citizen share of that population cecomes 

larger, it will become progressively more difficult to maintain 

the historical level of financial, organizational, and programmatic 

activity in the area. The resource base for both financial suppcrt 

and organizational activity will decline; that base, for certain 

particular services, will shrink even more rapidly. This change 

will not take place overnight, certainly, and its effects in so~e 

areas may not be significant for another five, ten, or fifteen 

years; nonetheless, it is happening. 

As a result of their awareness of these trends, as well as 

for many other reasons, much of the leadership in the Federation 

ha.s been exploring the implications of various ways of relating 

to the Jewish communities of those areas not part of the service 

area. Although the overall thrust or the survey findings not only 

supports this movement, but actively encourages it, some limited 
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caveats, or warnings, are also implicit in the survey data. 

It would have been unrealistic to expect that the Jewish 

conununity of the Windsors-Twin Rivers area would have the same 

level of organizational or communal committment as that of the 

Federation area, and indeed we found no such thing. Inaead of 

a community in which observance, organizational membership, and 

committment to the community, are the rule and the consensus, 

the Windsor-Twin Rivers community is one in which a large part 

of the community are largely non-observant, and not actively 

concerned with communal services and activities. We do not 

believe that this is in any sense a function of the newness of 

the com~unity; as was discussed in earlier chapters, we consider 

it a basic attitudinal matter. We do not know whether to attribute 

it to a generational difference, or to the New York origin of so 

many Twin Rivers and Windsor residents; whatever the reason, it 

is a major reality that must be accepted. 

This has a number of implications, two that should be 

pointed out. First, it means that levels of membership, levels 

of fund-raising, and the like, are not likely at any point to 

reach the level (in proportion to population) reached in the 

Federation area. Second, the reduced sense of communal solidarity, 

if you will, suggests that most Jewish co~nunal services, to gain 

a strong population base in the Windsors-Twin ~ivers area, will 
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have to compete directly with services provided by secular 

sources for the same audience. 

Although most probably no Jewish service in modern times 

in this country has been entirely free of competition from secular 

sources, the information about the Federation area population 

strongly suggests that many of the households in that area have 

had a strong predilection for use of Jewish services; i.e., unless 

a secular agency provides a service that is clearly and substantially 

preferable, they will choose the Jewish service. This is closely 

tied to the concept we have dubbed the 'communal obligation', which 

is strongly felt in the Federation area. 

The same is not true of the Windsor-Twin Rivers area. The 

predilection for use of Jewish services, if it exists, is 

weaker. Demand for Jewish services is less tied to their being 

Jewish, and is more a function of a generalized demand. The sur\·ey 

found, for example, that a very larg·e number of Twin Rivers residents 

would be ready to join a Jewish Corrununity Center if it located ::ear 

them. We believe that most of those people would be equally likely 

to join a secular center providing the same services at simi~ar 

cost, and if both the Jewish and the secular center existed side 

by side, many might very well end up choosing the secular center, 

perhaps for very minor reasons. 

In a similar vein, it is not surprising that the families 

in Twin Rivers who want to send their children to a Jewish day 

school are most negative about the pUblic schools, relative to 
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the local consensus, of any area. Given the underlying value 

structure, the negative reaction to local public education is 

likely to be a more significant element in that area than in 

other areas, because the positive push, associated with Jewish 

identity and cormni t tment, is weaker. 

This is not to suggest that there are not large numbers of 

residents in the Windsor-Twin Rivers area who are ded icatcd, 

civically involved, Je\·.'S. There are large numbers of people who 

are committed and involved. It is that these people are not as 

representative of the total Jewish community in that area, as their 

counterparts in the Federation area are. This has significant 

implications far planning. 

Given this overall picture, what, then, are the implications 

for the Federation, and for the individual subventions. Belot.·.r we 

attempt to identify some of the major concerns, and some of the 

key issues, first for each subvention, and then for the 

Federation. 

The Jewish Community Center .is one of the two major subventions 

with the classic problem of a shrinking base, resulting in large 

part from the demographic shifting of the population, but also from 

a decline jn its service base relative to the population. As our 

statistics illustrated, the suburban movement of the Trenton Jewish 

population weakened the ties many Jewish households had to the JCC. 

I 
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Suburban residents within the Federation area tend only to 

be members as long as they have young children (and even then 

a substantial percentage do not join), and then leave. Other 

suburbanites join when they are new to the area, and leave after 

(one assumes) they have acclimated, and developed social and 

recreational resources independent of t})e JCC. At the same time, 

Trenton res icl ents tend to remain members. 

Since the suburban share of the population is growing, at 

Trenton's expense, and will continue to do so, if the share of 

the suburban population that is interested in JCC services is 

smaller than that of the Trenton population, then the potential 

membership base will continue to dwindle. The same is true, of 

course, of families with and without children. In either case, 

the JCC must arrive at a means of holding/recapturing those 

people who tend to leave, or watch it continue to decline. 

Conceivably this could be done in part by redirecting JCC 

activities and functions to the age and population groups most 

affected. In addition to the obvious area of additional services 

for senior citizens, two other areas come to mind: programs and 

activities for non-senior citizen older adults {in their 40's and 

SO's), and programs for young adults, not yet members of independ-

ent households, in their 20 • s. In the latter case, it is conceivabl-e 

that greater attention by the organized Jewish community to the needs 

and interests of this group could pe~haps encourage a larger nurrber 
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to remain in the Trenton area (the same would apply to college 

students from the area, as far as summer and vacation time 

activities are concerned). As was noted, this appears to be the 

largest group of out-migrants. 

The preference and condition responses from the Twin Rivers 

and Windsor residents strongly suggest that, although they are 

interested in JCC-type activities, they are generally unwilling 

to travel the distance that would be required to participate in 

activities at the center on Lower Ferry Road. Barring a major 

change, it is doUbtful that the JCC can count on any major 

membership increment from that quarter. The strong level of 

interest, however, and the current relative absence of competition 

from other sources suggest that the construction of a facility,: 

or on a more modest scale the provision of activities and services 

in borrowed facilities, may be worth considering in the East Wir.3sor­

Twin Rivers area. 

The Trenton Hebrew Academy is the other service confronted 

with problems directly linked to the demographic change in its 

traditional service area. Simply stated, our information suggests 

that, if the Hebrew Academy continues to rely on the Federation 

area to draw a student body, it will not be able to assemble 

an entering class for many more years. The number of children of 

pre-school age in the Federation area, including the suburbs, 
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is so small (and shrinking) as to be almost insignificant in 

future educational planning. 

If full-time Jewish education has a future in this area, 

and we believe it does, that future lies in the Windsor-Twin Rivers 

area. That area, which is relatively compact, is the only part of 

the overall region that has the demographic base to support the 

major part of a Jewish day school. The other parts of the region 

Trenton, Lawrence, Yardley in toto may not be able to provide 

more than 5 enrollees per year to a day school. Similarly, Princeton 

residents show no interest in Jewish day education worth noting. 

As with the JCC, the evidence is unequivocal that East Windsor 

and Twin Rivers parents are unlikely to send their children to the 

Hebrew Academy in Trenton, with limited exceptions. A facility will 

have to be situated much more closely to them if it is to achieve 

anything approach the potential enrollment. 

It should be stressed with regard to both the Trenton Hebret..\· 

Academy and the Jewish Community Center that the findings of the 

survey do not provide conclusive evidence that a move to the Winjsor-

Twin Rivers area would be successful, and economically justifiable. 

The data support such a contention, but do not demonstrate it; we 

strongly urge, with regard to both services, that if the interest 

in pursuing a move exists, that more detailed, more precisely 

focused, analysis be done to assess the variou~ pros and cons.* 

*We should note that a variety of specific manipulations of the data 
for this survey can still be done that can refine these points, basec 
on particular needs of the subventions in their planning. 
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Jewish Family Service is in a less problematical position 

than the two services mentioned above. We have noted that there 

has already been some use of the JFS services in Ewing by 

residents of the Windsors; unlike JCC and day school, people 

in need are generally willing to travel longer distances for 

counseling (up to an hour). Thus, while a significant part of 

the population in need will travel to the existing office, there 

is little doubt that there are others who would not. Similarly, 

the number of Jewish households in the East Windsor area is such 

that the volume of business that an office in that area would do 

might be comparable to that done in the Ewing office. In any case, 

providing facilities in that area is under consideration by the 

agency, and the information is supportive of the idea. Not in the 

sense that the data can identify X households who need counseling 

at this moment, but in the sense of more general demographic and 

social trends relevant to the potential need for such services. 

Again, this is a 'competitive' service; only a minority of area 

residents expressed any preference for services provided by a 

Jewish, rather than a secular agency. At this time, of course, there 

is something of a vacuum to be filled, in any case. 

Greenwood House is in the opposite position. Rather than 

face either a geographic or programmatic redirection as an alternative 

to actual curtailment of its activities (which may be the case with 
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the first two services mentioned) , Greenwood House may have to 

expand considerably. We anticipate a substantial increase in 

demand for places at Greenwood House, based on a sharp increase in 

the age group (80+) representing the principal clientele for 

Greenwood House. A strong positive feeling about Greenwood House 

among the prospective clientele, as well as potential added demand 

from parents of younger residents of this area as well as the Windsor-

Twin Rivers area, only add to this potential increase. Greenwood 

House, unlike the two other services (JCC and Hebrew Academy) is 

not geographically constrained; assuming there is adequate space, 

the location is suitable to serve a wide geographic area, since 

children, relatives, and friends of Greenwood House residents are 

not as constrained in travel time.* In any case, the great bulk 

of the prospective clientele is located in Trenton and Ewing, in 

any case, so that the travel question does not really arise. 

The application that Greenwood House has made for a Certificate 

of Need for additional beds is eminently reasonable; if anything, 

we suspect that the potential demand, within the fairly near fut~re 

will be greater than the addition-proposed. As a result, it is likely 

that a further increment will be required shortly after the one 

proposed at the moment is completed. 

*A variety of factors go into what a respondent considers an appropriat 
travel time; in particular, the purpose of the trip, whether the 
driver is the beneficiary of the service, or whether he/she is 
chauffeuring someone else; how often the trip must be made, etc. 
EStimating what will be acceptable ~ravel times, beyond a certain 
level, becomes more of an art than a science, 
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In addition to the specific service that Greenwood House 

provides, in terms of institutional care, we support the proposal 

of Greenwood House to study the feasibility of providing institut-

ional day care for mentally impaired individuals. Furthermore, we 

urge the Federation to undertake a seri~us and systematic study, 

for which this survey should provide the starting point, on the 

need for senior citizens housing in the area. There is no doubt 

that there is a significant need, and that a reasonable part of 

that need should be met in the future through locations and housing 

types other than the urban high-rise type that has dominated senior 

citizens housing up to now. A variety of issues should be addressed, 

including preferred housing types and configurations, desireability 

of separate senior citizens vs. mixed age group housing, etc. 

Similarly, an effort should be made to quantify the potential demand 

more precisely.* 

In general, given the increasing share of the population mace 

up of senior citizens, there should be great emphasis given to the 

other services - social, nutritional, cultural, supportive, and so 

on --that might be needed. We expect that this will be one of the 

most important concerns of the Federation during the coming decade. 

*In view of the recent Mt.Laurel decision of the New Jersey Supreme 
Court, barriers to construction of moderate cost housing in the 
suburbs should be substantially less, although in some cases there 
may still be a need for litigation to make it possible. 
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The Jewish Federation of Greater Trenton itself, as the 

funding, planning, and administrative umbrella for Jewish 

communal services in the area must confront all of the issues 

mentioned,although from perspectives that sometimes may vary 

from those of the direct service providers. One area that must 

be looked into closely is the medium and long-range financial 

picture of the Federation and its sUbventions; we have suggested 

that the increasing share taken by senior citizens in the area 

population could have the effect of reducing the fiscal resource 

base at the same time that demands for services increase. One 

would not be human under those circumstances not to look at the 

fiscal potential in the East Windsor-Twin Rivers area in terms 

of future need. Again, these are not immediate problems; still, 

it is best to begin thinking about them soon. 

Along those lines a detailed fiscal study may be timely; a 

study that will evaluate costs of the various operations and 

revenues, both from subventions and from Federation, in the 

context of the near and middle-range demographic future, to 

identify as precisely as possible when, and in what areas, the 

potential fiscal problems will take place. This could be an 

important element in a planning process. 

With or without a fiscal study, as well as the other 

specific investigations and analyses that we have suggested in 
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this chapter, the most important step at this time is to begin 

framing the alternatives and their implications in the light 

of the information presented in this report. We honestly believe 

that Federation is at a crossroads in the Trenton area; ~n 10G2, 

at least in part on the basis of the 1961 survey, the decision was 

made to suburbanize - to move the preponderance of Jewish communal 

facilities to the suburbs, at that time EWing Township. At that 

time East Windsor was farmland, and Twin Rivers a potato field. 

Today, a set of decisions equally important lie ahead, with even 

greater risks. We do not underestimate the risks; our attitudinal 

findings with regard to the Windsor-Twin Rivers population suggest 

that it will not be an easy task to build the communal base in 

that area that will be needed to support a significant Jewish 

communal infrastructure.* Nonetheless, it must be confronted. At 

the risk of repeating a time-worn cliche, this is in actuality 

one of those situations \·There not to dec icie is to decide. The 

continued movement of demographic reality \vill not allow the 

Federation to stand still. 

*In this discussion the role of the Princeton Jewish community 
has been touched upon only marginally. Although it is a large 
conununity, with roughly 600 families, the evidence suggests that 1 
by and large its internal structuro tends to meet its needs, and 
that there is no strong support in that area for major institutional 
changes, or rearrangement of services. If a JCC-type center was built· 
within reasonable distance of Princeton in the Windsors it might 
attract some members from there, but little more. 9 6 9 2 



----~-------------------


