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THE HEART OF THE COMMUNITY

WITH A HEART FOR ITS PEOPLE

Sm. KUTNrR
Assi~t3nt Director

SIYMOUR KORNOlUM
Executive Director

COMMUNITY CENTER
DELAWARE

JEWISH
OF WILMINGTON 1,

515 FRENCH STREET· Phone OLympia 5-5567

CAMPSITE • Phone POrter 4-0500

June 10, 1963

Ur. George J. tveiner, President
Wilmington Jewish Comrmmity Center
Wilmington, Delaware

Dear George:

The responsibility which you placed upon the Population
Survey Committee is now fulfilled.

From the beginning to the very end, the job could not
have been done were it not for the diligence and persistence of
our Survey Director, Harry Bluestone. Although many people - the
committee, the staff of the Jewish Comrrnmity Center, and the corps
of volunteers - played an important part in completing the survey,
for which they correctly deserve a big "Thank You" for a job well
done, Harry Bluestone must be singled out as the dynamo behind the
study. He guided the survey from inception to publication. As
chairman of the Survey Committee, I wish to extend our special,
cordial thanks to him.

Speaking for all concerned, as we look back upon an
undertaking that seemed almost impossible, we realize now that it
was a very rewarding experience. Every participant soon understood
that he was not only doing what had to be done, but something dif­
ferent and interesting which would be of far greater value to our
entire community than that which he had anticipated.

. . On behalf of the Population survey Committee and its corps
of volunteers, I present the complete findings of the committee to
you and the Jewish Community of Northern Delaware. We see this as
step number one in the anticipated construction of the new Jewish
Community Center buildil1g.

a~~
CHARLES TWER, ehairman
Population Survey Committee

;t1l!mCI!'t c:f1 I!ne' UNITED COMMUNITY FUND, NORTHERN DELAWARE, INC.

'9 ~ JEWISH FEOIUIATION 0,. DEl..AWARE • NATIONAL JEWfSH WELFARI!: BOARD

11I111 111111
UN' DFUND
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Mr. Seymour Kornblum, Executive Director
Jewish Community Center
515 French Street
Wilmington 1, Delaware

Dear Seymour:

When in early November of 1961 the Jewish
Federation of Delaware granted the request of the
Board of Directors of the Jewish Community Center
for my services as director and analyst of the
population survey, I gladly accepted the assignment.
It had always been my feeling through the years that
such a survey was very necessary as a base for further
community studies and planning.

My fifteen years as your predecessor gave me
great insight into Delaware Jewry and made this
assignment simpler and more interesting. It is now
ready for transmittal to you.

I shall not flatter myself to think or believe
that everyone receiving a copy will read this study
from cover to cover, but I do want everyone to know
that the last page is devoted exclusively to acknow­
ledgement of gratitude amply deserved. It is dedica­
ted to those who examined the analysis in its
entirety with a critical eye and then offered
excellent suggestions for me to follow.

With all good wishes for a pleasant summer,

SZ~~
Harry~iuestone, ACSW
Research Consultant

• Supporting 40 Local, National and Overseas Agencies
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Sidney Laub,
President

.l Thoughtful Community Plans Ahead.

Federation is the means by which a community with
diverse religious, economical, cultural and ideological
backgrounds works together in a common cause for a better
society. It is our expression of faith in the future and
of our will to make it better; our way of asserting that
men can, by voluntary united effort, better themselves,
their society and their world.

Some of the Federation activities are well under­
stood. It is clear to most people that the Federation raises
money once a year, analyzes needs, allocates funds, collects
pledge payments, and carries on a variety of activities, but
perhaps the most essential ingredient and one which provides
meaning to the whole structure is that of community planning.
This is a complex and continuing process by which we take
stock of our community, its needs, it. problems, the way in
which we are meeting those needs, and consciously plan ahead
to meet these needs in the most efficient and economical
fashion. Just as every thriving business must stop and
assess its strengths and weaknesses and reevaluate its role
in the community, so must the Federation. To the extent that
this is a continuing, effective process, a community can
maintain stable, well regulated and balanced progress.

Community planning without accurate facts and
knowledge, however, is merely pious dreaming and achieves no
great results. This broad community study has provided us
with reliable information about principal areas of community
life which can be used as a springboard for further and more
penetrating inquiry and community action. The previously
guessed-at information is now factual material on which to
base sound decisions. The detailed information available on
the aging, on the young, on numbers of people, on location,
on plans for the future, provides us with the material by
which a creative, thoughtful community leadership can plan
ahead. We expect to do just that.A?I '9
j?z,..~~#~~

Harold B. Nappa~ ­
Executive Director



THE POPULATION SURVEY - A FmST STEP

In a oaching the task of constructing a new Jewish C~mmunity Center bUi~d-
i the B~:d of Directors of the Center and the Board of DU'ectors of the ~eWl.sh
F~~ration of Delaware decided that since this would represent one of t~e maJor
steps in the life of our community it should be based upon a comprehensl.ve study
of community needs in the following areas:

A. Size, location, movement, age and sex classification of the Jewish population

B. Leisure time needs of the Jewish community

C. Desirable location for the new building

D. Size, facilities and approximate cost

E. Operating budget, personnel needs, membership and operational policies

A Population Survey had to be the first step in the comprehensive Community
StUdy because the knowledge it would disclose was necessary to every other facet
of the study.

The Survey was initiated in fall of 1961. The facts were gathered by a corps
ofl27 volunteers during a two week period in January 1962; the information was
collated, interpreted and then published in summer of 1963. The other phases of
the comprehensive study are to begin in the fall of 1963.

The Committee decided to broaden the scope of the survey in order to provide
reliable information about the principle areas of communal life. In addition to .
obtaining basic information regarding size, location, movement, age and sex class­
ification of the Jewish population the Committee obtained data regarding Jewish
education, congresational affiliation, and economic classification.

The Survey was a stupendous undertaking. The Committee consisted of a rep­
resentative group of devoted Jewish leaders. The Technical Committee had the
benefit of every local professional person's experience in the fields of social
work, education, and religion. Public commendation should go to the 127 volunteer
phone interviewers, coders and clerical assistants. Charles Twer, Chairman of the
PopUlation Survey Committee, demonstrated at all times the leadership and resource­
fulness which kept it moving at a.steady pace. Harry Bluestone, the Director of
the study, provided the technical skill, the patience, the energy and the knowledge.
Mrs. Sam Eisenstat, Chairman of the Volunteers, and Mrs. Robert L. Cohen provided
the dynamic force which enlisted the assistance of volunteers. Philip Cohen and
Dr. Henry Sherman were most helpful in developing the Survey Questionnaire. Our
thanks also to all of the community organizations for their assistance and cooper­
ation. Lastly, our sincere thanks to the Center office and Survey staff for their
devotion and efficiency.

The community now possesses an important tool for sound planning. The in­
formation gained will help determine the recreational and leisure time needs of the
Jewish cormnunity and the site for a new Jewish Community Center building. We know
that you must be as eager as we are to move into the next phase of our comprehen­
sive Community study and to see its objectives brought to fruition.

SEYMJUR KORNBLUM, Executive Director
Jewish Community Center

GEORGE J. WEINER, President
Jewish COllD'llunity Center



I

SUMMARY OF THE JEWISH POPULATION STUDY OF NORTHERN DELAWARE
AS OF FEBRUARY 1, 1962

Nuniber It is estimated that as of January 31, 1962, there were 7909
Jews in Northern Delaware. The best previous calculated guess

was 8000 Jews for the entire State of Delaware.

Geographical
Distribution

Brand~e Hundred contained 2606 Jews, 34.5% of the Jews of Northern
Delaware and 4.5 of the total overall population of Brandywine Hundred.
The remainder of Northern Delaware (Christiana, Millcreek, the Newark and
New Castle areas) had a Jewish population of 947 which was 12.4% of the
J ewe of Northern Delaware. While the remainder of Northern Delaware is
2.4 times the population of Brandywine Hundred, its Jewish population
i6 less than 1%.

Sex and Age There were 49,4% males compared to 50.6% females in the
Structure Jewish population, The median age ot the population

studied was 33 for Northern Delaware (42 for Wilmington,
27 for Brandywine Hundred and 2S for the remainder of Northern Delaware).
One third of the Jewish population was 17 years or under, one third was
between l8~2 and one third was 43 or over.

Wilmington contained a far larger proportion of older people than
any of the suburbs. It is :illlportant to know that the median age for the
general white population in Wilmington was 39 and for the non-white 26.

Size of Household There were 23S6 Jewish households in Northern Delaware.
of which 100 were not reached. 1330 were located in

Wilmington, 674 in Brandywine Hundred and 2S2 in the remaining areas.
The average size for Jewish families in Northern Delaware was 3.2. In
Wilmington it was 3.0, Brandywine Hundred 3.8 and in the remaining areas
3.4. The overall City of Wilmington average was 3.4 and the national.
average 3.3. The greatest number of two person Jewish households were
to be found in Wilmington.

Marital Status S of Northern De aware Je
was married' 8. was sin e e
divorced or separated, The largest cluster of single

individuals was under 25. In Wilmington IS .3% of all single persons were
50 years of age or older. The corresponding percentage in the surrounding
areas was insignificant. The number of widows compared to widowers was
substantially greater, a determination consistent with surveys of other
communities.

Employment 4,243 persons over the age of nineteen responded to this
question while 408 did not. 6 of males and 0 of

females were self-em 10 ed as contrasted with • males and 16. females
who were salaried. 271 persons were retired, of these 59.0 were male.
57 employables at the time of survey were seeking employment.
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Religious Affiliation There were 5 synagogues in Northern Delaware.
Included is the Jewish Community Center of Newark,

Delaware which in reality is a Synagogue-Center. 59.§% or Northern
Delaware~s heads of households were affiliated with a Con e ation. Of
these 63. were resddente of W gton, 27.0 of Brand e Hundred
and 9:4% of the Other Suburbs. Of the 40.2% unaffiliated 48.7% lived in
Wilmington 33.8% in Brandywine Hundred and 17.5% in the Other Suburbs. Of
the affili~ted, the Reform Temple had 33.7%, the Conservative Temple 33.4%
and the two Orthodox-Traditional Synagogues together had 28.6%.

The largest cluster of membership in Adas Kodesch Shel Emeth
(traditional) Congregation and Temple Beth Shalom (Conservative) was in the
40-49 age range and the second largest in the 50-59 age level. The
Machazikei Hadas (Orthodox) drew its largest numbers from the 60--69 age
group and its second largest from the 70-79 age cluster. Contrasted with
these were Temple Beth Emeth (Reform), with age spread of 40-49 and 30-39
and Newark Jewish Community Center with 30-39 and 20-29 •

The Jewish Community Center of Wilmington is not a "Congregation",
"TempleH or nSynagogue Center". However, it is important to note that
83.4% of its family mem'Qers were affiliated with a Synagogue.

Jewish Education or 948 children between 8 and 13 years of age, 74.8%
were currently enrolled in a school for Jewish education.

or those enrolled, 55.0% were male and 45.0% female. 70.0% of all females
aged 8-13 were enrolled as contrasted with 78.0% of. the males.

In order of enrollment from larsest to smallest were Temple Beth
Shalom(Conservative), Temple Beth Emeth (Reform), Adas Kodesch Shel Emeth
(Traditional), Newark Jewish Community Center School .. ·~1~ children had
private tu~rs.· . .

Birth and Death Rates The Jewi h birth rate was estimated at 1.0 r
thousand in 1 1 in Northern Delaware. Wilmington's

rate was 6.5, Brandywine Hundred 23.4 and the other areas 28.5.

The death rate ascertained from a study of local interments for
1961 was 7.0 per thousand in Northern Delaware. WiJ.mjngton net birth per­
centage loss was 2.7; Brandywine's net gain 19.2 and the other areas 28.0.
Distinctly Wilmington's death rate was much higher than the rest of Northern
Delaware.

In-Migration and Selection
of Area of Residence

The Aging 65 and Over here were ersons si-
dents of the Kutz Home. 85. lived in Wilmington,

and 86.0% in households of no more than three persons.60.0% were heads of
households. There were four widows to every widower. One out of every thirty
was single; six out of ten were married. Less than one out of a hundred were
divorced or separated.
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AREA STUDIED

Northern Delaware as defined in this study is that portion of New
Castle County bounded by the Pennsylvania border (North and West), the
Delaware River (East), the Delaware & Chesapeake Canal (South). More
than half' of the State's population is in Wilmington and in its environs.
Northern Delaware may well be called Greater WilJn!ngton, It is a world
chemical center. Shipbuilding and auto assembly are also active.

Wilmington is the headquarters of the E. I. du Pont de Nemours &
Company. Here it maintains its executive departments and a number of
research laboratories. It also has plants in Edgemoor and Newport and
research laboratories in Newark, all areas in Northern Delaware. Here
too, are the Atlas and Hercules Chemical Companies. The area studied
also contains the University of Delaware with a student registration
of 6600 and a faculty of 253.

m this survey Brandywine Hundred was shortened to Brandywine. It
must not be confused with the BrfPdYwine Hills section of Wilmington.
Christiana, Mill Creek, Newark, New Castle, Elsmere-Newport are referred
to as the i'other areas9t orvtOther Suburbs". It is true that Elsmere­
Newport is part of Christiana; for this survey, however, a distinction
was made. Newark refers to the City of Newark ~ surrounding area
in Pencader Hundred to the Maryland border.

BRIEF HISTORY

~'F'rom 1655 when the first Jews came to Delaware 'lD'ltil the middle
of the nineteenth century, there is a constant mention in public records
of Jews Iiving in Delaware. But it was not until the end of the lS?O' 8

that we find the beginnings of a permanent community of Jews in the state.

SlThe year 1881 marks a turning point in the history of the Jews of
Delaware, for in that year on Rosh Hashannah the first formal religious
service was held in Wilmington. The Jewish population of Wilmington
was then about fifteen people. Shortly after this the tiny group formed
a mutual beneficial society named in honor of the great English Jewish
philanthropist, Sir Moses Montefiore. This society owned the first
Jewish cemeter7 in Delaware, purchased in 1886.

"The Jewish popllation grew steadily after 1881, 80 that by 1885
the first Jewish congregation was fonned, called the Orthodox Adas
Kodesch (Congregation of Holiness) Congregation. It was incorporated in-1889.

"The decade trom 1890 to 1900 was an indication of the future or
the Jewish cottmunity of Wilmington, for during this period took place a
rapid Americanization of the immigrant Jew8 and a rise of interest in
general communal activities.
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"Two new socjaties came into existence in Wilmington. The first
was the Wilmington Lodge No. 470, Independent Order B'nai BVrith
founded by Moses Weil in'1897. The second organization, forme~ in .1898,
was a local chapter of the B?nai Zion (Sons of Zion), an orgaruzatJ.on
devoted to the urbuilding of Palestine and affiliated ~th ~he .
Federation of American Zionists. These two local organJ.zatJ.ons WJ.th
their national and international affiliations indicate that the Jews
of Delaware never isolated themselves from their co-religionists
elsewhere in this country and throughout the world, even during the
formative stares of the community.

UThe r:e··)re...., Charity Association was founded in 1900.11

Elihu Schigrin, the Jews of Delaware, Delaware .... a History of the First
State, (Uwis Historical Publishing Company, Inc. New York 1947)
.Vol. II pp 618-620.

1900

""Tn the State of Delaware, Wilmington is the only town with Jewish
inst.itutions. There is one congregation with a membership of 84 (Adas
Kodeach), an income of $949.39 and one Congregational School instructing
68 pupiLe, Besides there is a Hebrew Free Sunday School instructing
123 pupils and affiliated with the Hebrew Sabbath School Union of America;
one charitable Society (Hebrew Charity Association) with an income of
$222.10; one mutual benefit society (Montefiore Lodge) with an income of
$/+00.00, and one lodge of the I.O.B.B. (Wilmington Lodge #470). ThCIP
Jewish population of the State is estimated at 1200."

Annual Year Book, Jewish Publication Society, 1901-2 (5662) p 131

1962

In Northern Delaware (Greater Wilmington) there were one Orthodox, one
Traditional, one Conservative, one Reform synagogue and one Synagogue
Center in Newark. There were four Hebrew and SUnday Schools. The Montefiore
Mutual Benefit Society, and the Wilmington Lodge-B'nai B9rith, still
functioned. The Hebrew Charity Association became the Jewish Family service.
A Jewish Federation of Delaware which raised $283,000.00 in 1962 was the
central fundraising and coordinating agency and was affiliated with United
Conmrunity Fund. The Jewish Community Center on French Street organized
in 1901, not only functioned there but also acquired a 47 acre campsite
in Brandywine Hundred. The Hattie and Milton Kutz Home was newly erected
on the campsite and was successor to the old Bikur Cholim Home located
in the old Wilmington ghetto. In addition there were 47 organized groups
in Northern Delaware. The Jewish population was estimated at 7900.

Population study conducted by Jewish Comnnmity Center, January 1962.
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ANALYSIS OF THE JOOSH POPULATION STUDY OF OORTHERN DELAWARE

Because one hundred households out of 2386 on the master list could
not be reached by interviewers and because there is always a percentage
of Jews not known as such or who do not acknowledge ancestral ties, figures
must be considered as estimated.* The known average size of household by
areas was applied to the one hundred not reached and 326 individuals were
added to the 7574 Jews determined during the course of the study. Analyses
and interpretations were based on the 2286 households interviewed and
their population of 7574 individuals, except where otherwise indicated.

The 1962 Survey found that the Jewish
population of the City of Wilmington was
4021, Brandywine Hundred 2606 and the

remainder of Northern Delaware 947, a total of 7574 individuals in 2286
households surveyed, plus 326 individuals in families known to be Jewish
but not surveyed, for a total,of 7900 Jews in Northern Delaware. This
represented 2.7% of the total population of Northern Delaware. Comparison
of the present Jewish popula~~ion of the City of Wilmington alone (4021)
with previous estimates based on the census made by the Wilmington Council
of Jewish Women in 1929** and the National Jewish Welfare Board's esti­
mated in 1923, :illdicated tl.at the Jewish population proportion to the total
population increased from a static 3.0% In 1929 to 4.3% in 1962, whereas
dur-ing the period since r~3 the population of the city as a whole declined
by twenty-eight percent.

In 1923 the center of the Jewish popu­
lation was the neighborhood of West and Fourth Streets; in 1928 there were
two centers, one on tho old East Side and the other in the vicinity of
Brandywine Park. In 1962 the heaviest concentration was around 30th and
Madison streets. The old East Side was no longer a ghetto.

GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBtr\ION WILMINGIDN,DELAWARE - the est:imated total
general city population in 1961 was
93,356. The Jewish population numbered

4021 individuals or 4.28%. Jewish households averaged 3.0 individuals per
household compared to 3.06 for the overall city population. Wilmington
Jewry numbered 53~'% of the total Jewry of Northern Delaware.

* In all inst~nces of intermarriage, the survey included only those who
acknowledged that they were Jews or were raising their children as Jews.
Those whO' denied that they were Jewi.cllhor who preferred not to be known
as Jews - and they were very few - were not included in the study. Non­
Jewish ~.tes of families included in the survey were included in the
total Jewish population.

**Wilmin~on Jewish COJIDUunal Survey, Bureau, of Jewish Social Research,
New If1l"k, N. Y. 1929 Page 13



Table 1 r:DSTRIBUTION OF JE.WISH POPULATION (see map page XLVI}

VI

Wilmington1

A
B
C
D
E
G

Jewish Population
No,

3328
137
*344

164
48

Percentage of area
General Population

20.7
1.2

*1.2
0.8
0.3

* Contiguous to and included in Area A

BRANDYWINE HUNDRED2.. is the area North of
Wilmington extending to the Pennsylvania border and to the Brandywine River
from the Delaware River West. The general population of this area was
58,022. The Jewish population numbered 2606 individuals of 4.5%. Jewish
households averaged 3.8 compared to 3.4 per household for the entire area.
Jews in Brandywine Hundred numbered 34.5% of the Jewish population in
Northern Delaware. Distribution was as follows: (See Map, Page XLVII)

Brand.yw:ip.e

A
B
C

781
984
841

Percentage of the area
General Population

3.3
6.0
4.6

OTHER AREAS IN NORTHERN DELAWARE - The
total population of this area was 138,238, of which the Jewish population
numbered 947 individuals or less than one per cent. Jewish households
averaged 3.4 persons per household compared to 3.6 per household for the
entire area. Jewry of the other areas made up 12.4% of the total Jewry
in Northern Delaware. Their population was distributed as follows:

Christiana (Exclusive of Elsmere-Newport)
Mill Creek
Newark
New Castle
Elsmere - Newport

213 or 2.2%
212 or 0.9%
243 or 0.9%
137 or 0.3%
142 or 0.3%

., ,

1 - Wilmington was subdivided arbitrarily into six sections:
A Brandywine Creek No. to Lea Blvd, Market St. W. to City L:imits
B Brandywine Creek No. to Lea Blvd, Market st. E. to City L:imits
C Lea Blvd. No. to City Limits, Market St. W. to City Limits
D Brandywine Creek So. to Lancaster Pike, Adams St. w. to City Limits
E Brandywine Creek So. to Lancaster Pike, Adams st. E. to Walnut st.
G. Lancaster Ave. So. to City Limits, Walnut st.W. to Union st.

2 - Brandywine was subdivided arbitrarily into three sections:
A Silverside Rd. No. to Penna. border, Delaware River W. to Christiana
B Wilmington City Limits No. to Si1verside Rd.,De1. River W. to

Marsh Rd.
C Wilmington City Limits No. to Silverside Rd., Marsh Rd. W. to

Christiana.
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Table 2 CONCENTRATION OF JEl'lISH POPULATION
i.

~)

%Jewish Density In Order of
Jewish To General %Jewish Concentration

Wilmington A:C 332S 20.7 S2.8 1
Wilmington D 344 1.2 8.6 5
Wilmington E 164 0.8 4.0 9
WilJDington B 137 1.2 3.4 11 I
Wilmington G -l& 0.3 ~ 13 :

Total 4021 100.0

Brandywine B 984 6.0 37.8 2
Brandywine C 841 4.6 32.2 3
Brandywine A ...w. 3.3 30.0 4

Total 2606 100.0

Other Suburbs

Christiana 213 2.2 22.5 6
Mill Creek 212 II 22.3 7
NeWark 243 # 25.7 8
New Cast-le 137 # 14.5 12
Elsmere-Newport ~ .# 15.0 10

Total 947 100.0

The greatest concentration in the City of Wilmington is in Wilmington
A and C where S2.8% of Wilmington's Jewry reside.

In 1925 the Jews of Wilmington alone made up 3.3% of the city's total
poprkat.Lon, The suburbs were not developed. When the 1962 census tracts
study and the 1925 wards study were related, it was noted that in Ward 9,
Wilmington A, to which Jews were moving from 1923-1928 the Jewish density
was 3.6%. Except for Wards 1,2,3 and increasingly in 9, the Jews of
Wilmington were thinly dispersed -throughout the entire city. In 1962
Ward 9 had the greatest density - 20.7% of the total population of Ward 9.
Within the surrounding suburban deve1opnent, the Jewish density rose in
40 years from a practically nonexistent number to 4.5% of the total
Brandywine Hundred population.

# Less than 1%



Table 1

HOUSEHOLDS BY NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS AND SIZE

nmmDUALS PER HOUSEHOLD

VIII

Wilmington
Brandywine
Other Suburbs

Christiana
Mill Creek
Newark Area
New Cast-Ie
Elsmere-Newport

Total Northern Delaware

National Average

Jewish
(1961)

3.0
3.8
3.4
2.8
4.2
3.5
2.9
3.4
3.3

General Population
(1960)*

3.1
3.4
3.6
3.4
3.7
3.6
3.8
3.4
3.4

3.25

* U. S. Census of Population - Final Report PHC (1) - 173

The average size of Jewish households in Wilmington was 3.0.
The last previous est:imate of 4.0 was an approximation based on a study
of 986 families in a population of 3959, as ascertained in a communal
survey of Wilmington in 1925 conducted by the Council of Jewish Women.**,
(There were few Jews in Northern Delaware outside of Wilmington in
1925). The 3.0 size approximated the level of other Jewish Conmn.mities
studied, e. g.*** Des Moines, Iowa 0.11 in 1956) and Canton, Ohio
(3.19 in 1955). Larger households were found in the suburban areas where
the younger families were located. The average size in Brandywine Hundred
was 3.8 and in the remaining areas 3.4.

The size per fami~y of the general population was 3.A Wilmington,
3.6 Brandywine, the other areas 3.B->'tlHt* Family includes all persons related
by blood, marriage or adoption, sharing a household with a head of a family.
This study concerned itself with households. A household was considered
one or more persons living together as a unit under one head.

** Wilmington Jewish Communal. Survey - Bureau of Jewish Social Research,
N.Y.C., 1929, Page 14.

*** American Jewish Year Book, American Jewish Committee and the Jewish
Publication Society, Vol. 59, page 8.

~ Derived from the U. S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census,
PC(l) 9B and PHC(l) - 173, 1960.
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SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD BY AREA

Of 2286 households surveyed, 10.5% consisted of one person, 24.0% of
two persons, 18.4% of three persons and 28.0% of four persons. 53.0%
of all households contained no more than three persons.

Table 4 NUMBER OF PERSONS *
WILMINGTON BRANDYWINE OTHER AREAS NORTHERN DELAWARE

(Household Size) No. %" No. ~ No. %, No. %"

1 167 12.5 57 8.5 17 6.1 . 241 10.5
2 402 30.4 SO 11.9 68 24.9 550 24.0
3 243 18.2 116 17.2 61 21.4' 420 18.4
4 or more SlS 38.9 421 62.4 136 48.6 1075 47.1

TOTAL 1330 100.0 674 100.0 282 100.0 2286 100.0

Large households were not the order of the day in Northern Delaware t B

Jewish population. Only 4.0% had a unit of m or more. There was one
family household composed of husband, wife and eight children.

One out of eight Jewish households in Wilmington consisted of a person
who lived alone. In Wilmington 40.0% of those living alone were 65 or
older. In Brandywine 23D %were 65 or older and in the other areas less
than 12.0%. In Wilmington where 53.0% of Jewry resided 39.0% of households
numbered four or more persons, while in Brandywine Hundred where 34.5%
lived, 62.0% of households numbered four or more. The other areas had
49.0% of four nlus households in a Jewish population of 12.0%. It was
obvious that the younger families had taken to the suburbs. In Northern
Delaware all synagogues, religious schools and most organizations were
located and active in Wilmington *. Suburbanites receive their spiritual
and organizational sustenance from Wilmington. The only Jewish forms of
organized life in the suburbs were the Hattie and Milton Kutz Home for the
Aged, the Harry Fineman Post, J.W.V., and the Jewish Community Center
Campsite in Brandywine Hundred. No Jewish activity took place elsewhere
with the notable exception of the Jewish Comrmmity Center (synagogue-center)
in Newark, Delaware. The Hillel Foundation served students at the University
of Delaware located in Newark, Delaware. Only students living in Northern
Delaware as members of Delaware familie s were counted in the survey.

* ,All Persons enumerated in this census as members of the household were
co~ted in detennining the number of persons who occupied the housing
unl.t.
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Table 5 HOUSEHOLDS BY AGE OF HEAD AND AREA *
Age Group Wilmington Brandywine Other Areas Total

No. % No. % No. % - No. %
20 .. 39 173 13.0 325 48.2 142 50.0 640 27.9
40 - 59 723 54.3 274 40.6 101 35.9 1098 48.0
60 and over 410 30.8 60 8.9 32 11.3 502 21.9
Unknown Age .A ...L.2 ..12 .1..t.l ....1. ~ --M .l..4

Total -
Northern Del. 1330 100.0 674 100.0 282 100.0 2286 100,0

~ 58.2 29.5 12.3 100.0

There is no indication of age for 2.0% of the heads of households.
The-largest number of" householders in any five year group were in the
40 - 44 age. Thirty-nine percent of all householders wre in the 30 - 49
age. Wilmington had 58.2%, Brandywine 29.5%, and the other suburbs 12.3%
of all households.

* The age classification was based on the age of the person in completed
years as of December 31, 1961, as determined from the reply to a
question on year of birth.
The head of the household was the member reported as the head by the
household respondent. However, if a married woman living with her
husband was reported as the head, her husband was classified as the
head tor the purpose of this study's tabulations.
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Table 6, SEX AND AGE STRUCTURE

Age Group WILMlliGTON BRANDYWINE OTHER SUBURBS NO. DELAWARE

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Under 10 444 11.1 745 28.8 269 28.3 1458 19.2

1<1 - 14 423 10.6 274 10.6 . ·73 -7.7 770 10.2
---_.. --

-..,
55 - 64 500 12.5 114 4.4 49 5.1 663 8.7
65 and over 404 10.1 SO 3.1 25 2.6 509 7.1

'roTAL 4021 100.0 2606 100.0 ~ 947 100.0 7574 100.0

(For complete table see Page 8 )

Of Northern Delaware's Jewry, 49.6% was rra.le and 50.4% female.

The 55 and ovel'-22.5%' of Wilmington's Jewish community was in this
category. 7.5% of Brandywine Hundred and 8.0% of the remaining areas com­
pleted the total of 16.0% or appro:rlmately one out of six persons in
Northern Delaware.

In Northern Delaware half the Jewish community was below 33 and half
OVeT 33, 1/3 was below 18 1/3 -- 18-42 and 1/3 - 43 and over. The median
age in Wilmington (Jewish~ contrasted with the white and non-white popu-­
lation was interesting. -Jewish - 42, white 39, non-white 26. The ascen­
dancy was clearly of non-white. In the suburbs where the younger families
were located the median age for the Jewish group in Brandywine Hundred
was 27, and the general population was 30. The remaining suburbs' .median
was-28. (There wa.s no comparable median figure available for whites and
non-whites in the other suburbs).*

* Median age is that age which divides the total population in half.
One-half is above the median and one-half below. It is not the arithmetic
average.

SEX RATIO

Sex-Ratiot- is the number of males to one hundred females. It is nec­
essary to know this because of its relationship to intermarriage, to the
necessity of mobility in order to find mates, and to denial of matrimony
to those who must reside here. However, more important is the fact that

tsex Ratio is detennined by dividing the number of males by the number of
females and multiplying by a hundred.

The sex composition of a popu'Iatdon at any given time is the resultant of
several factors. It depends on the sex ratio a.t birth, the death rate of
males and females, and on migration.
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sex ratios are a clue to the ability of a group to reproduce itself within
its own religiouB cultural--and ethnic facet-s. Another aspect is the
number of females' of child-bearing age (15-44). Where there are fewer ­
males in the same age groups, marriages are delayed with a resulting down­
ward movement of the birthrate. At this po~t the pressures of inter­
marriage and forced mobility begin to operate. Those. who do not succumb to
such pressures must reconcile themselves to late marrl.age, marriage to a
much older mate or no marriage at all.

The Norlhern Delaware study did not elicit information on nativity.
Hence sex-ratios could not be related scientifically to any selective
proce~s of foreign immigration. It was not mown fran this study how
large a foreign born population resided in Northern Delaware.

Table 7

Decade

0-9
10's
20's
30's
40's
50's
60 plus

TOTAL

NEW CASTLE COUNTY

General
Population 1960

103.6
98.1
88.3
96.2
99.0
98.1
81.3

95.9

SEX-RATIOS
NORTHERN DELAWARE

Jewish
Population 1961

100.3
111.6
83.7
88.8
95.9

104.0
96.1

98.3

The age-sex pyramid charts on the next pages presented graphically
the proportion of the total }:opulation for each five year group of both
sexes. An examination of the Northern Delaware pyramid revealed - (a) the
broad base in the--youngest age level, (b) the hollow years: 20--29, (c) the
broadest base: 5-9 years, (d) the narrowest base: the aging years 65 and
over. The number of children born in post war years offset the loss of
the "hollow" years of 1932 - 1941, cormnonly known as the depression or
prewar years, when the birth rate was sharply curtailed. The decade of
loss will affect the Jewish community one to two decades from now, when
the aged will have fewer children to rely upon for support. Those born
in the depression and prewar years have moved recently into the procreative
age.

Age distribution was compared to several other Jewish community popu­
lation studies. The results elsewhere were similar to the findings of the
Wilmington study as revealed in the statistics. The pattern of an aging
population, the depression years' depressing of the birthrate, and the
spurt in the birth rate of the past decade, were all clearly demonstrated.

A comparison between the age-sex pyramid for Wilmington and Brandywine,
for example, showed marked differences. Wilmington's population rested on
a very narrow base (those under 10) and Brandywine's on a very wide base.
The depression years stood out in both. Wilmington's rectangular aging
base differed markedly from Brandywine's elongated but narrow one. It wae
accentuated still more markedly when the Kutz Home located in the Brandy­
wine area was considered.
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AGE-SEX PYRAMID -WILMINGTON
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AGE-SEX PYRAMID OF OTHER SUBURBS
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When a comparison was made of the Jewish sex-ratio (1961) to the entire
New Castle County general populAtion sex-ratio, ascertained from the
U. S. Census of 1960, these interesting facts stood out. There were fewer
Jewish males in the first decade and far more in the second, while in the
sixty and over group the Jewish ratio was 96.1 males per hundred females
and the general population was al.3 males per hundred females. It is
altogether possible that the drop of eight in the sixty and over category,
attested to the longer life expectancy of the Jewish male.

No study was made of the nativity of the Jewish population. No doubt
the selective process of foreign immigration had an effect on the sex
ratio in the sixty and over group but the extent is not known. Jews
migrated to the United states as complete family units to a larger extent
than other immigrant groups.

Sylvia Porter in a syndicated newspaper column, wrote recently on the
"Era of the Forlorn Maidens Looming'. She alluded to "A rather peculiar
mbalance between the sexes" and raised the question i'Where are the maidens
going to find husbands?" In the Jewish community, as well, the girls of
marriageable age far outnumber the eligible males. The imbalance will
continue for the next five to ten years when males will begin to outnumber
females., nOf course", Porter continued, "One way out for the forlorn
maidens would be through marriage to 'older men' - except that there were
even fewer boy babies born in 1940 through 1942".* One then could see the in­
evitable.necessity· of mobility of No. Delawareans or establishment of
close contacts with metropolitan cities such as New York, Philadelphia,
Baltmore, for example.

* Morning News, Wilmington, Delaware, January 24, 1963.
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Table 8 MARITAL STATUS OF HEADS AND SIZE OF HOUSEHOLDS - NORTHERN DELAWARE

§~Lj
MARRIED DIV::SEP

i
J' . WIDOWED TOTAL

Size No N<r. -% No. : No. % No. %
1 53 7.1 15 41.7 165 65.6 233 10.6
2 21 26.6 479 24.5 12 33.3 46 18.3 558 24.0
3 -, 6.'3 392 20.4 3 8.3 20 7.9 420 18.4
4 -- - 621 32.4 4 11.1 16 6.4 641 28.0
5 - - 310 16.2 2 ~.·6 3 1:.2 315 13.3
6 ........ ....iJ 95 5.0 -- -- 2 97 4.2
7 -- -- 12 # -- -- 12 #
8 -- -- 9 -# -- -- - - 9 #
9 ~ .... -- ...... -- -- ..- .0-

10 plus -- 1 # ) U

TOTAL 79 100.0 1919 100.0 36 100.0 252 100.0 2286 100.0
H% 3.4 84.0 1.6 11.0 100.0

Of all heads of households 20 years of age and older 3.4% were single,
84.0% were married, and 11% widowed (men and women). Of the single, 53
lived alone, 21 lived with another person related or unrelated, and 5 lived
with two others. Of the married 24.5% lived together, while 43.0% had one
or two additional persons in the household. Of the widowed, 65.5% lived
alone.

MARITAL STATUS OF INDIVIDUALS BY SEX AND AREA

SINGLE
There were 398 sin~le persons above the age of 20, of whom 231

(58.0%) were male and 167 (42.0%) female. 75.4% lived in Wilmington,
19.4% in Brandywine and 5.2% in the other suburbs.

Table <]

AGE :tROUP
20..·24
25·;29
30-39
40-64
65 plus

NO. SIIDLE PERSONS

STATUS KIDWN
302
319

1129
2376

509

PERCENTAGE SINGLE
60
14
13
18

5

Approximately 20.0% of those unmarried were fifty years of age or over.

Two out of every three single persons lived alone, one out of four
lived with another person and one out of sixteen was head of a household
with two other persons in it. The remaining three hundred and nineteen
were members of but not heads of the household.

#- Less than one percent
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MARRIED

3857 or eighty-three percent of the interviewed were married•. Of
these 9.8% were in their twent;ies; 26.4% in their. thirties; 29.3% an their
forties; 19.6% in their fifties; and 14.8% were sixty or above.

Table 10 AGE GROUP
20-.29
30-39
40-49
50-64
65 Plus

TOTAL INDIVIDUALS
621

1129
1185
1191

509

PERCENT MARRIED
61
91
93
85
58

- The age of marriage among Jews is known to be later than that among
non-Jews. This is not surprising when one considers that Jews spend more
years in studies in order to get a higher education, obtain professional­
degrees and achieve success enabling them to become economically indepen­
dent enough for marriage.

Of the 3857 married, 54.7% lived in WilJnington, 32.2% in Brandywine
and 13.1% in the other suburbs. 1942 were males and 1915 females.

The percentage for age groups of married persons in several cities of
somewhat similar population range, were:

CITY 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-45
i'"

Lynn 32.9 79.2 90.3 91.8 92.5
Worcester 37.5 77.1 82.6 92.2 89.2
New Orleans 40.6 79.2 82.6 81.9 82.9
Wilmington 36.4 84.6 91.0 93.0 94.0

In "Some Characteristics of Detroit Area, Jewish and non-Jewish
Adults", published in the Jews-Social Pattern of an American grO; ,
edited by Marshall SkIare', David GOldberg and Harry Sharp noted at
''many students of Jewish history have conmented about the emphasis
placed upon intellectualism and scholarship in Jewish life, a value
which probably had its origin in religious teachings. While the Jews
of America are perhaps less religiously oriented now than in the past,
this value seems to persist in the Jewish community. The Jewish
educational level in the Detroit area, for example, is much greater
than is that of Catholics and Negro Protestants. In general, however,
white protestants and Jews (of all ages) are quite similar in their
educational achievements.... When only those adults less than forty
years old are considered, the educational level is higher for both
Jews and non-Jewa, But the gap between Jews and white Protestants is
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increased noticeab]y. Only 14% of these younger Jews have failed to
complete High School, as contrasted with 37% of the white Protestants,*
Comparable trends in educational level have also been reported for a
national sample of religious groups".**

Alvin Chenkin in his Analysis of The Jewish Powlation of New OrleRs.
La.. a Demographic Stu,. 1953 page XXXIV writes, ''While almost no Jews
in the age range from i to 25 failed to get further than elementary
school, the proportion was close to 20 percent for the total white popu­
:lation (for years 16-24) I And whereas eight out of 10 Jews in the age
group 21 to 25 attended a minm.UID. of a year at college, for the group 21
to 24 of the total white population the proportion was only one out
of four."

DIVORCED - SEPARATED

The data on these categories revealed a very low rate. Both
separately were less than 1,0%, taken together 1.1%. In analyzing these
figures it must be recognized that they did not include those who have
been divorced and remarried. These may be found in the "married" category.

Of the fifty in this category, eighteen were male and thirty-two
female, and of these ten male and twenty female lived in Wilmington proper.
Only one female in the twenty to twenty-four age group was separated.
The greatest number was in the forty-five to forty-nine group. Thirty-
six were heads of households. Of these fifteen lived alone, twelve with
one other person, three with two others, four in a household of four,
and two were in a household of five persons.

Social disorganization in Jewry of Northern Delaware was indeed
at a low leve1., possibl\v because of traditionally strong family ties
of East-European derivation. 0nl7 time will tell if this pattem will
continue or if the pressure of asam.1lation will take its toll.

s. Joseph Fauman, "Occupational Selection Among Detroit Jews",
Jewish Social Studies XIV (June, 1952) pp 17..50

** Fauman also notes the existence of a much higher educational
level for young Jews than for non-Jews of comparable ages. (op.cit.)
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wIDOWED

Of the 6.8% who lost a. spouse by death 84.0% were women. This was
i.tl keeping with the known fact that women have greater longevity. In
addition widowers remarried in greater frequency than widows. Husbands
on the average are older and ttus on the average die earlier.

Of the 313 widowed 223 were 60 and over in age. There were 33
widowed before age 50; this is the age category in which it would be
eXpected to find dependent children. Two of the thirty-thre~were males
in the 25-29 year group, five females and one male in -the 35-39 year
group, eight females and two males in the under forty-five age group.

76.0% of those widowed lived in Wilmington and 20.5% in Brandywine.
These figures included residents of the Kutz Home located in the
Brandywine area.

Table 11

AGE GROUP
20...29
30 lJ39

40-49
50-64
65 Plus

NO. WIDOWED PERSONS

TOTAL IN GROUP
621

1129
1185
1191

509

PERCENTAGE WIOOWED
#
1
4

29
37

, l

. One hundred and-sixty-five widowed persons lived alone (65.5% of
all widowed). Forty-six were living with another person, twenty with
two others, six~en with three others, three with four others and two
with five others.

# Less than one per cent
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THE iAGING

nAlthougll the Social Security program of the Federal Government and
m~ other retirement programs and the current statistical material about
our .older citizens in most cases use sixty-five as the year when old age
is upon us, this is an arbitrary date which should be carefully avoided
in any consideration of our later maturity. The median age of beginning
Social Security is sixty-eight, and labor unions and leaders in gerentology
are !actively promoting a functional basis rather than a chronological
age ,for determining the time of retirement. If the age of sixty-five
is to be used as a guide, it should be used as a time when many people will
achieve the leisure to enjoy the fruits of their experience in a new kind
of life in which they can find even deeper personal satisfactions and
greater opportunities for service to society than ever before.n*

''When does an individual becane an "older person?" Is it with the
grating of hair, the advent of bifocals, a serious impairment in ability
to function independently and productively in the community, or because
of an arbitrary retirement age imposed by a not altogether sympathetic and
understanding society? I do not know the answer nor, in the light of present
knowledge, do I know where to find it. I do know that certainly the most
serious difficulty presented in the whole problem of function of older
people is the inherent handicap of the chronological approach."**'

OLDER PERSONS (65 AND OVER) BY SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD AND PLACE OF RESIDENCE

There were five hundred and nine persons known to be sixty-five or
over - 6.4% ot the total Jewish populatiOn. at these three hundred and one
were householders; thirty-six were residents ot the Hattie and Milton Kutz
Home.

Table 12 KtJrZ HOME RESIpENTS BY MARITAL STATUS. AGE AND SEX

Single Married Divorced- Widowed Total
Separated

AgeQroup Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female ~

65-69 .- ... ... ... 1 1 2.8
70-74 1 1 .- 6 1 7 22.2
75 Plus 1 2 2 2 3 17 7 20 75.0

TOTAL 1 .3 .3 2 .3 24 a 2S 100.0

Three out of four were over seventy-five •

Arthur Williams, Recreation for the Aging (Associated Press, New York,195.3)Pl

** Charles S. Becker, M.D. Physical Functioning ot Older People address
delivered September 8, 1959, Seminar of The Aging, Aspen, Coiorado
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OLDER PERSONS (65 AND OVER). BY SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD AND PLACE OF RESIDENCE (Con' t)
Kutz

Residents of the Home were omitted from the following studies of
the aging: A

Of four hundred and seventy-three persons sixty-five and over in
Northern Delaware 85.4% were residents of Wilmington, 9.3% of Brandywine
.and 5.3% of the other suburbs. 14.4% lived alone, 60.0% were either husband
and wife, or two unrelated persons, or either spouse over sixty-five.
12.3% lived in a household of three persons and 14.0% in a household of four
or more persons. 86.0% of the aging lived in households of no more than
three persons.

Approximately 60.0% of the-aging are heads of households. Of these
48. g1, were 65-69, 32.5% were 70-74 and 18.6% in the seventy-five plus age
~roup. Dependency increased sharply between each age group. In the
65-69 grotrp 90.5% males were married as contrasted with 54.3% of the females.
In the 70-74 group the ratio was 83.0% males: 48.0% females and in the
75 plus the ratio 67.0% 1D.ales: 23.0% females. Widows numbered eight times
the widowers in the 65-69 age group, four times in the 70-75 and two times in
the 75 plus. Women had greater longevity. Widowers remarried more fre­
quently than widows with dependency an important factor in the decision.
Widowhood among older women is a major demographic factor associated with
aging.

PROFILE OF THE AGING IN THE CITY OF WILMINGTON

Jewish Population - 4021 Number of Aging - 404 Percentage - 10.0%

Jewish Households
with Aging - 404 Aged Heads - 257 Percentage - 80.7%.,

Living with
others 147 Percentage - 19.3%

•

..

•

..

..

..

Jewish Households
with Aging - 404

No. in Household
a) self·
b) two
c) three
d) four plus

Number
65 or

236 or
53 or
50 or

404

Approximation Aged Persons
lout of e-very 6
10 out of every 17
lout of every 8
lout of every 9



Table 13 JEWISH AGED BY AGE GROUPS - 404, PERSONS - WILMOOTON

~ Female

XXIV

65-69
70-74
75 and over

TOTAL

91
60
52

203

92
61
h8

201

The median age for the entire group was 69-70.

Table 14 JElfiSH AGED BY MARITAL STATUS - wn..MINGTON

65-69 70-74 75 & Over ~

Male Female. Male Female Male Female Male Female
..

Single 4 4 1 2 3 7 7
Married S2 49 50 2'S 34 12- 166 S9

.. bivorced-Separated 1 1 1 1 :3 1
Widowed h 37 7 33 15 32 26 102

.. TOTAL 91 91 59 61 52 47 202 199

There were three of unknown status (less than one percent). One out
11 bf every thirty aged was single (3.5%). Six out of eve~~y ten were married

(63.1%). Less than 1% was divorced-separated. There was one widower to
every four widows•..

v

..

THE AGIN:} (SIXTY AND OVER) AND RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION

Synagogue affiliation was broken down by decades, hence heads of house­
holds in the sixty to sixty-four age had to be added in order for a
comparison to be drawn.

Percentage
Total number of households in the 60 plus group 410 100
Total nUlnber of households in the 60 plus group

affiliated 2S7* 70
\I

..

..

*Table 15

Machazikei Hadas
Adas Kodesch She1 Emeth
Temple Beth Shalom­
Temple Beth Emeth

27
112

SS
-60

%of Total

..

..

Without additional IBM assistance it would be exceedingly time con­
suming to relate membership affiliation with employment status and dues­
tlaying capability. Employment figures in this study related to individuals;
affiliation with synagogues related to heads of households•



T,able 16 EMPlOYMENT AND THE AGING

Male Female

6$-69 70-74 75+ Total Employment status 65-69 70-14 75+ Total

11 7 6 24 Salaried 2 1 3

34 15 17 66 Self-Employed 2 2 1 5
-l --L --L~ Other kind of work --l- -L - 6-
48 25 25 98 Total Employed 7 6 1 14

....:: - - Unemployed 2 - 2
-- - --

48 25 25 98 Total Labor Force .9 6 1 16

if! 32- 25 98 Retired 23 18 16 57
- - Housewife 46 34 ..1L .s:- -- Total not

41 32 25 98 In Labor Force 69 52 30 151

There were twenty-seven males and twenty-four females retired before
the age of sixty-five. There were forty-one whose employment status was
uilknown.

* Area 1 - N. of 30th st. to City limits, City limits E. to City limits West
Area 2 - Concord Ave. No. to 30th st., Washington st. E. to City l:imits West
Area 3 - 18th st. No. to 30th st., Washington st. East to City limits West
Area 4 - 16th st. No. to 30th St., Market st. East to Washington st. West

This study included only Section A of Wilmington in which 82.8% of
Wilmington Jewry resided.
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Table 18

~

SOUND-

i i

HOUSING UNITS BY CONDITION AND PLUMBING - ~TON

DETERIORATIN}

Total Popu- With all Lacking sane Total
lation Plbg. or all Housing

Area Facilities Facilities-
With all Lacking all
Plbg Plbg. Facilities Without
Facilities With flush toilet Fl. Toilet .!Lilapidated

1
2
3
4

55,224
3,572
2,906
4,170

1803
1225
1062
1559

3
4

13
22

181.3
1229
1092
1622

3

17
37~

4

4

Most of the aged lived in Wilmington area A (see map page XLVI)where homes
averaged in value from $10,500 in one section to $17,500 in another section.
In all of this populated Jewish area there were only eight dilapidated
houses but none lacking plumbing facilities. Only five non-white families
lived in this area in 1960*. .

* Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Advanced Table FR.:..1
Population and Housing Characteristics, 1960 Area 1840.

~
H

.~
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PROJECTION FOR THE AGED

i

Table 12 THE TOTAL AGING R)PULATION: 1950-60 AND PROJECTIONS FOR 1970­
NATIONAL PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUl'ION

AGE 122Q. 1960 J:21Q

Under 18 31.0 35.8 36.9
18-64 60.9 55.0 53.7
65 and over 8.1 9.2 9.4
State of Delaware (65+) 8.3 8.0 7.0

In order of increase by states, Delaware in 1950 was 26th, in 1960,37th
ami will be 44th in 1970. In 1960 Delaware's total population increased
40:.3% over 1950; in 1970, it was estimated to increase 34.9% over 1960. In
terms of the Aged, 1960 showed a 35.8% increase over 1950. It is estimated
that 1970 will be 17.5% over 1960. *

There were no reliable statistics on the number of Jewish Aged in Wil­
mington or Northern Delaware in 1:950. In 1962 the aged numbered 509;
there were 703 persons in the 55-65 age group, the core of the aged in 1972.

Those now in their thirties and forties will provide the largest
source of the aging in the decades ahead. These may need to rely upon their
small number of children who themselves will have responsibilities to their
own families. Many of these aging will require community support either
through voluntary agencies, public welfare or a combination of these.

It has been stated that in general, ilSociological research about older
people has shown that many of the problems of later life are problems to
people of any age • • • • There is no social problem associated with
calendar age as such. The needs of older people are the needs of all
people; economic security, something to do, a place to live, and a sense
of physj.cal and emotional well being." **

* Aging Publications of t:J.S. Dept. of Health, Education & Welfare,
May 1962, No. 91 pp 12-17.

*If- Ethel Shanas in an address, Some Sociological Research Findings About
Older People: Pertinent to Social Work - delivered Sept. 9, 1958
at the Seminar on the Aging, Aspen, Colorado, published in Council
on Social Work Education, Vol. 1, p. 58.
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EMPLOYMENT

Table 20 STATUS OF THOSE TWENTY YEARS OF AGE AND OLDER - BY PERCENTAGE

Self- Total Status

~ Retired Unemplcyed Salaried Emplo;rod F)nploy~d Unlmown

•Wilmington 8.5 1.3 27.3 27.1 59.4 9.2
Brandywine 4.0 1.2 33.0 24.2 60.7 7.9
Other Suburbs 2.4 2.0 37.3 19.4 62.0 8.8
Northern

60.2 8.7Delaware 6.4 1.3 30.3 25.3

Of Northern Delaware's Jewish population (age twenty and over), data
was obtained on 4,243 persons. 60.2% were gainfully employed; 1.3% were
unemployed; and 6.4% were retired. Next to the employed the highest per­
centage went to the housewives with 32l~. Ten percent of the 4651 persons who
responded did not provide any information. Of' the employed, 78.0% were
male and 22.0% were female.

The study did inquire into the employment status of those 19 and over.
Unfortunately, the IBM compilation overlooked the nineteen year olds.
If Northern Delaware followed the pattern elsewhere, employment in this
age was exceedingly low, most probably due to the great emphasis placed on
education and attainment of skills by Jews generally. 91.3% of males age
twenty and over were employed; and of these 43.8% were salaried and 44.6%
self-employed. Of females t;!f .4% were employed; and of these 16.0% were
salaried and 5.0% were self-employed. The--wide variations from male to
female employed, and the salaried and self-employed among the female were
readily understandable. The spread between the total salaried and the
total self-employed for males was five percent, while in the female it was
eleven percent.

In Northern Delaware the number of self-employed among Jewish males
was 44.6% against 5.0% self-employed among Jewish females. When the
entire Jewish population over twenty was considered, the variation was
only 5% in favor of the salaried.

The line in males between salaried and self-employed must not be con­
strued as a sharp delineation. Many persons self-employed drew "salaries"
from their businesses and classified themselves as "salaried". Many persons
preferred to "own their business" and referred to themselves as "self­
employed" rather than salaried.

There are more than two hundred and f'ifty known Jewish employees in the
chemical companies. Because of the nature of the industries, Greater
Wilmington has a large number of chemists, chemical engineers, research
technicians and other technical-related skilled workers.

In the City of. Wilmington where the population was a much older one,
the male s were 4S% self-employed to 36.6 salaried. In the twenty to
thirty-four age group the salaried more than doubled the self-employed.
THe number of females salaried was three times the number self-employed.



"

XXIX

In BrandYWine the reverse was -true for the males. The males were
50.4% salaried and 42.8% were self-employed. The number of females
salaried was four times the number of females self-employed.

In the remaining suburbs where (like the Brandywine area) the popu-
· lation was a younger one, the males salaried were 59.8% as against 32.6%

self-employed. The variation was greater in the 20-44 age group than in
the 45 or over where more were self-employed. The---number of females
salaried was more than three times the number self-employed.

When a comparison was sought between the other survey areas and the
City of Wilmington, where the population was much older and concurrently
had the smallest number of dependent children, it was found that Wilmington

· had the smallest percentage of employed males and the largest percentage
· of employed females. In Brandywine where the population was the "youngest",
the opposite proportion was found.

Although the survey questionnaire included information which would
shed light on the occupational structure of Northern Delaware Jewry, it

·was not intended to be part of this report. At a later date, occupational
structure will be analyzed and correlations drawn between age, sex, area
of residence, type of employment and distribution of the labor force
by industry.



MOBILITY

MOVEMENT BY HOUSEHOLDS INTO NORTHERN DELAWARE FOR THE FIRST TIME

The study gave some indication of population stability over the years.
2099 heads of households, 92.0% of the total surveyed, were able to give
their advent year into Northern Delaware.

Table 21 YEAR OF FIRST RESIDENCE IN DELAWARE - BY PERCENTAGE

Prior to
19/j5

9 1e-ars 5 Ye'ars 3 Years
1945-1953 1954-1958 1959-1961 Total

57.4
29.6
13.0

No.

1.204
623
272

%

24.0
36.0
40,0

No.

892 71,7 204 50,8 67 23,8 41
265 21.0 147 36,7 149 53.0 62
87 7.3 51 12.5 62 23.2 ~69~:c:u.:~

Wilmington
Brandywine
Other Areas

TOTAL 1244 100.0 402 100.0 281 100.0 172 100.0 2099 100.0

19.1 13,4

Approximately 59.0% of the households lived in Northern Delaware
eighteen years or longer, 19.0% nine to seventeen years. Thirteen percent
were relative newcomers having become Northern Delawareans between 1954 and
1958. The most recent arrivals were only 8.2%.

The figures hold fascination for fund raisers and membership chairmen
anti affect the public relations program of all. On the basis of a period
of five years for acclimatization, approrlmately 14.0% of all households
are not yet full fledged Delawareans. Of these 24.0% live in Wilmington,
43.0% in Brandywine and 33.0% in the other suburbs. Here too is an :in­
dication that Brandywine was the area of residence preference. The numbers
of households in the tables above do !!2! refer to length of residence in the
areas mentioned. This is not an inter-area mobility study.

MOVEMENT WITHIN NORTHERN DELAWARE - TO PRESENT FROM PREVIOUS RESIDENCE
BY i lEAR OF M:>VE

Two thousand two hundred and thirty-four household heads stated the
year of move from the last previous address, 31,5% moved during 1959-1961
and 60.0% during 1945-1961, Jewry of Northern Delaware was on the march
steadily over the years, The greatest number of newcomers to Northern
Delaware came from metropolitan Philadelphia (45l%). From the neighboring
states of Maryland and New Jersey came 18,0%, New York 12.0% and other
states 20.0%. From overseas 4.0% of the population emigrated, Moves
fran Wilmington numbered 57,0%, Brandywine 12,0%, the other suburbs 13,0%,
elsewhere in the United States and overseas 18,0%. In the most recent
three years, 41.0% of moves originated from Wilmington, 18,0% from Brandywine,
16.0% from other suburbs, 25,0% from outside Northern Delaware.
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Table 22 Prior to 9 Ye-ars 5 Ye-ars 3 Years

1945 1945-1953 1954-1958 1959-}961 Total

No. % No. % No. % No. % No, %

:WiJJnington 222 78.4 416 75.4 341 49.1 292 41.5 1271 56.9
I •

7 2.5 26 4.7 104 14.9 124 17.6 261 li.7'Brandywme
·Other Areas 10 3.5 39 7.1 134 19.3 114 16.2 -297 13.3
other states h4 15.6 71 13.8 n6 16.7 174 24·7 405 18.1

iTotal Northern
2234 100.0Delaware 283 100.0 552 100.0 695 100.0 704 100.0

Previous address unknown -.&
2286

The statistics studies revealed the year of last movement. It
'remadned now to study the movement to the suburbs over the same period of
years. The percentage growth rate per average year completed the picture
of the deveIojment of suburbia to this point in time.

,-~

Table 23 M:>VEMENT TO SUBURBIA
..,

Prior to 9 Ie-ars 5 Years 3 Years
1945 1945-1953 1954-1958 1959-1961 Total

No. V% No, 1% No. v% No. n No, v%

To Brandywine A 14 56.0 34 36.2 68 28.1 80 25.1 196 28.8
B 2 8.0 27 28.7 89 36.8 155 48.6 273 40.1
c 9 36.0 33 32.1 85 3a·1 84 26.3 211 31.1

,.
tOTAL 25 100.0 94 100.0 242 100.0 319 100.0 680 100.0

11% 3.7 13.8 35.6 46.9 100.0

To Other Suburbs 17 50 92- 122 291
"

H% 5.8 17.2 31.6 45.4 100.0

The Jewish population of Northern Delaware in 1962 began its movement
to suburbia about seventeen years ago. At the end of 1944 there were
twenty-five families now in Northern Delaware liVing in Brandywine with
56.0% of them residing" in Section A. Five years later the percentage
distribution was close, 36.0% living in A, 28.7% in B and 35.1% in C.
However, by the end of 1958, B surpassed the others. The greatest change
in distribution came in the three year period ending 1961, when Section
A,continued the downward trend to 25.1% , B gained and reached 48.6% and
C took the sharp drop to 26.3%. Suburbia (Brandywine) grew from 3.7% to
13.8% to 35.6% and to 47.0% of the Jewish population.
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The rcentage growth rate per average year placed into bold relief
the growthor decline of the area of preference. Section B developed
as a residential area far earlier and more rapidly than eitP,er of the
other two sections. The trend, however, continued toward B.

Brandywine remained the area of preference. Reasons for this are
varied. It had the greater concentration (groups seek their own level),
better accessibility to Wilmington resources and some resources for
Jewish Community services. The remaining suburban areas, greater in

,eJ¢ent but located west and south of Wilmi.ngton, had only the Jewish
Community Center in Newark as a Jewish Community resource. And this was
"limited to the Newark and Mill Creek regions.

iTable 24 PERCENTAGE GRCM'lH RATE OF SUBURBIA PER AVERAGE YEAR

Prior to Nine -Years Five-Years Three-Years
1945 1945-1953 1954-1958 1959-1961

,Brandywine
.,,"',

A 16.2 18.8 5.9
B 139.9 45.9 24.7
C 29·7 30.9 -0.4

TOTAL 47.0 31.5 10.6

Other Areas 21.5 9.3 10.9

FUTURE MOBILITY (1-5 YEARS) OF 184 FAMILIES IN NORTHERN DELAWARE

Only 184 persons representing 8.0% of total families in Northern
Delaware gave some positive indication that they will move within one-
to five years. Many associated with the chemical industries were un­
certain about tenure in Delaware and so were omitted fram the statistical
picture. The 184 knew they would move although 96.0% of them could
not state specifically the neighborhood of their choice. They did,
however, indicate the general area of preference.

Of the 184 approximately 25.0% selected Wilmington, 61.0% Brandywine,
8.0% the other suburbs. 6.0% will leave the state.

Wilmington - of forty-seven households planning to move, thirty-four
will remain :in the city, six will go to Brandywine and seven to the
bther suburbs. Of the thirty-four who will remain in Wilmington - fifteen
Will remain in the city but were uncertain as to which section. There
will be no s Lgndf'Lcarrt increase in the Brandywine Hills (C) section of
Wilmington. This was Int.ereatdng because exodus to Brandywine Hills
began with thirty households moving in between 1945-1953, forty-six from
1954-1958 and sixteen from 1959-1961. The next five years will see
an increase of only four. Conversely, eight moved out of Brandywine
aUls between 1945-1953, sixteen fram 1954-1958 and two from 1959-1961.
The heaviest concentration in A, although somewhat diluted will continue

'.~,
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to remain very dense. Brandywine Hills must not be confused with
lBrandywine Hundred.

Brandywine Hundred - It was evident that this area of Northern
melaware was the preferred location of approximately 61.0% of residence
change. or the one hundred and twelve planning to move, fifty-three will
remain in this area.

In the next five years Brandywine A will lose 3, Gain 1, net -2
B" " 2, " 8, " 6
C" " 1, n 1, " 2

'Dwenty-two of the fifty-three moves were definitely known. Were the thirty­
one who could give no specific section to follow the trend of the twenty­
tWo who did, Region B would remain the region of Preference. Region B
Was the oldest of the three and had the largest Jewish popul.atdon; It
Was well developed while room for expansion was not so evident as in A or
C'. A is furthest in distance from the City of Wilmington, while C has
great potentiality for growth.

FRoM WILMINGTON

FlwM BRANDYWINE

(Remain in area 34} .. - ... - - - - Net Loss 30
To Brandywine • .. ;.-; wi 38
To other Suburbs ........... 2
To Out of state - - - - 3

(Remain in area 53} .. ... - - - - Net Gain 48
To WilJni.ngton -... 6
To Other Suburbs - - - - 2
To Out of st'ate - - - - 3

FROM OTHER SUBURBS (Remain in area 10} - - - - - - - Net Loss 29
To Wilmington _.. 7
To Brandywine - ... ... 21
To Out of state - - - - 5



XXXIV

1961 CAMPING EXPERIENCE OF CHILDREN 5-12 YEARS OF AGE

Ninety-eight per cent of the 660 males.and 59~ females ~re.accounted
for in this study. The unreliability of th~s par-tdcul.ar' stat~st~c~
pibture was demonstrated when it was known that not 260 but 298 ch~ldren
were actually registered in the Day Camp of the Jewish Community Center
during the sunnner of 1961. The probability was greatest that the dis­
crepancy of 38 children was due to several reasons. Parents might have
thought the question pertained to the entire summer (the Center Day
C~p had 28 children who didn't attend full season) and to the fact
tha.t several might have thought that the "Sellersi9 Camp was not synonymous
with the Center Camp. These may then be found in "other Day Camp".

The Jewish Conununity Center's Day Camp registration of 298 represented
24~o% of the children in Northern Delaware of the camping age group of
five to twelve years. At best, with the maximum capacity of the camp
set at three hundred, only 24.0% of the total number of children five to
twelve could have been served. The Center Camp operated at maximum
capacity.

PARTICIPATION IN NON-JEWISH SPONSORED ACTIVITY

Five hundred and sixty-five persons were known to participate in
YMCA, YWCA or church-sponsored activity. In the latter category the
survey did not include members of scout troops not church sponsored but
meerting in a church. Jewish members of church-sponsored scout troops were
Inclluded; The assumption was made that the greater majority of the 176
under twenty-one were in families unaffiliated with either a synagogue or
thei Jewish Center. The assumption also was made that transportation
difficulties accounted for the greater number of participants under twenty­
one I, who lived in the Brandywine or other suburbs. No attempt was made
to verify this. 69% of those participating in activity were twenty-one
or over. The YMCA count included 33 females and the YWCA 70 males. More
males went to the YWCA than females to the YMCA. '!he absence of a health
club at the Jewish Conmunity Center of Wilmington might have accounted
for'; many of the- 190 males at the YMCA. Women sought out the Mn mostly
for their home-eentered crafts programs.

Difficulty in analysis, especially in the under twenty-one category,
rested on the unreliability of responses due to misunderstanding of the
que$tion related to church-sponsored activity.

THE JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER

The Jewish Community Center membership list was posted to the survey
sheet directly, thus obviating the asking of the question. Close to
83.0% of the membership was in the "Family" category and of this, 68.0%
came from Wilmington, 28.0% fran Brandywine and 4.0% from other suburbs.

The oft-heard statement that the Jewish Connnunity Center primarily
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serves the synagogue unaffiliated or that the synagogue unaffilia~ed _
"support" the Center is quite clearly demonstrated as not in keepmg
with the facts. Close to 83.0% of the Center's membership was affili­
ated with a synagogue.

The Center enrolled 29.0% of the households of Northern Delaware.
I In Wilmington 33.5% were enrolled, in Brandywine 28.0% and in the other
· suburbs 10.0%.

TableXXV1, page 38 indicated the largest bulk in Wilmington 43.0%,
liIale- and femaie~ to be between 35'··and 64 years 6f a.ge, and in Northern
Delaware the same age level was close to 40.0% of the membership. This

.was all understanda.ble; membership is fam.ily centered.

'!be sexes in the Center membership composition were equa.lly divided.

RELIGIOUS AFFll.IATION OF HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS

To insure accuracy, the information relating to affiliation was ascer­
tained directly from the Temples and Synagogues themselves and then posted
,to survey sheets. Heads of families were not asked either affiliation or­
',religious preference. It was assumed, with the knowledge of the congrega­
tions, that their own membership lists were accurate. This statistical
,picture was not related to dues-paying memberships. For survey purposes,
'anyone considered by the particular congregation to be a member was con­
isidered affiliated.

There were five congregations in Northern Delaware including Newark's
Jewish Conmnmity Center, which is a synagogue center serving all branches of
Judaism. In Wilmington there were: ' .

Machzikei Hadas Congregation (MH)
Adas Kodesch Shel Emeth (AKSE)
Temple Beth Shalan (TBS)
Temple Beth Emeth (TBE)

There were 1428 heads of households affiliated with one of the above
congregations. Of these, twelve were members of the traditional !D£! the
conservative, five of the --t.raditional ml!! the reform, and six of the con­
servative and the reform,-a total of twenty-three persons.

60.8'% of the total nwnber of households (2386) were affiliated with
one or more than one congregation (59.8% unduplicated affiliations). It
should be noted that the total memberships hereafter referred to contained
the duplications above; unless otherwise stated. The memberships of the
Temples on the tables in the study did not represent the~ membership
of the congregations. Each of the major congregations also enrolled
residents from nearby cities in Pennsylvania and from areas :in Delaware
not within the geographical area known as Northern Delaware. It was also
not very probable that there were memberships from more than one person
in the same household•
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The survey information underscored what was conmon knowledge •. !he
Orthodox Synagogue was least in numbers 3.0%, followed by the Trad1t10nal
Congregations's 25.5%, the Conservative's .33.4% and the Reform's .3.3.7%
of Sll affiliated households. The Newark Jewish Community Center, which
in ~ality is a Synagogue Center, had 4•.3%.

Table 25 CONGREGATIONAL MEMBERSHIP - HEADS OF }J:)USEHOLDS

Percentage of
Households Affiliated % Total Households

Machzikei Hadae (0) 44 3.0 1.8
Mas Kodesch Shel Eineth (T) 371 25.6 15.5
Temple Beth Shalom (C) 485 33.4 20.3
Temple Beth Emeth ~R) 489 33.7 20.4
Newark Jewish Center sc) 62 4.3 2.6

TOTAL 1451 100.0 2386 (Total
Households)

The ,1451 affiliated included twenty-three duplications of memberships.

Forty-one percent of the Orthodox Synagogue membership consisted of
per-eons in their sixties and 29.6% in their seventies. As was obvious
it dl-ew 88.6% of its adherents from Wilmington.

Twenty-seven percent of the TraditionaJ.. Synagogue membership consisted of
per-sona in their rorties, 22.0% in their fifties and 22.0% in their sixties.
77.9% of its adherents came from Wilmington.

Thirty percent of the Conservative Temple's IlEmbership were in-their
fortlies, 24.0% in their fifties and 19.0% in their thirties. Sixty-six
percent came from Wilmington.

I Thirty-six per cent of the Reform Temple's were in the-ir forties,
24.0% in their thirt~es and 21.0% in their fifties. Fifty-six percent
came from Wilmington.

Table AFFTI.IATION BY AGE OF MEMBERS OF THE THREE MAJOR SYNAGOGUES
~

Decade Reform Conservative Traditional

No. % No. % No. %

Twenties 12 2.5 15 3.1 2 #
'lb;irties 119 24.3 91 18.7 48 13.0
Forties IT! 36.2 147 30.3 100 26.9
Fil'ties 103 21.0 118 24.3 82 22.1
SiXty &Over 74 15.1 105 21.7 130 35.1
Unknown 4 # 9 1.9 9 2.4

TOTAL 489 100.0 485 100.0 371 100.0
# less than one percent
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The trend toward Reform in many other cities did not appear to be
so ',in Northern Delaware. It is the suburbanite who tends more toward
Refbrm than the city dweller. Suburbia preferred the Reform Temple
by more than 10.4% tha:n for the Conservative and by more than lA% than
the, combined Orthodox-Traditional Synagogues.

Age played an important factor. The suburbs have a greater proportion
of younger heads of households. Wilmington by virtue of its older popu­
1at!1.on supplied the strength of the Orthodox and Traditional Synagogues.

Table 27 AFFILIATED HOUSEHOLDS BY AREA

Households Households Percentage
Affiliated In Area Affiliated

Wilmington 923 1330 69.4
Brandywine 392 674 58.2
Other Suburbs 136 282 48.2

100*
Total:

DUplicated 1451 2386 60.8
Urtduplicated 1428 2386 59.8

t
d

* Families not reached but whose affiliation was known.

FAMTI.Y COMPOSITION OF TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP BY AGE AND SEX

In the list of tables appended, a breakdown of the children of mem­
bersl of all congregations by age and sex may be found. This listing
was meant for the Temples per se rather than for analysis here. The
pattern was simple. Among the Orthodox-Traditional Synagogues, the num-
ber of potential children was lower (the membership which supported them
was older) and the reverse was true for the Conservative and Reform
Congregational memberships. In Newark the largest percentages of the
membership were in the thirties and twenties respectively (46.6% and 17.2%).
75.0% of the children were under ten years of age. Temples when con­
templating expansion of school facilities would do well to stu~ the
figutes relating to their own congregation as well as the age composition
of the entire population. These may be found in the section on tables.

r I
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ENRQIJ.EF,s IN JWISH SCHOOLS - AGES 4-18

It would have been more accurate to have ascertained this informa­
tion directly from the various schools. Information on 1161 children was
supplied by the interviewees. Those receiving some form of Jewish educa­
tidn numbered 53.0%. The study should have been confined to Hebrew Schools
on1ly. The margin for error is greater when the 4-7 and the 14 plus ages
are included in the bases for computing percentages.

Table 28 ENROLLEES RECEIVIOO JE.WISH EDUCATION

%Receiving
No. Jewish Education

%Of all Children
:in Northern Delaware

Adas Kodesch* 216
Beth Shalom *" 361
Beth Emeth *" 318
Sunday School**' (Only) 230

19
31.1
27.4
20

10
16
14
10

In the Hebrew Schools only, boys were 54.0% - girls 46 .0%.

* Hebrew School only.
** Beth Shalom and Adas Kodesch Sunday Schools were limited to children

5,6,7 years of age.
The Ma.chizikei Hadas Congregation had neither Hebrew nor Sunday Sohool.

It must be remembered that school enrollment noted here 1s below the
totaG. on record at each school. This survey did not include children
residing outside the geograFbical area of Northern Delaware •

Males receiving some form of Jewish education exceeded females by 4.5%.
In order of male predominance in the Hebrew Schools: Adas Kodesch Shel­
Emeth, Beth Shalom, Beth Fmeth. In terms of area, enrollment from Wil­
mington was 55.0% and Brandywine 40.0%. In the other suburbs, Newark's
enrollment at its Hebrew School was 24 of whom 11 were males. School
enrollees resided in Newark and part of Mill Creek only. Private lessons
were,being-given to only 1% of the enrollment total and 1/2 of 1% of all
children 4-18. Stmday School pupils were 20.0% of all enrolled or 10.4%
of a.ll children 4-18. Inasmuch as the number- not enrolled or o£ unknown
stat~s was almost 50.0% of the total, the data obtained from this source
had iittle, 1£ any, value.

:Of the 640 children of post Bar Mitzvah age, 216 or 34.0% were en­
rollsd at some time in Jewish education courses at the synagogues or
'in . .the Advanced School for Jewish Studies. Both sexes were represented
equally.

Approximately 50.0% of families planning to enroll their children
were isynagogue-affiliated already. The other .50.0% were probahly waiting
to jain before enrollment in a Hebrew School. The plarming-to-enroll
among Reform familiee was greater than for the other two major congregations.
They did have the younger families. Note that tfPlanning-to-enro11" in
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the very young age level did not convey information as to age at :future
enrollment. The pattern for those planning to enroll was close to the
pattern for affiliation.

'Table 29 PERCENTAGE PLANNING TO ENROLL TO PERCENTAGE ENROLLED

Percentage Enrolled Percentage Planning to Enroll

!Adas Kodesch
ITemple Beth Shalom
.Temple Beth Emeth
Newark

18
35
42

5

14
39
44
4

lI'able 30 CHn..DREN 6-18 YEARS OF AGE WHO HAVE HAD THEIR JEWISH EDUCATION

In NOrthern Delaware there were 1874 young persons studied.

Registered in Have had Jewish
Total a School Education No Data.

Male 972 - 601 223* l48
Female 992 507 176·· 219

,

toTAL 1874 1108 399 367
H% 100.0 59.0 21.0 20.0

"* Two hundred and twenty three males had one or more years of Jewish
education. Seventeen or 8.0% discontinued theireduc.ation before reaching
alge thirteen. These were the religious education failures. Of the 81
who were of Bar Mitzvah age in the year 1961 information about 31, less
than 50%, was obtained. The greatest number of them - 13 had five years
of previous training, 7 had six years, 5 had seven years, 2 eight years
and 1 had nine years. The median was 5-6 years, i.e., half had more
than 5-6 years and half had less than 5-6 years. None hsd less than three
ybars before he delivered his proverbial speech. Previous schooling
did not necessarily refer to Jewish schools in Delaware.

The median for the post Bar Mitzvah age was close to 5 years of
schooling. The maximum schooling any eighteen year old young man had was
ten years. Most boys entered Hebrew School at age 8 and cont-inued to
a~ 13. Twenty-three or 10.0% of those thirteen or over had ccntinued
their studies after reaching Jewish adulthood. These were the Jewish
education successes.

One hundred and seventy-six girls had one or more years of Jewish
trlaining. The median for girls was close to five years. None had less
than two years and 1.0% had ten or more years.



-In the 1-3 years of schooling and the 9-10 years, there were more
girl-years of-Jewish education than bey-years. In the 4-8 years, the
number of boy-years exceeded the girl-years. Bar Mitzvah remained a
strong magnetic force in the education of male children. Confirmation
remained a strong magnetic force in the education of female children.
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To project population to 1967 and 1972, the following yardstick
was used:-birth rate 1961, death rate 1961, in-migration over the
years, out-migration 1962, the mobility trend and preference of the
past three years, and the future mobility for the next five years.

It is obvious even to the untrained in statistics that basing one
estimate on another and one supposition on another may be s~ply com­
pounding errors. In the absence of prophetic vision the foregoing
must be considered as only an attempt at peering into the future.

Table 32 BIRTH AND DEATH RATES - 1961 - PER THOUSAND

Birth Rate* Death Rate**

Wilmington
Brandywine
other Suburbs
Total Northern

Delaware

6.5
23.4
28.5

15.0

* The birth rate (1960) was 16.0 per 1000 whites in the general Wilming­
ton population.
The birth rate was determined simply by dividing the number of Jewish
children born in 1961 by the number of thousands in the Jewish populatian~
The Jewish birth rate was lower than the city white birth rate. It
was possible that there were additional births among the unreached
families. However, this would not alter the birth rate materially.
Inasmuch as there was no study done on nativity it is not possible
to relate birth rate of foreign to native born within the Jewish
group. It is generally known that American born Jews are very much
aware of and more sensitive to the necessity of planned families.
"Refinementvt of birth rate was dispensed with in this general
projection.

** The death rate was determined simply by dividing the number o£
local interments plus interments of resident Northern Delawareans
lmown to have been interred elsewhere by the number of thousands in the
Jewish population.
The age-adjusted death rate for the United states for 1961 was
estimated at 7.4 per 1000 population. The age-adjustment allows
for the effect of changes in the age composition of the population.

'1



XLII

Table 33 OUT-MlGRATION-1962

From Wilmington - 28 households =84 individuals
Brandywine 16 ft .• 51 tt

Other Areas -~ if =...2.5...
~,

72 230

IN-MIGRATION-1962 22

To Wilmington .. 13 households • 39 individuals
Brandywine - 38 u =144 it

Other Areas - ..lL tt =1°2 n

82 288

NET GAIN 10 tI 58 n

fable 3}+ Birth Rat&. .JLo.!.. Death R.e.t~. -l!Q:. -~ .1l2.:. 'I

~\
l'iilmington 6.5 26 9.2 37 -2.7 -11
BranCl.ywine 23 ..4 61 4.2 11 +19.2 + 50 :1

Other Areas ~ .si: 0,,5 --L +23 ..0 ~
,

TOTAL 15.0 114 7.0 53 + 8.0 + 61

The figure s above were not surpr-a.eang, Wilmington \' 3 olrter- population
would account fo!' the conpar-at.IveIy lai'ga differential i"l-Qoa.th rate.
The percentage of m~rried wonen 20-44 years of ag9 (child-benring ages)
in the three major area subclivi3j.ons ~"1'-.Jre: W:il.Jni...'1gton 44, Brandyw:L'18 78,
other Suburbs 74", The r-sproductdve potential W~3 much lower in Wilmington
and conversely much hf.ghez- in the rest of Northern DeLaware ,

M)"\~1:ENTS n~TO NC!.f.~-·t.8r..N l'K.AW:!.H,E FROM OUT OF STATE--...__ .._----- .._.---......_.-----,--,.._.~-,-.---.,.,-----~

1947 -- to - 1952
1953 .. 1954 .. 1955
1956 - 1957 - 1958
1959 - 1960 - 1961

~.ho1ds :- a.ver~ge wLvear
7

15
28
58

Beginning with 1953-5 every three year period approximately doubled
the preceding three year period. This study of the present population
could give no indication how many Northern Delawareans emigrated from
the Sta.te.
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Over the past three years, 3.0% of newcomers selected Wilmington as
a place of residence, 5.0% selected Brandywine, and 3i% selected the
other Suburbs. In Brandywine the order of preference was sections B,C,A.

OUT-MIGRATION

There was no known reliable method of determining movement out of the
State or downstate, hence adequate reliable recording was set up for 1962,
and used for the projection. In-migration in 1962 was Wilmington 15,
Brandywine Hundred J7 and Other Suburbs 31. The total for Northern
Delaware was 83. Out ~gration in 1962 was as follows: 28 families
moved from Wilmington, 16 from Brandywine Hundred and 28 from the
other Suburbs.

The following projection may be attempted:

Table 34 !m. (Round figure e)
Minimum* Maximum**

City of Wilmington
Brandywine Hundred
Other Suburbs
Northern Delaware

4021
2606

947
7CXJO

3500
4500
1150
9150

4200
6000
1500

11850
[I

Iii

* Based on static birth and death rates, in-migration and out­
migration on 1962 experience.

** Based on static birth and death rates, in-migration over past
nine years and out-migration 1962 only.

Brandywine Hundred will overtake the City of Wilmington by 1967
or 1968.

It is doubtful if the center of Jewish population will remain in
Wilmington longer than five more years. In 1900 - 1920 the center was
Second and West Streets. By 1940 it shifted to the mid-twenties
West of Washington Street. By 1962 it was very close to the northern
periphery of the city.

1

il
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At Random Notes

The fact that Wilmington Jewry comprised 53.0% of Northern Delaware
and that of the 53.0% the greatest concentration was in area A & C
where 82.8% resided, made this population study far less intricate than
would otherwise have been the case. In communities such as Worcester,
Massachusetts, Lynn, Massachusetts and New Orleans, Louisiana, for
example, there was less concentration spread out in more areas.

There is no general iiorthodoxVi neighborhood in Northern Delaware.
Nor for that matter do the Reform Jews cluster in any one area. The
fine line which once existed between each ubranchu of Judaism no
longer exists. The kosher style restaurants, the kosher butcher shops
and the iVJewish"bakeries are not confined to anyone neighborhood.
Reform Temple Beth Emeth in 1961 wa.s about 2-3 miles distant from
Traditional Adas Kodesch Shel Emeth. Today they are near each other
in Wilmington C (Brandywine Hills).

The Suburbs north of Wilmington differed markedly from the other
areas studies, yet had many similarities. Brandywine was not formally
structured; the other areas had self-contained entities such as Newark,
Elsmere, City of New Castle and Newport, each with its own government
and political life. Residents of all suburbs were dependent upon
Wilmington for most of the income upon which suburbanites lived. Newark
also had the University of Delaware, the stine and Haskell Research
Laboratorie s and Thiokol in nearby Maryland while Newport had duPont
Paint Manufacturing plants. Atlas Chemical is also located in the
Collins Park area.

When the new Jewish Coxmnunity Center will have been built, or to be
more exact, when the Jewish Community Center gives up its present
building, the last vestige of the old Jewish ghetto centering around
West and-~ourth streets will pass into history.

This population study should serve as a springboard for other
studies more qualitative in nature. For example, studies of the un­
affiliated, the intermarried and their affiliations, and adult Jewish
education. A study might be made of organization affiliation per se
and its relation to Synagogue affiliation. The degree of affiliation
with a Synagogue as the embodiment of religious life, as determined in
the study, was in conformity with the overall picture throughout the
country. Reaeons for the great lack of affiliation deserve careful
study by community and Synagogue alike.

This stUdy ought to be made decennially so that valid comparisons
may be drawn. To this end this study was intensive and extensive
(though by no means complete) -- to provide a base for comparison in
years to come.

This population study has many shortcomings. Some areas have not been
explored at all, others not subjected to adequate study. The use of the
telephone set severe limitations on the extent of data to be gathered.

iii II
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Technical Note
t~ Listing of Tables

Most percentages used in the survey analysis were rounded
out to the nearest whole number except where the fraction
was one half. All charts were rounded out to the nearest
one point decimal. Thus 5.56 was raised to 5.6 and 5.54
lowered to 5.5. In effect this procedure did not materially
change results. For this reason many percentages may not
add up to precisely 100.

L



INDIVIDUAlS - SEX AND CENSUS TRACTS 1TABLE I

JEWISH POPUIATION GENERAL POPULATION
!

~?]MINGTON Mrl.IE FENCl. I.E TOTAL Percentage Total Percentage Jewish-
'A, 2 899 922 1821 5;519

3 184 189 373 3,559
4 226 268 494 2;844
5 ....2l 120 212 4,168_.

TarAL A 1401 1499 2900 82.8 16,090 20.7

B 6 71 63 134 7;357
7 2;135
8 2 1 3 1,447

18 - , 73-TarAL B 73 64 137 3.4 11,012 1.2

TarAL c 212 216 428

D 11 55 60 115 2,830
12 12 15 27 2,877
13 13 13 26 3;414
14 8 8 16 3,097
15 18 18 36 3:,17222 25 25 50 4;33323 II 16 27 4;03824 22 25 --kL 5,535- --ToTAL D 164 180 344 8.6 29,296 1.2

E 1 8 14 22 3;2699 9 13 22 4,20210 18 24 42 1;21916 21 22 43 4,18617 2 2 4 3,91720 2 2 4 . 91421 15 12 27 4,129- - -TOTAlL E 75 89 164 4.1 21,863 u
tr

G 19 2 2 4 3;60425 13 18 31 4;30926 7 6 13 5;26827
2,,404-TarAt G 22 26 48 1.1 15,585 :'1:

/I

TOTAlS 1947 2074 4021 100.0 93,846

4021=100%

*Includ.ed in A- Brandywine Hills (C) is contiguous to A and should net be
con:t'used with Brandywine Hundred which is the area name of the Northern
suburbs.

# - tess than 1%



T~\BLE I llIDIVWUALS BY SEX AND CENSUS TRACTS (can't) 2

JEWISH POPULATION GENERAL POPULATION.
BRA!mYWINE r1AIE FENAIE TarAL Percentage Total Percentage Jewish-
A 101 34 26 60 3;718

102 2,942
103 114 107 221 5;048
104 25 34 59 3;382
111 143 131 274 2;537
112 11 9 20 3,207
113 68 79 147 2,539- -

TorAiL A 395 386 781 30.0 23,373 3.3
,

B 105 III 110 221 4;269
i'106 20 16 36 1;536 I).07 62 58 120 6,150
It110 299 308 607 4,543- -

:1TOTAL B 492 492 984 37.8 16,498 6.0

c 108 82 78 160 2;690 i
r

109 104 125 229 2;812 \
f,114 58 137 295 2;447 ~115 28 28 56 3;715 I'

Ii116 L~5 48 93 5;086 i117 ---2 -1.. 8 1,401._.
TorAJj, C 422 419 841 32.2 18,151 4.6
TOTAL -
BRAND1'WINE 1309 1297 2606 100.0 58,022

~S!.~NA
A 118 1 3 4 3;5251.C'..9 84 77 161 2;508120 22 26 48 3,640- - -TOTAL 107 106

~

213 22.5 9,673 2.2
MILL CREEK

1.:1 2 2 4 2;554132 5 4 9 2;690153 43 39 82 1;850134 33 31 64 3;022135 9 4 I) 3;619136 7 7 14 5;169137 9 11 20 1;294140 3 3 6142 1;091- - - ~QQ-- '- -
TarAL, 111 101 212 22.4 23,789 #
# Less than 1 %

(Continued)



TABLE I INDIVillUALS BY SEX AND CENSUS TRACTS (con r t ) 3

General Percent
NE~VARK AREA ?flAIE FElVUtIE TOTAL Percent Population J:G

:1\38 8 8 16 1,780
]39 1,821
]41 21 22 43 2,214
1~3 559
144 20 17 37 4;764
1~5 19 16 35 3,791
146 14 18 32 1,233
147 40 33 73 4,604
lL8 4 3 7 3,451
1$1 - - - 2J828- - _.

TOTAL 126 117 243 25.7 27,045 .It
7'-

NEW CASTlE

149 5 3 8 2,41415b 13 9 22 1,791152 3,76015t 2 1 3 85915 6 6 12 4,00315) 3,318156 6 7 13 3,132151 3 5 8 1,710158 10 15 25 3,08515~ 14 17 31 2,527160
1611

,

1,813
1621 8 7 15

1,855 .
1631 2,574- - - 2,624- - - .. .

TOTAL 67 70 137 14.5 35,465 #
ELSMERE -NEWPORT

121 11 8 19 3,066122 23 14123 . 8 37 6,1329 17124 11 7 18
2,877

125 4 3 7
4,419

126 1 1 2 6,717
127 5,301
128 7 8 15

4,265
129 9 10 19

1,221
130 4 4 8 2,795
131 - 2,919- 2.5~4

TOTAL 78 64 142 14.9 42,266
TO'!'AL OTHER 100.0
StDURBS 489 458 947 100.0



TABLE II
~ . :INPIVtDUALS' Br£EX AND AID~\

~ FEMALE 1'.Q!&
No. V% H% No._ .vet ..... M- No.--- _.v.%-- -H%- .

WILH:IIDTON A 1,401 43.1* 48.3 1,499 44.8* 51.6 2,900 44.0* 100.0
B 73 1.9 53.3 64 1.6 46.7 137 1.8 100.0
C 212 In A - 216 In A - 428 In A 100.0D 164 4.4 47.7 180 4.7 52.3 344 4.5 100.0E 75 2.0 45.7 89 2.3 54.3 164 2.2 100.0G 22 # 45.8 26 -iL 54.2 48 --iL 100.0- -

TOTAL 1,947 52.0 48.5 2,074 54.2 51.5 4,021 53.1 100.0- - - - -
BRANDYWINE A 395 10.6 50.6 386 10.1 49.4 781 10.3 100.0HUNDRED B 492 13.1 50.0 492 12.8 50.0 984 13.0 100~0

C** 422 11.3 50.2 419 10.9 49.8 841 11:.1 100.0-
TOTAL 1,309 35.0 50.1 1,297 33.9 49.9 2,606 34.4 100.0- - - - -

CHRISTIANA 107 2.9 50.2 106 2.8 49.8 213 2.8 100.0~1rr.L CREEK III 3.0 52.3 101 2.6 47.7 212 2.8 100~0NEWARK AREA 126 3.4 51.8 117 3.1 49.2 243 3.2 100.0NEW CASTLE 67 1.8 48.9 70 1.8 51.1 137 1.8 100.0ELSMERE - NEWPCil.T 78 .1.:1 55.0 64 1.6 45.0 142 ...b1 100.0--,.-
TOTAL 489 13.0 51.6 458 11.9 48.4 947 12..5 100.0- --~ -

TOTAL NORTH. DEL. 3,745 100.0 3,829 100.0 7,574 100.0
7574 :::: 100% 49.4 50.6
Unable to reach 161 165 326, (adjusted) 3,906 3,994 7,900

. ~~Percentage on population of A + C.
-:H(-C is Brandywine Hills Section of the City of Wilmington

(Continued on next page) +-and should not be confused with BRANDYWINE HUNDRED.

L __ .
-,_._ ..~--- ----,-,..- -~.,-~.", .. -_...-

------- _·_-·-·_·:-_"':-"-:-~:-;:,---::-c"-r; ':::7':_-~:;;::'":"--"



TABLE III

'l-JILMrNGrON A
B
C
D
E
G

TOTAL

BRANDYW:rnE A
B
C

TOTAL

,{l CHRISTIANA.
# MILL CREEK
/1 NEWARK AREA
# NEW CASTIE
# ELS1I'ERE-NEWPORT

TarAL
TarAL NORTHERN DEIAvlARE

Unable to Reach

9,673 213 2.2
23;189 212 /1
21~045 243 f,~
35;465 131 #
42;266 142 ~

138-,23B 947 #-
290,106 1574 .

326

2,880 75 3.3 2.6
6; 345 50 2. 2 #
1,407 69 3.0 1/
9,303 46 2.0 #

12,134 42 2.0 #
38-,069 282 12.3 #
85,608 2266 100.0

100
(ADJUSTED)

* Included in A

/1 Less than 1%

290,106 1900 2.6 85,608 23e6 2.7

V1

~~~:.: .:l;; ".--- ~~" .-~:..: " _ -~, 'j ,t ::av ..~ - Wri"'- -....,.... ...·37

_-'x__."" '._._~"_'" ""~ .:.;., :<?".·;';;';'';'''-''--n''-''':---:'''~
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TABLE IV! J.EWJ.SH POPULATIOIIJ BY YEAR OF BmTH AND SEX 6 I '

ifYEAR OF YEAR OF
FEl'1ALE I21& ' IAGE MALE FEr1ALE ~ BffiTH MJ! NALE ;iBJJtTH ,

r
,

1961 I- 53 61 114 1916 45 58 52 110

JI

46 59 42 1011960 11. 63 60 123 1915
1959 2 68 61 135 1914 47 49 58 101

140 48 50 50 100 K I1958 3 68 72 1913 L
1957 & 72 76 148 1912 49 54 57 III II
1956

~
97 83 180 1911 50 55 66 121 'i I

126 I I1955 58 68 126 1910 51 61 59 " ,
~ r1954 7 83 71 160 1909 52 48 46 94 i i

1953 8 95 78 173 1908 53 50 47 97 111952 9 73 86 159 1907 54 42 48 90 ,i I
I

1951 10 86 68 154 1906 55 49 40 89 il i
" ~1950

I

78 81 159 1905 56 41 28 69 .\11 t .1949 12 90 53 143 1904 57 33 28 61 ~.

1948
I

81 160 58 26 26 52 il13 79 1903 H
1947 14' 81 73 154 1902 59 29 35 64 ! il

~

";1
1946 15: 79 62 141 1901 60 37 30 67 '1

.1

1945 161 68 65 133 1900 61 38 47 85 'I1944 11, 51 58 109 1899 62 30 33 63 [l
1943 18', 49 54 103 1898 63 31 32 63 [1,
1942 19[ 56 51 107 1897 64 26 24 50 'Iij

~

1941 20 28 41 69 1896 65 28 27 55 i
'1

1940 21 28 28 56 1895 66 28 26 54
,j
.,1939 22 35 30 65 1894 67 23 17 40 i_1938 23 22 34 56 1893 68 21 20 41 1/

1937 24 ' 26 30 56 1892 69 15 20 35 ' j, i

It1936 25 23 32 55 1891 70 22 17 39 j
1935 26 15 34 49 1890 48

171 19 29 ~1934 27 34 42 76 1889 72 11 8 191933 28 31 33 64 1888 73 9 10 191932 29 41 34 75 1887 74 12 14 26
1931 30 ' 31 58 89 1886 75 15 19 341930 31 I 44 46 90 1885 76 4 6 10 'I

1929 32 42 75 117 1884 77 5 10 15 j1928 33 56 48 104 .11883 78 6 4 10 ;1927 34 68 65 133 1882 79 6 4 10 !I
1926 35 54 75

II
129 1881 80 5 2 7 II1925 36 66 43 109 1880 81 5 9 14 I I1924 37 56 56 112 1879 82 6 4 10 I,

1923 38 50 64 i I114 1878 83 3 4 71922 39 64 68 132 1877 84 2 2 4
1921 40 60 70 130 1876 85 2 21920 41 69 60 129 1875 861919 42 61 84 145 1874 871918 43 66 61 127 1873 88 3 1 41917 44 54 71 125 1872 89

(Continued on next page)





TABLE VI

AGE DIS'tRIB'OTICNCF JEWISH P6PUr.ATION BY SEX AND AREA

WILMmarCN BRANDYWINE*

AGE Male V% Female V% Total V% H% Male V% Female V% Total V% H%

0-4 77 3.4 76 3.1 153 3.8 23.2 167 1J..0 185 14.5 352 13.7 53.3
5-9 143 7.4 148 1.) 291 7.3 36.5 200 15.6 193 15.1 393 15.4 49.2

10-14 223 11.6 200 9.8 423 10.6 54.9 148 11.5 126 9.9 274 10.7 35.6
15-19 208 10.8 201 9.9 409 10.3 69.0 79 6.1 65 5.1 144 5.6 24.3

20-24 89 4.6 80 3.9 169 4.2 56.0 36 2.8 56 4.4 92 3.6 30.5
25-29 40 2.2 40 2.0 80 2.0 25.1 69 5.4 91 7.1 160 6.3 50.3
30-34 60 3.2 79 3.9 1.69 3.5 26.2 124 9.6 154 12.1 278 10.9 52.4
35-39 109 5.8 157 7.7 2e6 6.7 44.5 134 10.L. 111 9.2 251- 9.8 42.0

40-44 162 8.3 220 10.8 382 9.6 58.2 119 9.3 90 7.0 209 8.2 31.9
45-49 112 8.4 177 8.7 349 8.7 65.7 12 5.6 59 4.6 131 5.1 24.7
50-54 190 9.8 207 10.2 397 9.9 75.3 43 3.3 39 3.1 82 3.2 15.6
55-59 136 7.2 116 5.7 252 6.3 75.2 28 2.2 31 2.4 59 2.3 17.6
60-64 116 6.0 132 6.5 248 6.2 75.6 33 2.6 22 1.7 55 2.1 16.8

65-69 91 4.8 92 4.5 183 4.6 fll.3 15 1.2 12 21 1.1 12.0
70-14 63 3.3 61 3.0 121 3.0 80.1 7 # 14 1.1 21 # 13.9

75+ 52 2.7 48 2.:l 100 2.3 75.2 .1:1... --L 21 1.6 ...E.... 1.3 24.8-- - -- --
TC1l'At 1928 100. 2034 100.0 3962 100.0 1285 100.0 1275 100.0 2560 100.0
7456>=100% 25.9 27.3 53.1 17.2 17.1 34.3

Age

Unknown 13 46 59 24 22 46
Nedian 42 42 42 27 27 27
Sex Ratio ce

93.5 101.2

* For Sections A-B-C See 'Eago 10 (continued)

-------<-. _.~-----------_.__.-



TABLE VI

AGE DISTRIBurION OF JEWISH POPUIATION BY SEX AND AREA (Contfd)

arHER AREAS** NORTHERN DELAWARE

AGE Male V% Fenale V% Total v% H% Male V% Female V% __ H% _ T_ota~L ___ V%

0-4 80 16.6 75 16.6 155 16.6 23.5 324 8.7 336 8.9 100.0 660 8.8
5-9 63 13.0 51 1l.3 114 12.2 14.3 406 11.0 392 10.4 100.0 798 10.7

10-14 45 9.3 28 6.2 73 7.8 9.5 416 li.) 354 9.4 100.0 770 10.3
15-19 16 3.3 24 5.3 40 4.3 6.7 303 8.1 290 7.7 100.0 593 7.9
20-24 14 2.9 27 6.0 41 4.3 13.5 139 3.8 163 4.3 100.0 302 4.1
25-29 35 7.2 43 9.5 78 8.4 24.6 144 3.8 174 4.6 100.0 318 4.3
30-34 57 11.8 57 12.6 114 12.2 21.4 241 6.5 290 7.7 100.0 531 7.1
35-39 47 9.7 34 7.5 81 8.7 13.5 290 7.8 308 8.2 100.0 598 8.0
4o-L4 29 6.0 36 8.0 65 7.0 9.9 310 8.4 346 9.2 100.0 656 8.8
45-49 27 5.6 24 5.3 51 5.5 9.6 271 7.3 260 6.9 100.0 531 7.1
50-54 28 5.8 20 4.4 48 5.1 9.1 261 7.1 266 7.0 100.0 527 7.1
55-59 14 2.9 10 2.2 24 2.5 7.2 178 4.8 157 4.1 100.0 335 4.5
60-64 13 2.7 12 2.7 25 2.6 7.6 162 4.4 166 4.4 100.0 328 4.4
65-69 9 1.9 6 1.3 15 1.6 6.7 115 3.1 110 2.9 100.0 225 3.0
70-74 6 1.2 3 # 9 -1/ 6.0 73 1.9 78 2.0 100.0 151 2.0

75+ - - 1 # 1 # # 63 1.7 70 1.9 100.0 133 1.9

TOTAL L83 100.0 451 100.0 934 100.0 3696 100.0 3760 100.0 7456 100.0
7456=100% 6.5 6.0 12.5 49.6 50.4 7574
Age Unlmown - 13 13 37 81 118
Median 28 28 28 33 33 33Sex Ratio 107.0 98.3# Less than 1%

** F or section distribution - see Page 11

--0

'ti!'V--':::'''~. .,_' .---:..'_.z.::':--''--:':"'-'::.:- :..:-.:,,-.':"';;"~:'.~
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TABLE VI AeIE- AND SEX DISTRIBUTidN EtA-REA (conrt)

BRANDYWINE

A B C-
AGE GROUP Hale Female T V% H% Male Female T v% H% Male Female T v% H%

0-4 63 65 128 16.6 36.4 49 56 105 10.9 29.9 55 64 119 14.4 33.7
5-9 60 51 III 14.4 28.2 f:i) 66 132 13.7 33.6 74 76 150 18.2 38.2

10-14 41 38 79 10.2 28.9 62 53 115 11.9 42.0 45 35 80 9.7 29.1
15-19 22 15 37 4.8 25.7 35 31 66 6.8 45.8 22 19 41 5.0 28.5

20-24 5 11 16 2.1 17.4 19 31 50 5.2 54.3 12 14 26 3.2 28.3
25-29 17 39 56 7.3 35.0 33 21 54 5.6 33.8 19 31 50 6.1 31.2
30-34 50 46 96 12.5 34.5 33 46 79 8.2 26.4 41 62 103 12.5 37.1
35-39 41 39 80 10.4 31. 9 45 45 90 9.3 35.9 48 33 81 9.8 32.2

40-44 32 24- 56 7.3 26.E 49 36 85 s.e La.7 38 30 68 8.3 32.5
45-49 19 15 34 4.4 26.0 28 27 55 5.7 42.0 25 17 42 5.1 32.0
50-54 12 11 2.'3 3.0 28.0 20 18 38 3.9 46.3 11 10 21 2.5 25.755-59 8 12 20 2.6 33.9 11 11 22 2.3 37.3 9 8 17 2.1 28.8

60-64 14 7 21 2.7 38.2 12 0 20 2.1 36.4 7 7 14 1.7 25.5u

65+ 8 6 14 1.7 17.3 19 35 54 5.6 66.7 6 6 12 1.4 16.0

TarAL 392 379 771 100.0 481 484 965 100.0 412 412 824 100.0
Age Unknown 6 5 11 10 12 22 8 5 13

b

-~..._---_._ .._...-.----_.-~._----_.'.-----



TABLE VI AGE AND SEX DISTRIB1Jl'ION BY ARE1\. (Continued)

o THE R SUB U R B S-

CHRISTIANA MILLCREEK NEVm.RK

AGE GROUP Male Female T V% H! Male Female T V% H% Male Female T V% H%

0-4 20 18 38 18.3 24.5 22 24 46 21.E 29.7 25 18 43 18.0 27.8
5-9 5 5 10 4.8 8.8 19 15 34 16.1 29.9 20 24 44 18.4 3C.6

10-14 6 3 9 4.3 12~3 10 6 16 7.6 21.9 8 6 14 5~8 19.2
15-19 1 9 10 4.8 25.0 5 4 9 4.3 22.5 4 4 8 3.3 20.0

20-24 5 12 17 ~ 8.13 41.5 2 3 5 2.4 12.2 4 6 10 4.2 24.4
25-29 17 14 31 1.5~D 39.7 4 10 14 6.6 17.9 10 11 21 8.8 27.0
30-34 16 11 27 13..1) 23.7 14 14 28 13.2 24.6 15 15 30 12.6 26.3
35-39 8 5 13 6..3 16.0 12 6 18 8.5 22.2 13 10 23 9.6 28.4

40-44 4 5 9 4.3 13.8 8 11 19 8.6 29.2 5 6 11 4.6 16.9

45-49 1 4 5 2.4 9.8 7 5 12 5.7 23.5 6 4 10 4.2 19.6

50-54 7 7 14 6..8 29.2 5 1 6 2.8 12.5 6 5 11 4.6 22.9

55-59 4 4 8 "3.9 33.3 - 1 1 # 4.2 3 2 5 2.1 20.8

60-64 3 6 9 4~4 36.0 1 - 1 # 4.0 4 - 4 1.7 16.0

65+ 7 - 7 J~4 28.0 1 1 2 # 8.0 2 3 5 2.1 20.0

- --- - - -
TarAL 104 103 207 100.0 110 101 211 100.0 125 114 239 100.0

Age Unknown - 4 4 - 4 4 - 5 5

(Continued)
~
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TABLE VI AGE AND SEX DISTRIBUTION BY AREA (Continued)
._.

NEW CASTLE ELSMERE -NEWPORT TarAL OTHER AREAS

AGE GROUP Male Female T V% H~ Male Female T V% H% Total V% H%

0-4 4 10 14 10.6 9.0 9 5 14 9.6 9.0 155 16.6 100.0
5-9 9 3 12 9.1 10.5 10 4 14 9.6 '.2.3 114 12.3 100~0

10-14 8 5 13 9.8 17.8 13 8 21 14.5 26.8 73 7.8 100.0
15-19 2 3 5 3.8 12.5 4 4 8 5.5 20.,0 40 4.3 100.0

20-24 1 2 3 2.3 7.3 2 4 6 4.1 14.6 41 4.3 100.0
25-29 2 4 6 4.6 7.7 2 4 6 4.1 7.7 78 8.4 100.0
30-34 6 9 15 11.4 13.1 6 e, 14 9.7 12.3 n4 12.2 100.0
35-39 6 6 12 9.1 14.8 8 7 15 10.3 18.5 81 8.7 100.0

40-1+4 6 6 12 9.1 18.5 6 8 14 9.7 21.5 65 7.0 100~0

45-49 5 6 11 8.3 21.6 8 5 13 9.0 25.5 51 5.5 100.0
50-54 4 3 7 5.3 14.6 6 4 10 6.9 20.6 48 5.2 100.0
55-59 5 3 8 6.1 33.4 2 - 2 1.4 8.3 24 2.5 100.0

60-64 4 5 9 6.7 36.0 1 1 2 1.4 &.0 25 2.6 100.0
65+ 3 2 5 3.8 20.0 2 4 6 4.2 24.0 25 2.8 100.0- - --

., TarAL 65 67 132 100.0 79 66 145 100.0 934 100.0
Age Unknown - - - 13

~'~""""_"'''.~'' :'-o.-'-' ......~ .,_~ -----:..:...-.:..._

J-J
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TABLE VII HOUSEHOLD BY SIZE ANILAREA--

S:IZ& CJIF HOUSEIfotn WILMIIDTON BRANDYWINE* OTHER AREAS*,~ TOTAL

No. H% v% No. H% v% No. H% V!f No. H% V%

1 167 69.3 12.5 57 23.6 B.5 17 7.0 6.1 241 100.0 10.5
2 402 73.1 30.4 Bo 14.5 11.9 68 12.4 24.9 550 100.0 24.0
3 243 57.9 18.2 116 27.6 17.2 61 14.5 21.4 420 100.0 18.4
4 332 51.8 24.9 223 34.B 33.0 86 13.4 30.2 641 100.0 28.0
5 136 43.1 10.2 138 43.8 20.5 41 13.1 14.4 315 100.0 13.8
6 41 42~3 3.1 51 52.6 7.6 5 5.1 1.8 97 100.0 4.2
7 6 50.0 # 5 41.7 # 1 8.3 # 12 100.0 #
8 3 33.3 # 3 33.3 # 3 33.3 # 9 100.0 #
9 - - - - - - - - - - - ...

10+ - - - 1 - -'t - - - 1 100.0 #z: -
1330 100.0 674* 100.0 282** 100.0 22B6 100.0

2?86 58.2 29.5 12.3

* PRAmlYWINE -~HER ARE1E.

! B C CHRISTIANA KILL CREEK NEWARK AREA NEW CASTLE ELSMERE-NID\TORT
-

1 8 45 4 6 - 4 3 4
2 30 21 29 24 4 16 14 10
3 31 48 37 23 5 10 13 10
4 84 62 77 12 25 22 13 14
5 33 57 48 6 12 14 3 6
6 15 21 15 1 2 1 - 1
7 2 2 1 - - 1
8 - 1 2 - Z 1
9

10 1

TOTAL 204 257 213 72 50 69 46 45 ~
il Less than 1%



TABLE VIII HOTJSEHOLIS BY AGE OF HEAD AND AREA*
-- ---

AME- GROUP WTI.MIIDTON BRANlJYWINE* arHER AREAS** TOTAL

No. JiL .J! No. H% v% No. _ H% :J1 No. H56 v%- - ---.-. ..: -- - -
20 ... 24 6 22.2 # 12 44.5 1.8 9 33.1 3.2 27 100.0 1.2
25 ... 29 23 20.4 1.7 57 50.4 8.5 33 29.2 11.5 113 100.0 4.9
30- 34 44 19.7 3.3 123 55.2 18.2 51 25.1 18.1 218 100.0 9.6
35 .... 39 100 35.5 7.5 133 47.2 19.7 49 17.3 17.4 282 100.0 12.3
40 - 44 168 52.7 12.6 120 37.6 17.8 31 9.7 11.0 319 100.0 14.0
45 - 49 183 64.7 13.8 73 25.8 10.8 27 9.5 9.5 283 100.0 12.4
50 - 54 215 73.3 16.2 50 16.9 7.4 29 9.8 10.3 294 100.0 12.9
55 .. 59 157 77.7 11.8 31 15.4 4.6 14 6.9 5.0 202 100.0 8.8
60 - 64 153 76.1 U.S 34 16.9 5.0 14 7.0 5.0 201 100.0 8.8
65 - 69 U8 80.3 8.8 17 11.6 2.5 12 8.2 4.2: 147 100.0 6.4
70 - 74 85 86.7 6.4 7 7.1 1.0 6 6.2 2.2 98 100.0 4.3
75+ 54 96.4 4.1 2 3.6 # - - - 56 100.0 2.4
Unknown 24 52.0 ....b] 15 .lb.2 ...b1 _7 J:iJL ...?&.2 46 . ~QO.....Q 2.0--TOTAL 1330 100.0 674 100.0 282 100.0 2286 100.02286 =100% 58.2 29.5 12.3 100.0

-$RANlJYWINE **OTHm AREAS

A B C CHRISTIANA HILL CREEK NEWARK AREA NEW CASTLE ElSMERE-NEWPORT- - -20 - 24 2 7 3 4 .. 4 .. 125 - 29 12 27 18 16 4 9 2 230 .. 34 50 33 40 11 14 15 5 635 - 39 42 44 47 7 11 13 9 940 .... 44 32 50 38 7 7 5 7 545... 49 18 29 26 1 7 6 5 850 ... 54 13 24 13 8 5 6 4 655 ... 59 8 12 11 4 - 3 5 2-60 -- 64 14 13 7 4 1 4 4 165 - 69 6 6 5 4 1 2 3 270 .. 74 - 7 - 2 - 1 1 275+ 2
Unknown 6 5 --l± 1-'1 - 1 2 .-l. .r--- -." - . - - -TOTAL 205 257 212 69 50 69 47 47



l
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TABLE X MARITAL STATlB OF DIDIVIIlUAlS BY fGE AND SEX .AND AREA-NORTHERN DELAltiARE

AGE GROUP SImL&- --------_.._------ .- MARRIED-
- - WI:DOWED _.

Male Female Total v% H% Male Female Total v% H% Hale Female Total v% H%

20 .. 24 110 74 184 46.2 60.9. 26 84 110 2.8 36.4
25 ... 29 33 11 44 11.1 13.8 109 161 270 7.0 84.6 2 - 2 /I #
30 .. 34 24 17 41 10.3 7.7 215 270 485 12.6 91.0
35 - 39 20 9 29 7.3 4.9 268 286 554 14~h 93~0 1 5 6 1.9 1.0
40 .. 44 9 12 21 5.3 3.2 295 322 617 16~0 94.0 2 8 10 3.'2 1.5
45 - 49 6 13 19 4.~ 3.6 262 228 490 12.7 92.6 - 15 15 4.8 2.8

50 - 54 9 10 19 4.8 3.6 248 221 469 12.1 86.3 2 28 30 9.6 5.7
55 - 59 8 8 16 4.0 4.8 167 122 289 7.5 86.3 2 25 27 8.5 8.0
flo = 64 5 5 10 2.5 3.0 148 117 265 6.9 80.8 9 42 51 16.3 15.5
65 - 69 4 4 8 2.0 3.6 105 57 162 4.2 72.0 4 45 49 15.7 22.0
70 .. 74 1 .. 1 # # 60 34 94 2.4 62.3 10 43 53 17.0 35.6
75+ 2 4 6 1.5 4.6 39 13 52 1.3 39.1 19 51 70 22.4 53.0

TOTAL - 231 167 398 100.0 1942 1915 3857 100.0 51 262 313 100.0

4635 = 100% 8.7 83.4 6.8

DIVORCED SEPARATED NORTHERN DELAWARE

Male Female Total v% H% Male Female Total v% H% Total V% ·H%

20 - 24 1 .. 1 2.9 # .. 1 1 6.2 # 302 6.5 100.0
25 ... 29 .. 1 1 2.9 # .. 1 1 6.2 # 319 6.9 100.0
30 ... 34 '1 2 3 8.8 # 1 1 2 12.5 # 533 li.5 100.0
35 - 39 .. 5 5 14.7 # 1 1 2 12.5 # 596 12.8 100.0
40 - 44 2 4 6 17.6 # 1 1 2 12.5 # 656 14.2 100.0
45 .. 49 3 2 5 14.7 # - - - - - 529 11. 4 100.0
50 - 54 2- 4 6 17.6 1.1 .. 1 1 6.2 # 528 11. 4 100.0
55 '"' 59 .. 2 2 5.8 fI 1 - 1 6.2 # 335 7.2 100.0
60 - 64 - 2 2 5.8 # .. .. - - - 328 7.1 100.0
65 ... 69 1: 1 2 5.8 # - 2 2 12.5 # 225 4. 9 100.0
70 .. 74 - - .. - - 1 - 1 6.2 # 151 3.3 100.0
71:)+ 1 - 1 2.9 .# 2 ,

3 18.7 2.3 132 2.8 100.0
IT .L.

h635 100.0
TOTAT~ II 23 34 100.0 7 9 16 100.0
4635 =' 100% # # I-'

(]-.

There are 47 with status unknown

~,~_ .... _-_. r--_. __..~.. ,_.~-_



TABLE XI SINGIE - INDIVlDUAIS BY SEX! AREA AND AGE GROUP

AGE GROUP WILMINGTON BRANDYWINE OTHER SUBURBS•
Male Female Total V% Male Female Total V% Hale Female Total V%

20-24 82 56 138 46.0 25 15 40 51.3 3 3 6 .30.025-29 19 10 29 9.7 11 1 12 15.4 3 - 3 15.030-34 14 10 24 8.0 7 5 12 15.4 3 2 ;; 25.035-39 13 8 21 7.0 1+ 1 5 6.4 3 - 3 15.040-44 7 10 17 5.7 1 2 3 3.8 1 - 1 5.045-49 6 10 16 5.3 - 3 3 3.8
50-54 7 10 17 5.7 1 - 1 1.3 1 - 1 5.055-59 8 7 15 5.0 1 1 1.3 - - -- - 5.060-64 4 5 9 3.0 - - - - 1 - 1
65-69 4 4 6 2.7
70-74 1 - 1

75+ 2 3 5 1.7 - 1 1 1.3

TOTAL 167 133 300 100.0 49 29 78 100.0 15 5 20 100.0

398= 100.% 42.0 33.3 75.4 12.3 7.3 19.6 3.8 1.5 5.0

~
-.J



TABLE XII YJARRIED - INDIVIDUALS BY SEX, AREA. AGE
.---- ---

--_.'.',' - - ------- ---------, ".- --- --- ------- .

WILMINGTON BRANDYWINE -OT-RE:fe SUBT.JR.13S* . NORTHERN TIEIAWARE---

AGE Male Female Total V% Male Female Total V% Male Female Total 11% Total V%
20-24 7 22 29 1.4 10 40 50 4.0 9 22 31 6.1 110 2.8
25-29 19 27 46 2.2 58 90 148 11.9 32 44 76 15.0 270 7.0
30-34 44 66 110 5.2 117 149 266 21.4 54 55 109 21.5 485 12.6
35-39 96 143 239 11.3 129 91 220 17.7 44 29 73 14.4 532 13.8
40-44 153 202 355 16.9 115 109 224 18.0 26 34 60 11.8 639 16.6
45-49 163 153 316 15.0 71 53 124 10.0 27 22 49 9.7 489 12.7
50-54 180 169 349 16.5 42 33 75 6.0 27 19 L6 9.1 470 12.1
55-59 126 89 215 10.2 28 23 51 4.1 13 10 23 4.5 289 7.560-64 106 89 195 9.2 31 18 49 4.0 11 10 21 4.1 265 6.9
65-69 82 49 131 6.2 14 5 19 1.5 9 3 12 2.4 162 4.2
70-74 50 28 78 3.7 5 5 10 # 5 1 6 1.2 94 2.b
75+ 34 12 46 2.2 5 1 6 # - - - - 52 1.3

1060 1049 1242 -- 249 506 100.0 3857 100.0TOTAL 2109 100.0 625 617 100.0 257
3851=100% 27.5 27.2 54.7 16 .. 2 16.0 32.2 6.6 6.5 13.1

* CHRISTIANA MILL CREEK NEWlillK NEW cASTIE ELSMERE -1'EItJPORT
M F T V% M F T V'!> M F T V% M F T V% 11 F T 11%

20-24 4 12 16 12.7 - 1 1 1.0 4 6 10 8.0 - 2 2 2.6 1 1 2 2.5
25-29 15 14 29 22.0 4 10 14 14.0 9 11 20 16.0 2 4 6 7.9 2 5 7 8.9
30-34 15 11 26 20.7 14 14 28 28.0 14 15 29 23.2 5 7 12 15.8 6 8 14 17.735-39 5 4 9 7.1 12 6 18 18.0 13 10 23 18.4 6 3 9 11.8 8 6 14 17.740-44 4 3 7 5.6 8 11 19 19.0 5 6 11 8.8 3 6 9 11.8 6 8 14 17.745-49 1 4 5 4.0 7 4 11 11.0 6 3 9 7.2 5 6 11 14.5 8 5 13 16.7
50-54 6 6 12 9.5 5 1 6 6.0 6 5 11 8.8 4 3 7 9.2 6 4 10 12.655-59 4 4 8 6.3 - 1 1 1.0 3 2 5 4.0 5 3 8 10.5 1 - 1 1.260-64 3 5 8 6.3 1 - 1 1.0 3 - 3 2.4 4 4 8 10.5 - 1 1 1.365-69 4 - 4 3..2 1 - 1 1.0 1 1 2 1.6 3 1 4 5.2 - 1 1 1.270-74 2 - 2 3.2 - - - - 1 1 2 1.6 - - - - 2 - 2 2.575+

TarAL 63 63 126 100.0 52 48 100 100.0 65 60 125 100.0 37 39 76 100.0 LD 39 79 100.0
3857= 1.6 1.6 3.2 1.3 1.3 2.6 1.7 1.6 3.3 # 1.0 1.9 1.0 1.0 2.0100% S;



TABLE XIII

Divorced-Separated - Individuals by Sex, Area, Age
- ----- --- .."-- - --- - -- ---

Age WilnUngton BrandyWine other Suburbs Total
V% F _Total _Y%M F Total V% M F Total V% M F Total M

20-24 - - - - - 1 1 10.0 - - - - - 1 1 2.0
25-29 - 2 2 6.6 1 - 1 10.0 - - - - 1 2 3 6.0

30-34 2 3 5 16.7 - - - - - 1 1 10.0 2 4 6 1.2.035-39 - 4 4 13.2 - - - - 1 1 2 20.0 1 5 6 1.2.0
40-44 1 2 3 10.0 - 2 2 2Q.0 1 - 1 1Q.0 2 4 6 12.045-49 3 2 5 16.7 1 1 2 20.0 - - - - 4 3 7 14.0
50-54 1 4 5 16.7 1 - 1 10.0 - - - - 2 4 6 19.055-59 - 1 1 3.3 1 1 10.0 1 - 1 10.0 1 2 3 .0-
60-64 - 1 1 3.3 - - - - 1 - 1 10.0 1 1 2 4.Q
65-69 1 1 2 6.7 - - - - - 3 3 30.0 1 4 5 10.0

70-74 1 - 1 3.4 - - - - - - - - 1 - 1 2.0
75Ft- 1 - 1 3.4 1 1 2 20.0 - 1 1 10.0 2 2 4 8.0
Age
Unknown -
Total 10 20 30 100.0 4 6 10 100.0 4 6 10 100.0 18 32 50 100.0
50=100% 60.0 20.0 20.0

f-'
-o
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TABLE XIV

Widowed - Individuals by Sex! Area! Age_
-"

Wilmington Brandywine Other Suburbs Total-
M F Total V% M F Total V% M F Total v% M F Total v%

20-24
!L25-29 2 - 2 # - - - - - - - - 2 - 2 it

30-34
635-39 - 2 2 # 1 1 2 3.1 - 2 2 18.1 1 5 1.9

40-44 - 6 6 2.5 2 - 2 3.1 - 2 2 18.1 2 8 10 3.1
45-49 - 12 12 4.9 - 3 3 4.7 - - - - - 15 15 h.7
50-54 2 22 24 9.9 - 5 5 7.8 - 1 1 9.5 2 28 30 9.4
55-59 2 19 21 8.6 - 6 6 9.3 - - - - 2 25 27 8.5
60-64 6 37 43 17.7 2 3 5 7.8 1 2 3 27.6 9 42 51 16.0
65-69 4 37 Ll 16.9 - 7 7 10.9 - 1 1 9.5 4 45 49 15.4
70-74 7 33 40 16.5 2 9 11 11.3 1 1 2 18.1 10 43 53 16.1

75+ 15 32 41 19.3 4 19 23 36.0 - - - - 19 51 70 22.0
Age
Unlmown 1 4 5 2.1 - - - - - - - - 1 4 5 34
TeJrA1* 39 204 248 100.0 11 53 64 100.0 2 9 11 100.0 52 266 318 100.0

H% 16.0 84.0 100.0 11.1 82.9 100.0 18.0 82.0 100.0
*lJone in NUl Creek or Elsmere-Newport
318=100% 76.4 20.1 3.5

~
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?:,ABtE xv 21

HOUSEHOIDS WITH AGED (65 MID OVER) IEHBERS BY SIZE AND AREA.

WILMINGTON BRl\.NDYWINE
I I

SIZE No. V% H% No, V% H% i
"

I1 65 16.2 95 ..6

~2 236 58.9 83.7 30 68.2 10.6 .,
!I
I

3 I ,3 13.2 91.4 1 2.3 1.7 ;!
,I

4 4 14.3
i23 ,.7 82.1 9.1 ,:
Ii
}l

5+ 27 6.0 73,0 ...L 20.4 24.. 3 ;:!
:!

! 404 100.0 8,.4 44 100.0 9.3 ~
II
II
,'I
I
Ii
'!
!i
I

:\
I,

1I
;j
~;

;i ,
d I:1
" r

arHER SUBURBS TarAt NORTHERN DEIAWARE
:1 I
I I

SIZE No. V% H% No. V% H%
t I- J1 3 12.0 4.4 68 14.4 "'1

100.0
2 16 64.0 ,.1 282 ,9.6 100.0
3 4 16.. 0 6.9 58 12.3 100.0
4 1 4.0 3.6 28 5.9 100.0
5+ 1 4.0 2.1 31 7.8 100.02, 100.0 5.3 4.13 100.0 100.0



TABLE XVI

ACE 65+ BY SIZE OF HOUSEHOID, AGE, SEX, AREA, MARITAL STATUS
I

22
WILMINGTON

MAIE FEMAIE TarAL- -
No. in Household 65 70 65 70 65 70
& Marital Status 69 74 75+ Total 69 74 75+ Total 69 7h 75+ Total

Single 1 1 1 1 2 2

1 Divorced-Sep. 1 1 2 1 1 2

Widowed 3 4 5 12 19 20 10 49 22 24 15 61
I
,

4 5 6 15 20 20 10 50 24 25 16 65TarAL

-----------------------------------------------------------
Married 55 46 25 126 43 27 7 77 98 73 32 203

2 Single 3 1 4 1 1 4 1 5
~ivorced-Sep. 1 1 1 1 2 2

v.tido'Wed 1 3 4 9 10 3 22 9 11 6 26
i

54 84TOTAL 59 47 29 135 37 10 101 113 39 236

-------------------------.--------------------------------.-
Married 19 3 6 28 4 4 8 23 3 10 36

3 Siingle 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 4
Diivorced-Sep.
Widowed 1 2 3 1 2 7 10 1 3 9 13

1 i

TbTAL 19 5 9 33 6 2 12 20 25 7 21 53
I ------------------------------------------------------------
I

Married 7 2 9 1 1 7 3 10
4 StLngle

D:J.vorced-Sep.
I

W1dowed 1 2 3 3 7 10 3 1 9 13
TarAL 7 1 4 12 3 8 11 10 1 12 23

----------------------------------------------------------
H~rried 1 1 1 3 2 1 3 3 2 1 6

5+ Single 1 2 3 1 2 3
Divorced-Sep.
WM04(ed 1 3 4 5 1 5 11 6 1 8 15
Unknow 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 3
TOTAL 2 2 4 8 9 2 8 19 11 4 12 27----------------------.-------------------------------------
ALL HOUSEHOmS

Mdrried 82 50 34 166 49 28 12 89 131 78 46 255
Single 4 1 2 7 4 3 7 8 1 5 14
Divorced-Sep. 1 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 4
Widowd 4 7 15 26 31 33 32 102 41 40 47 128
Urlknown 1 1 1 1 2 1. 1 1 3

TOTAL 91 60 52 203 92 61 48 201 183 121 100 }.j.o4

( continued)



TABLE XVI
23

AGE 65+ BY SI~E OF HOUSE HOW , AGE, SE~Ct AREA, MARITAL STATUS (can't).. ,!

BRA N D Y",rINE 1\
I

I
1

MAIE FEIvlAIE TOUl, I- \
NO~in Household 65 70 65 70 65 70 ~

& rital Status 62 74 75+ Total 65 74 75+ Total 69 74 75+Total ~
~

Married 14 2 4 20 3 5 a 17 7 4 28 1\
2 Single I

IDivorced-Sep. .- ,\
Widowed 2 2 2 2 !I

tl

TarAL 14 2 4 20 3 1 17 9 4 30
~!

10 'i----------.------------ ------------------ ------.--------- :!
1

Married I

3 Single
~Divorced-Sep.

Widowed 1 1 1 1 II
'1

. TOTAL 1 1 1 1 !I----------------------- ------------------ ----------------

iMarried 1 1 1 1
4 Single

'1Divorced-Sep.
~Widowed 1 2 3 1 2 3 ~
i

TOTAL 1 1 1 2 3 1 1 2 4
----------------------_. ------------------ ----------------

[Married 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 4i

5+ iSingl e
Divorced-Sep.
Widmred 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 4Unknown 1 1 1 1
·TCJ1'AL 1 2 2 5 ) 1 4 4 2 3 9

----------------------- ~i------------------ OJ---------------- I
ALL HOUSEHOIDS

Married 14 4 5 2) 5 5 10 19 5Single 9 33
Divorced-Sep. 2 2 - 2 2Widowed
Unknown

2 1 3 2 2 1 5 2 4 2 8 i~
1 1 1

t~

i 1 ;.[
J

TarAL 15 6 6 27 7 7
l

3 17 22 13 9 44 1
:.

Note: There are no persons living alone in the Brandywine area

(continued)



TABLE XVI 24
AGE 6~+ BY SIZE OF HOUSEHOID, AGE, SEX, AREA, MARITAL STATUS (eon 9

t )

o THE R SUB U R B S

FEMAIE TarAL

____ ':l __ ':l ':l __ ':I________________________ ~ ~ ~ --- 4 __

,
I
I
!
j

I

3

16

3

4 10 6

3

3 1

3

125

70
74 75+ Total

7

No~ In Household 65
&Marital Stetus _69~ ~~ ___

I
I

Single
1 Married

D!ivorced-Sep.
Wido~d

TiOTAL

Single
Married

2 Pivorced-Sep.
Widowed

---------------------------.--------------------------------
,
,

T'OTAL 7 12 3 1 4 10 6 16

______________ _ _ 1 - 1 - 1 - 1- - -------------------------------------------

3 31- 131 - 4--------------------------------------------------------.----

Single
3 Married

Divorced-Sep.
Widowed

TioTAL
,

Siingle
Married

4 D'Ivorced-Sep,
Widowed
Unknown

TbTAL

2

1

2

1 1

1

1

1

2

1 1

1

2

2

1

i

~

i,
I
I
I

S:ingle
~ Married

D:ivorced-Sep.
Widowed

TCfrAL
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

ALL HOUSEHOIDS

Single
Married
Ddvorced-Sep,
1tlidowed
tJhknown

TOTAL



AGE~6~BYSIZE OFHOUSE~I.J)l.AGE, SEX, AREA, MARITAL STATUS - NORTHERN DEIAWAR& (conJt-)--~ TABLE XVI

STATUS
65-g9 70-74

I~IE

~ Total v% 65-69
FEMAIE

70-74 75+ Total V% 65-69
TOTAL

70-7475+ Total v%
Married
Single
Divorced-Sep.
Widollled
Unlmown

TOTAL

105
4
1
5
1

ll6

59
1
1
9
1

71

39
2
1

16

58

203
7
3

30
2

245

82.9
2.9
1.3

12.2
#

100.0

51
4
1

42
1-

105

103 45.2
7 3.1
3 1.3

ll2 49.1
3 1.3

228 100.0

162
8
2

47
2

221

93 51
1 5
1 3

45 50
2 1

142 110

306
14

6
142

5

473

64.7
3.0
1.3

30.0
LO

100.0

413 100.0

68 14.4
282 ~9.6
58 12.3
28 5.9
37 7.8

221 142 110

27 25 16
140 99 43

28 9 21
11 3 14
15 6 16

53 23.2
115 50.4

21 9.2
15 6.6
24 10.6

228 100.0

20 10
45 10

3 12
1 10

._ 2 10

71 52

15 6.1 23
167 68.2 60
37 15.1 6
13 5.3 4
13 5.3 _]?

245 100.0 105

6
33

9
4
6-58

5
54
6
2
4-71

4
80
22
7
3-116

----------------------~------------------------------- - - - - - -
473=100% 24.5 15.0 12.3 51.8 22.2 15.0 ll.O 48.2 46.7 30.0 23.3

SIZE OF
HOUSEHOID

1
2
3
4
5+

TarAL

------------------------~--------------~-------------- - - - - - - -473=100% 24.5 15.0 12.3 51.8 22.2 15.0 11.0 48.2 46.7 30.0 23.3
AREA

Wilmington
Brandywine
Other Suburbs

91
15
10

60
6
5

52
6

203 82.9
27 ll.O
15 6.1

92
7
6

61 48
7 3
3 1

404 85.4
44 9.3
25 5.3

Total Northern
Delaware 116

473=100% 24.5
71 58

15.0 12.3
245 100.0

51.8

105
22.2

71 52

15.0 11.0

228 100.0 221

48.2 46.7

142 110

30.0 23.3

473 100.0

tv
V\
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TABLE XVII EMPLOniENT STATUS 20 AND OVER BY AGE) SE~~, AREA - ALL OF NORTEERN DEIA~iARE

-- -----_._----------- -_.--
- - - ----

FEWiIE- WlolE--- .'-'--

- TarAL %AGE GROUP UN RT SAL+SE+arHER= EMP. TarAL % HW UN RT SAL+ SE+ arHER= EMP.
• r

20-24 6 - 47 4 31 82 88 4.0 46 3 - 42 - 14 56 105 S.1.
25-29 1 - 86 .36 5 127 128 5.9 129 1 - 21 1 6 28 158 7.6
30-34 2 - 149 85 - 236 238 10.9 205 4 - 24 4 18 46 255 12.4
35-39 1 - 154 130 2 284 285 13.0 186 2 - 43 10 16 69 257 12.4
40-44 3 - 151 150 2 303 306 14.0 216 1 - 47 13 25 85 302 14.6
45-49 4 - 112 151 1 264 268 12.3 135 2 - 57 18 15 90 227 11.0
50-54 4 2 103 150 1 254 260 11.9 148 5 7 50 20 14 84 244 11.8
55-59 1 9 65 99 1 165 175 8.0 101 1 3 20 15 r 42 147 7.0
60-64 4 23 52 74 7 133 160 7.3 93 3 19 14 12 7 33 148 7.265-69 - 53 13 42 5 60 113 5.2 49 2 27 4 3 3 10 88 4.370-14 - 37 9 11 6 32 69 3.1 40 - 25 1 2 4 7 72 3.575+ 1 34 6 17 3 26 61 2.8 15 4 30 - 1 - 1 50 2.4Unknown. 2 2 7 16 1 24 28 1.3 1 - - 7 3 - 10 11 #

TarAL 29 160 954+971+ 65= 1990 2179 100.0 1364 28 III 330+102+ 129= 561 2064 100.0
H% 1.3 8.0 43.8 44.6 3.0 91.4 100.0 66.0 i.3 5.3 16.0 5.0 6.2 71.2 100.0

ACE GROUP UN RT HW SAL+ SE+ OTHER= EMF. % TarAL v% No Information

20-24 9 - 46 89 4 45 138 5.5 193 4.5 10925-29 2 - 129 101 37 11 155 6.1 286 6.7 3330-34 6 - 205 173 89 18 280 U.O 493 11.6 4235-39 co 3 - 186 197 140 18 355 13.9 542 12.7 48w-44 f;;1 4 - 216 198 163 27 388 15.2 608 14.3 3845-49 ffl 6
50-54 - 135 169 169 16 354 13.9 495 11.6 34
55-59

~ 9 9 148 153 170 15 3JB 13.2 504 11.9 23
60-64

~ 2 12 101 85 114 8 207 8.2 322 7.6 12I j:Q 7 4265-69 H 93 66 86 14 166 6.5 30B 7.2 16
70-14 <t: 2 80 49 11 45 8 70 2.7 201 4.7 19~ - 62 40 10- 19 10 1.5 14175+ f-< 5 64 15 6 18

39 3.3 10
Unlmown 2 2 14

3 27 1.0 ill 2.6 22 N1 19 1 34 1.3 39 i¥ 2 C1'

TarAt 57 211 1364 1284+ 1073+ 194 =4243=100% 2551 100.0 4243 100.0 408H% 1.3 6.4 32.1 30.3 25.3 4.6 60.2 (continued)

.. ,-"'i- ,-.;;:"",r....:.:'.".,.,,'__.""',-~_ ...., ",.~__ ._ ;<,.;.~:- ..... ;"... ,:..:.:,.: ,;;~:==:;:::,:,:,- .. ::",:;,;:,-:----:,:;:~;;,;:,-~ .....;.:.•;,;:;;;;::;;.~;.,:.;:..-,.'~~-'" :;;._.~
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TABLE XVII EMPLOYMENT STATUS AGE 20 AND CJ'IlER BY AGE, SEX, AREA - wn.MINGTON (convt )
--- - --- --_.

- ._----

Mit-ill FEMALE-
AGE GROUP UN RT SAL+ SE+ OTHERc: EMP. TOTAL V% UN RT HW SAIrr SE+ OTHER= EMP. TOTAL V%
20-24 2 - 22 4 21 47 49 4.0 2 - 9 23 - 9 32 43 3.5
25-29 1 - 17 12 2 31 32 2.6 - - 20 13 - 3 16 36 2.9
30-34 2 1 38 18 - 56 59 4.8 2 - 48 12 1 - 13 63 S.l
35-39 1 - 48 58 - 106 107 8.7 - - 87 26 5 11 42 129 10.5
40-44 2 1 68 89 1 158 161 13.2 - - 141 29 10 19 58 199 16.2
45-49 1 - 70 98 1 169 170 13.9 2 - 92 41 11 12 64 158 12.9
50-54 4 - 70 113 1 184 lS8 15.4 5 7 109 43 16 10 69 190 15.555-59 1 7 50 74 1 125 133 10.9 - 1 78 15 13 4 32 III 9.060-64 3 18 36 51 6 93 114 9.3 2 16 77 12 10 7 29 124 10.165-69 - 4J. 11 34 3 48 89 7.3 2 23 46 2 2 3 7 78 6.470-74 - 32 7 15 3 25 57 4.7 - IS 34 1 2 3 6 58 4.775+ - 25 6 17 2 25 50 4.1 - 16 14 - 1 - 1 31 2.5Unlmown - 2 5 7 - 12 14 1.1 - - - 5 3 - 8 8 #

TarAL 17 127 448 590 L1 1079 1223 100.0 15 81 755 222 74 81 377 1228 100.0
H% 1.4 10.4 36.6 48.2 3.4 8S.2 100.0 1.2 6.6 61.5 18.1 6.0 6.6 30.7 100.0

AGE GROUP UN RT HW SAL+ SE+ OTHER= EMF. TOTAL UNKNO\-JN TOTAL v%
20-24 4 - 9 45 4 30 79 92 77 169 6.2
25-29 1 - 20 30 12 5 47 68 12 80 3.0

tr. 30-34 4 1 48 50 19 - 69 122 10 132 4.9
~I 35-39 1 - 87 74 63 11 148 236 30 266 9.8
r:il 40-44 2 1 141 97 99 20 216 360 21 381 14.1
U) 45-49 3 - 92 III 109 13 233 328 21 349 12.9
::r:/ 50-54 9 7 109 113 129 11 253 378 19 397 14~ 7t; 55-59 1 S 78 65 87 5 157 244 7 251 9.2l!:t 60-64 5 34 77 48 61 13 122 238 10 248 9.2HI 65-69 2 64 46 13 36 6 55 167 16 183 6.8gl 70-74 - 50 34 8 17 6 31 115 7 122 4.5
[-< 75+- - 4J. 14 6 18 2 26 81 18 99 3.7Unknown - 2 - 10 10 - 20 22 2 24 # l\)

-,J

TG:.'AL 32 208 755 670 664 122 1456 2451 250 2701 100.0
2451=100% 1.3 8.5 30.8 27.3 27.1 5.0 59.4 ..

(continued)
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TABLE XVII :gli~~(JY1v~'Tg'C2 .!GE 20+ BY AGE, SEX, AREA - B~A?JDpcITNE ( con9t)

AGE,GROUP, UN RT SAl+SE+OTHER= El4P..- T-ota-l-- V-~ '" UN- -R'f--mr-- 'SKL+SE'FOTEER= -EMF. T6~aI' V70

20-24 4 - 17 - 8 25 29 4.3 1 - 26 16 - 2 18 45 7.4
25-29 - - 41 19 3 63 63 9.3 1 - 70 7 1 1 9 80 13,2

30-34 - - 65 56 - 121 121 17.8 1 - 115 9 3 - 12 '128 21.1
35-39 - - 77 57 - 134 134 19.7 1 - 77 10 4 9 23 leI 16 7

, 40-44 - - 65 52 1 118 118 17.4 - - 58 11 2 8 21 7~ 1J c
45-49 1 - 32 38 - 70 71 10.4 - - 31 14 4 1 19 50 8.2
50-54 - - 20 24 - 44 44 6.5 - - 27 6 3 1 10 37 6,l
55-59 - - 11 17 - 28 28 4.1 - a 16 4 2 2 8 26 4.3
60-64

~l
- 5 12 16 - 28 33 6.9 r::s - 2 11 2 1 2 5 18 3.0

65-69 6 2 5 2 9 15 2.2 ~ 6 2 2 - - 2 10 1.6
70-74 -- 2 1 1 2 4 6 # ~ 7 4 - - 1 1 12 2.0
75+ 1 8 - - 1 1 10 1.5 4 13 1 - - - - 18 3.0
Unknown 1 - - 6 1 7 8 1/ 1 1 - 1 2 it- - - tr

TOTAL 7 21 343 291 18 652 680 100.0 8 30 439 82 20 27 129 606 100.0
H% 1.0 3.1 50.4 42.8 2.6 95.9 100. 0 1.3 4.9 72.4 13.5 3.3 4.6 21.2 100.0

AGE GROUP UN RT HW SAL+ SE+ Ol'HER EJ.1PL. Total Unknown Total V%
20-24 5 - 26 33 10 43 74 18 92 6.625-29 -1 - 70 48 20 4 72 143 17 160 11.530-34 1 - 115 74 59 133 249 21 270 19,335-39 -
40-44

1 - 77 87 61 9 157 235 14 249 17.8- - 58 76 54 9 139 197 11 208 14.94~49 1 - 31 46 42 1
~4

121 9 130 9150-54 - - 27 26 27 1 81 2 83 5.955-59 (J)

~ - 2 '16 15 19 2 36 54 5 59 4.260-64
~ - 7 11 14 17 2 33 51 4 55 3 065-69 - /- 12 2 4 .5 2 11 25 2 27 l n

70-74 ::c: ~.;

t) - 9 4 1 1 3 5 18 3 21 Lo7$+ 5frI 21 1 - - 1 1 28 4 32 2_3Unknown 1-1 1 - 1 1 6 1 S 10 10 Ifg -
TarAL 15 51 439 425 311 45 781 1286 1396E-i 110 100.0 1'0

(;J-

1286==100% 1.2 4.0 34.1 33.0 24.2 3.5 60.7 (cont.: n"').Ll ~ s ; L c-.C'IJ

.. ...~,'~:,.;;:..._,.::..- "":..~:-..;;...-~ ~.-~ ..--.



TABLE XVII E}1PLODlE:NT STATUS AGE 20 AND OVER BY AGE, SEX, AREA (con 'it)

--- ----- - ---
OTHER SUBURBS -- -- -------- -- --

MAIE FEMAill-
AGE GROUP UN RT SAL+SE+ OTHER;: EMP. TarAL V%· UN RT HW SAlt+- SE+ OTHER- • EMF. TGTAL V%

20 - 24 - - 9 - 2 11 11 4.0 - - 11 3 - 1 4 15 6.5
25 - 29 - - 28 5 - 33 33 11.9 - - 39 1 - 3 4 43 18.6
30 - 34 - - 45 11 - 56 56 20.3 1 - 42 3 - 2 5 48 20.8
35 - 39 - - 28 15 1 44 44 15.9 1 - 20 7 1 2 10 31 13.4
40 - 44 1 - 21 9 - 30 31 11.2 - - 17 7 1 8 16 33 14.3
45 - 49 2 - 10 15 - 25 27 9.8 - - 12 2 2 1 5 17 7:3
50 - 54 - 1 11 13 1 25 26 9.4 1 - 12 1 1 2 4 17 7.4
55 - 59 - 2 4 8 - 12 14 5.1 1 - 7 1 - 1 2 10 4.3
60 - 64 1 - 4 7 1 12 13 4.7 1 - 7 1 1 - 2 10 4.3
65 - 69 - 6 - 3 - 3 9 3.3 - - 1 - 1 - 1 2 #
70 - 74 - 3 1 1 1 3 6 2.2 - - 2 - 1 1 2 4 1.7
75+
Unknown 1 - 2 3 - 5 6 2.2 - - - 1 - - 1 1 #
TOTAL 5 12 163 90 6 259 276 100.0 5 - 170 27 p 21 56 231 100.0v

1.B 4.3 59.0 32.6 2.2 93.8 100.0 2.2 73.6 11.1 3.5 9.1 24.2 100.0

TOTAL-
AGE GROUP UN RT HW SAL+ SE+ OTHER= EMP TarAL UNRNo..JN TarAL v%
20 - 24 - - 11 12 - 3 15 26 14 40 7~2
25 - 29 - - 39 29 5 3 37 76 4 80 14.4
30 - 34 1 - 42 48 11 2 61 104 11 115 20.7
35 - 39 1 - 20 35 16 3 54 75 4 79 14.240 - 44 1 - 17 28 10 8 46 64 6 70 12 0645 - 49 2 - 12 12 17 1 30 44 5 49 8.850 - 54 1 1 12 12 14 3 29 43 ') 45 8.155 - 59

z,

1 2 7 5 8 1 14 24 - 24 4.860 - 64 2 - 7 .5 {3 1 14 23 2 25 4~365 - 69 - 6 1 - 4 - 4 11 11 2.070 - 74 -- 3 2 1 2 2 5 10 1 11 2.075+- - - - - - ro
Unknown - - - - - - -.01 - - 3 3 - 6 7 7 1.3-TerrAL 10 12 170 190 98 27 315 507 49 556 100.0507'=100% 2.0 2.4 33.6 37.3 19.4 5.3 62.0

_." ...... ,···.· •._"...__·,"_,·~"'~_'c" .. ,.; ...'.•_ ....... ~, . ~_;'.::""::.-.:'-::~= ;~-=---_:;~.:...::.-.:_,--.-~~::=~ ...~-:::..~: ...__ ._.:::.........-":"~..:::-_ ....:,~i'''''''



TABLE XVIII
- -r'LCVEHENT ·BY-HOUSEHOLnsrmb-l~THERN DELAW~roR---FiRST'l'IME-----

Previous 1945 1954 1959
to 1945 V% 1953 VL 1958 V% 1961 v% Total V;b

Vlilmington 892 71.7 204 50.8 67 23.8 41 24.0 1204 57.4

Brandywine Hundreds- 265 21.0 147 36.7 149 53.0 62 36.0 623 29.6

Other AreaS"lH(- 87 7.3 51 12.5 65 23.2 --?J.. ho.o 272 13.0

Total 1241- 100.0 402 100.0 281 100.0 172 100.0 2099 100.0

2099=100% H% 59.3 19.1 13.4 8.2 100.

* ,Brandywine A 71 26.8 44 29.9 51 34.2 18 29.0 184 29.5
B 116 43.8 46 31.3 59 39.6 24 38.7 245 39.3
C 78 29.4 57 38.8 39 26.2 20 32.3 194 31.2

**' _Other Areas
Christiana 16 18.4 7 13.7 20 30.7 26 37.7 69 25.4
Hill Creek 16 18.4 3 5.9 18 27.7 12 17.4 49 18.0

Newark Area 14 16.1 17 33.4 16 24.7 20 29.0 67 24.6
New Castle 20 23.0 15 29.4 8 12.3 - - 43 15.8
Elsmere-Newport 21 24.1 9 17.6 3 4.6 11 15.9 44 16.2

Year Unknown 187

Not Intervie~d 100

TOTAL NORTHERN DELAWARE 2386

\.i.)
o
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TABrk XIX MOBILITY OF JE\VISH POPULATION

YEAR OF MGVE FROM PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AND AREA

31

i 1945- 1954- 1959-
Laet Mdved From To 1945 1953 192~ 1961 Total

I -
\'JILMlNGtrON A 78 160 170 135 543

B 8 19 41 43 III
c 6 11 17
D 53 110 68 57 288
E 82 109 49 42 282
G 1 18 7 4 30I

I

Brandywine A 3 1 24 26 54I B 4 23 58 68 153
,

I

) C 2 22 30 54

Christi~na 8 35 49 92

Mill Cr~ek 1 1 3 5

Newark ~rea 3 5 17 18 43

New Castle 2 7 36 25 70

ElsmerefNewport 5 18 45 19 87

New Yori 5 10 12 23 50i
Pennsy1iania 25 32 47 81 185
Mary1an4 1 6 12 6 25I

I

New Jersey 4 5 17 22 48
I

Other states 5 13 25 39 82i

Overseas 4 4 3 1 12
Israel 1 2 3



TABLE XX MOBILITY OF JEWISH POPULATION - MOVE TO PRESENT ADDRESS BY A.."!1EA AND YEAR OF MOVE

PRIOR TO 1942, 1945 - 1953

--To-Brandy: ·--To~ot-her---·-- --- - ------------- --- --ToBrandy~ --t-o(Jf;her-
FROM To Wilm. A B C Suburbs T~ To Wilm. A B C Suburbs Total-
Wilmingeon 200 5 5 2 10 222 333 24 15 17 27 416

Brandywine A 1 2 - - - 3 - - 1 - - 1
B 3 - 1 - - 4 13 2 4 2 2 23
c - - - - - - 1 - - 1 - 2

Other Suburbs 5 - - - .5 10 19 1 2 .5 12 39

Other States & OvE:raeas 32 7 3 - 2 44 42 7 .5 8 9 71

TarAL NORTHERN
DEIAWA.RE 241 14 9 2 17 283 408 34 27 33 50 552

1954 - 1958 1959 - 1961

To Brandy. To Other To Brandy. To other
FR0I1 To wUm. A B C Suburbs Total To Wilm. A B C Suburbs Total- -
Wilmington 249 19 30 19 24 341 173 16 66 21 16 292
Brandywine A 2 10 7 3 2 24 7 7 .5 5 2 26

B 19 4 11 16 8 58 20 17 21 3 7 68
C 7 3 5 7 - 22 3 7 3 13 4 30

Other Suburbs 40 19 17 29 29 134 25 14 17 23 35 114

other States & Overseas 44 13 19 11 29 116 35 19 43 19 58 174

TctrAL NORTHERN
Iv,)

DEIAWtRE 361 68 89 85 92 695 263 80 155 84 122 704 l\)

~~-----_.-
_. __ ....,_.~_. .'. ••. __.h., ,....~__ c __ -:.-. .::..;.;.,.,--~.. ,; .. ,~,



.... - . TABLE-XXI .-

FROH

WILMINCITON

BRANDY'WDffi - A

B

C

OTHER SUBURBS

OTHER STATES

TarAL

FROM

\f.[LMINGTON

BRANDYWmE - A

B

C

OTHER SUBURBS

OTHER STATES

TOTAL

MOBILrI'Y---19$4~6l--OF'-l-3-9-9- -HOUaEIIGIDS-Jrnr.pRA-ARBA- 555-Thllf'HMREA- 844-)----

TO tolILMINGTON BRANDYWINE A BRANDYWINE B BRl\.NDYWINE C

Gained Lost Net Gained Lost Net Gained Lost Net Gained Lost Net

Changes "Within 9 35 -26 39 96 -57 10 40 -30
the area 422

35 9 +26 Changes within 21 12 +9 10 8 +2
the area 17

96 39 +57 12 21 -9 Changes within 8 19 -11
the area 32

40 10 +30 8 10 -2 19 8 +11 Changes within
the area 20

40 65 -25 4 33 -29 15 34 -19 4 52 -48

79 -79 - 32 -32 - 62 -62 - 30 -30

211 202 +9 33 131 -98 94 212 -118 32 149 -117

TO OTHER AREAS OTHER STATES TOTAL

Gained Lost Net Gained Gained Lost Net-
65 4D +25 +79 202 211 -9

33 4 +29 +32 131 33 +98

34 15 +19 +62 212 94 +118

52 4 +48 +30 149 32 +117

Changes within +87 150 184 -34
the area 64

87 -87 - - 290 +290

184 150 +34 +290 844 841

-<a ._~ .....:~_~'.__ ~"_ .',. ,.,.., -- - ~',:r."":' .., - _'_''''-''-~'''':--,_:~.__-":"-~~: ....:;;:,;T.~.....:::::-.:.a~_:.;.:.... ~;..;...;...,;._.;...--'_~~:-._·_.".•,,_.,;;::;;.;.....;0...--._..• _' -"

Ul
Ul



---- _._-- ··TABLEXXll
.F'V"'TURE MOBILITY (1 - 5 Years) OF 184 FAMILIES :nJ NORTHERN DEIAWl\.RE

TO

TO WTIMINGTON TO BRANDnJINE TO OTHER AREAS OUT of STATE

FROM A B C D NSS Total A B C NSS Total CR MJ N Total Total

- -
WILHINGTON A 8 - 4 3 9 24 - 7 - 17 24 2 - - 2 3 53

B 1 - - - 1 2 - 1 - 2 3 - - - - - 5
C - - - - 1 1 - - 3 3 6 - - - - - 7
D 2 - - - 4 6 1 - - 3 4 - - - - - 10

E 1 - - - - 1 ~-i - - - 1 1 - - - - - 2
"

--. .,.'

TarAL 12 - 4 3 15 34 1 8 3 26 38 2 - - 2 3 77
.. - .... _.

BRANDYWINE A 1 - - - 2 3 3 1 2 7 13 - 2 18- - -
B 1 - - - 1 2 1 4 4 11 20 1 1 1 24- -
C - - - - 1 1 - 1 6 13 20 1 1 22 .- - -_.. - - ,..-.' ......._. .,,;'-"_.' .. .....--

TarAL 2 - - - 4 6 4 6 12 31 53 642 - - 2 3
. ... ~ .- ....- .-.,.....

CHRISTIANA - - - 2 1 3 1 1 1 5 8
r-1ILL CREEK

1 - - 1 1 13
- - - - - 3 5

NEWARK
- - - - 3 - 1 1 1

- - - - 1 1
NEW CASTIE

- - - - - - - 7 7 1 9- - - - 1 1 1
EISI'1ERE -NEWPORT 1 - - 1 2 1 - - 1 1 5

- - - 1 2 1 7 8"' - - - 1 11
TOTAL

. - - -
1 2 4

._.,. .. - ..- -
J - - 7 3 1 1 16I • 21 2 1 7 10' ; 5 43

TOTAL NavES
.. ..-.-....-..i. -, : ............_ ......

FROM 15 - 4 5 23 47 8 15 16 73 112 6 1 7 14 11- 184
I .... - ... --

AREA
TarAL

Total Net From To
WITiTiington -30

'··4
~4777

Brandywine +48 64 112
other Areas -29 43 14 VJ

Out or State
+""- 11

NSS= NO STATED SECTION
TarAL .- WI;"-' '184

....--•....--_...._.. ,-,-" _.-.--".__ ':';;.: -,-...•..



TABLE XXIII
PARTICIEATION- m- NGN-JEWJ:&H- ORGitN-IZAHeN&-BT-AtJE-;-SEXt-AREJr·----

YMJA YWCA CHURCH - SPONSORED TCirAL- -
Male Female Total V! Male Female Total V% Male Female Total V% Total V%

21+ 190 33 223 66.8 70 64 134 76.6 19 13 32 57.1 389 68.8

Under 21 91 20 III 33.2 5 36 41 23.4 14 10 24 42.9 176 31.2

TOTAL 281 53 334 100.0 75 100 175 100.0 33 23 56 100.0 565 100.0

565<=100% 59.1 31.0 9.. 9

Area

Wilmington 159 54 II
Brandywine 122 76 36
Christiana 11 10 2
Mill Creek 14 17 5
Newark 16 13
New Castle 3 1 1
Elsmere-Newport ---2 4 1

TillAL 334 175 56

I..U
\Jl



TABLE XXIV
NUMBER OF -cHiIDREN (5=u[ m EACtiTYWdFUA.MIJBT SEAt--ARE:K------ ------- -- .-.. -_.------

Did Not Go TQ_yamp ace e~ Other Day eamp

Area Male Female Total V% Male Female Total V% Male Female Total V%-
Wilmington 100 105 205 31.4 79 74 153 58.8 49 45 94 45.4

Brandyw.i..ne 172 171 343 52.5 50 46 96 36.9 47 48 95 45.9

Christiana 7 5 12 1.8 - 2 2 # 1 - 1 #

Mill Creek 18 12 30 4.6 1 - 1 # 6 .5 11 5.3

Newark 24 24 46 7.3 - - - - 2 4 6 2.9

New Castle 9 5 14 2.~ 5 - 5 1.9

Elsmere-Newport 1 - 1 # 3 - ---l.. 1.2 - - - --- - -- -- -- -
TarAL 331 322 653 100.0 138 122 260 100.0 105 102 207 100.0

H% 50.7 49.3 100.0 53.1 46.9 100.0 50.7 49.3 100.0

Overnight eamp
~

Area Male Female Total V% Totel V%-
Wilmington 40 21 61 55.5 513 41.6Brandywine 25 14 39 35.5 573 46.1+ #less than 1%
Christiana 1 1 2 1.8 17 1.4Mill Creek 1 3 4 3.6 46Newark 3.71 - 1 # 55 4.5New Castle - 2 2 1.8 21EIsrnere-Newport 1.7- 1 1 # 5 # No information-Males 13- -- Ferr.ales 6 \0)TOTAL 68 42 110 100.0 2Ii 0'

1230 100.0H% 61.8 38.2 100.0

~ ._-- --..-- -." ..""""''"-. .,...- ...~",- .... - "._;... -,: ..... ,,---- .~ '",.~.~..-... ,-



TABLE XXV JEWISH COMI'roNITY CENTER l~l1BERSHIPB'f AREA AND TYPE

\-Jilmington Brandywine Ot.her. Suburbs Northern Delaware

A B C DEG Total H% A B C Total H% Total W;' Total H%/0

Family 337 11 69 29 446 68.1 44 68 74 186 28.4 23 3.5 655 100.0

Individual 17 - - 15 32 62.7 1 6 8 15 29.4 4 7.9 51 100.0

Golden Age '56 5 6 17 84 97.7 - 1 1 2 2.3 - - 86 100.0

TarAL 410 16 75 61 562 71.0 45 75 83 203 25.6 27 3.4 792 100.0

BY SYNAGOGUE AFFILIATION
Non-Beth Beth

ASKE Shalom Emeth Hach.Hadas Newark Affiliat.ed Affiliated Total- -
Family 119 219 202 6 - 546 109 655

Individual 14 10 8 - 1 33 18 51

Golden Age 40 15 10 -L- - 68 18 86

TOTAL 173 244 220 9 1 647 145 792

792=100% H% 21.8 30.8 27.8 1.1 # 81. 7 18.3 100.0

W
-.J

i - --I



TABLE XXVI FAHILY COMPOSITION OF FAlJITLY 11E1'1BERS
JmrrSH COMM1mI'I'Y CENTER BY AGE 2 SEX , AREA 38

?:1l\LE . vJilming;tan BrandY:;1inc' Other Suburbs Total rfule-
Age 0-2 15 23 2 40

3-4 15 25 40 ,i

5 21 20 4 45
6-7 37 35 1 73
8-9 51 32 3 86

10-11 60 27 2 89
12-13 73 25 6 106

14 34 13 1 48
15-17 78 21 1 100
18-20 47 9 56
21-24 29 8 37
25-34 27 38 2 67
35-49 274 129 16 41950-64 154 30 5 189

654- 68 4 1 73Unlmown I) 5 1 19
TOTAL 996 444 47 1487

FEMAIE
0-2 18 28

TarAL BGrH SEXES
46

.
3-4 24 16 2 42

86
5 25 16 1 42

82
6-7 33 30 3 66 87
8-9 52 34 2 88 139

17410-11 57 32 2 9112-13 53 19 2 74
180

14 37 7 3 47
180

15-17 77 18 5 100
95

18-20 51 12 63
200

21-24 11912 8 2 2225-34 I 61 78 6 145
59

35-49 314 92 14 420
212

50-64 127 27 4 158
839

65+ 68 4 347
72 145Unkno'Wtl 13 4 17 36

TarAL 1022 425 46 1493 2980



\
TABLE XXVII

RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION OF HEADS OF HOUSEHOIDS BY CONGREGATION ~ AREA! AGE GROUPS

- ADAS-_KODESCK SHE1- EME.'lH_____ _____________ BETH SHA.LOM

\film. Br. cu. He NC E-N Total "1% H! Wilma Br. CH M:; iT NC EN Total "1% H%

20 - 29 1 1 - - - - 2 # 5.1 2 10 3 - - - - 15 3.1 38.5
30 - 39 28 16 1 2 1 - 48 13.0 16.7 29 57 4 - 1 - - 91 18.8 31.6
40 - 49 71 22 1 1 3 2 100 26.9 22.9 92 42 3 3 1 3 3 147 30~3 33~7

50 - 59 68 10 - - 3 1 82 22.1 25.6 104 12 - - - - 2 118 24.3 36.9
60 - 69 69 E 2 - 2 - 80 21.6 34.6 63 10 1 - - 2 1 77 15.8 33.3

70+ 44 6 - - - - 50 13.5 43.9 25 3 - - - - - 28 5.8 24.6
Unlmown 9 - - - - - 9 2.4 39.1 6 3 - - - - - 9 1.939.l
TOTAL 289 63 4 3 9 3 3TI 100.0 321 137 11 3 2 5 6 485 100.0.

H% 77.9 16.9 1.2 # 2.4 # 100.0 66.2 28.2 2.3 # # 1.0 1.2 100.0
1451=100% 25.6 33.4

BETH EMETH NEWARK-SYNAGOGUE -GENTER W\.CHZIKEI HADAS

Wilma Br. Ch MC N NC EN Total "1% H% l!C • N . Total "1% H% W Br E-N T "1% H%

20 - 39 3 8 1 - - - - 12 2.4 30.8 - 10 10 16.1 25.6
30 - 39 38 66 4 4 1 3 3 119 24.3 41.3 5 25 30 48.4 10.4

#40 - 49 97 75 1 2 - - 2 171 36.2 40.6 1 8 9 14.5 2.1 3 - - 3 6.8
50 - 59 75 25 2 - - 1 - 103 21.0 32.2 - 8 8 12.9 2.5 8 - 1 9 20.4 2.8
60 - 69 39 12 1 - - - - 52 10.6 22.5 1 3 4 6.5 1.8 15 2 1 18 40.9 7.8

7Ot- 21 1 - - - - - 22 4.5 19.3 - 1 1 1.6 # 12 1 - 13 29.5 11.4
Unknom 1 2 - - - 1 - 4 # 17.4 - - - - - 1 - - 1 2.3 t~. 3

T0rAL 274 189 9 6 1 5 5 489 100.0 7 55 62 100.0 39 3 2 44 100.0
H% 56.0 38.6 1.8 1.2 '-;1 1. 0 1.0 100.0 12.7 87.3 100.0 88.6 6.8 4.6 100.0

1451=100% 33.7 4.3 3.0

TOTAL NORTHERN DELllWARE
Total "1% Total "1% Total "1%

20 - 29 39 2.7 40 - 49 436 30.0 60 - 69 231 15.9
30 - 39 288 19.9 50 - 59 320 22.1 70+ 114 7.9 \.V

'I)

Unknown 23 1.5
*Includes 23 duplicated members * TaI'AL 1451 100.3<



TABLE xrvrn
HEADS OF HOUSEHOIDS - RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION BY AREA AND AGE GROUPS

WILKrnG'l'GN--- . --~-_._--- ._--- .--- -- -- -BRANDn'JINE-

Age Group AKSE BS BE 1-1H Total v% Unaff. v% AKSE BS BE r-ffi Total v% Unaff. v%

20-29 1 2 3 - 6 - 30 7.4 1 10 8 - 19 4.8 50 17.7
30-39 28 29 38 - 95 10.3 42 10.3 16 57 66 - 139 35.5 106 37.6
40-49 71 92 97 3 263 29.0 88 21.6 22 42 75 - 139 35.4 45 16.0
50-59 68 104 75 8 255 27.6 119 29.2 10 12 25 - 47 11.9 28 9.9
60-69 68 63 39 15 185 20.0 85 20.9 8 10 12 2 32 8.2 21 7.5
70+ 44 25 21 12 102 11.0 36 8.8 6 3 1 1 11 2.8 28 9.9
Unknown 9 6 1 1 17 1.8 7 1.8 - 3 2 - 5 1.4 4 1.4

TarAL 289 321 274 39 923 100. 407 100.0 63 137 189 3 392 100. 282 100.0

H% 31.. 3 31.:.8 29.7 4.2 100.0 16.1 35.0 48.2 # 100.0

MILL CREEK CHRISTIANA

AKSE BS BE Newark Total V% Unaff v% AKSE BS BE Total v% Unai'f. V%

20-29 - - - - - - 4 12.9 - 3 1 4 16.7 16 33.3
30-39 2 - 4 5 11 57.9 14 45.2 1 4 4 9 37.5 14 29.2
40-49 1 3 2 1 7 36.8 7 22.6 1 3 1 5 20.8 2 4.1
SO-59 - - - - - - 5 16.1 2 2 8.3 10 20.8
60-69 - -- - - 1 1 5.3 1 3.2 4 16.7 4 B.22 1 1
70+ - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 4.1
Unlmown

TarAL 3 3 6 7 19 100. 31 100. 4 11 9 24 100. 48 100.

H% 15.8 15.8 31.6 36.8 100. 16.6 45.8 37.5 100.
b

(Continued)

"~<" .~, ,~.' ._ .•• _~-~" ._.~".,~~':'>'
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TABLE XXVIII
HEADS OF HOUSEHOIDS - RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION BY AREA AND AGE GROUPS (Continued)

NE't'lARK NEll CASTIE
- ---- ---- ----- ---- --

- --

V%Age.-Gro'liQ- - BS -BE Newark Total V% Unaff. V! AKSE BS BE Total V% Unaff.

20-29 - - 10 10 17.2 3 25.0 - - - - - 2 7.4
30-39 1 1 25 27 46.6 2 16.7 1 - 3 4 21.0 10 37.0
40-49 1 - 8 9 15.5 2 16.7 3 3 - 6 31.6 5 18.5
50-59 - - 8 8 13.8 1 8.3 3 - 1 4 21.0 5 18.5
60-69 - - 3 3 5.2 3 25.0 2 2 - 4 21.0 3 11.1
70+ - - 1 1 1.7 - - - - - - - 1 3.7
Unknown - - - - - 1 8.3 - - 1 1 5.4 1 3.7

TOTAL 2 1 55 58 100.0 12 100.0 9 5 5 19 100.0 27 100.0

H% 3.4 1.7 94.9 100.0 47.4 26.3 26.3 100.0

(Newark l s 58=84% of its 69 households)

ELSMERE - NEWPORT RECAPITUIATION - NORTHERN DELAvJARE

Age Group AIillE BS BE }1H Total V% Unaff. v% Affiliated Non-Affiliated Total
vii H% v% H% H%

20-29 - - - - - - 3 10.7
30-39 - - 3 - 3 1807 12 42.9 Wilmington 923 63.6 69.4 407 48.7 30.6 1330 100.0
40-49 2 3 2 - 7 43.7 6 21.4
50-59 1 2 - 1 4 25.0 4 14.3 Brandywine 392 27.0 58.2 282 33.8 41.8 674 100.0
60-69 - 1 - 1 2 12.6
70+ - - - - - - 1 3.6 OtherUnknown - - - - - - 2 7.1 Suburbs 136 9.4 48.2 146 17.5 51.8 282 100..:.2.
TOTAL 3 6 5 2 16 100.0 28 100.0 Total 1451 100.0 835 100.0 2286

-23 duplications +100 not
H% 18.7 37.5 31.2 12.6 100.0 surveyed

TarAL 1428 100.0 2386

H% 59.8 40.2 100.0
+-
t--'

.---~



TABLE XXIX
CHILDREN OF MEMBERS OF TEMPIES AND JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER BY AGE (0-20) AND AFFILL\'IION

Adas Kodesch Beth Shalom Beth Emeth Machzikei Hadas Newark Affiliated Unaffiliated__
AGE Total Vj, TQtaL '1[%- TO-ta~---JJ%-T ETta-l-- --V)g-- -Tota-l----V%--"tDta.-L---Vt -TOtal - -- V'f;

MAIE 0-2 12 5.9 23 6.7 30 7.4 - - 11 18.6 76 7.4 108 23.7
3-4 8 3.9 25 7.2 30 7.4 - - 13 22.0 76 7.4 64 14.0

5 9 4.5 20 5.8 20 4.9 - - 10 17.0 59 5.8 38 8.3
6-7 16 7.9 42 12.2 35 8.6 1 12.5 5 8.5 99 9.7 42 9.2
8-9 27 13.4 35 10.1 59 14.5 - - 5 8.5 126 12.3 42 9.2

10-11 22 10.8 50 14.4 53 13.0 - - 8 13.6 133 13.0 31 6.S
12-13 28 13.8 45 13.0 63 15.5 1 12.5 3 5.1 140 13.7 31 6.8
14 19 9.3 20 5.8 22 5.4 1 12.5 1 1.7 63 6.2 18 3.5

15-17 36 17.7 49 14.2 55 13.5 3 37.5 2 3.3 145 14.2' 53 11.6
18-20 26 12.8 36 10.6 39 9.8 2 25.0 1 1.7 104 10.3 29 6.9

Total 203 100.0 345 100.0 406 '100.0 8 100.0 59 100.01021 100.0 456 100.0
1021=1100% 19.9 33.8 39.8 # 5.8

FEW.IE 0-2 8 5.0 33 9.6 21 5.4 - - 12 23.1 14 7.7 114 23.0
3-4 10 6.3 25 7.3 39 10.0 - - 6 11.4 SO 8.3 68 14.8
5 7 4.4 21 6.1 18 4.6 1 14.3 4 7.6 51 5.2 32 7.0

6-7 21 13.2 38 11.1 33 8.5 - - 14 27.5 lC6 11.0 39 8.5
8-9 22 13.8 44 12.8 51 13.2 1 14.3 6 11.4 124 12.8 40 8.7

10-11 22 13.8 37 10.8 57 14.6 - - 2 3.8 116 12.4 31 6.7
li413 19 12.0 33 9.6 44 11.4 1 14.3 4 7.6 101 10.6 31 6.7

11 6.9 13 3.7 34 S.4 1 14.3 - - 59 6.2 ~ J:\~
i~-~b i~ 15.

42
49 14.3 59 15.2 2 '28.5 3 5.7 137 16.2 48 12~0

- 9. 50 14.7 34 8.7 1 14.3 1 1.9 101 10.6 45 9~5

Total 159 100.0 343 100.0 390 100.0 7 100.0 52 100.0 951 100.0 ¢2: 100.0

951=100% 16.8 36.3 41.3 # 4.9
TOTAL - MilIE &

FEWi.!E 362 6';8
b 796 15 III 1972 925

1972c:100.%1.8.4 35 5 I. 6 # t;
• 40. 5.5 ,-,

I ,--- ._,---..-- ~.-.._, i

,-:~:'~'''''' ~'~'~_., ., ..,.

- .~
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TABLE XXX

ENROLIEES IN SCHOOLS OF JEWISH EDUJATION - AGES 4 - 18 INC. BY SEX, SCHOOL AND AREA

By Sex By Area Total
Other Northern-

Male V% Female V% Wilm. Brandy. Areas Delaware V%

Adas Kodasch
Shel Emeth 126 20.0 90 11.0 121 74 15 216 18.6

Terr.ple Beth
134Shalom I 202 32.0 159 30.0 205 22 361 30.5I

Temple BJth
174 144Emeth 27.6 21.2 164 136 18 318 21.4

Newark 11 1.7 13 2.5 24 24 2.1
Sunday .
School only 113 17.6 111 22.1 79 118 33 230 19.8i
Private 5 ..U 7 1.3 1 4 1 12 1.0IT

Total Enrolled 631 100.0 530 100.0 582 466 113 1161 100.0 ., .

%Enrolled 55.3 50.0 53.8 51.4 52.9 52.8
Not Enro1Jled 510 531 500 440 101 1041I

%Not Enrdl1ed 44.7 50.0 46.2 48.6 47.1 47.2

GRAND TarAt 1141 1061 1082 906 214 2202



TABLE XXXI

ENROLL.'1ENT IN AND PLANS FOR JEWISH EDUCATION - AGE, SEX, AREA
.-.. _- -- - ---

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

Total No. Children Enrolled PIan to Enroll Not Sure

Age Male Female Total v% Male Female Total v% Male Female Total v% Hale Female Total V%

4 72 76 148 6.7 7 2 9 # 53 53 106 32.2 13 16 29 4.4
.5 97 83 180 8.2 23 2l 44 3.8 51 45 96 29.2 19 15 34 5.1

6 58 68 126 5.7 39 36 75 6.4 17 18 35 10.6 3 9 12 1.8

7 83 77 160 7.3 60 54 114 9.8 17 10 27 8.2 5 9 14 2.1
8 95 78 173 7.8 69 63 132 11.4 16 6 22 6.7 7 7 14 2.1

9 73 86 159 7.2 55 59 114 Q.8 9 5 14 4.3 9 15 24 3.6
10 86 68 154 7.0 77 58 135 11.6 1 1 2 Jj 5 6 11 1.7J/

11 78 81 159 7.3 72 50 122 10.5 3 5 8 2.4 3 26 29 4.4
12 90 53 143 6.4 78 38 116 10.0 2 3 5 1.5 9 12 2l 3.2
13 81 79 160 7.3 42 42 84 7.2 3 3 6 1.8 38 28 66 10.0

14 81 73 154 7.0 38 47 85 1.2 2 1 3
,It 39 25 64 9.7~(

15 79 62 141 6.4 38 27 65 5.6 2 2 1/ 40 33 73 11.0- 'if

16 68 65 133 6.0 20 15 35 3.0 - 2 2 II 48 46 94 14.2
17 51 58 109 5~0 9 11 20 1.7 - - - - 42 47 89 13.4
18 49 54 ____JQ3 4.'] 4 7 11 '~ 1 1 /1 4h 44 88 13.3-'/ "

Total 1141 1061 2202 100.0 631 530 1161 100.0 176 153 329 100.0 324 338 662 100.0

2202;;::
100% 51.8 48.2 100.0 28.6 24.1 52.7 8.0 6.9 14.9 14.7 15.3 30.0

f:



1mo F.AVB HAD A JEWISH EDUCATION 45
TABLE LUll CHIIDREN 6-18

BY YEARS, AGE, SEX

YEARS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total

NAIE
,

6
17 1
48 2 2

9 2 1 1 4
10 2 1 3
11 1 1 2
12 1 1 1 3
13 1 2 13 7 5 2 1 31
14 1 2 3 12 6 3 3 1 31
15 1 5 4 8 7 6 1 1 33
16 1 1 1 5 4 6 8 6 2 5 39
17 1 2 6 2 8 4 3 2 7 3518 . 2 1 1 7 4 .:L L 2 ..L ..L JL- -- -- -

TarAt: 11 5 9 31 42 43 36 22 8 16 223 ,'.:

223=ldo% 4.9 2.2 4.0 13.9 18.8 19.3 16.1 9.0 3.6 7.2 100.0
I

FEMAIEI 6 2 2
7 2 28 1 1 2
9 2 210 1 1 211 1 2 1 4 1 1 1012 2 2 1 1 613 2 4 1 2 3 1 1 14

I 14 1 2 1 1 4 1 2 1215 5 5 3 2 3 3 2 1 2416 5 2 1 2 3 4 9 3 5 3417 2 2 4 5 5 3 5 3 6 3518 2 2 6 2 - 2 ..2... ..1---2. 6 31--- -- - -TarAL 22 21 23 13 12 18 17 20 12 18 176
176=100% 12.5 11.9 13.1 7.4 6.8 10.2 9.6 11.5 6.8 10.2 100.0
Total Bbth

Sexes: 33 26 32 44 54 61 53 42 20 34 399
399=100%

H% 8.3 6.5 8.0 11.0 13.5 15.3 13.3 10.5 5.0 8.6



TABLE XXXIII
PROJECTION (MAXIMUM) 1962 - 1972 INDIVIDUALS

Wilm. Brd!. Other Sub. Total Del.

46

(a) IBased on future mobility - next five years x 2 for a ten year period.

(b) Baaed on prior experience:
, 1962"'1964 will average 100 households per year x size per household

1965-1967 will average 200 households per year x size per household
1968-1971 will average 300 households per year x size per household

(c) 'Those born in 1961 were not broken down as to area of residence. To
lapproximate residence diatribution, the total of the 0-4 group of each
area was divided by the total 0-4 age group in Northern Delaware. This
ratio was then applied to the total number of births in 1961.

(d) Baaed on 72 removals from Delaware in 1962 x 10.

1962

Increment

1 Inte~ Area Movement (a)

i
2 In-~gration (b)

!

3 Birthis (c)

I

Total
I

Decre~nt

4 Inter Area Movement (a)
1- ,

5 Out-Migration (d)

6 Deaths (e)

Tota!

Net ~ota1 1972

4,000 2,600

360

1,400 3,100

260 610

5,660 6,670

ISO

S50 500

370 110

1,400 610

4,260 6,060

l,eoo

1,440

270

2,710

200

950

50

1,200

1,510

7,600

5,940

1,140

14,680

2,300

530

2,830

11,$50

(e) ,Based on death rate per annum x 10

Inasmuch as out~igration experience is based on one year, unlike in­
migration which is based on three- years, it would be more of a calculated
guess to predict a range of 9150-1l,B50 for the total Jewish~population

of 1972.
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METHODOLOOy

The ~ethod of the survey was not a random sampling of geographical areas.
Rather it!was a saturation process which sought to reach everyone ev~rywhere
in Northern Delaware. The survey was made by telephone calls to indlviduals
whose names were on a master list compiled from the following sources:

1. Jewish Federation of Delaware list of contributors and
non-contributors.

2. Jewish Community Center mailing list.
3. Temple and Congregational membership and mailing lists.
4. Organization membership lists secured from the Jewish Federation

tif Delaware.
5. City Directory.
6. List of residents at the Kutz Home.

I

The ~ist of the Jewish Family Welfare was not utilized because it was
considered confidential. All names, addresses and telephone numbers, where
known, wene typed on 3x5 cards;where available addressographed plates were
used. Thelse were accurately alphabetized and numbered. All mailing and
m.embershirj lists were cross-checked, and duplicates were eliminated. The
cards were: then rearranged according to address as indicated in the census tracts.
They were ~iven code numbers, e.g., 2-103-5. The 2 represented Brandywine
Hundred, the 103 the census tract and the 5 the name of the section. This
difficult ~ask was complicated because many suburban streets were not yet
marked out, on maps and many of the latest maps did not have the names of the
new areas.! Finally all cards were accurately alphabetized and their in­
formation Pasted to the survey questionnaires which were kept in coded
numerical sequence.

I

The m~mbership ~ of the Temples and Jewish Community Center were
similarly posted to the 3x5 index card and survey questionnaire sheet.
Wherever pbssible occupations were also posted to the questionnaire. This
was done by consulting the yellow pages of the telephone book which gave the
listing ofiall professional persons, their addresses and telephone numbers.

All names on the master list were reviewed by staff and others who
knew the c6mmunity well. They determined and recommended the removal of
non-Jews, those who moved from the state and the deceased. They also aided
in grouping members of the same household and in cross-checking women's
lists aga~st men's lists to form the family unit. The fOl~ation of house­
holds was more difficult. The rearrangement of the cards according to
addresses provided a check on the formation of households.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

For purposes of this study Northern Delaware was subdivided into three
./ major areas - the City of Wilmington (Code 1), Brandywine Hundred (Code 2)

and "Other IAreas" or "Other Suburbs" (Code 3). The City of Wilmington was
further subdivided into six sections (A, B, C, D, E, G); Brandywine into
three sect~ons (A, B, C); and the "Other Areas lr into Christiana, Mill Creek,
the Newark larea and New Castle. Christiana was subdivided into Christiana
and the Elsmere-to-Newport Area. (See maps XLV -XLIX) •



QUEstIONNAIRE

!The survey questionnaire was the cooperative product of the thinking
of the statistical staff of the Council of Federations and Welfare Funds
in New York the Executive Directors of the local Jewish agencies, Rabbis,
educationar'directors of the 'remples, and the Survey Committee of the Center.
Questlions requiring opinions were- purposely avoided; thus preference f~r
religious affiliation of the non-affiliated, for example, was not obta1ned.

HEAIJgUARTERS
I

~e Board Room of the Jewish Community Center was set up as head­
quarters. Ten telephones were installed and a large table was set up for
the ha.ndling of questionnaires and clerical work. After each worker was
checked in, she was given 10-15 survey questionnaires and assigned to a
telephone. She then scrutinized each sheet and was given substitutions
for the individuals she preferred not to call. After the~ interview,
the consultant discussed with the worker the results obtained, corrected
any etrors in the handling of the call, checked on accuracy and made sure
that-Mlerever possible all information was obtained. In many instances,
call-~acks had to be made after the initial interviews. The success of
the first interview usually set the pattern for the others.

Telephone calls were made Sunday through Thursday from 10-12 in the
mornings, from 1-4 in the afternoons, and from 7:30 to 10 in the evenings.
On Fridays calls were made only in the mornings. Interviewers averaged
from tJo six: to eight minutes for a completed interview. The survey was
conduc~ed from January 15 through February B.

INSTRUCTIONS TO WORKERS

There were four briefing sessions of two hours each for all inter-viewers.
SurveYisheets were distributed and discussed thoroughly by the survey
consultant. A question and answer period followed. Then the workers
interv~ewed each other as if by telephone. The sheets were collected and
anonYJ11Ous1y analyzed for correct understanding of questions, correct method
of filling in each question and permissibility to skip questions. All
interviewers were required to attend a training session. Only one worker
quit a~ter the first interview.

,

Cdmpleted questionnaires were kept in alphabetical order. When
possible the other survey sheets were also kept in alphabetical order to
corresppnd with the Jx5 master file card. In this way corrections (changes
of address, boarders, lodgers, etc) ascertained during the course of the
survey were easily made.

Each-worker had a special sheet on which he listed the answer to the
question - "Do you know of any newcomers to the community". The answers
on these sheets were then checked against the master file. Few newcomers
were foUnd by this method. It served, however, to verify the authenticity
of the master file as originally set up.



:TIf any name was removed from the master file because of informa­
tion r1eceived after the survey started, the corresponding number on the
3x5 calrd was declared iiopena • A record was kept of all open numbers..
These ~-rere reassigned to new names acquired during the survey.

Tpward the end of the telephone survey a special committee consisting
of per60ns who know the community thoroughly, scrutinized the survey sheets
of those persons who could not be reached. They were cautioned not to
volunteer any answers to questions unless they were sure. Because of this
insist~nce many questions remained unanswered.. The conunlttee studied
about 200 incomplete survey sheets. When their task was complete only
one hundred households remained without full information. Of these we
knew o~ly the name, address, and perhaps one or two facts were known.
These were not sent to the Allied Jewish Appeal in Philadelphia for coding.

Ii

CODING 1,

I

i

The survey staff coded only residence, residence changes or previous
residedee. At the close of the telephone survey the sheets were sent
to Phi]adelphia to the office of the Allied Jewish Appeal where the rest
of the !eoding was done by a special coding committee.

i

I.B.M, i

Th~ I.B.M. Department of the Allied Jewish Appeal in Philadelphia
under the direction of Mr. Ernie Funaro set up all information on I.B.M.
cards. : After he had listed all information sought by the survey, he
provided the consultant with all statistical data. This was posted to
work ehee t s and percentages were determined. Analysis followed the con­
elusion Iof all statistical recording.

I

Observations:

1~ I There were many possibilities for error especial~ in the areas
of coding of answers and transcription to I.B.M. cards. In view of these,
it was ~atifying to the consultant that errors were held to the absolute
minimum~ This resulted from double checking for accuracy.

I

2) I The I.B.M .. machine was not fool-proof.
suItant ihad to question its accuracy. However,
at this ~ate would not have been completed, had
to the Ii.B.M. machine.

Here and there the con­
the tabulations, even
the survey not had access



JEWISH COMMU"IYY-CENTEa- POPUtATlOft SURVEY--l962----~-~~-··-~­

WILMINGTON, DELAWARE

Do Not Write In Any Column Marked IBM Code

N_~H>:tt"'nc.'lI!l~lror;ludin;-'V~~.

!tAME OF FAMIL

Utw111:tlN7--<::hiklftn

1....8ar>d~m~.

8-ECTiON

ACQRESS

laM COOE

CEN~

,IIi FOR KfAO QF HOIJ:.£"~\..O QNLt

FiRM ~ME.

MEA

--...--ETC.

E.<l.-M.nul.a.uv

-

(10) IN0U6Tln'

WHAT LlliE Ofi WQRt( OR
BUS'....

"­
.....­
""'"

(91OO::UPATlOH

WHATD0E9THE
INDIVlOtJAL. DO?

~,,---
-,

IPHON£ NU....,.

tel I
ENT I

!

, I
I

-~ -rt-

!
1

<n I
~~:~k'( I 01
OF FAMH..Y

PARTICIPATE \IN ACTIVITIES

r&t.6~J~E ~~;-- ---
YM-YMCA ~

'(W-'fWCA I~;;:
~-Nm~ 1 UN-U ....mll~=.., I ~~~.

I~'
No' 118.. I 118M 11S M

Silt'll ~ ~y eo.- I Ail,ol~ ,CoOl

I ,.eTlON

If NO

I If NO
I

j Are ,'OUl'laMlinoto'nroll?

\ {ChId<I

~

Hu·:hHCllad.Jowiah&d1.JCoUion1

If'rES

S<:hool f~~I~I~~I~lylll

If'l'E.i

Inwh.\ctlJd'iclol?

A.K-Ad,u; Kodud!

BS-&Ith 8rla.1om

BE-8IttlErroeth
ss-.s~y&l"lOlQn\Y

PT-Pr!v&tltT....

(ijl JEWISH EDUCATION

For 11-. C/li\dnln Ii 'fH/1l ~d Unw {boom 19043 0.- .,...)-.-Mk­
I. Thia Child Enn:>iledin. Jewiatl5dlaol1

i-
I

(2) I (3)

SEX I D~

""'"

R.DIY re-~ Rool>l.. :Co:ldool Ma.rrt:h I YMr

LAliT MAhlE

____... 01"-:l eli I_Hr.

-~tJF.....,IJ'

c.fdUS 5«1a1 Humber
,

... ,

1.....-.

OODE FirllN.&/l'ot;

ARliT NAhilE

r---..-

II I I'(lli)!'«JTTOBEFIu.£DtNI"tINTEfN1EWER F8" I(\b)NOTT08EFIU,..EO\~B'l:I,.tt:.i'\',olt.NEA I leM

OONOIEQATIOHAL.N'fJUATION OF ',\MIL'! CODE I J C. C ;.r"TlUATION. oe n.l~ LV HEAD CODE-I -:-
,.....KoGMIlh""'~ 1\
MI U'IIth r-1 Famdy~ --

-- r-II ,"""-- r-'--

r--II """""'00-
, 'Ii------\ --

CooQeGOOy.•.

-",.

II
\IW.ll._...._...Ulthe~

I

I :::.:""-"'--

! END01' .NTElMEW I
,\ I

'I I'I,

(14)
IBM coos

Do)'Ololkmw"'llIY.....".Jt~OIIUP'-tIl'lNlll'th­

-----11--'
I II ::U:a:;:;'N=,~D M>OAUlU

I
I

I~:~-
I II
I Ii

..........,-

........ .."..,....... ­--......-

..._-CtCOK RtAIONFOR INOOM"'tErE INTERVIEW

I

I '8" 0000 II ,'13' i-'-:=-===--1

~
II ::~.~~~.::"_.,...,:::=:-=::- I 1::::.::':..-:::.:,:,=--
I o.ll.,..IO~I.b••,.?

I
(1) IflnNofthMnO"'-g,r......

(21If I"~1I city.

l (Jltfoutal .,.dt)'IIId .....

i
I I,

I I ,

I
j
I
t I
I !
:

~_...,........

.. fO'Jfpr....-.t~i

iNT£AYIEW INC:OMf"l,..£T1 ..... _fl .........

INTOWlEW OOIlQl\.£T£O -:==-:-:= _

OAT<

OAT<

('llf~lnOlIa_p"""'orlllld_

(LZ'

UI II In W~mlf>QUl~ aoor.

()JI,o~t;I __ gi.... elty8ft4..

b.\\'ltal~ ..

&. Wl'Mt)'IIM,"io,1ft1U_ llI Nofthen1 a.a-r

<l.'Nl1ItNd:iO)'OloI_IRltft(..mct_)O:I&ll'_l""Iii:Jla~?



Population Survey - 1962
Wilmington, Delaware JCC

OPENING STATEMENT

Introduce yourself over the telephone. Speak preferably to the head or
mistress of the house. Do not interview or obtain information from minor
ch ill.dren, Always speak to an adult.

I

Try] this approach after you've reached the proper person.
!

IfI am Mr. or Mrs. So and So at the Jewish Community Center. I
am calling with reference to the Population study of the
Jewish Community in Delaware. You undoubtedly received in­
formation through the mails regarding this call. May I have
a few moments of your time?t¥

If the answer is no try to obtain the reason. If the artswer is ~ then
prOCeed if necessary as follows:

"The Jewish population in Delaware has increased tremendously
during the past 10 years. The Jewish Federation and the
Jewish Community Center can do far more effective Social plan­
ning if we knew how many we are, where the Jewish people
live, to which sections of the city or suburbs people are
moving; in brief we need reliable and accurate facts on which
to build a better community in the areas of Jewish education,
youth problems, cultural activities••we want to know where to
build a new Jewish Community Center among other programs of
lasting value to the Jewish Community.rr

USE PENCIL ONLY

Explanation of Interview Schedule
(numbers below refer to numbers in each box)

First Column -

aousehold - includes all persons in a dwelling unit. A person living
alone, or a group of unrelated persons sharing the same living ac­
commodations is counted as a household.

in household - include one or more persons unrelated to the
lodgers, for example) or other relatives.

Begirt with the first names in each family in order, from the oldest to
the ~oungest; then their relationship to the head of the family.

I...

i...

I _



Population Survey - 1962
Exp]anation - Page 2

1

,

2) ISex - If the name does not clearly identify the sex ask which sex
!(for example, Robin, LeSlie, Randy)

Date of Birth - If the year of birth is not :immediately known obtain
age. Where there is hesitancy try to obtain approximate age and in
such insta.nces add E to age. Age 41 would be entered 41; "fortyishlt

would be entered as 40 E.

6) Jewish Education - refers to formal (school) education or private
instruction.

7) Activities which take place in non-Jewish religious organizations,
e. g. nursery schools which meet in a church.

8) Employment StatuB - Ask "which members of the family are working?"
and then fill in information requested. Do not count or enter
temporarr workers. Record only permanent full time or part time
workers 6 months or more).
For a retired person - mark RT (not UN)
For a retired person who works part time - mark RT PI'

9} Occupation answers the question VWwhat does the individual do?"
This should be answered for all who answer (8) except the fully
retired or housewife.
Please do not leave any line blank for any person.

ll} Is for head of household only.

12) (2) Section or address refers to Northern Delaware otherwise give
city.

13} If the answer to 13 A is yes, then 13 B need not be asked.
If in 13 C the answer- is Wilmington, try to obtain the new address.



(Card sent to the Jewish community prior to survey)

WILMINGTON JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER

Dear Friend:

Our community has undertaken an intensive survey of the Jewish
population of New Castle County to determine the present and
future needs of our expanding population. The survey will be

i carried out through a telephone canvas of close to 3000 Jewish
. households.

The telephone canvas will take place Monday through Thursday,
beginning the week of January 15th to the end of the month, at
the Jewish Community Center. We need many volunteers to make
the telephone canvas.

Would you please complete the attached postcard, indicating when
you will be able to serve on the telephone committee for our
Population Surv~y.

i Mrs. Samuel Eisenstat"Coordinator
i of Telephone Volunteers

Mrs. Robert L. Cohen, President,
Delaware Bureau of Jewish
Women's Organizations

-1
i

Dear Mrs. Eisenstat:

I Please enroll me as a volunteer telephone interviewer.

I am available on the days and hours checked below.

Morning
10-12 noon
Afternoon
2-4 P.M!
Evening
7-9 P.M.

Mon. Tues. Wed. Thurs.

Can your husband work on the telephone committee in the evening?
Ths ~

Name---------------- Telephone _

Address-----------------------
All interviewers will be briefed at one of the following briefing
sessions:

, Thursday evening, January 4th and Sunday morning, January 7th.

i Remarks--------------------



January, 1962

Dear Friend:

YOU WILL BE CALLED one day this coming week by a
trained volunteer for the JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER POPULATION
SURVEY. You will be asked a few necessary questions concern­
ing yourself and your family, so that 'We can determine the
present and future needs of our growing Jewish population.
With this information we will be in a better position to de­
termine the most desirable site for a new Jewish Community
Center Building and to determine the kind of facilities to
be incorporated in the New Center Building. We will also be
able to do a better job of planning our youth activities and
adult programs, so that we can serve Northern Delaware more
effectively.

The survey is being sponsored by the Jewish Com­
munity Center of Wilmington and has been organized with the
cooperation of the Jewish Federation of Northern Delaware
and of all our congregations and community organizations.
All the information will be restricted in use to our co­
operating agencies for the planning of programs and will
not be available for commercial purposes.

WHEN THE INTERVIEWER CALLS YOU, please give her
your full cooperation and a few minutes of your time. You
will be helping us to serve you better.

Most sincerely yours,

GEORGE J. WEINER, President
Jewish Community Center

CHARLES 'lWER, Chairman
Population Survey Committee

MRS. SAM EISENSTAT
Chainnan of Volunteers



"It Is Good To Give Praise ••••• "

It would be a massive breach of propriety on my
part not to record officially my deepest appreciation
for the very fine advice and assistance given to me
by a good friend of many years, Dr. Samuel I. Spector
of Brooklyn, New York, Lawrence Schein, Research
Director, Welfare Council of Delaware, Alvin Chenkin,
Technical Consultant of the Council of Jewish
Federations and Welfare Funds, and by my choicest
critic, my daughter, Dr. Naomi Ruth Bluestone. All
four read the analysis in its entirety and made
appropriate, valuable suggestions on how the text
could be improved.

To Charles Twer and his entire Population Survey
Committee, aubcommittees and volunteers in all areas,
an especial thanks. Seymour Kornblum, Coordinator

I and the Survey staff which included typists, proof
reader, and mimeographer deserve commendation. Each
one tolerated my comp~lsiveness over and beyond the
call of duty.

To all of the above it may well be said that
this report is their finished product as well as mine.
Those whose names are not mentioned know who they are

I and~how great is my indebtedness to them. Any errors,
grievous or otherwise, should be attributed to the
director and to no one else.

Harry Bluestone, ACSW
Survey Director

6/1/63
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