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the key variables noted above are described, ranked and mapped to illustrate county-level 

�G�L�I�I�H�U�H�Q�F�H�V���W�K�U�R�X�J�K�R�X�W���W�K�H���V�W�D�W�H�����%�H�F�D�X�V�H���W�K�H���+�X�J�K�H�V���&�H�Q�W�H�U���P�L�V�V�L�R�Q���L�V�����L�Q���S�D�U�W�����³�W�R���V�H�U�Y�H���D�V���D��

catalyst for research on public policy and economic is�V�X�H�V���I�D�F�L�Q�J���6�R�X�W�K�H�U�Q���1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\�´�����W�K�H��

second section offers profiles for the South Jersey counties with more context including county-

level demographics and details about the population, education attainment and household income 

trends (Hughes Center for Public Policy, William J. n.d.). We also incorporate the most recent 

health outcomes rankings from the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation as well as the New Jersey 

Department of Labor occupational sector projections for each of the Southern counties. The 

conclu�V�L�R�Q���V�X�P�P�D�U�L�]�H�V���W�K�L�V���H�[�S�O�R�U�D�W�R�U�\���S�U�R�M�H�F�W�¶�V���I�L�Q�G�L�Q�J�V���D�Q�G��future Hughes Center 

programming and research related to economic inequality.  

Table 1 
 
County Clusters 
 
County  
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Figure 1. New Jersey County Clusters. 
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concerned with the future of the Southern counties recognize patterns of inequality that are 
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Table 2 
 
Median Household Income  
 
COUNTY   REGION RANK  MEDIAN 

HOUSEHOLD 
INCOME  

Hunterdon Central 1  $105,950  
Somerset Central 2  $ 98,401  
Morris North 3  $ 96,438  
Sussex North 4  $ 87,342  
Monmouth Central 5  $ 82,962  
Bergen North 6  $ 82,650  
Middlesex Central 7  $ 77,729  
Burlington South 8  $ 76,998  
Gloucester South 9  $ 73,259  
Mercer Central 10  $ 71,471  
Warren
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Figure 2. Median household income, New Jersey counties.   
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Poverty Status. Another important income measure calculated by the Census Bureau 

each year is the federal poverty level. The American Community Survey defines the poverty 

threshold as a set dollar value that varies by family composition but not geography or the cost of 

living in a particular place. Cost of living adjustments are made annually based on the Consumer 
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Figure 3. 
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�$�V�V�H�W���/�L�P�L�W�H�G�����,�Q�F�R�P�H���&�R�Q�V�W�U�D�L�Q�H�G�����(�P�S�O�R�\�H�G�����³�$�/�,�&�(�´��. Some social scientists and 

policy makers believe the federal poverty threshold is not the best measure of household 

economic duress. In pursuit of a more meaningful measure, the United Way of Northern New 

�-�H�U�V�H�\���S�U�R�M�H�F�W���³�$�/�,�&�(�´ crafted what can be described as a measure of household vulnerability 

(Halpin 2012).  �$�F�F�R�U�G�L�Q�J���W�R���W�K�H���D�X�W�K�R�U�����³ALICE is a household with income above the [federal 

poverty level] but below a basic survival threshold�´��[emphasis added] (Halpin 2012, 5). The 

ALICE income threshold goes beyond the federal measure by including the cost of basic 

necessities like housing, child care, food, transportation, and health care. Halpin argues that the 

high cost of living and concentrated affluence in some New Jersey counties conceals the reality 

�W�K�D�W���³�W�K�H���W�R�S���������S�H�U�F�H�Q�W���R�I���1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\�¶�V���S�R�S�X�O�D�W�L�R�Q���H�D�U�Q�V���D�O�P�R�V�W���K�D�O�I���R�I���D�O�O���L�Q�F�R�P�H���H�D�U�Q�H�G���L�Q���W�K�H��

�V�W�D�W�H�����W�K�H���E�R�W�W�R�P���������S�H�U�F�H�Q�W���H�D�U�Q�V���R�Q�O�\�������S�H�U�F�H�Q�W�´�����+�D�O�S�L�Q������������������.   

We know the working poor in the United States are economically vulnerable when 

hardship strikes a family; they are also less likely to benefit from intergenerational wealth 

transfers and more apt to have children with constrained economic mobility (Aisch, Buth, Bloch, 

Cox, & Quealy 2015). Based on the geographic trends we see, it is possible to argue that the low 

cost of living, low wages, and concentrated poverty in many of the South counties similarly 

masks deep inequalities between North, Central and South New Jersey. All of the Southern New 

Jersey counties except Camden are among the top ten in terms of percentage of households 

�+�D�O�S�L�Q���G�H�I�L�Q�H�V���D�V���³�D�V�V�H�W���O�L�P�L�W�H�G�����L�Q�F�R�P�H���F�R�Q�V�W�U�D�L�Q�H�G�����H�P�S�O�R�\�H�G�´�����+�D�O�S�L�Q������������. Table 4 features 

the complete ALICE rankings and Figure 4 maps the county level distribution of the measure.  
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Table 4 
 
�$�V�V�H�W���/�L�P�L�W�H�G�����,�Q�F�R�P�H���&�R�Q�V�W�U�D�L�Q�H�G�����(�P�S�O�R�\�H�G�����³�$�/�,�&�(�´�� 
 
COUNTY REGION RANK  

(ALICE)  
2010 HOUSEHOLDS 

LIVING IN 
POVERTY 

2010 
HOUSEHOLDS 

LIVING IN 
ALICE  

Union North 1 10% 18% 
Morris North 2 5% 18% 
Monmouth Central 3 7% 21% 
Middlesex Central 4 7% 21% 
Camden South 5 12% 22% 
Somerset Central 6 4% 23% 
Hunterdon Central 7 4% 23% 
Bergen North 8 8% 23% 
Warren North 9 8% 24% 
Mercer Central 10 11% 24% 
Hudson North 11 16% 25% 
Gloucester South 12 8% 25% 
Burlington South 13 5% 25% 
Essex North

16%16%
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Figure 4. Percentage of households Asset Limited, Income Constrained, Employed, New Jersey 
counties. Data ranking and analysis conducted by Halpin 2012.   
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Unemployment. The unemployment statistics cited in this paper are based on data 

collected through the �8���6�����'�H�S�D�U�W�P�H�Q�W���R�I���/�D�E�R�U�¶�V���P�R�Q�W�K�O�\��Current Population Survey and 

ranked in Table 5. This data is collected from more than one hundred thousand American survey 

�U�H�V�S�R�Q�G�H�Q�W�V���H�D�F�K���P�R�Q�W�K���W�R���G�H�W�H�U�P�L�Q�H�����D�P�R�Q�J���R�W�K�H�U���Y�D�U�L�D�E�O�H�V�����W�K�H���³�H�[�W�H�Q�W���R�I���X�Q�H�P�S�O�R�\�P�H�Q�W�´���L�Q��

the United States. According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, an individual is unemployed if 

�V�K�H���K�H���L�V���³jobless, looking for a job, and ava�L�O�D�E�O�H���I�R�U���Z�R�U�N�´����www.bls.gov). The Bureau reports 

that Atlantic, Burlington, Camden, Cape May, Cumberland, Gloucester, and Ocean rank among 

the counties with the highest rates of unemployment as of January 2015. Notably, the rate of 

unemployment for the state of New Jersey was 6.4% while the national average was a little lower 

at 5.8% for the same period.  

When comparing the county unemployment rates mapped in Figure 5, the percentage 

unemployed ranges between 5.3% and 10.9%. Hunterdon has the lowest unemployment rate 

(5.3%) followed by Morris (5.7%), Warren (5.8%) and Somerset (5.9%). The Southern counties 

of Cape May (9.9%), Cumberland (10.7%), and Atlantic (10.9%) have the highest rates of 

unemployment in the state. Salem appears to be an outlier in this category with only 6.7% 

unemployment on record in January 2015.  It is very possible that like many Americans, a 

�F�R�Q�V�L�G�H�U�D�E�O�H���Q�X�P�E�H�U���R�I���1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\���U�H�V�L�G�H�Q�W�V���D�U�H���Q�R���O�R�Q�J�H�U���F�D�O�F�X�O�D�W�H�G���D�V���³�X�Q�H�P�S�O�R�\�H�G�´���E�H�F�D�X�V�H��

they have stopped seeking employment. While unemployment is certainly correlated with rates 

of poverty and low incomes, it also shares an increasingly predictive relationship with 

educational attainment.  

 





ECONOMIC INDICATORS AND QUALIT Y OF LIFE             19 

 

 
Figure 5. Percentage unemployed, New Jersey counties.  
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Educational Attainment. The American Community Survey captures the highest level 

of education completed by American adults. In this paper, educational attainment is reported for 

adults age 25 and older unless other populations and/or age groups are referenced in the 

narrative. The report emphasizes: (1) the percentage of adults age 25 and older who earned a 

high school diploma or higher level of education attainment; (2) the percentage of adults age 25 

�D�Q�G���R�O�G�H�U���Z�K�R���U�H�S�R�U�W�H�G���H�D�U�Q�L�Q�J���D���E�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H���R�U���K�L�J�K�H�U���O�H�Y�H�O���R�I���H�G�X�F�D�W�L�R�Q���D�W�W�D�L�Q�P�H�Q�W�� and, 

(3) the highest educational attainment levels reported categorically by adults age 25 and older 

(https://www.census.gov/hhes/socdemo/education/about/). 

High School Diploma and Higher Educational Attainment. The first variable we 

consider is the percentage of adults who reported attaining a high school diploma or higher 

education. In Table 6, among the New Jersey counties, the percentages range from a high of 95% 
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Table 6 
 



ECONOMIC INDICATORS AND QUALIT Y OF LIFE             22 

 

 
Figure 6. Percentage high school graduate and higher, New Jersey counties. 
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B�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���'�H�J�U�H�H���R�U���+�L�J�K�H�U���(�G�X�F�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O���$�W�W�D�L�Q�P�H�Q�W. While the percentage of adults 

age twenty-five and older who reported earning �D���E�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H���R�U���K�L�J�K�H�U���L�Q���W�K�H���8�Q�L�W�H�G��

States was 29% in 2013, in New Jersey, the state average is even higher at 36%. When looking at 

county-level data, there are considerable differences for this measure between North, South and 

Central Jersey. While the disparities between New Jersey counties for high school graduate and 

higher attainment is relatively small, see Table 7 as the range for the percentage of residents 

�U�H�S�R�U�W�L�Q�J���W�K�H�\�¶�G���H�D�U�Q�H�G���D���E�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H���R�U���K�L�J�K�H�U���L�Q�������������L�Q�F�O�X�G�H�G a low of 15% and a high 

of 51% at the county-level. As we have seen with the other economic indicators, most of the 

Southern New Jersey counties have poor rankings for this measure.  

Seven of eight South Jersey counties �± Atlantic, Camden, Cape May, Cumberland, 

Gloucester, Ocean and Salem counties �± �D�U�H���U�D�Q�N�H�G���L�Q���W�K�H���E�R�W�W�R�P���W�H�Q���I�R�U���E�D�F�K�H�O�R�U���G�H�J�U�H�H���³�S�O�X�V�´��

attainment when compared with the other New Jersey counties. The percentage of Southern 

�F�R�X�Q�W�\���U�H�V�L�G�H�Q�W�V���U�H�S�R�U�W�L�Q�J���D���E�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H���R�U���K�L�J�K�H�U���U�D�Q�J�H���I�U�R�P���D���O�Rw of 14.7% in 

Cumberland County to a high of 35% in Burlington County. Conversely, Figure 7 highlights the 

geographic pattern of the 
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graduate earns a median income of $28,000. With regard to labor attachment, recent college 

graduates also have considerably lower rates of unemployment of 3.8% compared with the 

millennial American high school graduate rate of 12.2% unemployment in March 2013 (Taylor, 

Fry & Oates 2014). Further, 21.8% of high school graduates were living in poverty in 2013 

compared with only 5.8% of millennial college graduates (Taylor, Fry & Oates 2014). Without 

making claims about causation or weighting the effects of migration patterns and within-county 

disparities, when we look at the linear relationship between the percentage of bac�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H��

plus earners in New Jersey compared with median household incomes at the county-level in 

Figure 8, there is a positive relationship between the two variables. 
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Figure 7�����3�H�U�F�H�Q�W�D�J�H���%�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H���D�Q�G���K�L�J�K�H�U�����1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\���F�R�X�Q�W�L�H�V��  
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Southern New Jersey County Snapshots 

In this section, we take a look at individual Southern New Jersey county demographics, 

population statistics and detailed educational attainment data. In addition to the key economic 

variables previously addressed, this section of the report includes several additional data points 

that help flesh out quality of life in Southern New Jersey counties.  

Additional Variables 

Race, Ethnicity and National Origin. Similar to the Decennial Census, the American 

Community Survey asks survey respondents about their racial and ethnic identity in addition to 

questions about citizenship and national origin. In this report, the racial categories were defined 

by the 2010 Decennial Census and include: white; black or African American; American Indian 

and Alaska Native; Asian; Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander; and, Two or more races. 

�7�K�H���&�H�Q�V�X�V���%�X�U�H�D�X���Q�R�W�H�V���³�S�H�U�F�H�Q�W�D�J�H�V���I�R�U���W�K�H���Y�D�U�L�R�X�V���F�D�W�H�J�R�U�L�H�V���D�G�G up to 100 percent, and 

�V�K�R�X�O�G���Q�R�W���E�H���F�R�P�E�L�Q�H�G���Z�L�W�K���W�K�H���S�H�U�F�H�Q�W���+�L�V�S�D�Q�L�F�´ 

(http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/meta/long_RHI125213.htm). 

Ethnicity . In addition to the racial categories noted, the American Community Survey 

includes a narrow set of questions related to Hispanic or Latino �³�H�W�K�Q�L�F�L�W�\�´���D�Q�G���W�K�D�D@�W�L�@�0�@�´�`�@

. 
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services; (2) trade, transportation, and utilities; and, (3) professional and business services (New 

Jersey Department of Labor 2014). The unemployment rate for Camden County (8.4%) was 

above both the New Jersey and United States averages as of January 2015. 

Camden, Atlantic, and Cumberland have the most racially and ethnically diverse 

populations among the Southern New Jersey counties. Twenty-two percent of Camden County 

residents are black or African American, 6% are Asian, and 66% reported they were white in 

2013
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residents live below the federal poverty level and according to Halpin (2012), 32% of households 

lived below the ALICE threshold. With the second highest unemployment rate (10.7% in January 

2015) among all New Jersey counties, only 77.7% of Cumberland County residents have earned 

a high school diploma, GED or higher. As well, this county has the lowest percentage of 

�U�H�V�L�G�H�Q�W�V���D�W�W�D�L�Q�L�Q�J���D���E�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H���R�U���K�L�J�K�H�U���D�W���������������� 

In the 2015 RWJF County Health Rankings, Cumberland County is ranked 21st among 

the twenty-one New Jersey counties (County Health Rankings 2015). Twenty-three percent of 

residents live in rural communities and, as far as within-county inequality is concerned, in 2013, 

the average income for the top 20% of Cumberland County residents was 5.0 times the average 

income of the bottom 20% (County Health Rankings 2015). �7�K�H���F�R�X�Q�W�\�¶s dismal health ranking 

is attributed to poor health outcomes, behaviors, clinical care, and socioeconomics (County 

Health Rankings 2015).  

The most dominant labor sectors in Cumberland County are: health care and social 

assistance; manufacturing; retail trade; accommodation and food service; and, administrative and 
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residents reported Hispanic or Latino ethnicity; and, 5% of residents reported being born outside 

of the United States. Eight percent of Gloucester County residents lived in rural communities in 

2013 and the median household income was approximately $73,000 (County Health Rankings 

2015). As far as within-county inequality is concerned, the average income for the top 20% of 

Gloucester County residents was 4.1 times the average income of the bottom 20% in 2013 

(County Health Rankings 2015).  

�$�F�F�R�U�G�L�Q�J���W�R���W�K�H���3�R�Y�H�U�W�\���5�H�V�H�D�U�F�K���,�Q�V�W�L�W�X�W�H�¶�V��analysis (2013), the real cost of living in 

Gloucester County was $61,700 in 2011. Similarly, is it estimated that a quarter of Gloucester 

County households lived below the ALICE threshold and should therefore considered 

economically vulnerable (Halpin 2012). The rate of poverty in the county is 8.6% while the 

unemployment rate is higher than both the New Jersey and United States averages at 7.8% as of 

January 2015.  Gloucester was ranked by RWJF sixteenth out of twenty-one counties for health 

outcomes (County Health Rankings 2015).  

Ninety one percent of adults age 25 and older hold a high school diploma, GED or higher 

�D�Q�G���F�O�R�V�H���W�R�����������U�H�S�R�U�W�H�G���D�W�W�D�L�Q�L�Q�J���D���E�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H���R�U���K�L�J�K�H�U����The dominant labor sectors in 

Gloucester County include: retail trade; health care and social assistance; accommodation and 

food services; construction; and administrative and support and waste management and 

remediation services (New Jersey Department of Labor 2014). The greatest number of jobs are in 

the industry sectors: (1) trade, transportation and utilities; (2) education and health services; (3) 

leisure and hospitality; and, (4) professional and business services (New Jersey Department of 

Labor 2014). Between 2012 and 2022, it is projected that Gloucester County will gain 6,700 

jobs, a 6.7% increase (New Jersey Department of Labor 2014). 
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Ocean County. Similar to Cape May County, a considerable percentage of Ocean 

�&�R�X�Q�W�\�¶�V�������������������U�H�V�L�G�H�Q�W�V������������������are 65 years of age and over and the majority of the 

population (93.2%) of the population is white. Only 2.3% of Ocean County residents identified 

as Asian American while another 4% identified as black or African American. Likewise, 8.7% of 

residents of all races claimed Hispanic or Latino ethnicity. Eight percent of the population 

reported they were born outside the United States. Ocean County is ranked eighth among the 

twenty-one New Jersey counties for health outcomes by the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation 

(County Health Rankings 2015). This represents the highest ranking for that survey among the 

South Jersey counties.  

In 2013, the median household income for Ocean was $60,156; notably, the Poverty 

�5�H�V�H�D�U�F�K���,�Q�V�W�L�W�X�W�H�¶�V (2013) average cost of living calculation was considerably higher at 

$69,857. The percentage of households living below the federal poverty measure in Ocean 

County was 10.8% in 2013. Similar to other Southern New Jersey counties, the percentage of 

households living below the ALICE threshold is 33%, nearly three times the percentage living in 

poverty (Halpin 2012). �$�V���R�I���-�D�Q�X�D�U�\���������������2�F�H�D�Q���&�R�X�Q�W�\�¶�V���X�Q�H�P�S�O�R�\�P�H�Q�W���U�D�W�H���Z�D�V������������or, a 

little more than one percentage point higher than the New Jersey state average of 6.4%. Close to 

90% of Ocean County residents age 25 and older reported they have earned a high school 

diploma, GED or higher. Twenty six percent of Ocean County residents have attained a 

�E�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H���R�U���K�L�J�K�H�U����  

The key industry sectors of Ocean County are: health care and social assistance; retail 

trade; accommodations and food service; construction; and administrative and support and waste 

management and remediation services (New Jersey Department of Labor 2014). The sectors with 

the highest levels of employment in Ocean County include: (1) education and health services; 
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Salem County is ranked 18th for the 2015 RWJF health outcomes (County Health Rankings 

2015). 

The dominant labor sectors in Salem County include: health care and social assistance; 

retail trade; transportation and warehousing; accommodation and food services; and construction 

(New Jersey Department of Labor 2014). The most jobs are located in sectors including: (1) 

trade, transportation and utilities; (2) manufacturing; and, (3) professional and business services 

(New Jersey Department of Labor 2014). It is projected that Salem County will see a 5.2% gain 

(1,100 jobs) between 2012 and 2022 (New Jersey Department of Labor 2014).  

 

Conclusion 

As stated in the introduction, the purpose of this paper was to gather, rank and visualize 

data to gai
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geographically (Reardon & Bischoff, 2011; Bell, Rubin, PolicyLink & California Endowment, 

2007; Briggs, 2005). Briggs (2005) argues that �W�K�H���³�J�H�R�J�U�D�S�K�\���R�I���R�S�S�R�U�W�X�Q�L�W�\�´ in the United 

States dictates that access to good schools, fruitful employment opportunities, higher incomes, 

safe housing, and health outcomes are too often determined by where one lives. In the state of 

New Jersey, while the stark poverty of residents living in cities like Newark and Trenton tends to 

be segregated, it is nonetheless more visible than the poverty and limited employment 

opportunities experienced by many residents living in �1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\�¶�V���U�X�U�D�O�����V�X�E�X�U�E�D�Q���D�Q�G���H�[�X�U�E�D�Q��

communities. In part, s�S�U�D�Z�O���P�D�N�H�V���6�R�X�W�K���-�H�U�V�H�\�¶�V��economic inequality less conspicuous even 

though the data collected in this paper illustrates that six of the eight Southern counties 

experience some of the highest rates of poverty and unemployment, have the lowest median 

incomes and achieve some of the lowest educational attainment and health rankings among the 

twenty-one counties in the state.  

The low levels of educational attainment in Southern New Jersey should be particularly 

�D�O�D�U�P�L�Q�J���W�R���D�Q�\�R�Q�H���F�R�Q�F�H�U�Q�H�G���D�E�R�X�W���6�R�X�W�K���-�H�U�V�H�\�¶�V���I�X�W�X�U�H�����,�Q���D�G�G�L�W�L�R�Q���W�R���H�F�R�Q�R�P�L�F���Y�X�O�Q�H�U�D�E�L�O�L�W�\����

higher rates of unemployment and poverty, educational attainment is also predictive of civic 

participation, health outcomes and life span. Importantly, low educational attainment is not only 

�S�U�H�G�L�F�W�L�Y�H���R�I���D�Q���L�Q�G�L�Y�L�G�X�D�O�¶�V���S�H�U�V�R�Q�D�O���H�F�R�Q�R�P�L�F���I�X�W�X�U�H�V���E�X�W���F�D�Q���D�O�V�R���R�Y�H�U-determine the 

economic futures of particular geographies. As Oliver Cooke explains in the South Jersey 

Economic Review about regional develop�P�H�Q�W���D�Q�G���W�K�H���I�X�W�X�U�H���R�I���W�K�H���$�W�O�D�Q�W�L�F���&�L�W�\���P�H�W�U�R�����³�W�K�H�U�H���L�V��

some evidence that suggests that this metric�² �D�Q���D�U�H�D���S�R�S�X�O�D�W�L�R�Q�¶�V���H�G�X�F�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O���D�W�W�D�L�Q�P�H�Q�W�² may 

�E�H���W�K�H���P�R�V�W���L�P�S�R�U�W�D�Q�W���I�D�F�W�R�U���L�Q���G�U�L�Y�L�Q�J���P�H�W�U�R�S�R�O�L�W�D�Q���H�F�R�Q�R�P�L�F���V�X�F�F�H�V�V�´�����&�R�R�N�H�������������������� The 

economic inequality, regional development and policy challenges facing Southern New Jersey 

will require more than discourse on political will and community engagement. In their study 
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New Jersey Department of Labor and Workforce Development. Data for decision making series: 

�.�H�\���L�Q�G�X�V�W�U�L�H�V���L�Q���1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\�¶�V���F�R�X�Q�W�L�H�V����Trenton: Bureau of Labor Market Information. 
www.nj.gov/labor 
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�9�D�Q���5�L�S�H�U�����7���������������������³�$�P�H�U�L�F�D�¶�V���5�L�F�K�H�V�W���&�R�X�Q�W�L�H�V�������������´��Forbes. http://www.forbes.com 
/sites/tomvanriper/2014/04/01/americas-richest-counties-2014/ 
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�$�P�S�S�F�T�Q�P�O�E�F�O�D�F���D�P�O�D�F�S�O�J�O�H���U�I�J�T���Q�B�Q�F�S���T�I�P�V�M�E���C�F���B�E�E�S�F�T�T�F�E���U�P���,�F�M�M�Z���4�M�P�B�O�F�!�T�U�P�D�L�U�P�O���F�E�V
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Table 8 
 
Atlantic County 
 
POPULATION  
Total Population 275,339 
Median Age 
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Table 10 
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Table 11 
 
Cape May County 
 

 

 
Note: Population, race, ethnicity, median household income, poverty, and educational attainment data 
from the American Community Survey 3 Year Estimates, 2011-2013. Foreign born data source is the 
American Community Survey 5 Year Estimates, 2008-2012. The Real Cost of Living in New Jersey 
analysis by the Poverty Research Institute, Legal Services of New Jersey, 2013. Asset Limited, Income 
Constrained, Employed ���³�$�/�,�&�(�´�����G�D�W�D�����U�D�Q�N�L�Q�J���D�Q�G���D�Q�D�O�\�V�L�V���E�\���+�D�O�S�L�Q���������������8�Q�H�P�S�O�R�\�P�H�Q�W���G�D�W�D���I�U�R�P��
the Bureau of Labor Statisti
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Table 12 
 
Cumberland County 
 
POPULATION  
Total Population 157,658 
Median Age 
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Table 13 
 
Gloucester County 
 
POPULATION  
Total Population 289,837 
Median Age 39.3 
Under 5 years 5.8% 
18 years and over 76.4% 
21 years and over 72.2% 
62 years and over 16.7% 
65 years and over 13.2% 
RACE, ETHNICITY & ORIGINS   
White 84.1% 
Black or African American 11.6% 
American Indian and Alaska Native 0.9% 
Asian 3.4% 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0.1% 
Some Other Race 2.5% 
Hispanic or Latino of any race 5.2% 
Foreign Born 5.1% 
INCOME AND COST OF LIVING  
Median Household Income $73,259 
Real Cost of Living $61,700 
Percentage Below Poverty Level 8.6% 
Percentage ALICE 25% 
Percentage Unemployed 7.8% 
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT  
Population 25 years and over 194,429 
Less than 9th grade 2.5% 
9th to 12th grade, no diploma 6.2% 
High School graduate (includes equivalency) 34.8% 
Some college, no degree 19.6% 
Associates degree 8.4% 
�%�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H 19.7% 
Graduate or professional degree 8.9% 
Percent high school graduate or higher 91.3% 
�3�H�U�F�H�Q�W���E�D�F�K�H�O�R�U�¶�V���G�H�J�U�H�H���R�U���K�L�J�K�H�U 28.5% 

 
Note: Population, race, ethnicity, median household income, poverty, and educational attainment 
data from the American Community Survey 3 Year Estimates, 2011-2013. Foreign born data 
source is the American Community Survey 5 Year Estimates, 2008-2012. The Real Cost of 
Living in New Jersey analysis by the Poverty Research Institute, Legal Services of New Jersey, 
2013. Asset Limited, Income Constrained, Employed 
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Table 14 
 
Ocean County 
 
POPULATION  
Total Population 581,223 
Median Age 42.8 
Under 5 years 6.8% 
18 years and over 76.5% 
21 years and over 73.3% 
62 years and over 25.2% 
65 years and over 21.4% 
RACE, ETHNICITY & ORIGINS  
White 93.2% 
Black or African American 3.7% 
American Indian and Alaska Native 0.7% 
Asian 2.3% 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0% 
Some Other Race 1.8% 
Hispanic or Latino of any race 8.7% 
Foreign Born 7.9% 
INCOME  AND COST OF LIVING  
Median Household Income $60,156 
Real Cost of Living $69,857 
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Table 15 
 
Salem County 
 
POPULATION   
Total Population 65,651 
Median Age 41.6% 
Under 5 years 





 
Legislator-in-Residence 
The Legislator-in-Residence program brings state legislators to the Stockton campus, allowing 
students to learn about state issues important to our region and introducing lawmakers to what 
makes 
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