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Foreword 

 

This is the second report by the Civil Rights Project on school segregation in New Jersey. The 

first, A Status Quo of Segregation: Racial and Economic Imbalance in New Jersey Schools, 

1989-2010, explored the patterns from l989-2010. That report goes extensively into the history, 

legal, and policy issues as well as much greater detail on the metros, cities and school districts.  

.  

After that report was widely discussed in the state, concerned New Jerseyans asked for an update 

and an expansion of the issues we discussed.  This second report, funded by a small grant from 

the Educational Testing Service in Princeton, is our response.  We have updated the original 

report with data from 2010 to 2015 and expanded the analysis to additional issues including 

preschool segregation and the situation of English language learners amid the schools doubly 

segregated by race and poverty.  We have studied another five years of racial change trends and 

looked at the racial patterns of private and charter schools, which need deeper examination in an 

era with leaders advocating alternatives to public schools.   

 

This report shows that New Jersey has moved another substantial step toward a segregated future 

with no racial majority but severe racial stratification and division.  The resulting harms affect a 

continually growing sector of the population and mean that schools are not serving their 

historical function of bringing newcomers and excluded groups into the mainstream of the 

society.  We undertook this reexamination because we were encouraged by the response to the 

first report and because we believe that New Jersey has the talent and the institutions that could 

help the state turn in a much more positive direction.  The best way to move forward is through 

leadership and voluntary action, informed by critical analysis. Even a modest turn away from 

ignoring the challenges can begin to move toward a better path.  The risks to the future of the 

state are severe since the schools are the only major institution with the capacity to prepare the 

people for a different future and better relationships in a highly polarized society damaged by 

deep racial divisions and harmful stereotypes. The passage of time is only makeing the 

challenges more severe.  Little has been accomplished in the years since the first report, It is time 

to act.   

 

       Gary Orfield, Los Angeles, September 2017 

  

https://www.civilrightsproject.ucla.edu/research/k-12-education/integration-and-diversity/a-status-quo-of-segregation-racial-and-economic-imbalance-in-new-jersey-schools-1989-2010/Norflet_NJ_Final_101013_POSTb.pdf
https://www.civilrightsproject.ucla.edu/research/k-12-education/integration-and-diversity/a-status-quo-of-segregation-racial-and-economic-imbalance-in-new-jersey-schools-1989-2010/Norflet_NJ_Final_101013_POSTb.pdf
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Introduction  

 

New Jersey is an extraordinarily diverse state with dense and troubled central cities, elite 

suburbs, and beautiful rural areas and shores. Within minutes one can travel from a decrepit 

urban area to a top Ivy League university. Though it was long known primarily as a rich 

suburban state with troubled cities, it is now a state in flux where the rising generation will be the 

first without a racial majority. Though it has considerably lower shares of African Americans 

and Latinos1 than many other states, it ranks sixth among the states in terms of the highest 

segregation of black students and seventh in segregation of Latinos.2  Although the state has 

invested billions in trying to equalize school funding under a remarkable series of orders from 

the NJ Supreme Court, profound racial, ethnic, and socioeconomic gaps remain in educational 

outcomes. School segregation in NJ is not only by race, but it is double segregation by race and 

poverty with black and Latino students in schools with far poorer classmatesðconditions 

research shows to be linked to educational inequality. There have been no significant efforts to 

change these patterns.  Because the commitment of the courts has been to create schools that are 

more equitable solely in terms of dollars and programs, segregation has gone unchecked.  

Without any statewide effort to integrate schools, segregation has surged as the racial transition 

of spaces across NJ continues.   

  

The basic story of New Jerseyôs population and enrollment changes is one of replacement of a 

severely declining share of white enrollment with an expanding population of Latino students 

and consistent share of black students.  Additionally, the Asian population has grown rapidly and 

become a significant presence in the stateôs schools. 

 

New Jersey, like most of the states in the Northeast has extremely decentralized school districts 

often dating back to the horse-and-buggy era with 585 operating school districts plus 88 charter 

schools in the 2015-16 school year.3 The fragmentation of districts within metro areas and the 

serious residential segregation mean that segregation is mostly between districts not within 

districts. It has the eleventh largest school enrollment among the states. The biggest school 

district is Newark, and several of the largest systems serve very low-income populations of 

primarily black and Hispanic students.  Some districts have been judged so inadequate that the 

state has taken control away from local officials and voters for long periods of time. 
 

New Jersey has a highly populated central corridor running from New York to Pennsylvania and 

passing through a series of high poverty, heavily black and Hispanic central cities. These urban 

areas are surrounded by a combination of poor suburban municipalities as well as some very 

upscale suburban settings.  In spite of the urbanized character of a substantial share of the 

population, there are also large areas of far less density away from the New Jersey Turnpike. 

These spaces are highly suburban or rural with largely white populations. The serious 

segregation of the schools spills across the state. While black and Hispanic students tend to be 

                                                 
1 Throughout the report we use the terms ñblackò and ñAfrican Americanò, and ñLatinoò and ñHispanicò 

interchangeably as these terms are used inconsistently in the literature and in various data sets. 
2 The measure of segregation used is black and Hispanic studentsô contact with white students. UCLA Civil Rights 

Project will release a national report with the latest NCES Common Core of Data on school segregationïBrown at 

63 Report (working title)ïin Fall 2017.  
3 http://www.nj.gov/education/data/fact.htm 
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segregated in the more urban areas of NJ, the white and Asian populations have isolated 

themselves in many of the suburban and rural areas across the state. It is important for the reader 

to recognize that there is profound diversity within the state and that the most severe segregation 

problems we are describing are concentrated in a few areas. Most of the segregation 
that could be addressed effectively by policies supporting diversity in neighborhoods and schools is limited by boundaries 

separating cities, racially changing suburbs and more affluent white suburbs.  
 

Figure 1:  Population Density by Race and Ethnicity, New Jersey, 2014 

 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2014 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates for Census Tracts; NJ Office 

of Information Technology (NJOIT), Office of Geographic Information System (OGIS). 
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Demographic Changes in New Jersey 

 

New Jersey, much like its neighboring states and the nation as a whole, has experienced a huge 

transformation of its population. During the Civil Rights era, the country was overwhelmingly 

white and approximately one-tenth black, with a very small percentage of other racial and ethnic 

groups. The focus of civil rights activists was to integrate the minority black population into 

white society, which controlled all major institutions and practiced overt discrimination.   

 

Figure 2:  Declining White and Rapidly Increasing Hispanic Enrollments 

 
Sources: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data, Public 

Elementary/Secondary School Universe Survey Data for School Year (SY) 1989 and 1999; State of New Jersey Department 

of Education, Enrollment Data for SY 2005, 2010, and 2015 
 

Until a major federal immigration reform passed in l965, the countryôs immigrant population was 

at a very low point and had been largely limited to people from Western Europe.  However, 

when immigration surged in subsequent decades it was the first largely nonwhite immigration in 

U.S. history, deeply affecting the society.  This wave of immigration also benefitted the U.S. by 

helped to slow aging and declining birthrates, both experienced by most of our peer nations in 

Europe and Asia.  Latinos had long been important only in the Southwestern states and, New 

York, Chicago, and Miami regions.  Only one-twentieth of the students were Latino but that 

share has since quintupled. Since it had been virtually impossible to immigrate from Asia to the 

U.S. until 1965, Asians were a virtually imperceptible minority, except in a handful of cities.  

Now the share of Asian students is about what the share of Latinos was a half century ago and 

the numbers have grown very rapidly. In fact, Asians are now the fastest growing ethnic group in 

the country, Thus school age students comprise a four-race population with a sharply declining 

700,280 

770,001 
787,493 

711,647 

637,003 

192,999 
225,951 

245,450 

222,977 216,182 

44,295 
77,000 

104,931 
122,893 136,159 

116,010 
185,558 

253,435 
295,837 

359,937 

 -

 100,000

 200,000

 300,000

 400,000

 500,000

 600,000

 700,000

 800,000

 900,000

1989 1994 1999 2004 2009 2014

E
n
ro

llm
e

n
t

White Black Asian Latino



    

 

9 
New Jerseyôs Segregated Schools: Trends and Paths Forward 

Sept. 2017, UCLA Civil Rights Project/Proyecto Derechos Civiles 

share of whites, a stable share of African Americans, and more than a fourth Latinos, while one 

in twenty students is Asian.  All of this is visible in the New Jersey statistics. 

 

Public School Trend 

 

New Jerseyôs black student enrollment was relatively stable from 1989 to 2015, but the large 

increase in Asian and Hispanic enrollment has led to black students making up a declining 

proportion of the overall public school population (see Figure 2 and Table 1). 

In 1989, the proportion of black students in NJôs public schools exceeded 18%, and it declined to 

less than 16% in 2015.  Asian enrollment grew substantially during this period of time, rising 

from 4% to 10% of the overall student population. Similarly, Hispanic enrollment has increased 

from 11% to over 26% of the total student population. The American Indian population has 

remained steady at significantly less than 1%. While the number of white students attending 

public school in NJ increased between 1989 and 2004, it has steadily declined since. The 

proportion of public school students that is white has decreased from 66% in 1989 to 46% in 

2015. 

 

Table 1:  Public School Enrollments by Race, l989 to 2015 

   Percent (%) 

  Enrollment White Black Asian Hispanic AI  Mixed 

1989-1990 1,054,639  66.4 18.3 4.2 11.0 0.1  

1999-2000 1,262,297  61.0 17.9 6.1 14.7 0.2  

2005-2006 1,393,782  56.5 17.6 7.5 18.2 0.2  

2010-2011 1,364,470  52.2 16.3 9.0 21.7 0.1 0.7 

2015-2016 1,372,755  46.4 15.7 9.9 26.2 0.1 1.6 
Sources: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data, Public 

Elementary/Secondary School Universe Survey Data for School Year (SY) 1989 and 1999; State of New Jersey Department of 

Education, Enrollment Data for SY 2005, 2010, and 2015 

Note: AI=American Indian 

 

Over the past 25 years, New Jersey public schools experienced growth followed by stagnation in 

student enrollment as well as radical changes in student racial composition (see  

Figure 2 and Table 1). From 1989 to 2004, the number of students in New Jersey public schools 

steadily increased, growing by 32%. During this 15-year period, overall white enrollment 

increased, but the white share declined by 10 percentage points from 66.4% to 56.5% as 

Hispanic and Asian enrollment grew far more rapidly. From 2005 to 2015, however, total 

enrollment decreased slightly. During this period, the white proportion fell by another 10 

percentage points to 46% and the black proportion dropped slightly. These data show that there 

is no longer a racial subgroup that makes up a majority of the public school population in NJ. 

Along with declining birthrates of the white population and increases in the Asian and Hispanic 

populations, there has been a net white outmigration from the Northeastern states, including NJ.4 

 

                                                 
4 State Migration Rates, Net Totals: 2011-2016, Governing Magazine www.governing.com/gov.../state-migration-

rates-annual-net-migration-by-state.html, accessed, April 8, 2017 

 

http://www.governing.com/gov.../state-migration-rates-annual-net-migration-by-state.html
http://www.governing.com/gov.../state-migration-rates-annual-net-migration-by-state.html
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New Jersey, like the country as a whole, is now at a critical turning point. There is no longer a 

white majority in the public schools, and the demographic composition of the rest of society will 

soon match this trend. In order to ensure a prosperous future, the state must figure out how to 

develop the talents of all students and close the persistent achievement gaps between Asian and 

white students on one hand and black and Hispanic students on the other. One critically 

important strategy for improving educational outcomes for all students is to address the stateôs 

school segregation crisis.  Many studies show that this would be an effective way to address 

achievement gaps.  

Segregation tends to produce lower educational achievement and attainmentðwhich in turn 

limits lifetime opportunitiesðfor students who attend high poverty, high minority school 

settings.  Additional findings on suspension and expulsion rates, dropout rates, success in 

college, test scores, and graduation rates underscore the negative impact of segregation.5 Dropout 

rates are significantly higher in segregated and impoverished schools. Specifically, there are 

about 2,000 high schools in America where graduation is uncommon. Nearly all of the 2,000 

ñdropout factoriesò are doubly segregated by race and poverty,6 and if students do graduate, 

research indicates that they are less likely to be successful in college, even after controlling for 

test scores.7 Segregation, in short, has strong and lasting impacts on studentsô success in school 

and later life.  

On the other hand, there is a mounting body of evidence indicating that desegregated schools are 

linked to profound benefits for all children. In terms of social outcomes, racially integrated 

educational contexts provide students of all races with the opportunity to learn and work with 

children from a range of backgrounds. These settings foster critical thinking skills that are 

increasingly important in our multiracial societyðskills that help students understand a variety 

of different perspectives. Relatedly, integrated schools are linked to a reduction in studentsô 

willingness to accept stereotypes. Students attending integrated schools also report a heightened 

ability to communicate and make friends across racial lines.8 

                                                 
5 Schools and inequality: A multilevel analysis of Colemanôs equality of educational opportunity data. Teachers 

College Record, 112(5), 1201-1246. 28; Rumberger, R. W., & Palardy, G. J. (2005). Does segregation still matter? 

The impact of student composition on academic achievement in high school. Teachers College Record, 107(9), 

1999-2045; Migration background, minority-group membership and academic achievement research evidence from 

social, educational, and development psychology (pp. 67-95); Orfield, G., & Lee, C. (2005). Why segregation 

matters: Poverty and educational inequality. Cambridge, MA: Civil Rights Project; Mickelson, R. A. (2001). First- 

and second-generation segregation in the Charlotte-Mecklenburg schools. American Educational Research Journal, 

38(2), 215-252.    
6 Balfanz, R., & Legters, N. E. (2004). Locating the dropout crisis: Which high schools produce the nationôs 

dropouts? In G. Orfield (Ed.), Dropouts in America: Confronting the graduation rate crisis (pp. 57ï84.). 

Cambridge: Harvard Education Press, 2004. 
7 Swanson, C. B. (2004). Who graduates? Who doesnôt? A statistical portrait of public high school graduation, Class 

of 2001. Washington, DC: The Urban Institute; Benson, J., & Borman, G. (2010). Family, neighborhood, and school 

settings across seasons: When do socioeconomic context and racial composition matter for the reading achievement 

growth of young children? Teachers College Record, 112(5), 1338-1390; Crosnoe, R. (2005). The diverse 

experiences of Hispanic students in the American educational system. Sociological Forum, 20, 561-588. 
8 Perpetuation theory and the long-term effects of school desegregation. Review of Educational Research, 64, 531-

555; Braddock, J. H., & McPartland, J. (1989). Social-psychological processes that perpetuate racial segregation: 

The relationship between school and employment segregation. Journal of Black Studies, 19(3), 267-289. 37 

Schofield, J. (1995). Review of research on school desegregation's impact on elementary and secondary school 
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Studies have shown that desegregated settings are associated with heightened academic 

achievement for minority students, with no corresponding detrimental impact for whites. 

Exposure to draconian, ñzero toleranceò discipline measures is linked to dropping out of school 

and subsequent entanglement with the criminal justice system, a very different trajectory than 

attending college and developing a career.9 

These trends later translate into loftier educational and career expectations, and high levels of 

civic and communal responsibility. Black students who attended desegregated schools are 

substantially more likely to graduate from high school and college, in part because they are more 

connected to challenging curriculum and social networks that support such goals. Earnings and 

physical well-being are also positively impacted: a recent study by a Berkeley economist found 

that black students who attended desegregated schools for at least five years earned 25% more 

than their counterparts from segregated settings.10 By middle age, the same group was also in far 

better health.  Perhaps most important of all, evidence indicates that school desegregation can 

have perpetuating effects across generations. Students of all races who attended integrated 

schools are more likely to seek out integrated colleges, workplaces, and neighborhoods later in 

life, which may in turn provide integrated educational opportunities for their own children. 

 

Private School Trend 
 

In addition to its public schools, New Jersey has long had a significant share of its students in 

private, predominantly religious, schools. Furthermore, an increasing proportion of students 

attend charter schools. Given the Trump administrationôs focus on increasing school choice 

through charters and school vouchers, the following analysis of private school and charter school 

trends is essential.  

 

Private schools serve a significant proportion of students in New Jersey. Although the total 

enrollment in private schools dropped by 25 percent between 2001 and 2011, more than 10% of 

school-age children attend private schools. In terms of racial composition, private schools 

dramatically diff er from public schools. In 2011, nearly 70% of private school enrollment was 

white; less than 8% was Asian; and only 20% was black or Hispanic (see Table 2). Notably, the 

                                                 
students. In J. A. Banks & C. A. M. Banks (Eds.), Handbook of multicultural education (pp. 597ï616). New York: 

Macmillan Publishing. 38 Mickelson, R., & Bottia, M. (2010). Integrated education and mathematics outcomes: A 

synthesis of social science research. North Carolina Law Review, 88, 993; Pettigrew, T., & Tropp, L. (2006). A 

meta-analytic test of intergroup contact theory. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 90(5), 751-783; 

Ready, D., & Silander, M. (2011). School racial and ethnic composition and young childrenôs cognitive 

development: Isolating family, neighborhood and school influences.  

9 Advancement Project & The Civil Rights Project (2000). Opportunities suspended: The devastating consequences 

of zero tolerance and school discipline policies. Cambridge, MA: Civil Rights Project. Retrieved from 

http://civilrightsproject.ucla.edu/research/k-12-education/school-discipline/opportunities-suspended-the-

devastatingconsequences-of-zero-tolerance-and-school-discipline-policies 
10 R. C. Johnson and R. Schoeni, ñThe Influence of Early-Life Events on Human Capital, Health Status, and Labor 

Market Outcomes over the Life Course.ò The B.E. Journal of Economic Analysis & Policy Advances 11, no. 3 

(2011): 1-55 
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proportion of white and Asian students enrolling in private schools is on the rise, while the 

proportion of black and Hispanic students in private schools has declined.  

At a time when the Trump Administration is giving very high priority to the expansion of 

vouchers for private schools it is important to look carefully at this data and the local history.  

The great majority of U.S. private schools are religious.  Private schools historically enrolled a 

substantially higher share of U.S. students when the Catholic schools reached their peak in the 

mid-twentieth century.  They were heavily concentrated in the older central cities. The vast 

migration of white urban ethnic groups to the suburbs after World War II, the failure of the 

Church to build large numbers of suburban schools, and the very dramatic decline in womenôs 

religious orders that provided very low-cost teaching staffs resulted in this decline.  The Catholic 

school enrollment in New Jersey has declined by more than half from its peak.11 

 

Table 2: New Jersey Private School Enrollment, 2001-2011 

  
Percent (%) 

  Enrollment White Black Asian Hispanic AI  Mixed 

2001-02 219,833 68.1 14.3 6.0 11.0 0.7  

2011-12 166,508 69.3 10.3 7.7 9.5 0.3 2.9 
Source: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Private School Universe Survey 

(PSS), 2011ï12 and 2001ï02. 

Note: Details do not sum to total because private schools may belong to more than one association. The estimates 

for the 2011-12 data include private schools which provide instruction for one or more of grades kindergarten 

through twelve (or comparable ungraded levels); the 2001-2002 data encompass schools which provide 

instruction for grades one through twelve only. 

 

Table 3: New Jersey Private School Enrollment by Religion, 2001-2011 

  2001-2002 2011-2012 

  Schools Enrollment Percent Schools Enrollment Percent 

New Jersey 1,012   219,833   1,289   166,508   

By Religion       

Catholic schools 429  133,982  60.9 287   84,857  51.0 

Other religious schools 268  49,582  22.6 354   48,148  28.9 

Nonsectarian schools 315  36,269  16.5 648   33,503  20.1 
Source: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Private School Universe Survey (PSS), 2011ï

12 and 2001ï02 

Note: Details do not sum to total because private schools may belong to more than one association. The estimates for the 

2011-12 data include private schools which provide instruction for one or more of grades kindergarten through twelve (or 

comparable ungraded levels); the 2001-2002 data encompass schools which provide instruction for grades one through twelve 

only.  

 

Despite the decrease in overall private school enrollment, the number of private schools 

increased by 277 between 2001 and 2011. Across the U.S. approximately 70% of private schools 

are religious,12 but nonsectarian private schools in New Jersey are on the rise and make up over 

                                                 
11 Adam Clark,  ñBy the Numbers: NJ Catholic School Educationò 

www.nj.com/education/.../the_decline_in_catholic_school_education_by_the_nu.html   
12 Number and percentage distribution of private schools, students, and full-time equivalent (FTE) 
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half the number of all private schools. Nevertheless, in 2011 Catholic schools still accounted for 

51% of private school enrollment, and other religious schools made up an additional 29% of total 

private school enrollment (Table 3). If school vouchers legislation is enacted, the declining 

private school sector may increase in the coming years, and it will be important to examine the 

reasons for the declining share of private school seats going to students of color.      

 

Charter School Trend 
 

Charter schools did not exist a quarter-century ago, but their numbers have grown substantially 

in the past decade under the strong support of the Bush and Obama administrations. The Trump 

administrationôs budget proposals call for even greater support of charter schools.  In New 

Jersey, the overall proportion of students attending charter schools remains low, but it has grown 

steadily over the past decade. This section of the report considers the role charter schools play in 

New Jerseyôs growing school segregation crisis. 

 

Although the number of charter school students was only 3% of the public-school enrollment in 

2015, the proportion of students attending charter schools is on the rise. Unlike the recent decline 

in the total enrollment in public schools, the total enrollment in New Jersey charter schools 

almost tripled in the last ten years. Another notable aspect of charter schools is student 

demographic composition. In 2015, 8% of charter school students were white, 55% were African 

American, 5% were Asian, and 31% were Hispanic (Table 5).  

 

Table 4: New Jersey Charter School Enrollment, 2005-2015 

   Percent (%) 

  Enrollment White Black Asian Hispanic AI  Mixed 

2005-06 14,883 9.8 66.7 2.5 21.0 0.1  

2010-11 23,257 10.2 61.0 3.1 25.2 0.1  

2015-16 41,890 7.8 55.3 4.9 30.9 0.1 0.9 
Sources: State of New Jersey Department of Education, Enrollment Data for SY 2005, 2010, and 2015 

 

The sharp differences in student composition between traditional public schools and charter 

schools in New Jersey are evident. In traditional public schools, nearly half of the students are 

white. In contrast, black students account for more than half of the total enrollment in charter 

schools, and the combined shares of black and Hispanic students make up 86% of students in the 

charter system.  The proportion of white students in traditional public schools is seven times 

higher than the proportion of white students in charters. This would appear to result from 

communitiesô frustration with poor performing traditional public schools in low income areas, 

but trading one segregated school for another that may be even more segregated does not address 

the fundamental problem of segregated schooling. The proportion of Asian students in charter 

schools is only half of that in traditional public schools (Figure 3).   

 

                                                 
teachers, by religious or nonsectarian orientation of school: United States, 2011ï12, 

https://nces.ed.gov/surveys/pss/tables/table_2011_02.asp, accessed May 7, 2017 

https://nces.ed.gov/surveys/pss/tables/table_2011_02.asp
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Given the nationwide trend of the spread of charter schools, the sharp growth of student 

enrollment in New Jersey charter schools is not surprising. Still, the stunning disparity in the 

racial composition of New Jerseyôs traditional public schools and charter schools is a cause for 

deep concern. If school choice in the form of charters continues to rise, which is likely in the 

current political climate, charter schools could exacerbate New Jerseyôs school segregation crisis 

even more. New Jersey officials hoping to expand their systems of charter schools should take 

the time to look at the patterns of hyper-segregation found in areas, such as New York, that have 

much higher charter school enrollment. 

Figure 3: Student Composition (%) in Public Schools and Charter Schools in New Jersey, SY 

2015-16 

  
Sources: State of New Jersey Department of Education, Enrollment Data for SY 2005, 2010, and 2015 
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Segregation Trends in New Jersey Public Schools 

 

Racially Segregated Schools in New Jersey 
 

Between 1989 and 2015, the proportion of schools serving a majority nonwhite student 

population more than doubled from 22% to 46%. Similarly, the percentage of students in 

intensely segregated schoolsðschools serving a population with 0% to 10% white studentsð

nearly doubled from 11.4% to 20.1%. At the extreme, the proportion of students attending 

apartheid schoolsðschools serving a population with 0% to 1% white studentsðalso nearly 

doubled from 4.8% to 8.3%. Such increasing segregation in New Jersey schools is partially a 

reflection of the surge in the Hispanic population as well as the relative decrease in the 

proportion of white students in the state over the past quarter century. Substantial contact 

between white students and students of color becomes more difficult as the share of whites 

declines (Table 5).  

 

Table 5: Number and Percentage of Nonwhite Schools  

  Percent (%) 

 
Total Schools 

in New Jersey 

50-100%  

Nonwhite Schools 

90-100%  

Nonwhite Schools 

99-100%  

Nonwhite Schools 

1989-1990 2,151 21.8 11.4 4.8 

1999-2000 2,255 29.7 15.4 7.0 

2005-2006 2,466 36.6 17.2 7.3 

2010-2011 2,465 41.0 18.4 7.8 

2015-2016 2,518 46.1 20.1 8.3 
Sources: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data, Public 

Elementary/Secondary School Universe Survey Data for SY 1989 and 1999; State of New Jersey Department of 

Education, Enrollment Data for SY 2005, 2010, and 2015 
 

The following map shows that the severe segregation of black and Hispanic students is highly 

concentrated in more densely populated urban areas. Racial and ethnic diversity is higher in 

many of the suburban areas that surround more densely populated municipalities. However, there 

are also areas of New Jersey where white students are isolated in schools serving a student body 

composed of more than 90% white students (Figure 4). Housing segregation plays a major role in 

shaping the landscape of school segregation in the state. In areas, like New Jersey, with serious 

housing segregation in the absence of integration programs, or large choice programs with free 

transportation, housing deeply shapes school opportunity and tends to perpetuate inequality. 

Given the long-established patterns, the severe segregation of subsidized housing, and continuing 

discrimination in housing and home finance markets, housing choice is limited for families of 

color and becomes a barrier that persists unless it is confronted directly.13 

 

  

                                                 
13  G. Orfield, ñHousing Segregation Produces Unequal Schools:  Causes and Solutions,ò in Prudence L. Carter and 

Kevin G. Welner, Closing the Opportunity Gap: What America Must Do to Give Every Child an Evan Chance, New 

York: Oxford Univ. Press, 2013, pp. 40-60. 
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Figure 4: Segregation by School in New Jersey, 2015-2016 

 
Source: State of New Jersey Department of Education, 2015-16 Enrollment Data; NJ Office of Information 

Technology (NJOIT), Office of Geographic Information System (OGIS). 
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Over the past twenty-five years, black and Hispanic students have become increasingly 

concentrated in schools serving a majority nonwhite student population. Despite this larger trend, 

the percentage of black students in intensely segregated schools and apartheid schools gradually 

declined over the last twenty-five years. Still, nearly half of black students attend 90-100% 

intensely segregated schools, and over one-quarter of black students attend schools where less 

than 1% of students are white. As for Hispanic students, the proportion attending intensely 

segregated schools has been stagnant, while the percentage of students attending apartheid 

schools has doubled (Figure 5). In sum, black students are still the most segregated group in New 

Jersey public schools but their segregation has declined slightly. Hispanic students were 

significantly less isolated but their segregation, especially in apartheid schools, is growing 

substantially.  

 

Figure 5: Percentage of Black and Hispanic Students in Nonwhite Schools in New Jersey 

 
Sources: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data, Public 

Elementary/Secondary School Universe Survey Data for SY 1989 and 1999; State of New Jersey Department of 

Education, Enrollment Data for SY 2005, 2010, and 2015 
 

As highlighted in Figures 6, 7, and 8, a large share of the severe segregation is concentrated in a 

few intensely segregated school districts along the NYC-Philadelphia corridor. Figure 6, which 

shows segregation at the district-level, highlights the areas of New Jersey where inter-district 

segregation levels are particularly egregious. Figure 7 displays the high degree of school-level 

segregation in Trenton and Camden, while Figure 8 shows the high degree of school-level 

segregation in Newark and the surrounding areas in Essex County. 
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Figure 6:  Segregation by School District in New Jersey, 2015-2016 

 

Source: State of New Jersey Department of Education, 2015-16 Enrollment Data; NJ Office of Information 

Technology (NJOIT), Office of Geographic Information System (OGIS). 
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 Figure 7:  Segregation by School and District, Camden and Trenton in New Jersey, 2015-2016 

 
Source: State of New Jersey Department of Education, 2015-16 Enrollment Data; NJ Office of Information 

Technology (NJOIT), Office of Geographic Information System (OGIS). 














































