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Greenville is a small town of 9,000 people located in the rural/
industrial county of Mercer, in western Pennsylvania, half-way between
Erie and Pittsburgh. The closest major urban center is 45 miles away
in the area around Youngstown-Warren, Ohio. The Shenango Valley,
fifteen miles away and within the county, is now a gfowing center with
major shopping malls, heavy and light industry, center-city decay
and mushrooming tract housing. Greenville is a predominantly
Protestant, working class town with most employment linked to rail-
roads. Greenville industry is a major source of jobs in the county
so there is a net inflow of workers daily. Newer light industry is
located.on the site of an abandoned World War ITI army camp has added
to the prosperity of the area.

Greenville has much in common with Springdale, the community

studied in Small Town and Mass Society (Vidich and Bensman, 1968).

Since the end of the Second World War (the period on which this
paper foéuses), the insular rural center has been homogenized and
incorporated into the amalgamation of similar American communities.
Now just twenty miles away from the intersection of two major inter-
state highways and boasting national fast food chains, cable TV,

and suburban shopping plazas, Greenville ambivalently feels the mass
society reaching in with cultural and corporate tenacles. The town

is the home of a hundred vear old Lutheran liberal arts.college,
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boasts a symphony orchestra énd is a stronghold of Republicanism.
Its appearance and ideology remain that of a small, rather self-
sufficient, rural community. Yet personal and institutional self-
détermination are being rapidly undermined. From ipcal school
policy now being dictated more and more by therstate, to television
being a pérvasive cultural leveler, Greenville's residenté ére
being integrated into the mass society.

The focus of this paper will be on a "community" within
Greenville, that-of its Jewish residents. My interest comes from
growing up as a participating member of both communities. Virtually
all Jewish community studies are urban based (e.g; Baron, (1942);:
Cooper, (1953); Reznikoff and Engelman, (1950)). Given that as high
as 987 of all Jews reside in urban centers, social scientists have
naturally focused on the urban character of the Jew. Yet there is
clearly a richness and different quality to Jewish 1life in rural
America which has received little attention. (Kaplan, (1957);
Levenger, (1952); Rose, (1977)). The few authors who have examined
the nature of the life of Jews in small towns agree that unless
major unforseen social changes take place, such communities are
headed for extinction. This case study 1is inténded to capture the
salient features of Jewish life in a single community whose Jewish
population is now shrinking and to be the first step in a process
of developiﬁg policy alternatives for similar communities.

"Network Theory", while more of an approacﬁ rafher than a
rigorously defined analytic ﬁrocedure, prdvides'a valuable meéns
by which to analyze the bonds of Greenville's Jewish people and

the dynamics and viability of this community within a community.
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When viéwed in the context of their structural and categorical
orders, network theory cén serve to explain tﬁe details of the
goclal behavior of Individuals andrtheir community.

While séciology has long used fhe image of."netﬁork of social
relationé" to represent the comple#ity of'éociél system inter-
rélationéhips,lits use from early periods was_strictly matéphorical.
Today, "network" 1s still commonly used By‘sbciolqgists.as meta-
phor, rather than as an analytic tool. Reader notes that network
as metaphor obscures several different and important aspects of
gocial relationships (1964:22). Yet he points out that thé common
use of the term should not prevent the metaphor's expantion into
an analogy, thus allow1ng its use in more speciflc and defined ways:.
Mitchell elaborates that the transformation cf the network metaphor
into analogy-can begin by the identification of the characteristics
"on which its heuristic usefulneés fésts and fheﬁ to &efine these
charactgristicé in terms.qf general theory." (1969:2).

‘This paper will_not attémpt to review the diverse contexts in
'which.network theory has-been:applied (cf. Harary,i959; Boﬁt, 1971;
A.C;-Mayer, 1966; etc.) or define with precision the mﬁltiplicity.
of meaning ascribed to the wordé‘meant to clafify concepts; This
is menfiéned to acknowledge that the specific dimensions of networks,
.their-dynamiés, and therterms of definition evoge little consensus
among sociologlsts applylng and crlthuing this approach This paper
will thus use network theory in its presently diffuse and general
form to foaqs on the speciflc 1inkages among Greenville s Jews, .
using ;hé cﬁaragteristiCS'of these linkages as a whole to interpre£

their social'behavior}
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While a significant literature of network theory, based on
categerically defined networks (as oppdsed to ego defined networks),
supports tﬁis approach (¢f., Barnes, 1954; Mills,.l956;-Lipset et al.,
- 1962), it_does suffer from a methodological problem., Taking a
category, in thlis case Greenville's Jewish people, and extracting
theﬁ frqm their multiplexity of social requires abstraction. ‘Any
attempt to 1ink this one group oY its sub-parts beyohd that of
individeale wifh another in terms of network analysis iﬁplies a
_relationship. Thus'a network approach, enehored on categories or
groups requires that the liﬁks of connection all represeetathe same
1eve1-oanbstraation {cf. Harrled-Jones in Mitchell,N1969, pp. 335-
336). Care will be taken to be cognizant of‘this potential weakness.

| Greenville's Jews, because of both.socialization from birth in
Jewish homesrand'ascriptien 5y the Gentile world, saw themselves as
' jeWs‘and a communit&lfor esllong ag anyone can remember.‘ While the
‘eommunity.had no phyeicai Jeﬁish institutions, both the tradition
of the Jewish calendar and Jewish life—cyc;e events reinforced this
feeling. While this paper will concentrate on the period 1948 -
1978,_an historical background sketch will give some perspective.

' 0sear Handlin and others (Handlin, 1956) delineate‘three stages
of immigration fo America which parallel the arrival df Jews to
Green?ille:. The ?eriod of Early Settiement (1654 - 1860) - The pre-
World War I Jews, many of themn ffom Gefman famiiies of the haskalah
who were'prospereus merchants;emest oflwhom had died or moved from
Greenville by the end of the Second world'War; The‘Immigrant Peripd

(1860 - 1914) - Immigrant or children of immigrants from eastern

European countries who began settling in Greenville around the period
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of the First World War and throughout the Depression; and the Refugee
Period (1920 - End of WWII) ~ While no European refugees of Nazism
came to Greenville, neighboriﬁg communities did absorb them. lFinally,
Greeﬁville e?perienced an influx of jews in the late 1960's - early
1970's whose arrival was not connected to immigration. For the most
paft these were people who had become; previous to arrival; so
assimilated that they chose not to identify themselves as Jewish.

Listed in the Appendix (see A) are all the Jewish families of
Greenville, including children. All kinship links among the community
are alsoc drawn (see Appendix B). Since the degree of formal organi-
zation has never been very high in this community, I've also mapped
linkages (primary and sécondary).that various householas had to larger
Jewish social/religious communities (see Map 1). The stroﬁgest bond
is with Sharon, Pa.,-15 miies away;.which has a‘Reform Temple and a
religiouS‘school. Twenty years ago, Sharonm had 200 Jewish f&milies‘
and adjqcent Farrell had 80 families, - Today,they have'éombined'into
. one éongregation and héve 206 families. 'Greénville;s bona is both
because of proximity and the fdact that two of the communlty | strongest
organlzers had famlly ties there. In fact, all linkages to other
communities are based on family ties with the éxception of the ties
to Sharon which were established for the sake of their children's
eduéation.

“The'history of the iewish pecple is one.of two opposing social
forces: .a sacred community, which survives in the.face of tremendous
opposition; and'an‘ever-changing épllectivity, subject to thé‘pressures
of external social, cultural and religious forces. 'Sincerthe Diaspora,

Jews as a group have held marginal positidns in-almbst every place
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~they have settled.

The economic and soclal position of Greenville's Jews reflect
the‘wéys in whiech they earn their livelihood coupled with Gentile
small town society's view of the Jew. In many ways the Greemnville
Jew is the classiec "stranger":

‘ The stranger is by nature no "owner of soil" = soil’

-ndt only in the physical, but also in”the.figurative-seuse

of life-substance which is fixed, if not in a point in

space, at least in an ideal point in the social environment.

Although in more intimate relations, he {sic) may develop

all kinds of charm and significance, as long as he is consid-

ered a stranger in the eyes of the other, he 1is not an

"owner of so0il." Restriction to intermediary trade...gives

him the specific character of mobility. If mobility takes

place within a closed group, it embodies that synthesis of
nearness and distance which ‘constitutes the formal position

of the stranger. (Simmel, 1950; pp. 403-404)

Some authors have characterized the Jewish "stranger" as a
disturbed, marginal man, condemned to be an eternal stranger,

- who by the,véry omnipresence of contradiction in values and lifeways
must be a cultural séhizophrenic (Stonequist, 1937: Park, 1950).
While the Jews of Greenville can be sgeen -as marginal, involving
simultaneous participation in two diffefenf, but not necessarily
conflicting ways of 1ife, the ascribed schizophrenia seems to be
absent.

This is best explained by the people themselves who are nearly
unanimous in their view of participating in the "best of both worlds".
This general view i1s supported by theilir perceptions of garning a
good living, seeing their children achieve and succeed, negligible
anti-semitism, a bucolic environment and having a comfortable
social niche within a Gentile community. The suggested split

personality is in reality a pluralist self-image made up in this

cagse two positive and compatable sets of values. In what could be
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called bi-culturalism, Greenville's Jews do not feel the postulated
omnipfesence of contradiction in values and 1ifeways.

Virtually all of Greenville's Jews have been mérghants, mostly
1ocatéd on Main Street. Here they continue to f£f11ll their historic
Vrole as infefmediary, As Greenville's locally-based economy has
deciiﬁed with the growth of corporate capitalism, so hgs the bresense
of the Jew dnrMain St (éee-Map 2 and Appendix 3). While numerically
Jews hé&e beén‘a_very small minexrity in the commgnity, they have
played a méjor rble in shaping its retail. center.. (Not all'the
Jewish mefchants lived in Greenville - some commuted dail&-from as
ﬁar aﬁay as Cleveland, Ohio.). :

As small merchants alixof Green&ille's Jewé could be classed as
pet£t~bourgeois-with few exceptions. Ipdustrially,two factories are
:owqed by JeWs. The-owner‘qf ﬁne lived in Greenville for a short
' ﬁeridd but moved to Sharon, seeking a stronger Jewish community.

‘The other‘also lives_in éharon.‘ Twe Jews whose stays in the
coﬁmﬁnity were short lived worked in local.industry and government.
There have beeﬁ.two Jewish owned farms.. With the exception of a

feﬁ gshort=term residents, there have been no working class Jeﬁs in
'the'comﬁunity. There have never‘been any Jewish profes%ionals in
Greenville and the local college has briefly had only ome Jewish
professor in its long history, since it ddes not grant tenure té
non-Christians. For Jewish families who haﬁe been in Greenviller
for more than one genération, faﬁily enterprises aré the source_éf
livelihood. ,

Hammerman speculates that people who have made similar locational
declsions afe actiné to maximize similar kinds of life situations.

This is clearly the case among Greenville's Jews. Most all families
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shared‘similar niches as small town entrepreneurs. Rose conéludes
that mogst Jews he aurveyed in upstafe New York's rural communities
wen; to these small towns for economic reasons (Rese 1977). Both
his study-ané this case suggest tha£ Jews I1n small towns feel that
the opportﬁnity to earn a good living in a comfortable environment
was unmatched in cities. |

An astute observer of the Greenville Jewish community suggested
an additional dimension: "Most people (Jews) came to Greenville to
hide." By which she_megnt that although people saw themsélves .as
Jews with the attendant traditional imperative of'dbbmmunity" if one
was - to bé functionally Jewish, most people did not want close
relationships with Jews or others. While the few.studies already
noted do mnot analyze léca;ional decisions from this perspective,
the lives of the Jews in Greenville and the cases in Rosé suggest
that this is a critical intér-rélatéd factor with that of p@tential
for entrepreneurial success. This hypqthesis is given added
validity bﬁ the observétion;that‘femoval of families from the
reiigiousVSchool car pool (see p.. infra.) and daily business life
on Main St. means virﬁually total.isolation'from othér Jews (or
Centiles for that matter) for many of Greenville's Jewish people,
Such isolation is increasingly common and selfFimposed.

Older_cémmunity members would dispute thé ééhond pért of the
analysis bﬁ telling how in.the "Sld days" there .was a strong
sense of closeness among Jews. - They -illustrate this by telling of
events whiph elicited widespread communal feeling such as Cléra
Roéen's wedding_or'the Barton's housewarming. While tﬁere is no

evidence that the close knit community they'glowingly describe was
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ever such in reality, it seems very possible that the sense of
community was greater, in thst most Jews shared common requirements,
common life situations, and common modes of sdaptation. Thomas'
observation that "if men (sic) define situations as real, they are
real in their conseeuences.” has some bearing'here (quoted in Densin,
1970 ¢ch. 10). It is also important to note that phy51cal mobllity
was much more restricted then because acce551bility to automobile
travel was limited. Frequently 1im1tat10ns to moblllty and potential
social relations increase the feeling of communlty _

Another important element 1n-understanding the social structure
of Greenville's Jewish community is that husband and wife worked side
by side in the enterprises. Prior to 1948 all Jewish v';_romen Aworked . g
and kept house. Frieda Rosen and ‘Harriet Salkin were the first non-
working women (outside the home) in the commun@ty. Neither has ever
held a2 job in the community. Thus they had the'time as well as the
need and desire for stronger ties. Their divergence from the local
pattern will be seen to be of critical importance.

Throughout the‘history of the Gteenville Jewish community only
a few voluntary Jewish orgsnizations have existed, all withinjthe
period being examined; Affiliations and activity with Jewish organ-
izations involves more women than men end some families_more than '
others. The most formal and durable of these local organizations
Wasfthe Greenville Jewish Women's Study Group. _Itlparalleled the
other local women's literary guilds and‘study.groupslwhich did not
include Jewish members. Every Jewish woman in Greenville was an
‘active member. The meetings were held in individual homes with the
focus being a program.(for the most -part-not oriented to Jewish
themes) and a meal. There wete a number of snnuai aetivities like
visiting Jewish children on Jewish holidays in a nearby state hospltal
' The group's meetings were reported on the society page of the local -
~daily newspaper. In retrospect, the decline of the group centered
around a factor that weuld.preve to be a-majbr*turning'poinﬂ‘in the
community's history. ' ‘ . 7 ) | . |

Until the mid 1950's all community members had perceived of
themselves. as equals. While there were undoubtedly differences in
income 1eve1 among families, in terms of dailly 11fe'sty1e and values
the community was rather homogeneous. In the mid- 1950‘3 this began
to change. The most dramatic change in status distinction revolved

~around two vounger families building new homes. Both built spacious,
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~amply furnished, contemporary homes with large yards and 'a fair
: amountrof wall—to¥wali cafpeting; These were the same two families:
where the women were not gainfully employed. Until‘this time,
everyone lived in modest but comfortable homes on small lots. While
ther was no geopraphic clustering in neighborhoods, almost all Jews
1iv¢& on the East Side. (O6nly one couple lived on the West Side,
‘the Catholié ﬁeighborhooﬂ, in the hotel they oﬁned.) Since the
Jewish‘ﬁomen's.Study Groﬁp met in homes on a rotating basis, the
statﬁs'conferred'by owning a largg, new home begén to break down the
sense of homogeneity, eroded the %eﬁeinschaft, aﬁd fosteréd a feelding
qf laﬁk of equality. The other ybunger:mémbérs, in ﬁarticular, felt
cpmpetitive‘and resentful of theilr morervisiblz‘prosperous community
members. . It can be cbncludad that thislstatus.&ifferentiation‘Was
:the major factor in markiﬁg the demiée of the Grouﬁ. |

_The éecqnd Greenville Jewish 6rgaﬁization of importance, while
.feflegting the heigh; of’formal Jewish ﬁomﬁunity-organization, is
ironic in that it never had a name! Referred to as Rabbi Befgman's
 Greenville Jewigh Group, the group met for two years on a regular
baéis~in the late 1950's and included all adults in the Jewish
~commﬁnify. Peaple who had not communally ideﬁtified-in.years were
eager members. . The group's focus was very ethnocentric with
empha%is placed on baéic_Judaism, its roots; and relationship to
‘Reform Jewish life. The driving force was Rabbi Robért Bergman
from the Reform Congregation in.Sharon. An atypical rabbi, who
bordéred on{being é pfoseiytizer,nhe was cOmmitted to reaching dut
&Jwandering,Jews. The group came together at Bergman's initiative.

While not a preachei, Bergman gave '"recipes" for Jewish survival.
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_ He explored questions such as, "If you want your'childreﬁ to be
Jewisﬁ, what must.bE'done?”.

ihe high point of this group was a weekend religous/educational
retreat at a motel in a nearby community. Literally all adults
attended. This gathering can be seen, in retrospect, as astounding.
No ﬁtﬁer single event; life cycle, disaster, or joy, ever evoked
such reéponée;

Be*gman had an almost prophetic understandlng of where he was.
When - the first large suburban shopping plaza openned in the county,
he observed, "When you don't have Jews on Main Street vou don't have
a Jewish population.ﬁt "The end of downtowns will berthe end of

Jewish‘peopie in small towns."

The group meetings ended when Rabbi
Bergman left the'Sharon-bongregation.

The two other Jewish‘community organizations revolved around
‘_the edu¢ation of children. Uﬁtil the late 1940}3, formal Jewish
Veducgtionlin‘Greenville was minimal. In the 1920's two families
sént theit children 45 ﬁiles away to Youngstown, Ohio, every Sunday

by railroad to a very Reform cbngregation for instruction. Other-

wise formal education was reserved for a few boys, mostly revolving

‘afoﬁnd.prep;raticn,for Bar Mitzwvah. The teacher,-Mr. Stecker,_worked
in a local clotﬁing store. In the late 1940's the Wefners came |
from New York City to opén an aiuminum,ladder fabtory. Tﬁey brought
with them a strong sense of Jewish identity and a daughter. Both
1ncreased the need for the . functional imperatlve of raising and
educating_a'éhild as a Jew. Thu& a religious school was organized,
texts purchased and a permanent location in the basement of a home

was set up. The school was short lived because two famllles who
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would héve become major supporters decided to send their @hildren

to the well-established religious school in Sharon. The initiative
for this came from the families where the wives did mot hold jobs

and who also'wnuld soon build spaciéus homes; Their decisddn was
based.on family ties to Sharon; the fact that the women in these
households Were'a;tive members of various Jewish women's o%ganizations
iﬁ Sharon; énd that they'wanted a quality feligious; sociél,
educational experience for their children.

This decisdion shortly eﬁded thg Greenville school effort and
led to the longest and most dﬁfable of Greenville's Jeﬁish'insti—
tutions ;m the religious school car pool. 1In operation from 1954
until 19723 and involving as many as 14 children per trip, thé car
pool was the'majot link bgtween Greenville's Jéwish children and
outside Jewish life. Temple'Beth Israel, the Reform Congregation

in Sharon, held sessions both Saturday and Sunday with additional

wéekly - classes for Bar/Bat Mitzvah, CoﬁfirmatiOn, and Hebrew
inétruction. The strength of the car ﬁobl Waé both paréntal
dedication and two men and a woman who became dedicated teachers

at the religious school. -This car pool, linking a large group‘df
post- World War ITI baby boom children with a Jewish institutién,'
led péreﬁts and grandparents, most of whom had no formal ties

with - -a religious congregétion; to affiliate with the Sharon
congfggation.

| -These-links were facilitated by major institutional changes in
| the Sharon congregation. Up until 1950 the Sharon céngregation.had
been Orthddox; it then complétely readjusted its values and

affiliated itself With the Reform.movement. "This dramatic change
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undoubtedly made Greenvillé ﬁeqple more at ease wilith the requirements
of ﬁhe-institution for two reasons. First; ﬁefdrﬁ services are
predominantly c¢onducted in English, not Hebrew and thus more éuited

to Greenville Jews, ﬁost haviﬁg little formalireligious traininéf
Secoﬁdly, halacha is basically ignored by Refofmf Therefore, religious
dicta, Sﬁch as keeping-a kosher home, prohibitioné.againsf ariviﬁg

on Shabbat; etc., were no longer-iésues and‘ﬁne_éould‘no 1ongér bé
judged by the mnon-performance of these'mitzvotf Thus the aCCultufa—
tion of an instiﬁution (see Redfield et al., 1936) allowed Gréenville's
jews to be more at ease Qithfthemselves as individuals and within a
‘wider Jeﬁisﬁ context.

Other Jewisﬁ institutions outsiﬂe Greenville enjoy limited
supportland inﬁolvemenf} A core of\five or six women participate'and
‘frequentlf play 1eadérship'rbles infthe_Shenango Valley (Sharon plus
othér smaller commuhitieé) Ghabters'of-Hadassahﬁ Nafiﬁnal C6unti1 of
Jewish Women andrTemple.Sisterhood. A.few'community meﬁbers partici-
paté in thé-Temﬁle‘s adult educatien pfograms. " About hélf of
Greenville's child:en have jeined‘a-B'nai Brith youth group or
another affiliated wiﬁh the federation-of Pennsyivaniafs Refqrm:,‘
congregations; Men aﬁe-generally-inacti%e in.JéWish.community
-affairs With the excepﬁion;of one mén.whé.is_an actiﬁé worker for
the United Jewisﬁ Appeal,.has been a meﬁber of the Tempie'S'Board'
of Directoré,,was a dedicafed religioﬁs-school teadher_ and 1g a
general-macher. (He lives in one of fhe néw's#écioﬁs_hoﬁes.)'-Twﬁﬁ
men actively quked for Zionism, one participéting in Zionist‘politiés
on a national level.

Zionism, and more specifically enhanciﬁg the relationship of
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~Jewish individuals and communities to the State of Israel, provides

a focﬁs of energy:fﬁr the contemporary Americép Jewish community.
While most of Greenville's Jews are not formally Ziénists, there is

é gengral_intefest and suppoft for Isréel and its policieé. Not a
very charitable or generous community, Creenville Jews do respond
(soﬁe”reluctantlyj to the crises of Israel both through Unitea Jewish
Appeal fundfaising and Euying Israel Bonds.r The generosit& has
increaééd asitﬁe ties to Sharon, a generally philanthropid community,
 Wére Strengthénea; A number of commuﬁity residents, especiélly
peo?le of late teenage, have visited Israel, and thus furthered
Linkiﬁg themselvéS-to world Jewry. | -

"An identifiable core of Jews have plavyed a-visible role in the
wider civic life of Greeﬁvillé. Two men were long;timé.”downtown"
"representatives on. the Gréenville Hospital Board of Directoré.
”-Rotafy,:a prestigious men;s service organization has had three.jewish
-ﬁembers. jMany civic and fraternmal organizations in Greenville coul&

: aiways rely én'JeWish mérchants-for support. The‘two women organizérs
have served on‘the Public Library Board. One of them has setved an
#péoinfed term on thé School Board -- she Would.notnrun for eléction
"because of an aversion tb partigan ﬁblitics in sc¢hool affairs; The
otﬁer has been ; dedicated worker for the Girl Scouts; Children have
been active in extracurriculaf school activities, During this period
four boys became Eagle'Séquts. Only one Jew has servéd as Chairman

of the Retail Division of the Chamber of Commerce. This is parﬁicular~-
1y inpéresting sinéé'Jewish businﬁsses‘ddring'this time dominated |
Main Stréét. It‘seems thaf thef have dqt been active.in thé Chamber
bécause their role és merchant was a means to an end -- economic

security -- and not embraced as a defined way of life. Jews are
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absent'from local politics with the exception of two women -- both
Democrats -- whose éffiliations with any Jéwish groups is almost nil.
.Jews have never had any ties to the banks --except mortgages. The
Country Club.accepts Jews and four families have belonged but don't
usé the facilities as a focus for social relaxéti&n. Families who
have been in Gréenville for many yvears claim that there is no anti-
semitism, while newer community members feel anti-Jewish sentiments
to be strong. A few people, (the predictable méchers),‘act as
"ambassadors of fheir people” and make themselves available to .
churches and commuﬁity groups to talk about Jewish holidays, Jewish
valueé and Israel;

Life cycle transitions in a Jewish éommunity occur on two levels: .
~ the annual cycle of the Jewish lunar calendar with its major and.minor
holidays and festivals, as well gs,events'associated with age-such |
as birth; bris,'consecratioﬁ,_bar/Bat mitivah, confirmation, marriage
and death. While no one iﬁ the Greenville ébmmunity "kept the |
Sabbéth day an& made 1t holy",-Weekly passinglover the most important
of Jewish holidays, most stores were closed and people atteﬁded

'réligious services on Rosh Hashanah and Yom Kippur, the two major

religious holilidays of the year. .Siﬁge Greenville's stores are open
until 9:b0 PM on Friday evenings, most men nevér attend a Jéwish
service exqeﬁt on these two.dayé. (Nor.did they aftEmpt to change
this'business pfactice as was.done successfully,iﬁ the Shenango Valley.)
Occasionally a small group of,women.and.cﬁildren will attend the
Friday eveﬂingfshébbat service. |

With few exceptions most Jewish holidayé are celebrated eithef

at'the Temple or within the confines of ah individual home. The
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.Temple was always the focus of Purim carnivals, model Passover seders,

and Hanukkah eelebrations. While individual families may also bake

hamentaschen for Purim, hold Passover seders, and 1ight candles the

eight nights of Hanukkah, this is done as an individual household,
eot a community-wide or even group event. Two extended families,
theiﬁﬁm\Slesnicks and William Rosens, have each at one time held
seders et Paseover Where they invited many community members beyond
there een families. Today, people without a plaee to go for seder
are always‘welcoﬁe.at the L. Rosens or Salkies.

Most boys that are borm are circumcised at a bris. The ceremonies
:ange-from‘the Orthodox of calling in a‘mghel to the-antiseptie use
of a local pediatrician., Although not always tﬁe case, in the period
being ekaﬁined,'all young children were.consecrated_during Simchas
.Torah and attended religieue school, in Sharon. All beys were pre-
'pared for Bar Mitzﬁeh endlinterestingly enough all girls studied
‘to be Bathitzvah"an unusual’ occurence in any Jewish community.

Most community members (especially women and children) attended these
ceremonies and celebrations. Some commuelty members clearly took
_pride in these events, even though the person involved was not kina.

Jewish students live up to the public and family expectetion
that they shouldfeXCell_in_school. Most attend well-known colleges
and universitiee, primerily within-the region;

Weddings do not take.place within the community, for the most
part. No local families were linked by marriage durimg this period.
Giﬁen_the isdlatioe of Gfeenvilie, the frequent lack of instieutional
ties, and the general-trend toward assimilation and inter-matrriage,
it i1s surprising.thet of.the ten peofle from the communlty who were

married during this period, all married Jews., Recently some of
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these marriages have ended iﬁ divorce.e—,a‘new community phenomenon.

This case suggests that a critical_variable in the wiability of
communities such as that of the Jews of Greenville is whetherlor
net children chose te remain in the comﬁunity'or geturn after'higher
education. Most children do not return to Greenville aftef.leaving_
for higher_education.. This is not a departure from expecfee behavior.
The Jewish.parents in this caee seem clear.iﬁ‘the view that while
1ife in a rural small town has:been goed‘for them, it holds-little
promise for theif children. While some older adults eipress the
desire to ieclude their younger kin in business, the reality.contra—
‘dicts sueh espousals. | ‘

‘While a few. sons have.returned ﬁo join their parents in business.
in-this‘period, they have rarely staﬁed for lenger than three years.
While the'reasonslfof the defartures is hapd‘to precisely ascertain,
as this is a'ﬁery sensitive ‘family issue; three factq?s seem to
p:edominate: First, given'the,decline'of the small business in the
economy, these Businesses may not produce enough income for two
families to 1ive cquortebly. Secoﬁd, and iﬁter—related'with the
first, business difficulties and dlsagreements may disturb the
harmony necessary in such an entergrlse,- Thlrdly, havmng experleneed
the "outslde" World and bringing with them wives from.that world, the
gtimuldi of Greenville may be seen as sterile or dull,

The only remaining bu51nesses in the communlty owned by Jews all
have vounger family members in them° Yet the younger generation from
'all but one resi@e-in Sharon‘rather phan Gréenville.‘ While'ceuse
and effeet'are'difficult to(%%fangle, it is clear that the departure

of the vast proportion of young people from a community is a critical
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symbol of 1its demise.

The final life—cycle event, death, often evokes the most wide-
spread response within this Jewish community. In cétegorical netwarks
it often makes sense to analyse the network by asking, "Given Event
'A',.Whp will respond?”. Deaths bring more people together more
reliaﬁly than any other event.  Since a Jewish death is.commeﬁorated
by sitting shiva for seﬁen consecutive days after burial, a death
may.meéﬁ more éommunal interaction will rake place than has taken
place for ﬁonthé previous. It ranges from joining quickly iogether
for burial,_to preparing and serving'a fuperal meal, to coming to the
houselof-mourning twice a day fof_proscribed prayers; As in edu—‘
cating -the young, tradition and 1life cycle funétions pfovide the
condifions which éwoke mutual aid.

‘Admission of new comﬁunity members was never formal or particd—
.1arly warm‘until the arrival of Frieda Rosen and Harriet Salkin. Now .-
:both famiiies and some newer dnes almost alwéys invite new Jewish
afrivals‘tq dinner and if interest is shown offer an invitation to
attend Temple., They have also tried to make the few Jewish students
atlthé college feel welcome and offer them an opportunity to partici-.
‘pate. |

~Since the informal coﬁmunications networks of thé Genfilé
community alwaws knew who wés Jewish; and given Judaism's absense
of arcentra; authoritativg-central religious body; acculturation
vis-a~vis the Gentile community has been subtle. While écculturation
may lead to‘assimiiatioﬁ over generations, no one in this community
has everbdeclared'theﬁselves to.no longer be Jewish. People have been

able to define their own roles and relationships. Therefore the
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mechanisms of commitment aﬁd.identification are voluntary and not
rigidly defined. The norms are not arﬁiculated; ﬁut'the primary
rule is "don't make waves'". Social/political issues should néver
be defined in Jewish‘tefms. For examplé,.in the ﬁgny years that
the state required it, Jews almost never objecfed to the offensive
daily reeitation qf the Lord's Prayer at the openﬁing of fhé pubiic
school davy. |

In a finél note on accultﬂration,'i;_shou;d be'strgssed that.
all families and‘individuals'could find comfortable niches as
iﬁdividuals and . Jews. In thé 1970's a new pheppmenon of the already
'asaimilatéd_Jew who_had'uSually married a noﬁeJew:was,representativeA
of the newcomers,‘ The_locéi méange: of'a national or regionally
based!départment store may. have had Jewish parents but ha$ ne inter-
est’ 1in eétablishing'any linRS'of idgntification with the local
ngish population ot even dec1aring fhemsélves‘to be jewiéh.
(A_generation ago they would have probgbly beén sélf— and entermnally-
ideﬁtified Jewiéh entrepreneurs on Main St:éef réther_;han agsimi~
lated managers in a'shoﬁping plaza étore.) rYef the fact remains
thaf both the Gepfile cdmmunity and the.Jewish community'alwayé knoW
who these péople are.’ Totai ésSimilatioh, whetﬁer by a member of .

a long term family or a newcomer, is .impossible.

In thelstfuctural.fraﬁéwork of‘cbrporéte capifaliém, Jewish life
rin small towns as it was known fﬁom the béginning éf the century
was bound to takg on néw appéarancesr Thé Jewish enterpreneu?,
(actually an entire family, with the children often taking over the
buginess from the parepts) gquipped with-arcultural background to
.gucceed in the process of primitive accumulation-and}thé capltalist
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game waé being repalced by the verticle integration of the chain
store aﬁd the franchise.

The decline of entrepreﬁeurial capitalism with Its attendant
rationalization and bureaucratizatign has implications ﬁot only for
the future and fabric of the Jewish community but also the wider
coﬁmunity. The Jewish merchant with "contacts" in a city (weak tiles)
was a major contributor to a variety of life in a lqcéle, through
linkages to the outside. Such outside linkages gave the community
as a whole a sense of instiﬁutional independence. The disappearance
of the Main Street Jewish merchant thus leaves the wider community
devoid of a dimension of varieéty and richness, The logical extension
of this decline is a small town 4in mass'society with 1ts increasing
hoﬁogenéity. Not only do goods and services come under the distribu-
tive control of institutions with a flare for mediocrity and lack of
innovation, but the physical appearénce of such smali towns becomes
homogénized by shopping centers, frénghise buildings and logos,
sﬁandardize& menues and food, étc.

If the Jews of Greenﬁille'are viewed in the contéxt‘of the
diaspora, the community can be more accurately described as a
"tribal network”. While tribal identification is anomalous in mass
society,-the concept can be used to explain the shbconsﬁious‘néed'
of the not assimilated to maintain ties. Since Jews haﬁe been
_wandérgrs since ;hé destruction of the Second Temple, Jewish-life in
American small towns with its entrepreneurial base may bg Best.seen_
as a'stopping off.point. A few mayrset doﬁn roots for a generation
or two, most will not.

If the tribal network 1s the most acéurate portrayval of
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Greenville's Jews, then the fabric, strength, and outgide linkages
of that nétwofk must be qnderstoodrﬁvéf tiﬁe; Unﬁil'the mid-1960's
the economilc pbsitibn of Jews and their ecology on Main Streef
facilitated the maintenance of ties on a daily baéis, beiné it shared
coffee breaks,; dropping in to see someone at‘tﬁeir store, or an
encountef_at the bank. As Granovetter noﬁes, "If:oné's ndrﬁal.
activities-bring him (sic¢) 1nto contact with"the same people with
the same frequency, wéak.ties-are‘likely to :esult.d (G;anovetter;
1973). Such ties were %eak rather than strong, but the daily
" flow of information apd conversation accounte for a good gense of
‘cohesion. Given that.most ties have a triﬁai basé ra;her than that
of friendship, 1t is fair Eo séy that the network at'that time was
close'kﬁit. |

Linkéges set in motion ﬁy two women who share one of the few
strong ties in the communlty, "based on their relatlonshlps with .
' family and a desire for a quality Jewish social/religious experlence
for their children and themselves, set in motion the‘cyltlcal
dynamics for the fqture'cf Greenville's Jewish‘peoplef' The fact
that this new community level 1inkaga occurred as post World_WaijI
béby boom children were beginning to enﬁér sqhodl-séfvéd torstrengfhen
and fprther extend the‘boundary of.the netwﬁrks both'internally énd
externally. The.Shafoh gbﬁgregationjs simultaneous embracing of
.VReform Judaism allowed for‘maximal-participation of Greenville's
Jews on the condition that they féce the sbciai‘andiphilanthropid
‘demands it proscribed. r |

The;fact that Trieda Rosen and ﬁarriet Salkin were free té
establish the'Basié fof such ties and 1inkages.was a double~edged.
sword: It sef up local stafus distinctions which would eventually
.1limit social cohesion; Yet théy paved the wa§ for those whO'desired

page 22



. a more Jldentified ngish 1ife. Given thét young Jewdish beople choose
not ﬁé return torGrEEnville, or if they do return to stay only
briefly;'that no local marriages occurred to link fémilies together;
and that the newcomers of the 1970's were sé assimilated.as té nevef
establish .ties of identification; it is doubtful that the local
comﬁuﬁity would have been strengthened in their absense.

This all‘happened in an‘éra‘when travel and communications tech-
nology were deﬁeloped to a then unparalleled degree. Yet a dialectic
was at work heré,'for the economy.whicﬁ produced the means fo link
the loecal network with a more intricate one was the same that was
transéending'entrepreneurial cap{talism'andrthus simﬁltaneously_under—
mining'the very premises that attractéd Jews to Greenville in the
firét place. -

| Frieda Rosen and Harriet_Salkin; sharing one of the few‘strqng
ties inlthe‘comﬁunity, added to the community's viability and strengfh
by shariné that strong tie amid é.network of weak tles and then link-
iﬁg that rather isolated network to a series of other ne£works which
ultimately aided the 1ife needs of Individual Jews in Greenville.
Byjconnecting individuals with a community wider that.the immediate
'cirdle, a social cohesion was achieved over a wide area of a larger,
more,ihtriéate ﬁetwork. Without the strength of such‘weak ties, the
Jewish‘community would have perished;.és have nearby communitiés
of Titusville and Farrell, both pf which were larger, had Visiﬁlé

institutions, and an outwardly more cohesive social structure.

a



Authors Note:

I was born in CGreenville Hospital in 1950 and iived in Greenville
until leaving for college in the Fall of 1968. I returﬁed during
college vacations and summers until 1971. My parents were born in
communities nearby, my father coming frOm 40 miles away in 1945 to
work for his maternal uncle who had lived in Greenville since 1916,
my mother coming from 15 miles away to marry my father in 1948. My
mother's parents.were immigrants from Austria-Hungary while my father's
parents were bofn in América, his mother living her entire life.in
the same small town. My father's paternal gréndfather was a poor
~itinerant merchant who for a short period lived 8 miles from
Greenville. During that period é great uncle attended college in

Greenville, undoubtedly one of the first Jews to attend.



APPENDIX A

LIST OF JEWISH COMMUNITY MEMBERS

Keller, I.J. § Grace
Salkin, Herman § Harriet
Rosen, WM § Jenny

Rosen, Leonard § Frieda
Rosen, Melvin § Rita
Yasgur, Milton § Jan
Mehr, Julius § Lucy(Mary)
Mehr, Harold & Lillian
Weiss, Max § Mary

Weiss, Buddy '

Blau, Sam § Hilda

Blau, Alan §& '

Blau, Carol

Rabinowitz, Max & Lena
"Slesnick, Sam § Sarah
Slesnick, Bernie § Bobbil
Friedman, David § Libbye
Friedman, Harry § Clara
Friedman, Martin § Jane
. ‘Barton, Ben § Molly

- Barton, George § Jane
~ Goldsmith, Lee & Francies
-Goldsmith, Anne
Goldsmith, George & Rena
Goldsmith, Milton & Sophie
Samuels, Paul § Edythe
Werner, Leo & Anne
Clark, Hugh & Rosellen
Astman, Fred
Brody, Steve _ :
Reubin, Irving § Marcia
- Keeti, Harvey & Barbara
Shapiro, Harvey & Barbara
Schoenfeld, Ted § Rhoda
Robins, Aaron § Ruth
Robins, Alan § Nancy
Heiman, Bob & Sandy
‘Slifkin, Julius & Caroline
Baker, Lewis ‘

WHRMDHE PR HERPERENRE

1
1
2
2 sons
7
1

1948-1978

no children

SONS

sons & 2 daughters
daughters

SONs

sons § 1 daughter
son

sons _
daughter & 1 son
no children

1 son § 1 daughter

et B R DO LR DD A

no children
son .
sons § 1 daughter
sons
daughter
son '
son
son § 1 daughter
daughter
o children
son
sons :
son & 1 daughter
daughter
daughters § 1 son
no children
no children
1 son & 1 daughter .
daughter
daughter
children

daughters

son & 1 daughter
(stay so limited that family never
came) - -

as wcil as a few students at Thiel College every year
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MAP 1 | T

FAMILY LINKAGES TO OUTSIDE JEWISH COMMUNITIES
(1=primary; 2=secondary)
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MAP 2

LOCATION OF ,JEWISH MERCHANTS IN CREENVILLE, PA. 1948-1978

MAIN STREET

1948-1978
jeweler
army-navy

dry cleaner
bars

furniture
women's clothing
men's clothing
auto dealer
drug store
hotel

fod et et b T Y AN DD B

OFF MAIN STREET
1948-1978

2 manuifacturers
2 farms

1 scrap dealer

1 sign company

KEY TO MERCHANTS

Nt
1t

pranes|

NOW
1 drug store

NOW
2 manufacturers
1 auto dealer

¥1ocals

=commuters
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GLOSSERY
Ashkenazic - Jews of Eastern European and Germanic origin.
Bar Mitzvah - Ceremony for a boy on his thirteenth Birthday symbolizing

his acceptance as an adult in a Jewish religous congregation.
Bat Mitzvah - Same as Bar Mitzvah for girl of thirteen.
B'nai Brith - men's Jewish lodge

Confirmation - Ceremony at Shavuas to signify the end of formal
religous training for youth.

Diaspora - The scattering of Jews throughout the world outside of
Israel after the destruction of the Second Temple.

Halacha - Jewish Law

Hadassah - Jewish Women's Zionist Organization (non-partisan in Israeli
elections).

Hamentaschen - Triangular pastry baked on Purim.

" Hanukkah - Feast of Lighté. Celebrates the victory of the Maccabees
over Antiochus. :

Haskalah - The Enlighthnment: Marks the emancipation of German Jews
in the early nineteenth century.

Hebrew - Language of the Jews

-

Israel Bonds - Major source of investment capital provided by individual
purchasers to build up Israeli economy.

Koéher - Generic term for the vast assemblage of Jewish dietary laws..
" Macher - A community doer.

Mitzvah - Goodiy act.

Mohei - One who performs the ritual circumcision (bris).

National Council of Jewish Women - Liberal Jewish womens social work
organization.

Orthodox - TFundamental Judaism

Passdverl— Holiday celebrating liberation of Jews from Egypt.
Purim - Holiday celebrating the saving of the Jewish community of Persia.

Rosh Hasanah - Jewish New Year.

Reform - Liberal Judaism



N

GLO%SEkY continued

b

1
Shabbat - sabbath

Seders -~ Meal beginning the celebration of Passover.
Sephardic - Jews of Mediterranean origin
Sisterhood - Women's organization within a Temple responsible for

religous and social functions.
Temple - Reform Jewish house of worship

United Jewish Appeal - Federation of diverse Jewish fund raiding organiza-
tiomns.

Yom Kippur - Day of Atonement. On this most sacred of days Jews fast
and ask G-d and fellows for forgiveness of sins L

Zionism - Jewish nationalist movement base on thecommitment to a
Jewish homeland in Palestine.



