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Internal Census Data

The research in this paper was conducted
while the authors were Special Sworn
Status researchers of the U.S. Census
Bureau at the New York Census Research
Data Center.

Any opinions and conclusions expressed
herein are those of the authors and do
not necessarily represent the views of the
U.S. Census Bureau.

All results have been reviewed to ensure
that no confidential information is
disclosed.

Use a blue or black pen.

Start here

The Census must count every person lving in the United
States on April 1, 2010.

Before you answer Question 1. count the people Iiving in
this house, apartment, or mobile home using our guidelines.
« Gaurt all pecpie, induding babies, wha live and sleep here

mast of the fme
The Census Bureau also conducts counts in institutions
and other places, so:

« Do not count anyane living away sither al college or in he
Ammed Foraes.

« Do pol count anyone in & nursing bome, jail, piisan
detertion taily, etz., on Apri 1, 2010.

« Leave these peapls ol your form, even i they will raum
live hers after irey leavs collegs, the nursing home, The
military, jil, etc. Othervise. they may be counted fvice.

The Census must also include people without a permanent
place to stay, so:

+ il somecne who has no permanent place {o slay is saying
here on Apil 1, 201C, count that person. Cihersise, be of
she may be missad in he cersus

How many people were lving or staying in this house,
apartment, or mobile home on Apri 1, 20107

-

Number of people =

2. Were there any additional paople staying here:
Apiil 1, 2010 that you did not inchadein Jizsticn 17
Mark | X ail that appiy:
Children, auch a3 newbom babies of £xier children
Relatves. such aa adult chilchan, ‘cougina, of indaws
Nonrelatves, such as oo/ o live-in baby sitiars
Pecple staying here BmpoEdy,
No addtonal pecgle’
Is this house, apartment, or mobile home —
Mark ¥| ONE fox.
Ownad by you or semesne In thia household with a
fmergage of lean’? inciude home eguity fans
Cwead by you or 2omeons in iz houzeheld free and
dear {vitoul & mongags of loan)?
Rantad?
Gooupled without payment of rent”
4., What is your telephone number? Wi may cail if we
don't undarstand an answer.
Area Code + Number

[

OB Mo 0807-0818-C: Appronal Expires 12/312011

=

USCENSUSBUREALU

!

o

9.

S

d by lay

Please provide information for each parson fving here. Startwith a
person iving here who owns o rents this house, apartment, or mobile
home, If the owner or renter lives somewhere dlse, start with any adult
living here, This will be Person 1.

What is Person 1's name? Frint nams bslow.

Lazt Name
Firat Name Ml
What is Person 1's sex? Mack X ONE box.

Male Female

What is Person 1's age and whst is Perkon 1's date of birth?

Plaase rsporl habies as ags 0 Wher the chid is less than 1 year ol
FAnt alrers in boxes.

Aga on Al 1, 2010 Sontf) | Day Year of birh

NOTE: Please answer BOTH Question 8 about Hispanic origin and
Question 9 about race. For this census, Hispanic ofigins are not races.
Is Person i-of Kispanic, Latine, or Spanish origin?

M, et 21 Hispanie, Lating, or Spanish ongin

Yo MERican, Mexican Am., Cricane

¥ea Puero Rican

i¥da, Cuban

Yaa, ancther Hispanic, Latine, or Sparish origin — Ant ogn fr e

Agstren ol Doncen Wesoguen Seheien, Siensd andsadn 7

What is Person 1°s race? Mank X| ans or mom boxes.
White
Black, Aican Am. or Megro
Amesican Indlan o Alaska Mative — Pt neveof ol or pie el nie. 7

1 Agian ihdan Japanese Nathe Hawallan
Chinaas Kaerean Guamanian or Chamenme
Filigino Wisramess Samoan
Oher Agan — Pronf raee. for Other Fadfic Idander — Print
exampie, Fimong, Lagnan, Thai, rae, for seampie. Fijan, fongan,
Pakigan| Cambodksn, and socn. and 50 on. 7

Some ofher race — Prnt @ce. 7

10. Does Person 1 sometimes five or stay somewhere else?

Mo Yes — Mark x| all that spoly.
In ooliege housing For ahild cuatody
In e millary W jall or prison
At a seasonal i & rursing home
of sacend realcence For another reascn

=+ If more pecple were counted in Question 1, confinue with Person 2.
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1. Motivation

Large reductions in violent crime in U.S. cities

Violent crime per 1,000 population
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1. Motivation

Increase in share of moves to central city
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1. Motivation

And in moves to low-income city neighborhoods
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1. Motivation

Research questions

e Ascity crime falls, are ‘gentrifier’ households more likely to
move into

— Central city neighborhoods?
— Low-income central city neighborhoods?
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1. Motivation

Research questions

e Ascity crime falls, are ‘gentrifier’ households more likely to
move into
— Central city neighborhoods?
— Low-income central city neighborhoods?

e ‘Gentrifier’ households
— High-income households

— College-educated households
— White households

 Are their choices more crime-sensitive than those of others,
leading to a change in the mix of households choosing to

move into low-income city neighborhoods?
NY
FurLljnan
Center



1. Motivation

Research questions

e Ascity crime falls, are ‘gentrifier’ households more likely to
move into
— Central city neighborhoods?
— Low-income central city neighborhoods?

e ‘Gentrifier’ households
— High-income households

— College-educated households
— White households

 Are their choices more crime-sensitive than those of others,
leading to a change in the mix of households choosing to

move into low-income city neighborhoods? YES
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2. Data

Restricted Data: Decennial Census

Household level data from 1990, 2000, and 2010 census
Focus on Households who moved in past year

— Characteristics: income; race/ethnicity; education; employment; age;
marital status; presence of children; foreign-born; linguistic isolation

Census tract location
Sample

— Over four million mover households
— 244 Core-Based Statistical Areas (CBSAs)
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2. Data
Measures/Definitions

e ‘Gentrifier’ households:
— High-income (income higher than CBSA median)
— College-educated
— White
e Moves into central city:
— Moves into largest principal city in CBSA

 Moves to low-income, central city neighborhood:

— Moves to central city census tract with income below CBSA median
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2. Data
Crime

e Violent crime per capita of largest principal city in CBSA
(central city)

e FBI Uniform Crime Reports

 Lag by one, two, or three years to rule out reverse causality
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2. Data

Central city characteristics

e Decennial Census and ACS public use

Share minority

Share foreign born

Share college or more

Share poverty

Share units built before 1940

Share units built last 10 years

Population (equivalent to population density)
Median gross rent

Median value owner-occupied housing
Median household income

e Consistent geographic boundaries
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3. Move to Central City

Explaining Moves to Central City

 Are mover households more likely to choose central city when
violent crime in that city was lower over past three years?

e Control variables

— Metropolitan area and Year Fixed Effects
— Household and Central City Controls

e Estimate separately for three pairs of household types
— High income vs low income
— College vs non-college
— White vs non-white
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3. Move to Central City
Results: High-income/College-educated more likely to
choose central city neighborhoods when city crime lower

Low- High- Non-
College
Income Income College
Log

(Violent

Crime)  [EOJol! 0 -0.029*** -0.002  -0.026*** -0.01 -0.011
- (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
M4,154,500 2,530,000 1,624,400 2,974,400 1,180,100 1,276,500 2,878,000
m 0.183 0.182 0.177 0.194 0.191 0.165 0.18

Differences in crime coefficients between high- and low-income and
between college and non-college are significant at the 5% level.
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3. Move to Central City
Crime coefficient magnitudes

e Using high-income households as an example:

— A 26% decline in central city crime from 1990 to 2010 (average for our

sample) = 1 percentage point increase in share of CBSA movers
choosing central city locations

— A 43% decline in crime (average of 10 biggest CBSAs) 2 1.6
percentage point increase
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3. Move to Central City
Results Robust to Alternative Models/Samples

* Inclusion of time-varying CBSA characteristics in addition to
central city characteristics

e Alternative Samples
— Sample of 100 largest CBSAs
— Sample of 2000 and 2010 moves
— Sample of movers from outside the CBSA

— Crime coefficients larger for all three sub-samples

- Crime coefficient become negative/significant for white households,
though still not more negative than for non-white households
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4. Move to Low-Income Central City Neighborhood

Explaining Moves to Low-Income, Central City

Neighborhoods

greater probability of moving into:
— Low-income central city neighborhoods
— High-income central city neighborhoods

e And test if associations differ for

— High-income vs. low-income households

— College vs. non-college educated households
— White vs. non-white households

Explore whether falling crime in central city is associated with
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4. Move to Low-Income Central City Neighborhood

Results

High-income and college households are more likely to move
into both low-income and high-income central city
neighborhoods when crime falls

And their choices are substantively and significantly more
sensitive to city crime reductions as compared to households
with lower incomes and without a college education

Little evidence that residential choices of white households
are more sensitive to crime than non-white households
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5. Neighborhood choice

Explaining Choice of Specific Neighborhoods

e Link household moves to neighborhood-level crime data
from one large CBSA in 2010

* Explore whether neighborhood crime (homicide rate)
appears to affect the choices of ‘gentrifier’ households to
move there more than others

e Estimate with conditional logit model
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5. Neighborhood choice
Results

 Households of all types are more likely to choose to move into
a neighborhood when violent crime there is lower

 High-income, college-educated and white households are two
to three times more sensitive to violent crime than other
households
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6. Conclusions

Falling Crime Appears to Change Mix of Households
Opting for Low-Income, Central City Neighborhoods

Evidence of link between lower crime and higher probability
that high-income and college-educated households will move
to both high- and low-income central city neighborhoods

Evidence that these associations are stronger for high-income
households and college-educated households than for others

Weaker evidence of racial differences in sensitivity to crime

Falling crime could thus contribute to change in mix of movers
to urban neighborhoods
NYU

Further work to bolster case that crime causes shifts Furman
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