Residential Mobility and Family Well-Being

in San Antonio’s Making Connections Neighborhood
Although San Antonio is more stable than other MC neighborhoods, it is still experiencing substantial rates of in- and out-mobility over time.  Knowing who’s coming and going and how the well-being of these sub-groups differs is critical to understanding how the neighborhoods are changing over time and whether they are serving their residents well.  Mobility does not appear to be changing the San Antonio neighborhood’s demographic composition dramatically. Nevertheless, declines in the overall economic well-being of San Antonio’s MC neighborhoods appear to stem from the in-migration of relatively disadvantaged families.  Long-distance movers appear to be experiencing improved quality of life and accordingly seem more civically engaged in their new neighborhoods.
About 4 of every 10 households living in the MC neighborhoods at wave 1 had moved by wave 2.  Among households with children slightly more than 5 in 10 had moved.
Among families with children:

· Stayers are more likely than either movers or newcomers to be two-parent families and to be elderly.

· Stayers are also slightly more likely to be foreign born.
· Movers and newcomers look very similar on most of the demographic characteristics considered.

Among families with children that moved away:

· About 4 in 10 stayed within two miles of their original address, and almost all of these families moved to high-poverty areas.
 

· These movers are more likely than long-distance movers to be two-parent families and less likely to be foreign born.

· Five of 10 moved more than two miles, and 60 percent of these families moved to lower-poverty areas.

· These movers are less likely to be two-parent families and more likely to be foreign-born than other movers.

Among childless households:

· Stayers are much more likely to be elderly and Hispanic than either movers or newcomers, and less likely to be black.

· Newcomers are the least likely to be elderly.

· Movers and newcomers are considerably more likely than stayers to be black or non-Hispanic white.

Stayers appear relatively attached to the neighborhood, while movers and newcomers appear to be responding to both push and pull factors.
Among families with children:
· Stayers are most likely to be homeowners, least likely to experience financial hardship, most likely to say the neighborhood is a good place to raise kids and more likely to volunteer than movers or newcomers.  Stayers are also considerably more likely than movers to have been in the neighborhood more than 5 years.
· Movers are more likely to be adding a parent (particularly “far” movers) and nearly half report having difficulty paying the mortgage, rent or utilities.  Movers were slightly more likely to say the neighborhood was likely to get better, particularly the subgroup that moved less than 2 miles.
· Homeownership rates among newcomers are the lowest.

· Though stayers tend to report higher rates of volunteerism, three-quarters of movers and newcomers also report such activity.

Among families without children:

· In general, stayers fare better than either movers or newcomers.  In most cases, newcomers are worse off than movers.  However, newcomers are more likely than movers to report volunteering in their neighborhood.

· Stayers and movers share similar levels of optimism about the neighborhood (good place to raise children and neighborhood is likely to get better.)

· Homeownership rates among stayers are twice as high compared to movers or newcomers.

Core results indicators among families with children for stayers are considerably better than for newcomers.  Few meaningful differences are noted between stayers and movers, overall. 
At Wave 2, among families with children:

· Newcomers to the neighborhood are considerably less well off than either movers or stayers, particularly in the areas of employment and savings.

While movers, overall, look similar to stayers, important differences emerge when looking more closely at sub-groups of movers.

· Among near and far movers, those who move 2 or more miles are more likely to report having a savings account and getting together with neighbors.  But these “far” movers are also more likely to report their child’s absence from school.

· Movers to high poverty tracts are considerably less likely to have health benefits, a savings account or be saving for anything, or to read to their kids.  They are more likely to report child’s absence from school and less likely to get together with neighbors.  But, even these movers to high poverty tracts are still better off than their newcomer counterparts.
Changes in core results indicators show a range of improving and declining conditions, but these neighborhood-wide changes vary among subgroups.
For example, among families with children:

Employment (neighborhood-wide decrease)

· Stayers show virtually no change on percent of households where respondent or spouse is employed.

· Movers show an increase, especially movers less than 2 miles.

· Newcomers account for all or most of the decline in employment at Wave 2.

Income and Savings (neighborhood-wide decrease)

· As with employment, most of the neighborhood-wide change seen at Wave 2 seems to be explained by the low percentages on these indicators for newcomers.

Health Benefits (no change neighborhood-wide)

· While it appears that movers in all categories are experiencing noticeable declines in the percent who receive health benefits from employment, these differences are not statistically significant.
School Absence (neighborhood-wide improvement)

· Stayers show slight decreases in the percent of kids who missed one or more days of school in the four weeks prior to the survey.

· Movers show considerable decreases in school absence (from 59 to 25%), with improvement being greatest among those that moved within 2 miles, followed by those who moved to a high poverty tract.

· Movers who relocated more than 2 miles from original address and newcomers show similar absence rates that approximate the neighborhood-wide average at Wave 2 (38%).

Reading to Children (neighborhood-wide decrease)

· With the exception of movers to low-poverty tracts, all other categories show reasonably large declines in the percent of children under 12 who are read to. 

· The 4 percent neighborhood-wide decrease masks considerably larger (12 to 15 point) decreases in several sub-groups, including stayers and all categories of movers (except low-poverty).  
· Whereas in many other instances we observed that newcomers were bringing down the neighborhood-wide average, in this case newcomers perform much better on this indicator than other subgroups.
Increases in civic action are concentrated among movers, particularly among those families that moved more than 2 miles or to high poverty tracts.
Civic Action (no neighborhood wide change)

· No change in rates of participation for stayers, but even with the gains made by movers, stayers show the highest rates of civic action among all groups.

· Far movers and high poverty tract movers also show considerable gains on the indicator percent of respondents who have gotten together with neighbors.[image: image1.png]



� Destination neighborhoods are defined as high poverty if the 2000 census tracts poverty rate was above 20%.
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