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The geography of poverty and
opportunity has changed “

We need a new agenda for
metropolitan opportunity




New York-Newark-Jersey City,
NY-NJ-PA Metropolitan Area
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Statistics in this presentation reflect individuals living below the
poverty line, which is much less than a “living wage”

Suffolk County, NY: One Adult, One Child
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Source: MIT Living Wage Calculator



Nationally, suburbs are home to the largest and fastest growing
poor population
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There is more poverty in cities of the New York region, but the
number and share of poor is growing faster in the suburbs

Below-Poverty Population Poverty Rate
m 2000 = 2013 m 2000 =2013
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Source: Brookings analysis of U.S. Census Bureau data



Poor populations rose significantly in most NYC suburbs over the
last decade, but declined in Manhattan and Brooklyn

Change in poor population, 2000 to 2011-13
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Neig borhood Pove ty in the Greater New York Area, 1990
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Neighk rhood Poverty in the Greater New York Area, 2009-13
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Change bd Poverty in the Greater New York Area,

1990 to 2009-13

Percentage-Point Change in Tract Poverty Rate,
1990 to 2009-13
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Many factors have driven suburbanizing poverty
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Region-wide, poverty increased fastest among U.S.-born
suburban residents

Urban and Suburban Poor Population by Nativity (1000s),
2000 and 2013
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Source: Brookings analysis of U.S. Census Bureau data



Housing costs have risen faster in New York City than in
surrounding suburbs

Change in Median Gross Rent,
2000 to 2011-13 (20139%)

m2000 =2011-13
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Source: Brookings Institution analysis of Census Bureau data



Nearby jobs declined in inner-ring suburbs from 2000 to 2012, and
expanded in the urban core
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And suburban poverty brings added challenges




Most NY Metro suburbs have some form of transit, but suburban
residents can reach far fewer jobs via transit than city residents

m City = Suburbs

100%

49%

Transit Coverage Job Access

Source: “Missed Opportunity” (Brookings, 2011)
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The share of students on low incomes has declined in New York
City public schools, but grown in New York suburbs

Share of Students Qualifying for Free
or Reduced-Price Lunch

m 2005-06 =2012-13
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The legacy system of place-based anti-poverty programs
developed over decades does not map easily onto the suburban

landscape

\)5\(\%65“6\‘
“o o® a(\‘,‘o’ér’ef N o
SASECAME
%e(\(' 152 e c)\) 0 0(\,6
&P T oo o
N T R L S
Q( P*SS\ 6\&\6 Q(O R i
0’@»\ O & NS SPS
@Y (o 05 \\6\96 - \)r{\\c .
SANUCICAFP S\
Rt (e
‘e\o\) ((3((\\ o [
N\ 6o 20
C NP
'/Ob b 7;. \‘e\ \e\O P‘SS\
E O/'p .
W/’:A;/o,,,he:[ Wi o, iy 2
oy 3, Slo
Vous, Vatio, " W14 latio, € Acy;,,. er dUCaU
B! i oy Wy s £ e
Sch -[e @rge ated’/l/ 4010/ ro\l'\“g h
P,. Oo/ a/'n nCy o,.l(/ t \el \mnp ad star
Sl‘atogra’hs a,’dC‘Ofnand‘("e’r Gra"s e T‘td\:ar\ ge% ee Grants
e Gy » S, Mup:. 7€ Ap D13 ality St )
C/‘edt. ranl"s, pgpoqedumtye;]m@’/ca Teac\«\er RIO Up a\:dd
/WdCa k Op Emp/oysed St esé-aﬂess ¢ Undere’
7 0 0
5’/oc/re °na ort"n/'tment : anewe und; ® \an
Gran %p,ny ax e rallene® S0
n, erships: o
partn \lenge
Learif® = 5o

S82 billion
10 agencies
81 federal programs

Sop:
Ubsy Cla/ ( r;’nsmida q th
an ry; Uni, eal
"0k Gy Ay, VICRg I 11t Cont e o CEnter
Blog, At o € I, Melegs oS, H Ith .. Migra
ap, K G, * Socj,, Satn, - Pub Care fop 5 1t
G bUS o /'6/71. SU:/SGI']/' ( 0w Center SCho Usip rimr the
rq T ’ Ic, E) ar
ne. ey, S ¢ . for, se
a/y ¢ Cop, 9/71«,-0/7 ‘ ce Hea/a b ap'd 2P/e Care poq oth
Sep . ,n(lf)- /o th a Ital Deye ct (ACA)
(/WA/ 4 Vica ty, Ck Chilg He rS; Title v Ment jp
S 8y, N Progy er
Ran Ol 4. OCk o *af e ater. /c€s B 3 ang
@co,/er Ccesst Tang hilgp, ernal, iy, fa rant
R Visit,-n dEar/
8ra
Q‘o,,
y 5
Co,, W ) (/
9,
e’/e/% ’770/7,-, Keg, 7090
Ry ey, Y Ty, ok o * €
500/; 4. / l/'?[‘ £ % //)C@ Cre ” op
20,7@ O/77/C 6’Sz‘,}) ¢, / /7{/[/9&{; R@,; 0)@ D)
SS/%OG"/) Ver, s o, St C°'77 /:"”e/ ¢
or /QCQ & R 2
N -



Yet innovators across the country are finding creative
ways to navigate this system
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~ Strengthening nonprofits and
the communities they serve. mnﬁ
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.-- MorTcAGE RESOLUTION FUND

meROAD MAP PROJECT

Western Reserve Land Conservancy

Live in Hope


http://mortgageresolutionfund.org/
http://www.waystowork.org/index.php




Philanthropy is helping organizations confront the new geography
of poverty and opportunity in metro areas

Collaborate and Fund
Achieve Scale Integrate Strategically

Possess the capacity el BIEess Invest at the

to provide more than s EenE gnd enterprise level; fund
] programmatic
one type of service in ) outcomes versus
boundaries to address
more than one place outputs; blend dollars

: multidimensional :
at the same time from multiple sources

regional issues



IFF

Greater Midwest

Community development lender, real estate
consultant, and public policy research provider

Works in cities and suburbs across five
Midwestern states (IL, IN, IA, MO, WI)

Grand Victoria Foundation (suburban Chicago)
supported a needs assessment and provided
subsequent funding around early childhood
education in 11 underserved Chicago suburbs



The Road Map Project

South Seattle and King County suburbs

me ROAD MAP PROJECT

Supported by CCER

Uses a collective impact, cradle to career
model to close achievement gaps and
improve outcomes, and relies on a
consortium of public, private, and
nonprofit stakeholders

Works across seven school districts,
including the city of Seattle and six
suburban districts

Seattle Foundation incubated
Community Center for Education
Results, the quarterback organization for
the Road Map Project



Latin American Youth Center
Washington, DC and MD suburbs
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Provides a comprehensive portfolio of
services to young people (education, job
training, housing, entrepreneurship)

Uses “Efforts to Outcome” software to
align practices across its locations

Venture Philanthropy Partners provided
significant multi-year operating support
to enable LAYC and other high-
performing DC-based nonprofits to
expand into nearby MD suburbs



Creating a Metropolitan Opportunity Challenge could help bring
these solutions to scale in regions across the country

Federal Place-Based
Anti-Poverty Programs

S82 Billion; 81 Programs; 10 Agencies

Re-purpose 5% : $4 billion
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Case Study Practtioner Brief Blog Post

www.ConfrontingSuburbanPoverty.org
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