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Purposive Choice of Neighborhood to Raise Children by
Education of Mother
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Quality of Neighborhood for Child Rearing Improves with
Education of the Mother
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Figure 1: Average Income in Area of Residence and Moving Pattern, by
Time to/from Birth of First Child
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Figure 2: Family Moves to New Parish, by Time to/from Birth of First
Child
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Figure 3: Move to New Parish, by Time to/from Birth of First Child
(Conditional on Move during First Child’s Childhood)
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Figure 4: Move to New Parish, By Time to/from Birth of Second Child
(Conditional on Move during First Child’s Childhood)
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Location Choice

1 Most moves made by young parents prior to the start of school.
2 Gaps in neighborhood quality remain large and persist during

adolescence.
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Family Moves Not Random
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Should We Break Up Neighborhoods?
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Busing? Forced Relocation?
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U.S. Data on Busing African Americans Ambiguous
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Figure 5

Data: PSID geocode Data (1968-2013), matched with childhood school characteristics; court-ordered 
desegregation case litigation data (1954-2000; Brown Univ/American Communities Project).  Analysis 
sample includes all PSID individuals born 1945-1968, followed into adulthood through 2013, who grew 
up in school districts that were ever subject to court-ordered desegregation. (N=8,548 individuals from 
3,562 childhood families, 631 school districts).

Models: Results are based on non-parametric event-study models that include: race-specific school 
district fixed effects, race-specific year of birth fixed effects, race*census division-specific linear cohort 
trends; controls at the county-level for the timing of hospital desegregation*race, roll-out of "War on 
Poverty" & related safety-net programs (community health centers, county expenditures on Head Start (at 
age 4), food stamps, medicaid, AFDC, UI, Title-I (average during childhood yrs), timing of state-funded 
Kindergarten intro); controls for 1960 county characteristics (poverty rate, percent black, education, 
percent urban, population size, percent voted for Strom Thurmond in 1948 Presidential election*race 
(proxy for segregationist preferences)) each interacted with linear cohort trends; and controls for 
childhood family characteristics (parental income/education/occupation, mother's marital status at birth, 
birth weight, gender). Standard errors are clustered at the school district level. Results for whites not 
statistically significant from 0 (see Appendix Figures C1b-C2b).
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Figure 6FIGURE 10

FIGURE 11 FIGURE 12

Data: PSID geocode Data (1968-2013), matched with childhood school characteristics; court-ordered desegregation case litigation data (1954-2000; Brown Univ/American Communities 
Project).  Analysis sample includes all PSID individuals born 1945-1968, followed into adulthood through 2013, who grew up in school districts that were ever subject to court-ordered 
desegregation. All person-year observations (ages 20-50) are included except those in which individual was in school (N=142,499 person-year family income observations, 9,156 individuals 
from 3,702 childhood families, 645 school districts). 

Models: Results are based on non-parametric event-study models that include: race-specific school district fixed effects, race-specific year of birth fixed effects, race*census division-specific 
linear cohort trends; controls at the county-level for the timing of hospital desegregation*race, roll-out of "War on Poverty" & related safety-net programs (community health centers, county 
expenditures on Head Start (at age 4), food stamps, medicaid, AFDC, UI, Title-I (average during childhood yrs), timing of state-funded Kindergarten intro); controls for 1960 county 
characteristics (poverty rate, percent black, education, percent urban, population size, percent voted for Strom Thurmond in 1948 Presidential election*race (proxy for segregationist 
preferences)) each interacted with linear cohort trends; controls for childhood family characteristics (parental income/education/occupation, mother's marital status at birth, birth weight); and 
controls for gender, age (cubic), svy year FE. Standard errors are clustered at the school district level. Results for whites not statistically significant from 0 (see Appendix Figures C5b-C6b).
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Busing in Denmark: Migrants’ Children

Math Test Score Distress
Effect of Busing -0.220∗∗ 0.239∗

(0.096) (0.132)
Source: Table 6 Table 8
in Damm, Mattana, and Nielsen (2021).
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