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The end of progress toward racial equality:  
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The end of progress toward racial equality: Economic mobility 
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The end of progress toward racial equality:  

Economic mobility 

Isaacs, Julia B. 2007. "Economic Mobility of Black and White Families." in Getting Ahead or Losing Ground: Economic 

Mobility in America. The Pew Charitable Trusts, Economic Mobility Project. 
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Neighborhood disadvantage over 7 generations 
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Neighborhood disadvantage over 7 generations 
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Decomposing the racial gap in income mobility 

Sharkey. 2012. Stuck in Place. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 
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Decomposing the racial gap in annual hours worked 

Sharkey. 2012. Stuck in Place. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 
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Decomposing the racial gap in wealth mobility 

Sharkey. 2012. Stuck in Place. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 



Raw scores on tests of broad reading skills and applied problems skills, 

by neighborhood poverty status over two generations 

Sharkey and Elwert. 2011. “The Legacy of Disadvantage: Multigenerational 

Neighborhood Effects on Cognitive Ability.”  American Journal of Sociology.  
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Adjusted scores on tests of broad reading skills and applied problems 

skills, by neighborhood poverty status over two generations 

Sharkey and Elwert. 2011. “The Legacy of Disadvantage: Multigenerational 

Neighborhood Effects on Cognitive Ability.”  American Journal of Sociology.  
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Policy with the capacity to:  

 

• Disrupt multigenerational patterns of neighborhood inequality 

 

• Generate transformative changes in places and in families’ lives 

 

• Withstand fluctuations in the political mood and the business cycle 

“Durable urban policy” 



Martin Luther King Jr., in a speech just months before the passage of 

the 1968 Fair Housing Act and his assassination:  

 

“We must constantly work toward the goal of a truly integrated 

society, while at the same time we enrich the ghetto…We must work 

on two levels.  We should gradually move to disperse the ghetto, and 

immediately move to improve conditions within the ghetto…” 



What does “durable” mobility look like?  

Gautreaux and Moving to Opportunity 

Sampson 2010. “Moving to Inequality: Neighborhood Effects and Experiments Meet 

Social Structure.” American Journal of Sociology.  

Map from DeLuca and Rosenblatt (2008).  

“Can poor black families escape segregated neighborhoods?” 



What does “durable” mobility look like?  

Gautreaux and Moving to Opportunity 

Ludwig et al. 2012. “Neighborhood Effects on the Long-Term Well-Being of Low-Income Adults.” Science.   

Keels et al. 2005. “Fifteen years later: Can residential mobility programs provide a long-

term escape from neighborhood segregation, crime, and poverty?” Demography.  
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• Mobility policies that promote dramatic, sustained changes in 

families’ environments 

– Example: Gautreaux/Baltimore Mobility Program 
 

• Investments that reach multiple generations 

– Example: New Hope, Promise Neighborhoods 
 

• Investments with the potential to create permanent or 

transformative change in communities 

– Example: Choice Neighborhoods 
 

• Investments/programs/policies with the potential to withstand 

shifts in economy and political mood 

– Example: ? 

“Durable urban policy”  



Thank you 


