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Definitions

Neighborhood poverty was determined with 2009-13 five-
year estimates from the American Community Survey:

*  Low-poverty neighborhoods; 5% or fewer residents in
poverty

*  Medium-poverty neighborhoods; 5.01 to 24.99% of
residents in poverty

*  High-poverty neighborhoods; 25% of residents in
poverty



Key Findings

*  Not all residents of high-poverty neighborhoods are
low income.

*  Not surprisingly, those living in low-poverty
neighborhoods are more financially stable.

*  Low-income residents in low-poverty neighborhoods
tend to have more financial security than similar
households in higher-poverty communities.

*  Regardless of income, neighborhood poverty matters
for financial security.



Figure 2
Not All Residents of High-Poverty Communities Are Low-Income
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Figure 4

Households in High-Poverty Communities Tend to Be Less
Financially Stable
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Figure 5
Low-Income Households in High-Poverty Neighborhoods Have
Almost No Wealth, While Those in Low-Poverty Communities
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Figure 6
Low-Poverty Neighborhoods Have Higher Homeownership Rates
and Homes of Greater Value Than High-Poverty Communities
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Home Prices Declined Nationally in Recent Years, but Persistently
Lower Values Characterize High-Poverty Communities

$350,000
$305,929
$300,000 9"'—-—________._
$263,700 %
—o— e 14
$250,000 | p—
£ $200,000 —
% $150,000
$102,457 $88,000
® 000 _ 1 4%
$100,000 - — . 14
|
$50,000
$0
2010 201 2012 2013

=== High-poverty neighborhoods == | ow-poverty neighborhoods All neighborhoods




rm\\\\

SPEW

\\\\ CHARITABLE TRUSTS
Figure 8
Low-Income Families in Low-Poverty Neighborhoods Have More
Savings Than Those in High-Poverty Communities

Savings by household income and neighborhood poverty level,
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Figure 9

Low- and Middle-Income Families in High-Poverty Areas Are Less
Optimistic About Their Financial Security
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Figure 9

Low- and Middle-Income Families in High-Poverty Areas Are Less
Optimistic About Their Financial Security
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Figure 10

Neighborhood Poverty Affects Families’ Sense of Financial Security,
Regardless of Their Income
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Conclusion

*  High-poverty neighborhoods, while not exclusively
composed of low-income households, are
characterized by greater financial instability than more

pProsperous areas.

*  Thisis true even when controlling for other economic
factors, indicating that American families’ local
surroundings are critical to their financial security.
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We combine the vision of
a think tank with real-
world experience to:

CFED (Corporation for
Enterprise Development)

empowers individuals and

Identify Good ldeas: CFED’s research

finds ideas with potential for making the

economy work for everyone, particularly
those on the margins.

families to build and
preserve assets by

advancing policies and
Develop partnerships: CFED works

strategies that hE'P them S = = in partnership with diverse
www organizations across the country to

go to college, buy a home, promote lasting change.

start a business, and save

f d f h Bring Them to Scale: CFED brings
Oor now and for the } together community practice, public
policy and private markets to achieve
future. / the greatest economic impact.

—Cfed WWW.Cfed.OI"g u @CFED /CFEDNews cfed.org/blog/inclusiveeconomy
L

expanding economic opportunity




ASSETS & OPPORTUNITY

INITIATIVE

ASSE \/&OPPORTUNITY

RECARD

The Assets & Opportunity Scorecard is a
comprehensive look at Americans' financial
security today and their opportunities to create
a more prosperous future. It assesses the 50
states and the District of Columbia on 130
outcome and policy measures, which describe
how well residents are faring and what states
can do to help them build and protect assets.

The Assets & Opportunity Local Data
Center is a resource for local-level household
financial security data and information,
including estimates of household wealth and
financial access for thousands of cities and
counties in America as well as more in-depth
data profiles for a growing number of cities.

I:Ifed

expanding economic opportunity

ASSET & « PP « RTUNITY

NIRASAN S

The Assets & Opportunity Network is a
movement-oriented group of advocates,
practitioners, policymakers and other working
to expand the reach and deepen the impact of
asset-based strategies. Network members are
on the frontlines of advocacy, coalition building
and service delivery.

AssetsandOpportunity.org

|
|_cfed

expanding economic opportunity

www.cfed.org

u @CFED

/CFEDNews

cfed.org/blog/inclusiveeconom
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61 Measures; 69 Policies

Financial Assets & Income Business & Jobs Housing & Homeownership
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SCIM'RECARD

6| Measures; 69 Policies

Financial Assets & Income Business & Jobs Housing & Homeownership

Predatory Small-

Dollar Lending Microbusiness

) Support First-time
Protections
Homebuyer
Minimum Wage Assistance

Retirement Savings

Medicaid Expansion

Early Education

Access . .
Simplified

Procedures for

College Savings
CHIP Enrollment

Incentives

—Cfed www.cfed.org u @CFED /CFEDNews \ cfed.org/blog/inclusiveeconomy
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Development COUNT | inAmerica

SELECT MAP ASSET POVERTY RATE BYQTY » BY COUNTY & BY METRO AREA % BY STATE

. Barnstable County, MA  7¢
- . »Z e "neRn Count, \ ASSET POVERTY RATE: 12.9%
—_— = Minnesota
AK
Welcome to the Assets & Opportunity
Hi ' Local Data Center! To get started:
L4g

Select any of the 12000+ locations
() inour database by using the
’ search bar above or clicking on
the map.

Use the color-coded tabs at the

EB  hottom & top of the map to toggle
T \ Bl eryeen the site's four data
acramento ) N o [ / measures.
| Galiormia ’ 2 -
e 4 5 1 e [ : 1 ¥ Select one of the "by geography”
Santa Clara/Gounty, ! 2 - S 2 . Y EEETapTy

L3

buttons above the map o change
the map's view (to city, county,
MSA or state)

I:‘ no data

Click the "View Profile" button to
|:| 10 ' see and download all the data for
00%-19.0% qu\;?nggens-ﬁuunty. T 7 . j ¢ a selected place.
[ REETEEIE T = e ’ ! / ' ; [ | b s -

Generate custom reports by
adding locations to "My Places" or
visiting "Create Reports™.

B 2% 26
| PEEETE
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For more tips, and helpful tutorial
gifs, use the Help menu.

.og}

| 500 mi

ASSET POVERTY RATE

Percentage of households without sufficient net warth (total assets minus total liabilities) to subsist at the poverty level for three manths in the absence of income, 2011, SOURCE

assetsandopportunity.org/localdata
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Advancing financial security with:

= New Data

= Strong Coalitions & Partnerships

" Targeted Program & Policy Agendas

expanding economic opportunity



FamilyAssetsCount.org

FAMILY | i . . o
ASSETS | fuamd Financial Insecurity in Boston:
COUNT | bz

iy A Data Profile

n Bom o toxkay 17% of lnln‘nltllnlnpuw}lll
Thoeo kquid mm oo housho i do
mmllmuw-nnm-mumu
Communtios o color bm oo e e @7 | Al rcan dn

oo inBosinnam kuidamo .

Hary varking bmilc oo ving in o sisio o poison fim
Irom [allnginio ki or onon keing s homa 08 hous ohoke of
am uidimd poc

Ve Iy b e Remckk o Mt it Eall
e e B - arsmed

Tho fruiree am Fom 1 o cas arbsn v ey )
Coraniion lor o m O ool o e tha da

ih Cl Communty Dok prron and tha Hice pees
ard rm o, Famdy Aacs Cor looass i prer of
lamiin

‘W ihitosuppn of ihisd sa Hasor Wakh

E;EEI‘IFE f Finandal Insecurity in the Califomia Capital Region:

ekl Rl A Data Profile

Califormia Capital

Region
Households

oo riunty dgrehs i ki umuunmur-_mu
ammis in cormumor proiocion.

Thoarmheis spilghis 3 rango ol dulongos mnkning Bod

= of homooers im msinemoro i 10 o
rouore w0 cou-turdond”, Cro Nt mg
pulkioni o worih i oy canmine e i
Ior ihro ot 0 ik ool eom

= 1&% o Bosonlamdios da ol s @ evings o chy

" Omn Mo bmie e mnkacoo b ey
ax chock coshing o pmycley ko iniho p i o e
o o g thar Farck o e

" Coloparompiation proly mprovos hat he o
inBoson. 7% of Dosioriars wih ki mim m oy
1 of (o vh § achol ork dopron.

Thmwph oy adew doio, imk cod mmwo foriy A O]
i oxd ulicns
1k 3

i v cod buikd Farcvm iofs

FAMILY | Buiding

ASSETS Financial
COUNT | inmerica

e sy k8 vy o Mo ke |3 of haschok in o Cdme Cagial Rogan, which LIGUID ASSET POWERTT
it S oo A P o oKl Donn Counoes b e B v o
I that 3 ar Highor shor of cur noiehbon | 904 o oindy v by vd o ba T hoash mey mm
ooy v o igud amni oo o wdold do o hera oo @ 13 ko o
abwD tha Pty Wl o . i ot they e joh i 8 rrocl i or nder i o
rcomdmpion.
™ [—— f—— Dantfas oot s in ko 1o
or om ks hom. e il e ek tho ooty immlor them mone
il i Rk s sy Sy e naps
acammr prrmb.
ASRET FOVERTY
Acior ook 5 o i vk i i dell e 3 mmon moroxcua niko Cliy o S o s
5 K s Seramests bl B b Byell et gy Crmm——"—
T T T[T e e ——— n
[SEETE Y o

= B of ek b e ey, FIR of cgbeprest el IR Ciont: hevoonaueh ol warih ia o
o Rl el -5 of o, SO o B sl 5% o T e s G s P TR B sraa i,
i

P
— UNBANKED
= a—y

SEETEEEEREEES 5o,

Donl hewa 8 ¢k e
chex e i rally ioprihor wih loa) dvicek g moon
ard irri iz i s ronehen A skl iyineur roson G ing et (0 o mine door v s,

=g ior o e, Ircetng o L ok Brd prmon e ene oo o oo
and il i naa b oo o UHND B BANKED

Tha Mrdirge in iHie mrrmny andin tha Tolow g rpori smpar of 8 o daia ol i el rom Famdy

Aamis Couri,a proged of CFED jiha Cor mraion lor Grier prim Denolopr o ard iho Ao &

Oprnurity i §ao,in por iroH pwith Cai Commun iy Dooloprron. and thoCaomas. Capadl 21 %

Ppion Asmiz & Cppor ity Hoteor k. For morod iz on oo brdics, sl weabmilyssoie o,

or
Thavgh cutioy i doio, imbk ond mmvns Fordp iz Cavrt bwwrome e pmrar of camz in Hron bk oo butsill mo
i frorid sohisy fir prd e cod odeor e ggeo: ood mbee ot ndo domee ood chexk-cashinenr py dey o

aoawom joodes in ow ood il o

A project of CFED in partnership
with Citi Community Development

Report: Nearly 60 percent of
households in Miami-Dade are
one financial emergency away
from poverty

| ha  CIti

expanding economic opportunity



Resources

= Check out our recording on how to use the
Assets & Opportunity Scorecard

= Stay up to date! Join the Assets and
Opportunity Network

= 2016 Assets Learning Conference
Sept. 28-30, DC

--------
.....

| '] Assets Learning
¥ (=, @] Conference|2016
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September 28 -30, 2016 | Washington, D.C.
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What We Have
Learned So Far...




5 Opportunity Predictors
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We Are Segregated
by race and ethnicity

SEGREGATION

1 Dot = 10 People
White
Black

Asian

Hispanic

L 4

UNC CHARLOI'TE P A Data Source! 2010 Census \
CHARLOTTE MECKLENE R

Urban Institute Basemap Sources: Esri, DeLorme, USGS, NPS, Sources: Esri, USGS, NQ,‘I;A-
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Responding
Together




A Layered Approach

B What are the attributes of individuals

that the Task Force hopes to impact?
= Hopes/Aspirations | n d |V| d u al
= Skills/Preparedness

= Connectedness/Social Capital
* Resilience/Grit

B What in our community
network of
resources/programs/su
pport most creates or
constrains opportunity?

= Neighborhood Characteristics
= Education Programs
= Life-Skills Programs
= Criminal Justice Programs

= Workforce Development
Programs

= Faith Community
= Business Community

——-

Community

Systems/Structures

B What about families
most creates or
constrains opportunity?

Family Structure

Family Traditions/Values
Family Planning

Family Income

Parenting Skills/Resources

B What are systemic or
underlying forces and
structures that most
create or constrain
opportunity?
= Housing

Education

Criminal Justice
Segregation

Cultural Values/Norms
Explicit/Implicit Bias
Exclusion/Inclusion
Hiring Practices

Income Inequality/\Na'ies

CHARLOTTE MECKLENByRq

OPPORTUNITY

TASK FORCE



Successes & Challenges

Successes

Public/Private
Partnership

National & local
research

Diverse task force

Broad community
understanding

Rich dialogue

Challenges

Task force selection
“Politics”

Agreement about
“who” we’re targeting

Community
engagement

Defining the long-term
goal
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Engaging the
Community




3 Things
You Can Do
Right Now

1. SIGN UP on the website at www.opportunitycharmeck.org

2. FOLLOW the Opportunity Task Force on Facebook and Twitter

3. SHARE what you’ve learned today

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
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http://www.opportunitycharmeck.org

Neighborhood poverty and financial security
March 3, 2016

Carrie S. Cihak, King County Executive’s Office

King County, WA
m

King County



Seattle-King County Patterns are Similar to Pew Chartbook

Tobacco Use

Life Expectancy

Frequent Mental Distress

Data Source: WA State Data Source: Behavioral Data Source: Behavioral o
Department of Health Death Risk Factor Surveillance System Risk Factor Surveillance System
Certificates and Vital statistics.

Lack of Physical Activity Obesity Diabetes

Data Source: Behavioral ', Dgta Source: Behgvior al Data Source: Behavioral
Risk Factor Surveillance System Risk Factor Surveillance System Risk Factor Surveillance System

To identify geographic areas of need, King County census tracts were rank-ordered from highest to lowest percent of adults
by the indicators noted above. The tracts were then divided into 10 groups. Dark reds show tracts with the highest rates;
dark blues show tracts with lowest rates (note: the Life Expectancy map ranks shortest in dark red to longest in dark blue).

Adverse Childhood Experiences

Risk Factor Surveillance System

Preventable Hospitalization

Data Source:
Comprehensive Hospital Abstract
Reporting System (CHARS); WA State
Department of Health; and the
American Community Survey (ACS),
Census Bureau.


http://www.kingcounty.gov/coo

Communities of

Opportunity

SEATTLE m
@ FOUNDATION

King County

Goal: Improve outcomes in communities
with much to gain

* 20% of the county

* Prevention focus

* Health, housing, economic development and
community cohesion intersections

* Cross-sector collaboration, community
ownership, catalyze additional resources

* Place-based investments, system and policy
changes, toolkit and inclusive learning
community

* Living Cities’ Integration Initiative site




Communities of Opportunity

Working on these complex issues is not new.
It’s how we are working that is transformative.

FROM less of: =—> TO more of:

* Acting in isolation * Embracing innovation

e Protecting status quo and partnerships

* Protecting current roles  * Sharing power and credit
* Imposing solutions * Community-led anad

+ Paying for outputs owned solutions

e Paying for outcomes



|NVEST IN YOUR COMMUNITY 4 Considerations to Improve

Health & Well-Being for All

WHAT Know What Affects Health WEHERE Focus on Areas of Greatest Need WHo Collaborate with Others to Maximize Efforts

Your zip code can be more important than your PEOPLE
genetic code. Profound health disparities exist NONPROFITS
depending on where you live.

HEALTH
INSURANCE

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPERS
e& =N,
BUSINESSES
COLLECTIVE
:::LL:E; @ VISION e EDUCATION
BEHAVIORS S eg "5355;".;2%25 Oo p. QGOVERNMENT

Q FAITH-BASED PHILANTHROPISTS

www.countyhealthrankings.org oty ORGANIZATIONS & INVESTORS

SOCIOECONOMIC
FACTORS

10%
PHYSICAL
CLINICAL
R ENVIRONMENT

HEALTH

How Use a Balanced Portfolio of Interventions for Greatest Impact

;yE'®

« Action in one area may produce
positive outcomes in another.

XA
« Start by using interventions that Four ¥
work across all four action areas. AAC;';’SN t 0
« Over time, Increase investment SOCIOECONOMIC HEALTH
in socioeconomic factors for the FACTORS BEHAVIORS
greatest impact on health and
v oy PHYSICAL CLINICAL

ENVIRONMENT CARE

NATIONAL
4&"?3 PREVENTION

= visiT www.cdc.gov/ CHINAV For 100Ls AND RESOURCES T0 IMPROVE YOUR COMMUNITY'S HEALTH AND WELL-BEING @ STRATEGY Rabert Whod Johnson Foundation



IAP2 Spectrum of
Public Participation

INFORM CONSULT INVOLVE COLLABORATE EMPOWER
We promise We will keep you We will work with youto ~ We will look to you for We will implement what
to keep you informed, listen and ensure your concerns direct advice for formulating  you decide.
informed. acknowledge concerns  are directly reflected solutions and incorporate
and provide feedback  in the alternatives the recommendations into
on how public input developed and let the the decisions.
influenced the public know how they
decision. influenced the decision.

Source: International Association for Public Participation, www.iap2.org. Similar approach used in the King County
Community Engagement Guide, under Tools and Resources at www.kingcounty.gov/equity.



http://www.iap2.org/
http://www.kingcounty.gov/equity

Initial Place-Based Sites, Demographics and Strategies

80%

60%

40% +—

20% -

0% -
% White % Black % Asian % No high  Income
Hispanic  school below

degree  poverty

B Rainier Valley © White Center m SeaTac & Tukwila ® King County Rainier Va”ey

Rainier Valley, pop 41,350: Food innovation district, including l {
healthy food businesses and business incubation; youth wellness, \\,

including violence prevention; multi-cultural community center and . \v.
cultural anchors; strong non-profits; affordable, healthy housing and White Center ':‘ﬁ?f
co-op ownership housing; prevent resident and business ie kw;" Renton{eﬂ
displacement; activate public spaces, including physical activity. J SeaTac & T k" |
4 S€ealac Ukwila

White Center, pop 17,760: Increase access to healthy foods,

. .. . . Normandy Pa
physical activity for youth; prevent resident and business

displacement; improve housing quality/home repair, including
asthma prevention; business incubation; affordable/mixed income
healthy housing and ownership opportunities.

Skyway

SeaTac & Tukwila, pop 46,321: Food innovation district, including
healthy food businesses; commercial kitchens; small business
technical assistance; food advocate leadership development; urban
agriculture and affordable healthy housing.

Skyway: planning grant

Auburn: planning grant



Draft Artist Rendering for Food Innovation District at
Rainier Beach Station, South Seattle

community information hub & small
business/entrepreneurship center,
community café

rooftop
greenhouses community college

town square
*a / classrooms

marketplace
food bank

=2 P = aggregator &
4| value-added
=108 | production

PP
e

|

—— teaching & =~ %
"/ incubator
I kitchens




Best Starts for Kids Investments

$392.3 million over six years (avg. of $65.4 million/year)

* 50% allocated to ages prenatal to 5
* 35% allocated to ages 5to 24
* 10% allocated to Communities of Opportunity

* 5% allocated to Accountability which includes evaluation and

infrastructure k4] King County

BEST STARTS FOR

SN KIDS
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Thank You

http://economicmobility.org

#PowerOfPlace


http://economicmobility.org/

