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Executive Summary
The declining presence of children in the nation’s dense urban areas has been a matter of concern 
for years, and this trend has only continued since the 2020 pandemic. In light of this pattern, this 
report assesses the family-friendliness of more than 200 metro areas across the U.S., using a wide 
variety of data sources, including the Census Bureau’s 2017–21 American Community Survey. It 
discusses which places have the most children, where families with children choose to move, and 
how metros fare on measures of well-being such as educational achievement, social mobility, 
social capital, and child poverty.

An accompanying data tool that I created allows readers to see how well each of these variables 
correlates with all the others.1 Cost of living emerges as an overwhelming theme of these correlations: 
the metros that are home to the most children, as well as the metros attracting the most family 
migration, do not strongly tend to be the ones with, for example, high educational achievement, 
low child mortality and homicide rates, and strong upward mobility. Some of these correlations 
are even in the “wrong” direction. Rather, the metros that are objectively attractive to families are 
the ones with low cost of living, including affordable housing and child care.

This report also offers suggestions as to how cities and other levels of government might make 
urban living more attractive to families with children. The single biggest suggestion is to bring 
down the cost of housing by increasing supply, which is currently held back by intense zoning 
regulations. Major metro areas cannot compete directly with the combination of advantages that 
smaller ones boast—cheaper housing plus more space—but they certainly can make housing 
more affordable, continue to offer their own cultural and economic advantages (areas where 
smaller cities cannot compete), and make public spaces more accessible and friendly to children.
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Introduction: Why Family-Friendly 
Metros?
I grew up in a suburb of Green Bay, Wisconsin. But like a lot of Americans, I was drawn through 
education and employment to much bigger cities—even though city life, as such, held little 
appeal for me. By 25, I had been to college near Chicago, held two jobs in Washington, D.C., and 
moved up to New York City. I was “moving to density,”2 as countless young adults have through 
American history, simply because the opportunities of urban areas outweighed the downsides. 
I did not own a car.

Yet everything played out in reverse. A little before we hit 30, my wife and I decided to return to 
the D.C. area to have kids. Relative to New York, at least, it was a little more affordable to buy a 
home with bedrooms for kids (and a yard, to boot) in the farther-out Northern Virginia suburbs; 
fortuitously, both our employers had D.C. offices and an openness to working from home. Fast-
forward another 10 years and three children, and it had become even more feasible to do our 
writing and editing jobs from anywhere in the country—and in the meantime, the pandemic 
and coastal America’s response to it, which had included an attempt at virtual kindergarten for 
our eldest, had taken its toll.

Now we live in a suburb of Green Bay, Wisconsin.

This is more than a personal anecdote. Cities throughout the U.S. are experiencing these dynamics. 
They have suffered population losses and declining school enrollment,3 though, by one recent 
analysis, cities’ population loss seems to be slowing.4 Downtown office buildings and the surrounding 
businesses are especially being clobbered, as even those who continue living in and around cities 
are going to the office less.

Working from home has risen dramatically, despite some debate over the precise extent of the 
increase.5 A February 2023 Pew Research Center survey found that about 40% of Americans have 
“teleworkable” jobs and that, of those, about 35% work remotely all the time, with the latter number 
up from just 7% before the pandemic.6 An even more recent analysis found that, for Americans 
aged 20–64, 28% of paid workdays were worked from home as of mid-2023, up four times from 
2019 and 10 times from the 1990s.7 The American Time Use Survey, which chronicles what each 
respondent did in a single day, finds a much smaller increase, with the share of employed people 
working from home on the day in question rising from 24% to 34% between 2019 and 2022.8 
But whether the change is 10 points or four times, that’s an enormous shift in the forces bringing 
workers to their employers’ physical locations in just a few years.

And those forces matter. There are certainly many people who love dense city life for its own 
sake—but a significant fraction of city dwellers do not. In one recent poll, nearly a third of New 
York City residents said that they wished they lived somewhere else, and two-fifths said that the 
city was not a good place to raise a family.9 Fifteen years ago, discussing a similar poll asking New 
Yorkers whether they would leave if they could, the economist Steven Landsburg joked that the 
results proved that “37 percent of New Yorkers lie to pollsters,” as anyone who actually wanted to 
move out of New York City was perfectly free to do so.10 It’s fair to say, though, that these polls 
capture a sense of subjectively enjoying a place. Brute economic incentives can override these 
offhand judgments; but when economic incentives change, it can free people to do what they 
previously “wanted” to do only abstractly.
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Even if trends stabilize soon, the current flight from density interacts in interesting ways with a 
much older debate. Going back two decades, one of the big concepts within urbanism has been 
the “creative class”; Richard Florida famously suggested that this hipster crowd was key to cities’ 
fortunes,11 and pop-culture hits such as Sex and the City glamorized urban life for the single and 
well-to-do. Ali Modarres and Joel Kotkin, in a much-discussed 2013 City Journal article, lamented 
a corollary of this focus—namely, that big cities, especially inner cores, were becoming “childless,” 
with the under-18 percentage of the population declining as total population grew. Cities had 
become “playgrounds for the rich, traps for the poor, and way stations for the ambitious young 
en route eventually to less congested places.”12

A 2019 article for the Atlantic by Derek Thompson continued the discussion and provided the 
startling statistic that since “2011, the number of babies born in New York has declined 9 percent 
in the five boroughs and 15 percent in Manhattan.”13 Compiling changes between the 2010 and 
2020 censuses, the Annie E. Casey Foundation recently documented a roughly 1.5% decline in the 
nationwide under-18 population, a 2.2% decline in the 100 largest cities, and far bigger declines 
in some major individual cities. Los Angeles saw its number of children fall 14%; Chicago, 12%; 
Baltimore, 15%.14

A pandemic, a crime wave, and a growing ability of knowledge workers to do their jobs without 
living in urban centers have only continued the decline of children’s presence in cities, especially 
dense inner cores. A recent analysis from the Economic Innovation Group15 concluded that, just 
from the beginning of the pandemic through mid-2022, the under-five population had shrunk 6% 
in large urban counties, 3% in small urban counties, 1.6% in suburban counties, and not at all in 
the exurbs, with declines also concentrated in coastal cities. It further found that, while urban areas 
were losing population in general, they were losing small children especially quickly, primarily 
owing to changes in migration rather than births. And it identified a “doughnut effect,” in which 
under-five population growth was better in areas surrounding cities than in cities themselves.

The question underpinning the childless-cities debate is thus as relevant as ever: Should anyone 
care if big cities are devoid of children? Cities certainly should worry that they’re losing taxpayers 
in general, especially if that trend continues much longer. But why is it a problem if, say, New York 
City and San Francisco, especially their densest and wealthiest areas, are way stations for many 
of the people who live in them—places for the young and educated from around the country to 
establish themselves, heading elsewhere if they decide to start families?

There are several reasons to worry, from a variety of ideological perspectives.

The most fundamental answer comes from the pro-natalist perspective: if great numbers of 
Americans are going to live in large metro areas when they’re young and single, but do not want 
to raise children there—either because it’s too expensive or because the environment is not 
suitable—that can force extremely difficult decisions when it comes to fertility. America’s overall 
fertility rate is well below replacement at this point, having fallen during the Great Recession and 
having never recovered. The inhospitability of big cities to children, despite their attractiveness to 
young adults, could be one target for policy reforms.16

One can debate whether a childless city has no future, or whether, instead, generation after generation 
of bright young people could simply move into big cities and then move out again if and when 
they settle down. It seems much more obvious that a childless country has no future—and that 
having large population centers serve as hubs for childbearing-age young Americans, yet offer few 
attractive options after those Americans have children, can hardly be helping in this regard. It is 
very difficult to change fertility rates with government policy, so every possible lever is important.
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There are other reasons to lament childless cities as well. Thompson, in his 2019 piece, added this 
note from the economic left: “It’s incoherent for Americans to talk about equality of opportunity 
in an economy where high-paying work is concentrated in places, such as San Francisco and 
Manhattan, where the median home value is at least six times the national average. Widespread 
economic growth will become ever more difficult in an age of winner-take-all cities.”

Some would add environmental concerns. Humans do less damage to the environment when 
they live in denser places. They drive less, or might be able to eschew car ownership entirely, 
relying instead on public transit and even walking. Their buildings and streets occupy less space 
and displace less of nature, per person.

Other potential arguments abound. It might be seen as socially unhealthy for urban residents to 
rarely see children, or perverse for cities to deliberately exclude parents by, for example, blocking 
the creation of multi-bedroom apartments or day-care centers (cf. the discussion of “vasectomy 
zoning”).17 Cities themselves could benefit from having children grow up with a long-term 
attachment, both to the particular city and to urban life in general. After all, most children don’t 
go too far when they become adults. According to one recent study, “At age 26, 69% of individuals 
live in the commuting zone where they grew up. 80% of young adults have travelled less than 100 
miles and 90% travelled less than 500 miles.”18 City partisans may not want to deprive children 
of the unique experiences of growing up urban.

With all this in mind, I set out to rank U.S. metro areas on numerous dimensions of family-
friendliness. Informed by my findings, I also put together suggestions for making city life more 
attractive to families.

Why consider entire metro areas, defined to include central cities and surrounding counties with 
strong commuting ties, rather than just central cities themselves, or compare cities with their 
own suburbs? In truth, all these approaches are valuable, and I’ll reference other research to fill 
in some of the many gaps left by my own analysis, but there is much to be learned from looking 
at entire metro ecosystems.

It does seem inevitable—in the modern, First World, U.S. context—that some dense neighborhoods 
packed with small apartments will be popular among the young and trendy, while roomier 
neighborhoods and suburbs will offer single-family lodging and other stroller-accessible amenities 
to those settling down. I would not have wanted to live in my quiet single-family neighborhood, 
with kids on bikes clogging the streets, when I was 25, and I would not want an unmarried-20-
something-packed New York City apartment building next door now. But it is one thing for 
different parts of a metro area to serve residents at different stages of their lives, while work and 
entertainment downtown bring everyone together—and another thing for a metro to drive 
children away entirely.

Fortunately, differences in the presence of children are much less pronounced at the metro-area 
level than at the level of central cities alone. Notoriously childless San Francisco, for example, has 
a population that’s only about 13% under 18,19 but the San Francisco–Oakland–Berkeley metro 
area, by contrast, is about 20% minor in my data, below the nationwide figure of roughly 22%, 
but not shockingly so. 

As we shall see, there remain enormous differences between metro areas in terms of how many 
children there are, how many children are moving in, and how well children fare. Cataloging those 
differences and seeing what can be inferred from them is the purpose of this report.
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Measuring Family-Friendliness
To dig into these issues in an objective way, I start with the 2017–21 five-year sample of the 
Census Bureau’s American Community Survey, relying on the metro-area classification provided 
by IPUMS, a project of the University of Minnesota Population Center that formats census data 
and adds extra variables.20 Combining five years greatly increases the sample size—the full data 
set, including Americans of all ages, has more than 15 million observations. The period covers a 
mix of the pre-pandemic status quo and the pandemic years, in the hope that a combination of 
the status quo ante and the Covid-19 shakeup will bear some resemblance to the future.21 I have 
data on about 250 metro areas, containing about three-quarters of the entire U.S. population. 
From there, I merge in metro-level data from a myriad of other sources.

The combined data set is necessarily messy in some ways. IPUMS itself is unable to identify 
certain metro areas (including those based around Charlottesville, VA, and Flint, MI) because the 
boundaries don’t correspond closely enough to publicly released geographies; different sources are 
sometimes missing data for different metros, use slightly different classification systems, or cover 
somewhat different periods; in some cases, I had to combine county-level data into metro areas, 
despite missing some smaller counties.22 In the aggregate, however, these data offer a clear picture 
of where children live, where families are moving, and where children are thriving. They facilitate 
fun rankings in the spirit of a classic BuzzFeed listicle (“see how your city measures up!”) and reveal 
systematic patterns. An overriding theme, for example, is that places with lower density and cheaper 
housing have a far higher presence of children and a greater net in-migration of families today.

I assembled a total of about 35 variables. An accompanying data tool shows how well every variable 
correlates with every other, complete with scatterplots, and serves as a backbone for much of my 
analysis. These calculations are weighted by population, so that the relationships represent where 
people actually live and to account for greater measurement error in smaller metros.

Some explanations and caveats before we proceed: the correlations are calculated on a scale of –1 to 
1, with negative numbers indicating that when one variable is higher, the other tends to be lower. 
(Think temperature and the percentage of people wearing long sleeves.) An admittedly crude way 
of interpreting these statistics is that relationships, positive or negative, of 0.2 or lower are weak (in 
these data, correlations much below that threshold are mostly statistically insignificant, meaning 
not clearly different from zero); relationships of 0.4 to 0.6 are moderate; and relationships of 0.6 
or higher are strong.

Note that measurement error reduces correlations, and some variables in the data set are measured 
much more precisely than others, owing, for example, to differences in their sources’ sample sizes. 
Also note that correlation does not prove causation. These numbers document which variables tend 
to go together, but they do not prove that one is caused by another. To answer causal questions, as 
appropriate, I will reference other research and, now and then, resort to common sense.

5

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions



Where Are the Children, and 
Where Are They Going?
The simplest measure of a place’s family-friendliness is simply how many children (more specifically, 
minors under age 18) live there. Places with lots of children, by definition, are places where parents 
choose to raise their families.

Most of this report will focus on numbers at the level of metro areas, but the large sample sizes 
of the American Community Survey, combined from 2017 through 2021, allow this fundamental 
statistic to be calculated at a much smaller level of geography, specifically “Public Use Microdata 
Areas” (PUMAs) containing only about 100,000–200,000 people apiece. This reveals an abundance 
of children in the middle of the country, with Utah standing out, and noticeable stretches of child-
starved regions on the coasts (Figure 1). 

Figure 1

Percent Minor, by PUMA

Source: Author’s analysis of 2017–21 American Community Survey, accessed via IPUMS

Note: The median PUMA is white, with blue representing higher child shares and orange, lower ones.

Of course, some of these patterns are driven by the heightened presence of the elderly, rather than 
a young-adult population that skews childless, and one might want to distinguish the two. (There is 
more of a public-policy argument for making economically thriving metros more family-friendly 
than for shoehorning families with children into retirement communities, for example.) Outside 
the elderly havens of Florida, though, the map looks quite similar when the denominator is the 
under-55 population rather than the total population. 
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Moving up to the level of metro areas, Table 1 lists the most and least child-dominated metros 
with at least 250,000 population.23 (The smaller Punta Gorda, Florida, metro area wins the least-
children contest without that restriction. Generally, numbers for smaller metros are measured less 
precisely, and 250,000 serves as a decent proxy for whether the average reader might have at least a 
passing familiarity with the place.) For this and similar tables later in the report, I provide the top 
and bottom of the list, with the middle excluded, with the full rankings available for download.24 
Interestingly, the bottom of the list is dominated by aging areas rather than big-city metros; less 
surprisingly, the higher-fertility Mormon and Hispanic populations are strongly represented in 
the metros at the top of the list.

Table 1

Most and Least Child-Heavy Metro Areas

Source: Author’s calculations based on 2017–21 American Community Survey, accessed via IPUMS

The ACS data allow me to look at the presence of children through other lenses as well. One 
has to do with migration: When families with children move from one U.S. metro to another, 
where do they leave and where do they go? Subtracting each metro’s leavers from its arrivers as 
captured in the ACS and then dividing by population yields a rough estimate of net migration 
per capita25—“rough” because the survey tracks past-year migration and only a small percentage 
of families move every year, so the effective sample sizes here are reduced massively. (Also, some 
metros—most notably, Boston and Denver—are, for technical reasons, missing from the IPUMS 
variable used to identify leavers, and thus must be excluded.) Since the estimates are imprecise, I 
will highlight some bigger metros rather than making a list: the NYC, San Jose, and Miami26 metro 
areas stand out as places losing children, while the Raleigh and Austin metros are gaining children.

Is there anything special about where children are moving, as opposed to other Americans? 
Yes, but perhaps not as much as one might think. Using the same methods but focusing on the 
migration of adults aged 25–54 (“prime age”), I calculated the same numbers for parents living 
with children under 18, adults with no minor children in the household, and adults with and 
without BAs. All these variables are positively correlated with one another, at about +0.5 or higher. 
Generally, metros’ levels of appeal follow a similar gradient for prime-age adults of all education 
and parenthood statuses.
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As a reliability check and an additional exercise, I measured child migration using the University 
of Wisconsin Applied Population Lab’s Net Migration Patterns for U.S. Counties data set, which 
ends at the 2010s and remains in “beta” but uses methods considerably more precise than those 
of the ACS.27 The research team behind the data calculates migration by combining census data 
with birth and death records, comparing actual populations with a counterfactual in which births 
and deaths are the only factors that change, the difference indicating the level of migration. I 
aggregated county-level estimates into metro areas, which should help address one limitation of the 
data, which is that some mothers give birth in hospitals in nearby counties where they do not live.

Children’s migration patterns from the 2010s do correlate with patterns in the overlapping 2017–
21 period (+0.47). However, migration patterns have shifted in important ways recently, especially 
after the pandemic and the rise of remote work, which is evident in the different ways these two 
measures correlate with other variables. In the 2017–21 ACS, net child migration is highest in 
areas where less of the adult population holds a BA (–0.48); subbing out the ACS migration 
variable for the UW variable eliminates the link. Similarly, the ACS data show child migration to 
be highest in areas that have lots of children in general among the under-55 population (+0.38), 
but the connection is not evident using the UW measure. In more recent years, children have 
been moving to places with more children and fewer highly educated adults in a way they had 
not been previously.

Last, I analyze how many kids under age five are living with each woman aged 16–49 in the data 
set, not merely asking which metros have the most fertile populations (which would be mostly 
redundant with the minor-share-of-population analysis presented above) but statistically controlling 
for a myriad of demographic variables—specifically, age, race, ethnicity, ancestry, state or foreign 
location of birth, and education level. This analysis does not necessarily prove that certain metro 
areas cause new births or fertile young families to move in from elsewhere, but it shows which 
metros have more young children than one would expect from the demographics of local women 
in the age range where women are most likely to be bearing and raising young children. I focus 
on women, of course, because they are typically most likely to have the children in the event of 
a breakup or to be raising children alone for other reasons, and therefore the number of under-
five kids living with a woman is a very good indicator of her recent fertility.

Table 2 displays the coefficients from a Poisson regression, where each observation comprises data 
from one woman surveyed in the ACS, with larger numbers representing that if a woman lives 
in a certain metro, she tends to have more young children than demographically similar women 
elsewhere. The New York City metro area is set as the “reference category” and is thus fixed to 
zero. The results can approximately be interpreted in percentage terms, such that a coefficient of 
+0.05 means that women in the given metro have about 5% more young children living with them 
than demographically comparable women in the NYC area. The regression is performed on all 
available metros but, as always, I rank only those with at least 250,000 population.
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Table 2

Highest and Lowest Multiple Regression Coefficient of 
Metro Area on Number of Own Children Under Five

Source: Author’s calculations based on 2017–21 American Community Survey, accessed via IPUMS

Of course, the dominance of highly Mormon Provo-Orem, Utah, suggests that religion could be 
an important factor not captured in the ACS. This will not be the last time that Provo-Orem 
appears in this report.

The Many Measures of Well-Being
In addition to knowing where kids are being born and moving, we might want to know where 
children are thriving in ways that, while subjective, are widely agreed to be important. To explore 
this question, I compiled a wealth of data on how children fare in various metro areas. These aspects 
of metro areas tend to be fairly stable in the short term, but it is worth noting that different data 
sources cover somewhat different years, and I chose the most recent data when several choices 
were available.

These numbers enrich our understanding of which metros are friendliest to children. Viewed 
alongside migration and fertility patterns, they help us see whether metros that are healthy for 
children are also the ones where families are forming and moving.

Education

An issue of special concern, for families looking to move and for social scientists studying upward 
mobility, is the quality of schools. Actually measuring school quality, however, is difficult, since 
schools differ widely in the students they serve, and different demographics of students face 
different obstacles. Even a very good school could have middling test scores if it serves highly 
disadvantaged students, for instance, while even a mediocre school might boast high test scores 
if it serves the privileged.
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I thus measured metros’ public school quality in three ways, all of them drawing on the Stanford 
Education Data Archive (SEDA),28 which provides numerous statistics summarizing metros’ 
educational performance29 and offers demographic information.

One measure is simply state test scores, which SEDA converts to a common metric. This represents 
overall student performance, which is of interest even aside from its (limited) value as an indicator 
of school quality. The second measure is the “grade slope” of test scores as calculated by SEDA, 
which represents the “learning rate” from grade to grade.

The third measure stems from my own analysis of SEDA’s data: I created a model that, at the 
metro-area level, predicts average test scores based on metros’ median income, unemployment, 
rate of female-headed households, percentage of adults with a BA, and percentages of students 
who are English-language learners, receive free lunch, and are black, Hispanic, Asian, and Native 
American—a total of 10 control variables to account for factors outside schools’ control, plus a 
weight for the total number of assessments given so that bigger metros exert more influence on the 
results. The extent to which each metro outperforms or underperforms what one would expect, 
based on these factors, is captured in the model’s “residuals.”30 Of course, an adjustment like this 
is never perfect; for example, the Asian and Hispanic populations are diverse within themselves, 
and controlling for the overall categories cannot account for that. And there are certainly many 
education-relevant societal factors not captured in this or any data set.

Interestingly, these three metrics measure rather different things. The test-score slopes are not 
strongly related with either of the other measures. Places with the highest test scores, with or 
without adjusting for demographics, do not also tend to have the fastest academic progress. The 
demographic-adjusted test scores still correlate with the overall test scores that they are calculated 
from, unsurprisingly—but only at +0.53.

Which metros have the best and worst education thus depends on how one prefers to conceptualize 
good education (Table 3). In the cross-correlations, most of the relationships are rather weak, 
though the minor share of the under-55 population is higher in places with low test scores (–0.38), 
and net child migration is higher in places with slower learning rates (–0.27). City-to-suburb 
movement likely takes kids to places with better schools, but the metro-to-metro moves captured 
in my data show little sign of this.31
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Table 3

Top and Bottom Metros, by Three Measures of Public School Quality

Source: Author’s calculations based on Sean F. Reardon et al., “Stanford Education Data Archive (Version 4.1),” 2021

Upward Mobility and Social Capital

In a landmark 2018 study,32 economists Raj Chetty and Nathaniel Hendren leveraged tax data 
to show that some counties cause more upward mobility than others—moving beyond raw 
correlations by analyzing the outcomes within families that move between counties, with younger 
siblings spending more time in the new place. I rely on their causal estimates of how much adult 
income increases or decreases when a child born at the 25th percentile of the national income 
distribution spends an extra year in a given county.33 The county-level estimates can easily be 
aggregated to metro areas (which, after all, are collections of counties), as long as one gives more 
populous counties more weight in computing the averages.

Relatedly, Senator Mike Lee’s Social Capital Project aggregated numerous signs of social capital34—
such as family unity, philanthropy, and strength of friendships—into a public index. A less intricate, 
but still commonsensical, measure of social capital is simply the proportion of adults in each metro 
who hold BAs. These I calculated from the ACS data discussed above, restricted to those aged 25–54.
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Table 4 displays the rankings for these three measures, with Provo-Orem yet again topping a list.

Table 4

Top and Bottom Metros, by Mobility, Social Capital, 
and Adults’ Educational Attainment

Source: Author’s calculations based on Raj Chetty and Nathaniel Hendren, “Impacts of Neighborhoods 
on Intergenerational Mobility II: County-Level Estimates,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 133, no. 3 (August 
2018): 1163–1228; U.S. Congress, Joint Economic Committee, Social Capital Project, “The Geography of 
Social Capital in America,” April 2018; and 2017–21 American Community Survey, accessed via IPUMS

The mobility and social-capital-index measures (columns 1 and 2 in Table 4) tend to correlate 
weakly, if at all, with measures of where the most kids are living and moving. As with education, 
parents may gain these benefits from shifting from city to suburb, rather than from metro to 
metro. As Edward Glaeser noted: “Cities appear to be almost as bad for upward mobility as they 
are good for productivity.”35

Net child in-migration and minor shares of the under-55 population are both higher in metros 
where fewer prime-age adults have BAs (–0.48 and –0.58, respectively). Less educated women 
tend to have more children: per the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), the total 
fertility rate for those who graduated high school but did not attend college is about two children 
per woman; for those with exactly a BA, it is roughly 1.3.36

Mortality: Health, Crime, and Social Dysfunction

County Health Rankings, a project of the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute,37 
compiles and updates a variety of statistics at the county level. Three are key mortality rates 
drawn from 2014–20 CDC data, which paint a picture of children’s health and the crime and 
social dysfunction that surrounds them in the broader population: child mortality, drug overdose 
mortality, and homicide mortality (Table 5). The top listed metros have the lowest death rates.
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Table 5

Metros with the Lowest (Top) and Highest Selected Mortality Rates

Source: Author’s calculations based on CDC data compiled by County Health Rankings

In the cross-correlations, two things stand out. First, distressingly, metros with higher net child 
migration tend to have more child mortality (+0.42). Second, despite crime being a much-discussed 
reason for people to flee big cities, places with higher homicide rates do not have lower net child 
migration; to the contrary, homicide rates and net child migration correlate weakly and positively 
(+0.17). Yet again, family migration has tended to run from city to suburb, in addition to the 
metro-to-metro moves that I analyze here.

Child Poverty

When asking how children are faring in various metro areas, poverty rates are an obvious factor 
to consider. Even with working from home on the rise, many parents’ fates will be different in 
different places. One recent study found that roughly “half of the variation in mean wages across 
[commuting zones] is attributable to differences in worker ability…. [T]he other half is attributable 
to place effects.”38

But which poverty rate should one use to compare metros? The Census Bureau provides two rates: 
the long-standing Official Poverty Measure (OPM); and the newer Supplemental Poverty Measure 
(SPM). Both measures work by comparing a measure of resources to a threshold representing what 
it costs to satisfy an economic unit’s basic needs, but they differ in fundamental ways.39

OPM counts only cash income, such as wages, salaries, cash welfare, and Social Security payments, 
but ignores in-kind transfers, such as food stamps and even refundable tax credits (sent as a refund 
check if the beneficiary has no tax liability and thus cannot use a tax credit in the traditional 
fashion). It has long been criticized for ignoring the entire noncash safety net, which has grown 
immensely in recent decades.

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions
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Meanwhile, SPM takes a much more comprehensive accounting of a family’s government benefits, 
and its thresholds include a geographic adjustment for housing costs because meeting basic housing 
needs costs different amounts in different places. It even has somewhat different thresholds for 
those who rent, those with mortgages, and those who own their dwellings outright. It is clearly 
much more thorough and sophisticated. Relative to OPM, SPM tends to find much lower poverty 
rates for children and much higher rates for the elderly, since children benefit much more from 
programs such as refundable tax credits.

However, some have taken issue with geographic adjustment.40 Poverty rates not adjusted for local 
costs, for example, better correlate with other measures of well-being, such as owning appliances 
and having secure access to adequate food. However, on a more intuitive level, it seems odd to 
find, as SPM does (to considerable media interest), that California has the worst state-level poverty 
rate in the nation, higher even than Mississippi.41

Since the measures capture different aspects of poverty—specifically, a lack of cash measured in 
the national context vs. a lack of total resources after considering local housing costs—I present 
both (Table 6).42 The Census Bureau did not measure SPM at all in 2020, owing to the pandemic’s 
effects on survey work, so I calculated metro-level child poverty rates over the years 2018, 2019, 
and 2021. (I left out 2017, to avoid giving so much more weight to the pre-pandemic status quo 
than is the case for my other ACS variables.) The top listed metros have the lowest poverty rates.

Table 6

Metros with the Lowest (Top) and Highest Child Poverty Rates

Source: Author’s calculations based on the 2018, 2019, and 2021 American Community Survey. Census 

Bureau poverty files are merged into IPUMS data containing metro-area classifications.

These two measures correlate positively with each other (+0.43), and the extremely high and low 
scorers overlap strongly. But the measures correlate in opposite ways with many other important 
variables. Metros with higher OPM rates tend to have somewhat higher net migration of children 
(+0.19), suggesting that kids are being moved to places with more child poverty. But SPM tells 
the opposite story (–0.34). Similarly, the places with high OPM child poverty tend to have more 
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children living there as a share of the under-55 population (+0.43), suggesting that children are 
disproportionately living in the places that are worst for them economically; but the relationship 
disappears using SPM (–0.11).

Child poverty is the last topic in this section—but not because it is the least important. Instead, I 
discuss it here because the differences between OPM and SPM illustrate an overriding fact about 
my data set: cost of living is a powerful variable that, beyond complicating any analysis of metros’ 
economic pros and cons, seems to have a lot of explanatory power in and of itself. Let’s explore 
that concept in more detail.

Cost (of Living) Rules Everything 
Around Me
Owing largely to accidents of geography, industry, and migration, some cities in the U.S. have become 
packed. For example, New York, America’s most populous city, owes its size largely to geography. 
The water’s “initial depth, the Hudson River and its location, and the other advantages provided by 
the water-borne connection to the Great Lakes ensured that this port would be America’s port,” as 
Edward Glaeser has written. This “attracted manufacturing and services to cater to the mercantile 
firms and to take advantage of their low shipping costs.”43 By the time shipping became easier 
elsewhere, New York’s established density fortuitously helped it serve as a hub for information-
heavy industries that relied on face-to-face contact, such as finance and business services.

New York and other coastal economic hubs such as San Francisco, however, came to resist their 
own densification with intense zoning restrictions. According to Aaron Renn, New York more or 
less capped its own population—which doubled between 1900 and 1960 but has grown only 8% 
since—by refusing to accommodate more people with, for example, taller apartment buildings 
and “scaled up” infrastructure to match. The effect of a cap on housing supply, naturally, is soaring 
prices. Other economic-powerhouse “superstar” cities did similar things.44

These zoning restrictions reduce density relative to what would happen otherwise, but they tend 
to be strongest in the densest places.45 For instance, at the metro level, the Zoning Restrictiveness 
Index, calculated by Matthew Mleczko and Matthew Desmond by processing the text of local 
zoning codes,46 correlates positively and strongly with measures of population density (roughly 
+0.6, or +0.4 with the outlier-but-important New York area removed).47

A side effect of high demand, rising prices, and housing supply constraints is that moving to (or 
staying in) big, productive cities becomes especially difficult for the less educated and lower-
earning, as other research has documented. For these individuals, higher housing costs overtook 
the advantages of higher wages in dense urban places long ago.48 Today, elite coastal metros, and 
dense areas in general, are heavy on the educated, stemming from this effect and from the general 
tendency of the highly educated to cluster in urban centers.

I created a PUMA-level map (Figure 2), similar to the one of the minor percentage of the 
population presented earlier, depicting the percentage of the 25–54 population who hold a BA 
in the 2017–21 ACS. As in the previous map, I set the median PUMA to show up as white—and 
recall that PUMAs are designed to have roughly the same population. But since the high-BA areas 
are so much denser, approximately the same number of people occupy a smaller geography, and 
thus, the orange areas swamp the blue areas on the map visually. The D.C.-to-Boston corridor 
along the East Coast especially stands out.
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Figure 2

Percent of Prime-Age Adults with a BA, by PUMA

Source: Author’s analysis of 2017–21 American Community Survey, accessed via IPUMS

This combination—density, high demand, high housing prices thanks to artificial supply constraints, 
and educated populations—might have been good problems to have, at least from the standpoint 
of city governments, 15 years ago. Yet they put cities in a difficult position when fewer people 
(knowledge workers in particular) are tethered to big cities by jobs reliant on features such as 
ports and face-to-face social contact. As a New York Times analysis of ACS data recently found, the 
educated have now joined the less educated in leaving the most expensive coastal cities.49

It’s not hard to see what is happening. As the economic forces that once shoved these people 
into cities weaken, the option of heading somewhere cheaper and less dense—more room for 
less money—starts to look more attractive. Dense places cannot compete with that combination 
directly, for if they lifted their zoning regulations to bring down prices, they would become even 
more dense, and if they artificially reduced their housing supply to de-densify, they would drive 
prices up. Both room and price are especially pressing concerns for families, as opposed to singles 
and childless couples, whose smaller households require less space and less (or no) spending on 
essentials from diapers to preschool to high school sports equipment. Over time, demand for space 
has risen along with living standards in general, with per-person living space roughly doubling 
over the past half-century.50

In my data,51 there are clear relationships between metros’ cost of living and the presence of 
families. The rent index used to calculate the above-discussed SPM in 2021,52 for example, correlates 
negatively with the minor share of the under-55 population (–0.28) and with net in-migration of 
kids (–0.58). The same is true for an overall cost-of-living measure from the Bureau of Economic 
Analysis53 (–0.45 and –0.58, respectively), as well as population density54 itself (–0.3 and –0.5, 
though the NYC area is an extreme outlier on this variable) and, in the opposite direction, a 
measure of prime-age homeownership55 (+0.33 and +0.51). 

16

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions



I estimated metro-level child-care prices based on the federal government’s county-level National 
Database of Child Care Prices.56 These prices track overall cost of living (+0.73) and are especially 
important to working parents. Child-care prices are far more variable across metro areas than 
other goods57 and thus, unsurprisingly, also correlate with minor shares and net child migration 
(both –0.58). Also unsurprisingly, given the links among politics, density, and family size these 
days, the Trump share of the two-party 2020 vote is linked with minor shares and child migration 
as well (+0.5 and +0.57),58 fitting into a longer-term pattern of blue-to-red migration, documented 
by my former colleague Michael Hendrix.59

Although I hesitate to rely heavily on multiple regression when different variables are measured 
with quite different degrees of accuracy, the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA)’s cost-of-living 
measure does remain a strong predictor of under-55 minor shares and child migration after 
controlling for racial demographics, as well as a collection of measures discussed above (e.g., 
mortality rates, mobility, educational outcomes).60 Of particular note is that child in-migration is 
no longer correlated with child and homicide mortality rates, after controlling for cost of living. 
While hardly dispositive, this is consistent with a theory in which cost differentials are pulling 
children into places with higher mortality rates.

Americans, for good or ill, are raising families in the places where it is most affordable to raise a 
family (Table 7).

Table 7

Metros with Lowest (Top) and Highest (Bottom) 
Cost of Living, BEA 2021 Deflators

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis
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Advice from an Ex-Urbanite
If the status quo simply continues with no effort on the part of big cities to change course, families 
(and perhaps people in general) will likely continue to trickle out. The abrupt jolt of the pandemic 
is fading into the background, and crime rates appear to be inching back toward normal, but 
remote work is here to stay—indeed, it may continue to grow in the long term, as younger and 
growing firms are more likely to offer it.61

But let us not fall into the trap of “no one goes there anymore; it’s too crowded.”62 Dense, 
expensive cities remain, well, dense and expensive. They still have lots of people living there; 
immense economic strength, thanks to concentrations of talent; cultural amenities that smaller 
places cannot match; and high rents, suggesting that even more people would come if they could 
afford it, given that rent levels are the result of what is essentially a bidding process. Even today, 
many big cities have the clear option of growing if they bother to try.

How might cities and their surrounding metro areas attract more families? Here are several 
suggestions, offered based not only on the above data but also from my own experience in fleeing 
two urban centers in the past decade.

End the Housing Stagnation in “Superstar” Cities

The unwillingness of some of the country’s most economically productive and in-demand coastal 
cities to build housing has sparked much academic research and the political YIMBY—Yes in My 
Back Yard—movement. Zoning rules reduce overall economic growth, hinder the upward mobility 
of people who might move in search of a better life, and simply make life more expensive. But 
how do families fit into this pattern and the movement to fix it?

As is their wont, children tend to complicate this debate.63 Aaron Renn has pointed out, for 
example, that making space for families can mean combining units, which urbanists sometimes 
oppose because it reduces density.64 And as I have already noted, big cities cannot compete directly 
with the deal that less dense places offer to families: more space and lower cost.

Yet core cities can bring prices down by building more housing, which would allow the subset of 
parents who don’t mind density, who value the amenities that only a big city can provide, and 
who cannot afford current rents, to move in (or stay). Further densification is certainly possible, 
even in American cities that are already dense: Paris is twice as dense as New York City,65 which 
is far denser than other American cities and is in the middle of its own debate over adding more 
housing.66 Beyond building taller, converting empty office space to housing is an opportunity 
provided by the post-pandemic landscape that minimizes changes to existing structures. (See the 
recent proposal from my MI colleague Arpit Gupta and two coauthors.)67

Even without shifting the minor percentage of the population, such efforts would certainly increase 
the number of kids in cities. As seen above, metros attractive to prime-age adults tend to attract 
parents and nonparents alike. Yet building more housing designed specifically for families, and 
tailoring neighborhoods to match—even when economics, urbanist activism, and developers’ 
preferences all point toward more small apartments for the childless—may well be necessary to 
shift proportions.

18

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions



Whether it is worth it is a subjective question. Modarres and Kotkin painted the picture in 2013:

A more family-friendly city remains possible. The Brooklyn community of Flatbush—
like Staten Island, Queens, and eastern portions of Brooklyn—was built in the first 
half of the twentieth century to appeal to families fleeing the congestion of New 
York’s core.… Flatbush’s tree-lined neighborhoods, such as Kensington and Ditmas 
Park, may be the city’s best hope for retaining middle-class families. These areas still 
have many single-family homes and low-rise apartments. And Cortelyou Road, a 
main drag in Ditmas Park, brims with family-friendly restaurants and shops, though 
it was fairly desolate just a decade ago.… 

For many young families living in New York’s outer boroughs, the availability of 
space, particularly backyards, is deeply important.... Obviously, people who settle 
here are willing to make do with less space than those who, say, move to a far-flung 
exurb in Putnam County. But all are seeking space in communities more amenable 
to family life than are the contemporary city cores.… 

Such opportunities exist elsewhere in America, too, in places where detached single-
family homes—the preferred housing of 80 percent of American adults, according 
to a National Association of Realtors survey in 2011—are often just a short walk or 
ride from the urban core.…

Families are also deeply attracted to open space. The great Frederick Law Olmsted–
designed New York parks, including Prospect Park in Flatbush, are enormous assets 
for families without backyards.68

Other ideas for retooling city infrastructure with kids in mind abound.69 These include slowing 
or outright discouraging traffic, designing bus routes and schedules with schoolchildren in mind, 
making subways and other public spaces stroller-accessible (which also aids the disabled), adding 
shade to facilitate summertime outdoor play, and building small “pocket parks.” At the extreme—or 
at least, an extreme relative to modern American city design and parenting styles—some envision 
children freely roaming safe urban environments.

Even if big cities eschew these approaches and mainly build more housing for the childless, 
declining housing prices in cities can take some pressure off the suburbs as well, allowing families 
to live closer in than they might otherwise be able to afford. (As one fascinating study simulated, 
building a new housing unit for one household, such as a market-rate unit for the better-off, 
quickly affects all sorts of people as the new occupant vacates his previous unit, and that unit gets 
a new owner, and so on down the line.)70

The most in-demand suburbs themselves could also stand to deregulate and build more housing—
common reforms include allowing accessory dwelling units, legalizing duplexes and triplexes rather 
than mandating single-family housing, and allowing more and bigger apartment buildings close to 
transit. If the ultimate goal of a family-friendly urbanism amounts to walkable communities with 
plentiful housing, yet adequate open space, inner-ring suburbs may be an especially promising 
target. A related approach is for cities to build outward rather than upward; anti-sprawl regulations 
(such as growth boundaries, agricultural zoning, and large lot-size requirements) often prevent 
this, but new construction reasonably close to major cities would be highly attractive to families.71

In general, the focus should not be to shove a lot of families with children right in the middle of 
cities’ densest neighborhoods, or to knock down apartment buildings to make room for parks. 
Rather, the realistic goal is to bring inward the “doughnut” of places where people starting families—
and possessing the means to live elsewhere if they so desire—might plausibly choose to settle 
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down. Once again: offering lower prices and more space like small metros and exurbs is not an 
option, but bringing down prices and accommodating children in public spaces while continuing 
to offer the benefits of dense city life absolutely is.

The big political obstacle to YIMBYism is that the status quo exists for a reason. Current residents, 
especially owners and very much including parents, like to keep property values high, houses and 
yards big, apartment buildings short, historical buildings and “character” intact, and outsiders, 
especially the poor ones, out. As a result, action at the state level is often needed to move local 
policy,72 and despite constitutional concerns, there are reasonable arguments for certain forms 
of federal involvement as well. (For instance, federal affordable-housing dollars should arguably 
not go to cities that deliberately make housing unaffordable through zoning.) To the extent that 
higher levels of government override lower ones, the goal should be not to micromanage every 
zoning decision but to require enough flexibility in housing supply to meet demand.

A more structural and less confrontational solution is to make growth profitable for cities, as the 
Manhattan Institute’s Reihan Salam73 and Judge Glock74 have each discussed. For instance, states 
can take on a larger share of the expenses that new families impose on cities, such as education 
costs. Additionally, charging impact fees for new development tends to increase the amount of 
development. Yes, it imposes a cost on the actual developers, but it provides an incentive for 
cities to allow the development to take place at all. Formal “proffer” laws can allow developers 
and policymakers to exchange promises on a legally enforceable basis; a developer might agree 
to build new roads in exchange for zoning changes that allow more building.

Beyond the political difficulties of YIMBYism, a counterintuitive trade-off between housing prices 
and fertility is perhaps worth considering. Research from Lisa Dettling and Melissa Kearney75 
suggests that, in the short term, a $10,000 increase in housing prices reduces fertility by 2.4% 
among renters (who find themselves less able to buy homes) but increases it by 5% among owners 
(who get added financial security from their housing values going up). “At the mean U.S. home 
ownership rate,” Dettling and Kearney summarize, “these estimates imply that the net effect of a 
$10,000 increase in house prices is a 0.8% increase in current period fertility rates.” Other studies 
have similarly found disparate effects for the two groups, though the precise magnitudes vary.76

One should not rush to conclude that reducing housing prices would be counterproductive. For 
one thing, the densest and most expensive places are precisely where homeownership is lowest, 
and thus where even these short-term effects tip in favor of fertility.

Extrapolating these findings over the long term, one would expect more consistent antifertility 
effects from higher housing prices, in perfect harmony with the strong cross-sectional negative 
correlation in my data set between housing costs and the minor share of the under-55 population. 
A one-time increase in housing prices would be expected to increase fertility for a single generation 
of owners yet decrease it for all future generations of renters, who would pay the higher price 
but not gain free equity from the increase itself. Repeated housing-price increases, meanwhile, 
would be expected to have worsening effects over time—each windfall for owners would raise the 
homeownership barrier even higher for renters, and thus the share of owners vs. renters would 
decline over time.

In the densest, most expensive, and most renter-heavy areas, increasing housing supply is an 
unambiguous boon to workers and families. Even in places where homeownership is already 
common, policymakers would be well-advised to keep prices reasonable.

Control Disorder

As noted above, families are not systematically moving to metros with lower homicide rates. But 
this does not mean that crime and disorder are not a concern.
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New York City is an excellent case in point. During the 1990s, the Big Apple famously brought 
its crime rate down. The city still has a lower homicide rate than the U.S. as a whole—30% lower, 
4.8 vs. 6.9 per 100,000 over the 2018–22 period, per CDC data.77 Anyone painting New York as 
a murder-ridden hellscape is simply incorrect. And many of those leaving New York, including 
those famously heading to Florida, are going to places where rates of serious violence are higher, 
not lower.

Yet in the biggest cities, crime and general disorder tend to be much more present to families that 
want a good environment for their children. One can live in the suburbs and drive a minivan 
from one safe location to another in much of the country; but in New York, it’s hard to avoid the 
subway, the attractions downtown, and dense city streets in general. It is of utmost importance 
for those spaces to feel safe, even when murder rates are relatively low.

In a Manhattan Institute poll last year, about 70% of New Yorkers said that crime was a “very big 
problem”; 45% said that crime was increasing a lot, with another 31% saying that it was increasing 
some; and more than half said that they felt “not that” or “not at all” safe on the subway.78 Moving 
west, Gene Balk of the Seattle Times recently drew attention to data from the Census Bureau’s 
Household Pulse Survey, which provides data only on the 15 biggest metros but includes questions 
about whether residents felt pressure to move recently, owing to public-safety concerns.79 The 
Seattle metro topped the list at 7%. Meanwhile, in a poll of San Francisco, only 30% of residents 
said that they feel safe visiting the downtown area at night.80 Taking a broader and more academic 
view, there is research showing that migration to central cities instead of suburbs, particularly of 
wealthier “gentrifiers,” depends partly on crime being under control.81

I will not offer a comprehensive public-safety plan here, though my colleagues at the Manhattan 
Institute have written about these issues extensively.82 The basics are to staff police departments 
adequately, train officers well, put cops where the crime is, incapacitate repeat offenders, maintain 
an orderly environment on public transit, and get the severely mentally ill into treatment.

Offer Educational Choice

If family-size housing is expensive in big cities, so is private school. Those wanting good public 
schools must pay for those, too, because property values partly reflect the right to send kids to 
the school that the property is zoned to. School closures during the pandemic increased many 
parents’ sense of frustration and powerlessness over the workings of the schools to which they 
had been assigned.

As with homicide rates, families are not systematically moving to metros with stronger public school 
performance—but no parent moves without looking into the specific schools that his children 
will attend in the new place. Therefore, in addition to movement between metros, children are 
shifting from central cities to suburbs. Studies show that wealthier parents, in particular, tend to 
move toward better schools83 and that educational quality affects non-metro areas’ ability to draw 
new migrants, for example.84

In urban areas, allowing broader choice is an obvious way to attract parents who may otherwise 
be leery of the local schools in affordable neighborhoods. This can take the form of vouchers for 
private schools, which some red states have been aggressively exploring since the pandemic. (My 
colleague Nicole Stelle Garnett has written about how to maximize these programs’ effectiveness.)85 
But it can just as easily take the form of charter schools, magnet schools, and simply allowing 
parents to send their children to public schools in other neighborhoods. 
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Simply improving public schools across the board is another option that could make families 
more willing to move in. Here, as with policing, funding appears to have a role. More important, 
though, is to spend money effectively86 and to maximize performance using objective measures—
for instance, by expanding high-performing schools while closing failing ones.87

Attract Families or Subsidize Them?

There are profound ideological disagreements when it comes to the role of government in 
bringing families to cities. In some areas, government simply must make the decision—there are 
few libertarian paradises with no zoning laws at all, so the questions of how a city is arranged 
and how much housing may be built are ones for elected officials. In other areas, one may debate 
whether the government should be involved at all, as with subsidy programs. I write from the 
perspective of a conservative with some libertarian tendencies, and I make no apologies for doing 
so; but here, I would like to tip my hat to other regions of the political spectrum.

My primary suggestion of allowing more housing would entail relaxing government restrictions, 
which will please libertarians, fellow conservatives with an emphasis on free-market economics, 
YIMBYs, and, more selfishly, real-estate developers. It is also popular among “supply-side 
progressives”—left-leaning thinkers who decry the tendency of government to restrict supply 
while subsidizing demand (as in the case of housing subsidies and rent control paired with intense 
zoning restrictions) and point to increasing supply as a better alternative.

However, many others on the left strongly embrace the subsidizing-demand aspect of that 
equation, and a growing faction of “New Right” conservatives are also far more friendly to using 
government to achieve their aims. It is not difficult to imagine a more forceful path to cities that 
are more welcoming to families and parents who are more likely to choose cities: offer federal 
grants for (or condition existing grants on) the building of family-size housing, subsidize or 
outright provide housing and child care for families that live in denser areas, mandate play space 
in urban residential neighborhoods,88 and ramp up the taxation of suburban life (particularly 
the environmental externalities).

New spending will have to be paid for eventually, some of these ideas will be more popular than 
others at the ballot box, and, as the supply-side progressives note, subsidies will, to some extent, 
simply increase prices by juicing demand. But it is not as if government programs, with all the 
good and bad they entail, are foreign to the American psyche as a solution to pressing problems. 
And it is not as if you cannot get more of something by subsidizing it, legally mandating it, or 
taxing the alternatives. Those seeking more regulation and redistribution have that right, at least.

Conclusion
The landscape on which cities compete has shifted. Many workers are no longer tied to their 
employers’ physical locations. City life in general has lost some of its luster, thanks to a pandemic 
and a crime wave. And, continuing a long-running trend, families with kids have been among the 
most eager to head to greener, more affordable, less dense pastures.

Big cities can’t provide the combination of low price and ample space that smaller places can. 
Economically, the way to bring down prices is to increase the supply of housing, which also 
increases density. Cities still, however, provide numerous amenities facilitated by density, from 
arts and entertainment to job hubs.
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Large metros can stem their loss of children by leaning in to their strengths. They can attract the 
subset of parents who don’t mind density by bringing down prices, making public spaces safe and 
welcoming to children, and offering every child a decent education.

About the Author
Robert VerBruggen is a fellow at the Manhattan Institute, where he provides policy research, writes for 
City Journal, and contributes to special projects and initiatives in the President’s office. Having held roles 
as deputy managing editor of National Review, managing editor of the American Conservative, editor 
at RealClearPolicy, and assistant book editor at the Washington Times, VerBruggen writes on a wide 
array of issues, including economic policy, public finance, health care, education, family policy, cancel 
culture, and public safety. VerBruggen was a Phillips Foundation Journalism Fellow in 2009 and a 2005 
winner of the Chicago Headline Club Peter Lisagor Award. He holds a BA in journalism and political 
science from Northwestern University.

23

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions



Endnotes
1	 The “Family-Friendly Metros” data tool is located at manhattan-institute.shinyapps.io/

FamilyFriendlyMetros. The data tool is also embedded in the web version of this report.

2	 See Stan Veuger, Philip G. Hoxie, and Daniel Shoag, “Moving to Density: Half a Century 
of Housing Costs and Wage Premia from Queens to King Salmon,” American Enterprise 
Institute, Apr. 9, 2023.

3	 Steven Malanga, “Vanishing Families, Shrinking Schools,” City Journal, July 17, 2023.

4	 William H. Frey, “Pandemic-Driven Population Declines in Large Urban Areas Are Slowing 
or Reversing, Latest Census Data Shows,” Brookings Institution, Apr. 19, 2023.

5	 See, e.g., Scott Winship and Thomas O’Rourke, “Working from Home Has Increased More 
Modestly than Many Believe,” American Enterprise Institute, Sept. 6, 2023.

6	 Kim Parker, “35% of Workers Who Can Work from Home Now Do This All the Time in 
U.S.,” Pew Research Center, Mar. 30, 2023.

7	 Jose Maria Barrero, Nicholas Bloom, and Steven J. Davis, “The Evolution of Work from 
Home,” National Bureau of Economic Research (NBER), working paper 31686, September 
2023.

8	 “American Time Use Survey Summary—2022 Results,” Bureau of Labor Statistics, June 22, 
2023.

9	 “70% Happy They Live in NY; 30% Wish They Lived Somewhere Else,” Siena College Research 
Institute, accessed Sept. 5, 2023.

10	 Steven E. Landsburg, More Sex Is Safer Sex: The Unconventional Wisdom of Economics (New 
York: Simon and Schuster, 2008).

11	 Richard Florida, The Rise of the Creative Class, Revisited (New York: Basic Books, 2012).

12	 Ali Modarres and Joel Kotkin, “The Childless City,” City Journal, Summer 2013.

13	 Derek Thompson, “The Future of the City Is Childless,” The Atlantic, July 18, 2019.

14	 William O’Hare and Yeris H. Mayol-Garcia, “The Changing Child Population of the United 
States,” Annie E. Casey Foundation, Apr. 3, 2023.

﻿15	 Connor O’Brien, “Young Families Have Not Returned to Large Cities Post-Pandemic,” 
Economic Innovation Group, June 29, 2023.

16	 For an overview of the numbers and the difficulty of moving birthrates with policy, see 
Robert VerBruggen, “Natalism Is Expensive,” Law & Liberty, Mar. 28, 2022.

17	 Nolay Gray, “How ‘Vasectomy Zoning’ Makes Childless Cities,” Bloomberg, Jan. 28, 2019.

24

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions

https://manhattan-institute.shinyapps.io/FamilyFriendlyMetros/
https://manhattan-institute.shinyapps.io/FamilyFriendlyMetros/
https://www.aei.org/research-products/working-paper/moving-to-density-half-a-century-of-housing-costs-and-wage-premia-from-queens-to-king-salmon/
https://www.aei.org/research-products/working-paper/moving-to-density-half-a-century-of-housing-costs-and-wage-premia-from-queens-to-king-salmon/
https://www.city-journal.org/article/vanishing-families-shrinking-schools
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/pandemic-driven-population-declines-in-large-urban-areas-are-slowing-or-reversing-latest-census-data-shows/
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/pandemic-driven-population-declines-in-large-urban-areas-are-slowing-or-reversing-latest-census-data-shows/
https://www.aei.org/articles/working-from-home-has-increased-more-modestly-than-many-believe/
https://www.aei.org/articles/working-from-home-has-increased-more-modestly-than-many-believe/
https://www.pewresearch.org/short-reads/2023/03/30/about-a-third-of-us-workers-who-can-work-from-home-do-so-all-the-time/
https://www.pewresearch.org/short-reads/2023/03/30/about-a-third-of-us-workers-who-can-work-from-home-do-so-all-the-time/
https://doi.org/10.3386/w31686
https://doi.org/10.3386/w31686
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/atus.nr0.htm
https://scri.siena.edu/2023/04/12/70-happy-they-live-in-ny-30-wish-they-lived-somewhere-else/
https://www.amazon.com/More-Sex-Safer-Unconventional-Economics/dp/1416532226
https://www.amazon.com/Rise-Creative-Class-Revisited-Anniversary-Revised/dp/0465029930
https://www.city-journal.org/article/the-childless-city/
https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2019/07/where-have-all-the-children-gone/594133/
https://www.aecf.org/resources/the-changing-child-population-of-the-united-states
https://www.aecf.org/resources/the-changing-child-population-of-the-united-states
https://eig.org/2023-family-exodus/
https://lawliberty.org/natalism-is-expensive/
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2019-01-28/cities-don-t-use-zoning-to-exclude-families-with-kids


18	 Ben Sprung-Keyser, Nathaniel Hendren, and Sonya Porter, “The Radius of Economic 
Opportunity: Evidence from Migration and Local Labor Markets,” U.S. Census Bureau, 
working paper no. CES-22-27, July 2022. 

19	 Joe Kukura, “SF Still the Most Childless City in U.S., New Map Breaks Down Childlessness 
by Neighborhood,” SFist, May 24, 2022.

20	 Steven Ruggles et al., IPUMS USA: Version 13.0 [data set], IPUMS, 2023. 

21	 Emily Badger, Robert Gebeloff, and Josh Katz, “Coastal Cities Priced Out Low-Wage Workers. 
Now College Graduates Are Leaving, Too,” New York Times, May 15, 2023.

22	 As necessary, I crosswalked counties to metros, using the Missouri Census Data Center’s 
Geocorr tools.

23	 Similar lists based on the 2000, 2010, and 2020 full-count censuses are available in the 
infographic provided in Laura Blakeslee et al., “An Aging U.S. Population with Fewer 
Children in 2020,” U.S. Census Bureau, May 25, 2023.

﻿24	 See the full rankings at https://media4.manhattan-institute.org/wp-content/uploads/Family-
Friendly-Metros-Rankings.xlsx.

25	 The MET2013, MIGMET131, MIGRATE1, and MIGPLAC1 variables are used for this. 
Some variables are missing for certain metros; a metro is included only if both leavers and 
arrivers can be estimated.

26	 This may seem surprising, given how common New York vs. Florida comparisons have 
become in the migration debate, but Miami has been losing population in general for the 
past few years: Konrad Putzier and Deborah Acosta, “Miami Sees Its First Population Drop 
in Decades,” Wall Street Journal, Aug. 1, 2023.

27	 David Egan-Robertson et al., “Data and Methods: 2010–2020 Beta Release, April 2023,” 
Applied Population Lab at University of Wisconsin–Madison.

28	 Sean F. Reardon et al., “Stanford Education Data Archive (Version 4.1),” 2021.

29	 Unlike my other data sources, the Stanford Education Data Archive (SEDA) gives separate 
numbers for “divisions” within certain large metro areas, which I combined.

30	 The Urban Institute’s America’s Gradebook is based on a loosely similar exercise, as is the 
Thomas B. Fordham Institute’s December 2021 report “America’s Best and Worst Metro 
Areas for School Quality.”

31	 See, e.g., Edward L. Glaeser, “Urbanization and Its Discontents,” NBER, working paper 
26839, March 2020.

32	 Raj Chetty and Nathaniel Hendren, “Impacts of Neighborhoods on Intergenerational 
Mobility II: County-Level Estimates,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 133, no. 3 (August 2018): 
1163–1228.

33	 Variable name “pct_causal_p25_kr26.”

25

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions

https://www.census.gov/library/working-papers/2022/adrm/CES-WP-22-27.html
https://www.census.gov/library/working-papers/2022/adrm/CES-WP-22-27.html
https://sfist.com/2022/05/24/sf-still-the-most-childless-city-in-u-s-new-map-breaks-down-childlessness-by-neighborhood/
https://sfist.com/2022/05/24/sf-still-the-most-childless-city-in-u-s-new-map-breaks-down-childlessness-by-neighborhood/
https://doi.org/10.18128/D010.V13.0
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2023/05/15/upshot/migrations-college-super-cities.html
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2023/05/15/upshot/migrations-college-super-cities.html
https://mcdc.missouri.edu/applications/geocorr.html
https://mcdc.missouri.edu/applications/geocorr.html
https://www.census.gov/library/stories/2023/05/aging-united-states-population-fewer-children-in-2020.html
https://www.census.gov/library/stories/2023/05/aging-united-states-population-fewer-children-in-2020.html
https://media4.manhattan-institute.org/wp-content/uploads/Family-Friendly-Metros-Rankings.xlsx
https://media4.manhattan-institute.org/wp-content/uploads/Family-Friendly-Metros-Rankings.xlsx
https://www.wsj.com/articles/miami-sees-its-first-population-drop-in-decades-e181171f
https://www.wsj.com/articles/miami-sees-its-first-population-drop-in-decades-e181171f
https://netmigration.wisc.edu/data-details
https://exhibits.stanford.edu/data/catalog/db586ns4974
https://www.nber.org/papers/w26839
https://academic.oup.com/qje/article/133/3/1163/4850659
https://academic.oup.com/qje/article/133/3/1163/4850659


﻿34	 U.S. Congress, Joint Economic Committee, “The Geography of Social Capital in America,” 
Social Capital Project no. 1-18 (April 2018). Report prepared by the Vice Chairman’s staff, 
115th Cong., 2nd Sess.

35	 Glaeser, “Urbanization and Its Discontents.”

36	 Brady E. Hamilton, “Total Fertility Rates, by Maternal Educational Attainment and Race 
and Hispanic Origin: United States, 2019,” National Vital Statistics Reports 70, no. 5 (May 12, 
2021).

37	 University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute, “2023 County Health Rankings National 
Findings Report,” March 2023. 

38	 David Card, Jesse Rothstein, and Moises Yi, “Location, Location, Location,” NBER, working 
paper 31587, August 2023. 

39	 For a deeper summary of the differences, see Benjamin Bridges and Robert V. Gesumaria, 
“The Supplemental Poverty Measure (SPM) and Children: How and Why the SPM and 
Official Poverty Estimates Differ,” Social Security Bulletin 75, no. 3 (2015).

40	 E.g., Bruce D. Meyer, Derek Wu, and Brian Curran, “Does Geographically Adjusting Poverty 
Thresholds Improve Poverty Measurement and Program Targeting?” University of Chicago, 
working paper, Mar. 17, 2021.

41	 See, e.g., Morgan Keith, “California Has the Highest Poverty Level of All States: US Census,” 
Business Insider, Sept. 14, 2021.

42	 This is done by merging IPUMS data for those years with the SPM files provided by the 
Census Bureau. U.S. Census Bureau, “ACS Supplemental Poverty Measures (SPM) Research 
Files: 2009 to 2019, 2021,” Census.gov, June 13, 2023.

43	 Edward Glaeser, “Urban Colossus: Why Is New York America’s Largest City?” FRBNY Economic 
Policy Review (December 2005).

44	 Aaron Renn, “Scaling Up,” Manhattan Institute, January 2020.

45	 Like the link between incarceration and crime, this would seem to be a case of causal 
relationships heading in opposite directions. Zoning regulations, almost by definition, reduce 
population density (a negative relationship), but growing population density increases the 
demand for zoning regulations (a positive relationship).

46	 Matthew Mleczko and Matthew Desmond, “Source Data and Code for National Zoning and 
Land Use Database,” GitHub.

﻿47	 I have two different density measures for the year 2010 drawn from the same Census Bureau 
report: raw density and population-weighted density. I prefer the latter, but they give very 
similar results. To understand the concept of population-weighted density, imagine a one-
square-mile area packed with 10,000 people, alongside a 99-square-mile plot of land where 
no one lives. Using a raw calculation of population density—number of people divided by 
land area—it matters immensely whether the unoccupied land happens to be considered 
part of the urban jurisdiction. Including it will reduce population per square mile from 
10,000 to 100, without changing the density that the city dwellers actually experience day to 

26

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions

http://lee.senate.gov/scp/socialcapitalindex
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/nvsr/nvsr70/nvsr70-05-508.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/nvsr/nvsr70/nvsr70-05-508.pdf
https://www.countyhealthrankings.org/reports/2023-county-health-rankings-national-findings-report
https://www.countyhealthrankings.org/reports/2023-county-health-rankings-national-findings-report
https://doi.org/10.3386/w31587
https://www.ssa.gov/policy/docs/ssb/v75n3/v75n3p55.html
https://www.ssa.gov/policy/docs/ssb/v75n3/v75n3p55.html
https://conference.iza.org/conference_files/Statistic_2022/meyer_b422.pdf
https://conference.iza.org/conference_files/Statistic_2022/meyer_b422.pdf
https://www.businessinsider.com/california-has-highest-poverty-level-in-the-us-census-bureau-2021-9.
https://www.census.gov/data/datasets/time-series/demo/supplemental-poverty-measure/acs-research-files.html
https://www.census.gov/data/datasets/time-series/demo/supplemental-poverty-measure/acs-research-files.html
https://www.newyorkfed.org/medialibrary/media/research/epr/05v11n2/0512glae.pdf
https://media4.manhattan-institute.org/sites/default/files/scaling-up-how-superstar-cities-can-grow-AR.pdf
https://github.com/mtmleczko/nzlud
https://github.com/mtmleczko/nzlud


day. Population-weighted density, by contrast, gives greater weight to the density of spaces 
where people actually live. U.S. Census Bureau, “Patterns of Metropolitan and Micropolitan 
Population Change: 2000 to 2010 Tables,” Census.gov, revised Oct. 8, 2021.

48	 Veuger, Hoxie, and Shoag, “Moving to Density.”

49	 Badger, Gebeloff, and Katz, “Coastal Cities Priced Out Low-Wage Workers.”

50	 Mark Perry, “New U.S. Homes Today Are 1,000 Square Feet Larger than in 1973 and Living 
Space per Person Has Nearly Doubled,” American Enterprise Institute, June 5, 2016.

51	 Variables in this paragraph are calculated from the IPUMS ACS five-year file discussed 
above, except as otherwise noted.

52	 2021 Research Supplemental Poverty Measure Thresholds, U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
June 23, 2022.

53	 Real Personal Consumption Expenditures by State and Real Personal Income by State and 
Metropolitan Area, 2021, Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA), Dec. 15, 2022.

54	 U.S. Census Bureau, “Patterns of Metropolitan and Micropolitan Population Change: 2000 
to 2010 Tables.” While these estimates are from 2010, they benefit from including both 
standard and population-weighted density.

55	 Specifically, using the American Community Survey, I calculate the share of the 25–54 
population living in housing that is owned rather than rented.

56	 In these county-level 2018 data, numbers are missing from a few entire states, rather than 
only from smaller counties that are unlikely to radically change the results, so I included 
metro areas only when all the counties in the metro had available data.

57	 In my data, the BEA price deflator ranges from 96.9 to 138.6, an enormous difference but 
less than a 50% price increase from the least expensive metro to the most expensive. By 
contrast, median toddler-care prices range from about $80 to $360, more than a quadrupling. 
Regressing metros’ logarithm of child-care prices against their log price deflators with 
population weights, I find that when one metro has an overall cost of living that is 10% 
higher than another, the more expensive metro’s child-care prices are typically 27% higher.

58	 MIT Election Data and Science Lab, “County Presidential Election Returns 2000–2020,” 
Harvard Dataverse, Nov. 1, 2022.

59	 Michael Hendrix, “Why Local Governments Need to Compete to Offer Citizens What They 
Want,” Governing, Sept. 20, 2022.

60	 For example, consider regressions with all variables scaled so that coefficients represent 
changes in standard deviations (just as bivariate correlation coefficients do), and that include 
the percentage black and Hispanic people; the three educational measures outlined above; 
mobility and social capital; and child, drug, and homicide mortality. In such a case, a one-
standard deviation (SD) increase in cost of living corresponds to a 0.41 SD reduction in 
child migration and a 0.34 SD reduction in the minor share of the –55 population. When 
child migration is the outcome variable, cost of living is one of only two variables to attain 
significance (the other being test-score slope, a small negative relationship); for under-55 
shares, cost of living is the strongest non-demographic variable, though many others (notably, 
excepting the mortality rates) remain substantial predictors as well.

27

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions

https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/dec/c2010sr-01.html
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/dec/c2010sr-01.html
https://www.aei.org/research-products/working-paper/moving-to-density-half-a-century-of-housing-costs-and-wage-premia-from-queens-to-king-salmon/
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2023/05/15/upshot/migrations-college-super-cities.html
https://www.aei.org/carpe-diem/new-us-homes-today-are-1000-square-feet-larger-than-in-1973-and-living-space-per-person-has-nearly-doubled/
https://www.aei.org/carpe-diem/new-us-homes-today-are-1000-square-feet-larger-than-in-1973-and-living-space-per-person-has-nearly-doubled/
https://www.bls.gov/pir/spm/spm_thresholds_2021.htm
https://www.bea.gov/news/2022/real-personal-consumption-expenditures-state-and-real-personal-income-state-and
https://www.bea.gov/news/2022/real-personal-consumption-expenditures-state-and-real-personal-income-state-and
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/VOQCHQ
https://www.governing.com/now/why-local-governments-need-to-compete-to-offer-citizens-what-they-want
https://www.governing.com/now/why-local-governments-need-to-compete-to-offer-citizens-what-they-want


61	 Adam Ozimek, “Overboard on Offshore Fears,” SSRN (Sept. 30, 2019).

62	 This is something Yogi Berra really said, according to the man himself, but it was a circulating 
joke before that. “Nobody Goes There Anymore, It’s Too Crowded,” Quote Investigator (blog), 
Aug. 29, 2014.

63	 For an interesting exploration of how YIMBY victories don’t necessarily result in more 
family-size housing, see Rachel M. Cohen, “Where Are All the Apartments for Families?” 
Vox, Apr. 23, 2023; Patrick T. Brown, “Yes in My Backyard—and in My Frontyard,” Public 
Discourse, July 16, 2023.

64	 Aaron Renn, “The Importance of Cities Accommodating Children,” Market Urbanist (blog), 
Dec. 11, 2018.

65	 Andrew Small, “Who Loves Density?” Bloomberg, Oct. 27, 2016.

66	 See, e.g., Gabriel Poblete, “More Housing Density in New York City? Not So Fast, Say Some 
City Lawmakers on Key Hochul Proposal,” The City, Apr. 11, 2023; Eric Kober, “New York 
City’s Far-Reaching Housing Proposals Are Still Not Ambitious Enough,” Manhattan Institute, 
Jan. 5, 2023.

67	 Arpit Gupta, Candy Martinez, and Stijn Van Nieuwerburgh, “Converting Brown Offices to 
Green Apartments,” NBER, working paper 31530, August 2023.

68	 Modarres and Kotkin, “The Childless City.”

69	 See, e.g., Stephanie H. Murray, “Cities Aren’t Built for Kids,” The Atlantic, July 7, 2022; Aaron 
M. Renn, “We Need More Family-Friendly Cities,” Institute for Family Studies, July 25, 2019.

70	 Evan Mast, “The Effect of New Market-Rate Housing Construction on the Low-Income 
Housing Market,” Upjohn Institute for Employment Research, July 1, 2019.

71	 For more on the advantages of building outward, see Judge Glock, “Sprawl Is Good: The 
Environmental Case for Suburbia,” Breakthrough Institute, Nov. 30, 2021.

72	 Generally, the lower the level of decision-making, the most restrictive the zoning policy. See 
Jack Y. Favilukis and Jaehee Song, “Why Zoning Is Too Restrictive,” SSRN (Aug. 22, 2023).

73	 Reihan Salam, “Why YIMBY Righteousness Backfires,” The Atlantic, July 15, 2023.

74	 Judge Glock, “Growing the Growth Coalition,” Works in Progress, Sept. 7, 2023. 

75	 Lisa J. Dettling and Melissa S. Kearney, “House Prices and Birth Rates: The Impact of the 
Real Estate Market on the Decision to Have a Baby,” Journal of Public Economics 110 (February 
2014): 82–100.

76	 For another exploration of this topic, with copious links to other studies, see Lyman Stone, 
“Higher Rent, Fewer Babies? Housing Costs and Fertility Decline,” Institute for Family 
Studies, Oct. 18, 2018.

77	 Author’s analysis of Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, National Center for Health 
Statistics, National Vital Statistics System, Provisional Mortality on CDC WONDER Online 
Database.

28

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions

https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3777307
https://quoteinvestigator.com/2014/08/29/too-crowded/
https://www.vox.com/policy/2023/4/23/23686130/housing-apartments-family-yimby-nimby-zoning-suburbs
https://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2023/07/89603/
https://www.marketurbanist.com/blog/the-importance-of-cities-accommodating-children
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2016-10-27/why-european-cities-still-have-more-dense-development.
https://www.thecity.nyc/2023/4/11/23678151/housing-density-cap-far-hochul
https://www.thecity.nyc/2023/4/11/23678151/housing-density-cap-far-hochul
https://manhattan.institute/article/new-york-citys-far-reaching-housing-proposals-are-still-not-ambitious-enough/
https://manhattan.institute/article/new-york-citys-far-reaching-housing-proposals-are-still-not-ambitious-enough/
https://www.nber.org/papers/w31530
https://www.nber.org/papers/w31530
https://www.theatlantic.com/family/archive/2022/07/raising-kid-american-city/661506/
https://ifstudies.org/blog/we-need-more-family-friendly-cities
https://doi.org/10.17848/wp19-307
https://doi.org/10.17848/wp19-307
https://thebreakthrough.org/journal/no-15-winter-2022/sprawl-is-good-green
https://thebreakthrough.org/journal/no-15-winter-2022/sprawl-is-good-green
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=4535417
https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2023/07/yimby-california-social-justice-kahlenberg/674714/
https://worksinprogress.co/issue/growing-the-growth-coalition
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2013.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2013.09.009
https://ifstudies.org/blog/higher-rent-fewer-babies-housing-costs-and-fertility-decline
https://wonder.cdc.gov/mcd.html
https://wonder.cdc.gov/mcd.html


78	 “Manhattan Institute 2022 NYC Survey on Crime & Criminal Justice Issues,” Manhattan 
Institute, 2022.

79	 Gene Balk, “Seattle Tops Major Metros for People Feeling Unsafe in Their Neighborhood,” 
Seattle Times, Aug. 2, 2023.

80	 Kevin Truong, “Poll: 76% of Voters Say San Francisco Is on the Wrong Track,” San Francisco 
Standard, May 23, 2023. 

81	 Ingrid Gould Ellen and Keren Horn Date, “Has Falling Crime Invited Gentrification?” 
Furman Center, July 2019.

82	 See collected articles at manhattan.institute/policy/public-safety.

83	 Adam Goldstein and Orestes P. Hasting, “School Quality Influences Where Parents Choose 
to Live—and How Much They’re Willing to Pay for Their Homes,” Urban Institute, Jan. 8, 
2020.

84	 Alexander W. Marré and Anil Rupasingha, “School Quality and Rural In-Migration: Can 
Better Rural Schools Attract New Residents?” Journal of Regional Science 60, no. 1 (January 
2020): 156–73.

85	 Nicole Stelle Garnett, “Unlocking the Potential of Private-School Choice: Avoiding and 
Overcoming Obstacles to Successful Implementation,” Manhattan Institute, Mar. 16, 2023.

86	 A good overview of this debate can be found in Matt Barnum, “Does More Money Help 
Schools? Most Studies Say Yes, According to a New Summary,” Chalkbeat, May 16, 2023. See 
also Danielle V. Handel and Eric A. Hanushek, “Contexts of Convenience: Generalizing from 
Published Evaluations of School Finance Policies,” NBER, working paper 31653, September 
2023.

87	 Ray Domanico, “How Failing Schools Can Be Turned Around,” InsideSources, Jan. 26, 2022.

88	 Notably, “federal grants for family-friendly public spaces” had 75% public support in a recent 
Institute for Family Studies /YouGov poll. See Patrick T. Brown, “Five Pro-Family Priorities 
for the 118th Congress and Beyond,” Institute for Family Studies / Ethics and Public Policy 
Center, February 2023.

29

Making Metros Family-Friendly: Rankings and Suggestions

https://media4.manhattan-institute.org/sites/cj/files/Manhattan%20Institute%202022%20NYC%20Survey%20Topline.pdf
https://www.seattletimes.com/seattle-news/data/seattle-tops-major-metros-for-people-feeling-unsafe-in-their-neighborhood/
https://sfstandard.com/2023/05/23/heres-how-san-francisco-officials-are-doing-on-their-plan-to-save-downtown/
https://furmancenter.org/research/publication/has-falling-crime-invited-gentrification
https://manhattan.institute/policy/public-safety
https://housingmatters.urban.org/research-summary/school-quality-influences-where-parents-choose-live-and-how-much-theyre-willing
https://housingmatters.urban.org/research-summary/school-quality-influences-where-parents-choose-live-and-how-much-theyre-willing
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/jors.12437
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/jors.12437
https://manhattan.institute/article/unlocking-the-potential-of-private-school-choice-avoiding-and-overcoming-obstacles-to-successful-implementation/
https://manhattan.institute/article/unlocking-the-potential-of-private-school-choice-avoiding-and-overcoming-obstacles-to-successful-implementation/
https://www.chalkbeat.org/2023/5/16/23724474/school-funding-research-studies-hanushek-does-money-matter
https://www.chalkbeat.org/2023/5/16/23724474/school-funding-research-studies-hanushek-does-money-matter
https://doi.org/10.3386/w31653
https://doi.org/10.3386/w31653
https://insidesources.com/how-failing-schools-can-be-turned-around/
https://ifstudies.org/ifs-admin/resources/reports/ifs-congress-familypriorities-final.pdf
https://ifstudies.org/ifs-admin/resources/reports/ifs-congress-familypriorities-final.pdf

