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¡ The current state of neighborhood inequality

¡ Why does neighborhood inequality matter? 

Neighborhood effects on youth outcomes

¡ The mechanisms of neighborhood influence

¡ Columbus, OH as a case study - the Adolescent 
Health and Development in Context study



¡ Profound differences 

across neighborhoods

Most advantaged Least advantaged

Average annual 
income

$466,000 $16,000

Median housing 
value

>$900,000 <$40,000

College educated >90% 6%
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¡ Crime/Violence

¡ STD/HIV

¡ Teen pregnancy/childbirth

¡ Low birth weight

¡ Infant mortality

¡ Psychological distress

¡ Reduced physical health

¡ Diminished educational outcomes/school 

leaving



¡ Long-term 

economic

prospects
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¡ Effects of sociospatial & institutional 

exposures on risk behavior, victimization, 

and health

¡ Representative sample of urban youth ages 

11-17 and caregivers in Franklin County, OH 

(N=1400). 

¡ Co-investigators

§ Kate Calder (OSU Statistics)

§ Jodi Ford (OSU Nursing)

§ Elizabeth Cooksey (OSU CHRR)

§ Mei-Po Kwan (UIUC Geography)



¡ Which mechanisms are most important in 

explaining the link between structural 

disadvantage and wellbeing?

¡ Do neighborhoods capture exposures?
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¡ Locations of Routines for AHDC Caregivers

“Now, I would like for you to think of the places you go to during a 

typical week, including weekends

§ Workplace

§ School/college

§ Library

§ Church or other place of worship

§ Grocery store

§ Relative’s house

§ Friend’s house

§ Recreation center/park/sports facility

§ Restaurant

§ Store or other business

§ Civic/neighborhood organization

§ Someplace else



Collect XY coordinate data for routine activity locations



¡ 8,579 location reports from ~1400 CGs



Study area – within I270



Mean = .30



Mean = .05



Mean = .32



Mean = .14



Mean = .21



Potential mechanisms – violence/disorder



Potential mechanisms – violence/disorder



Potential mechanisms – violence/disorder



Potential mechanisms – violence/disorder



Potential mechanisms – ecologies



Potential mechanisms – collective efficacy / monitoring



Potential mechanisms – collective efficacy / willingness to intervene



Potential mechanisms – collective efficacy / trust



Potential mechanisms – social networks


