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Figure 1
The Interaction between Internet Service Providers, Content Providers (CPs), and
Users
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Source: Authors.
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Figure 2
Relationship between Violent and Property Crime and Deciles of the Distribution
of the Proportion of City Residents African-American in 2000

A: Violent crime rate per 100,000 B: Property crime rate per 100,000
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Source: Authors using data from Uniform Crime Reports, and US Census Bureau’s decennial census
and American Community Surveys. The data covers roughly 5,400 cities located within the nation’s 100
largest US metropolitan areas.

Notes: Cities covered by these data are grouped into deciles by the proportion of city residents that are
African-American in 2000, and the figure displays the average violent and property crime rates for each
group for 1990 and 2008 (decile breaks are tabulated weighting by total 2000 city population). The
dotted lines above and below the solid lines represent the 95 percent confidence interval.





OEBPS/Images/10462.jpg
Figure 6
Intergenerational Mobility in Consumption and Income

A: Mobility in consumption B: Mobility in income
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Source: Authors using Panel Study of Income Dynamics data.

Note: If there is no relationship between the ranks of parents and children, the regression lines we plot
separately for consumption and income should be flat; on the other hand, perfect correlation between
the ranks of parents and children would give a 45-degree line. See text for details.
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Table 1
Descriptive Statistics of Manufacturing Decline and Housing Booms across Cities

Standard
N Mean deviation
Panel A: Manufacturing decline and changes in housing demand (two shocks)
2000-2006 Change
In share of population employed in manufacturing, AM, 275 —-0.026 0.019
In housing demand, AHj, 275 0.657 0.585
Panel B: Changes in total employment and construction employment
2000-2006 Change
In employment rate for noncollege men 275 0.019 0.039
In construction employment share for noncollege men 275 0.027 0.019
2000-2012 Change
In employment rate for noncollege men 275 -0.021 0.048
In construction employment share for noncollege men 275 —-0.002 0.022

Notes: This table reports the summary statistics for the baseline sample of 275 metropolitan areas (MSAs)
across the time periods studied in the regressions that use the Census/American Community Survey data.
The housing demand variable is constructed by adding the change in housing prices (from FHFA house
price index) to the change in housing permits (from Census Building Permits Survey). This procedure
creates a proxy for the change in housing demand in an MSA between 2000 and 2006; see Charles, Hurst,
and Notowidigdo (2015) for more details. All of the reported sample statistics are computed using the
2000 population of prime-aged, noncollege men in the MSA (from Census/ACS) as weights, since these
weights are used in all of the regressions.
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Figure 3
Construction and Manufacturing Employment Shares, Noncollege Men
Aged 25-54; 1980-2015
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Source: This figure uses data from 1980-2015 from the March Current Population Survey, restricted to
prime-age men with education below a four-year college degree.

Note: The figures calculate employment shares as a share of total population using individual-level survey
weights.
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Figure 1
Employment Rate, Prime-Age Individuals, 1980-2015 Current Population Survey
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Source: This figure uses data from 1980-2015 March Current Population Survey.

Note: : The “College” men and women are all prime-age adults (aged 25-54) who have at least a four-year
college degree. Adults with lower levels of education are “Noncollege.” The figures calculate employment
rates as share of total population of each group using individual-level survey weights.
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Figure 3
Share Owning Durables in the Top and Bottom Income Deciles

A: Cooking durables B: Refrigerators C: Dishwashers
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Source: Authors using data from the Consumer Expenditure Survey
Note: For different categories of durables, the figure compares ownership rates of the bottom and the
top after-tax income deciles.
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Table 3
Direct Revenues and Hosting Costs from Olympic Games
($ millions)

Vancouver 2010 London 2012

organizing organizing
10C 2009-12 committee committee
Revenue source
Broadcast rights $2,723 $414 #713
International sponsors $475 $175 (est.) $300 (est.)
Domestic sponsors $0 $688 #1,150
Ticketing %0 $250 $988
Licensing $0 $51 $119
Total $3,198 $1,578 $3,270
Hosting costs - #7,556 $11,401

Source: 10C (2014b).

Notes: Table 3 shows data on revenues generated by the International Olympic Committee
and the organizing committees for the Vancouver and London Games over the 2009-
2012, the most recent IOC budget cycle. It also shows hosting costs for the Vancouver and
London Games.
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Figure 1

Trends in US Property Crime and Violent Crime Rates, 1980 through 2012
(per 100,000)
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Source: Authors using data from the Uniform Crime Reports.

Note:s The figures present rates of property crime and violent crime, both expressed as the number of
incidents per 100,000 people. Property crime rates are the number of burglaries, motor vehicle thefts,
and larceny thefts per 100,000 residents. The violent crime rate is the sum of murders, rapes, robberies,
and aggravated assaults per 100,000 residents.
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Figure 1
The Evolution of Consumption Inequality over Time as Measured by Different
Papers
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Note: Heathcote, Perri, and Violante (2010) used the Interview survey of the Consumer Expenditure
Survey. Attanasio, Battistin, and Ichimura (2007) combined consumption items from the Interview
survey and the Diary survey (in the attempt of picking the survey component that best measures each
item). Aguiar and Bils (2015) used the Consumer Expenditure Survey but computed consumption as
the difference between disposable income and active savings. In Attanasio and Pistaferri (2014), we used
Panel Study of Income Dynamics consumption data available from 1999 onward, estimated an inverse
demand function for food for the 1999-2009 period, and then used the estimated coefficients to predict
consumption for the period before 1999 (when only food data were available). Consumption inequality
is measured by the variance of log consumption (deflated by the Consumer Price Index and expressed
in per capita terms).
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Table 3
Displaced Manufacturing Workers, Housing Booms, and Individual-Level Masking:
Regression Results

Sample: Noncollege men, age 25-54, manufacturing workers displaced 1992—-2005

Dependent variable:

Employed in
Employed Construction
(1) (2) 3) (4)
Difference-in-difference estimate of effect of housing boom:
Independent variable:
(Displaced between 1997 and 2005) x 0.094 0.093 0.045 0.045
(Housing Boom MSA) (0.045) (0.043) (0.019) (0.019)

Mean of dependent variable 0.693 0.693 0.056 0.056
N 2,161 2,161 2,161 2,161
R’ 0.144 0.151 0.119 0.125
Include MSA fixed effects y y y y
Include displacement year fixed effects y y y y
Include individual-level controls y y

Source: Current Population Survey (CPS) Displaced Worker Surveys, 1994-2006.

Notes: This table reports the coefficients from an ordinary least squares regression of the equation
Yie = 1 1{Housing Boom MSA,} x 1{Boom Period} + cy + 6; + XyI' + ep. The first row reports the
difference-in-difference estimate of the effect of being displaced during housing boom time period within
a metropolitan statistical area that was experiencing a housing boom. If a displaced worker is not in one
of the MSAs with housing market data or is in a non-metro region, then this indicator is set to 0. The
additional individual-level controls in columns (2) and (4) are the following: education, union status in
last job, and 5th-degree polynomial in age. Standard errors are clustered by state and are in parentheses.
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Figure 2
The 90th-10th Percentile Log Food Difference

1.7
——&—— 90th-10th percentile log difference
164 ———o6—— Adding food stamps
’ — —B — - And correcting for price differences
1.5
1.4
1.3 1
1.2
1.1
T T T T T T T T T
1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015

Source: Authors using data from the Panel Study of Income Dynamics.

Note: This figure plots the difference between the 90th and the 10th percentiles of the logarithm of food

consumption distribution from 1977 to 2012.
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Figure 4
Trends in Total Leisure Time

A: Total leisure, men B: Total leisure, women
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Source: Authors using data from the 1965-66 Americans’ Use of Time, the 1975-76 Time Use in
Economics and Social Accounts, the 1985 American Use of Time, and the 2003-11 integrated American

Time Use Survey.
Note: In the figure, we plot trends in total leisure time—the sum of social activities, active and passive

leisure, and time devoted to personal care.
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Figure 2
Total Monthly US Manufacturing Employment 1980M1-2015M9
(in millions)
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Source: Authors using aggregate data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics on monthly employment in
manufacturing and construction sectors.
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Figure 4
Construction, Manufacturing, and Nonemployment Shares, Noncollege Men
Aged 25-54; 1980-2015
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Source: This figure uses data from 1980-2015 from the March Current Population Survey, restricted to

prime-age men with education below a four-year college degree.
Note: The figures calculate nonemployment rates and employment shares as a share of total population

using individual-level survey weights.
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Figure 3
Relationship between Violent and Property Crime and Deciles of the Distribution
of the 2000 Proportion of City Residents in Poverty

A: Violent crime rate per 100,000  B: Property crime rate per 100,000
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Source: See Figure 2.

Notes: Cities covered by these data are grouped into deciles according to the proportion of city residents
thatare below the poverty line in 2000, and the figure displays the average violent and property crime rates
for each group for 1990 and 2008. (Decile breaks are tabulated weighting by total 2000 city population).
The dotted lines above and below the solid lines represent the 95 percent confidence interval.
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Tuble 4

Academic Studies of the Economic Impact of the Olympic Games

Study

FEvent

Results

Baade and Matheson (2002)

Jasmand and Maennig (2008)

Porter and Fletcher (2008)

Baade, Baumann, and
Matheson (2010)

Giesecke and Madden (2011)

Baumann, Engelhardt, and
Matheson (2012)

Hotchkiss, Moore, and Zobay
(2003)

Feddersen and Maennig
(2013)

1984 Summer Games
(Los Angeles) and 1996
Summer Games (Atlanta)

1972 Summer Games
(Munich)

1996 Summer Games
(Atlanta) and 2002 Winter
Games (Salt Lake City)

2002 Winter Games
(Salt Lake City)

2000 Summer Games
(Sydney)

2002 Winter Games
(Salt Lake City)

1996 Summer Games
(Atlanta)

1996 Summer Games
(Atlanta)

5,043 new jobs in Los Angeles.
Between 3,467 and 42,448 new
jobs in Atlanta.

No impact on employment in host
regions. Positive impact on
income.

No impact on taxable sales, hotel
occupancy, or airport usage.
Significant increase in hotel prices.

Taxable sales in restaurants and
hotels up by $70.6 million but
taxable sales at general
merchandisers down by
$167.4 million.

Household consumption in Australia
reduced by $2.1 billion.

Increase in employment of
4,000-7,000 jobs for one year
compared to predictions of
35,000 full-time equivalent job-years.

Increase in employment of
293,000 jobs. Increase in
employment growth rate by 0.2%.

29,000 jobs added during month of
Olympics only.
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Figure 5
Decomposing Total Leisure
(in hours per week)
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Source: Authors using data from the 1965-66 Americans’ Use of Time, the 1975-76 Time Use in
Economics and Social Accounts, the 1985 American Use of Time, and the 2003-11 integrated American

Time Use Survey

Note: Here we decompose total leisure into three components: personal care, active leisure (plus social

activities), and passive leisure.
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Table 2
Manufacturing Decline, Housing Booms, and Cross-City Masking:
Regression Results

Sample: Prime-age, noncollege men

Dependent variable:

Construction
Employment Employment
Rate Share
@ (2)

Panel A: The dependent variable is Change in Employment Rate, or Change in Construction
Employment Share, over 2000-2006

The independent variables (shocks) are change over 2000-2006:

In share of population employed in manufacturing, A Mg 0.471 0.009
(0.090) (0.63)
In housing demand, A Hg 0.023 0.018
(0.006) (0.004)
R 0.76 0.45
N 275 275
Include baseline controls Yes Yes

Panel B: The dependent variable is Change in Employment Rate, or Change in Construction
Employment Share, over 2000-2012

The independent variables (shocks) are change over 2000-2006:

In share of population employed in manufacturing, A Mg 0.653 -0.057
(0.156) (0.089)
In housing demand, A Hg 0.004 -0.001
(0.011) (0.005)
R 0.60 0.29
N 275 275
Include baseline controls Yes Yes

Notes: This table reports the coefficients from estimating AE, = 3y + 31 AM, + S AH, + X,I' + n;, by
ordinary least squares for various samples, where A E,is either the change in employment in metropolitan
statistical area or the change in the construction share for one of the two time periods 2000-2006 or
2000-2012; the AM, and AH), variables represent the local labor market shocks in manufacturing
and housing, which occurred over 2000-2006; X, is a vector of control variables; and 7, is a mean-
zero regression error. A 0.01 unit decrease in the Share of Population Employed in Manufacturing
corresponds to a 1 percentage point decline in share of prime-age (25-54) non-college-educated male
population employed in manufacturing. A 1-unit change in housing demand measure corresponds to
1 log point increase in housing demand proxy. The baseline controls include the initial (year 2000)
values of the share of employed workers with a college degree, the share of women in the labor force, and
the log population in the metropolitan statistical area. Standard errors, adjusted to allow for an arbitrary
variance-covariance matrix for each state, are in parentheses.





