
Multi-­‐Generational	
  Planning:	
  	
  
Linking	
  Needs	
  of	
  Children	
  and	
  Elders	
  

Presentation	
  to	
  CaRDI	
  Research	
  Roundtable	
  
Planning	
  Across	
  Generations	
  

Feb.	
  11,	
  2013	
  
	
  

Mildred	
  E.	
  Warner	
  
Department	
  of	
  City	
  and	
  Regional	
  Planning	
  

Cornell	
  University	
  
	
  

www.mildredwarner.org	
  |	
  	
  mew15@cornell.edu	
  



Linking	
  Research	
  and	
  Extension	
  

•  Linking	
  Economic	
  Development	
  and	
  Child	
  Care	
  
o  Understanding	
  the	
  economics	
  of	
  child	
  care	
  
o  Reforming	
  economic	
  development	
  and	
  employer	
  
prac6ce	
  

•  Family	
  Friendly	
  Planning	
  
o  Suppor6ng	
  families	
  with	
  young	
  children	
  
o  Reforming	
  planning	
  prac6ce	
  

•  Mul;-­‐genera;onal	
  Planning	
  
o  Linking	
  the	
  needs	
  of	
  children	
  and	
  elders	
  
o  Building	
  more	
  inclusive	
  policy	
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The	
  Economic	
  Importance	
  of	
  	
  
Early	
  Care	
  and	
  Education	
  

Parents:	
  
Labor	
  
mobiliza6on,	
  
career	
  
ladders	
  

Regions:	
  
Cri6cal	
  	
  
social	
  
infrastructure	
  	
  
for	
  economic	
  	
  
development	
  

Children:	
  
Human	
  
development	
  	
  



The	
  Power	
  of	
  Regional	
  	
  
Economic	
  Modeling	
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8%	
  
6%	
  

31%	
  

17%	
  
16%	
  

13%	
  

9%	
  

$222,360:	
  
Average	
  total	
  
spending	
  	
  by	
  
family	
  per	
  
child	
  (birth	
  to	
  
age	
  17)	
  
	
  
77%	
  is	
  spent	
  
in	
  the	
  local	
  
economy.	
  
	
  
	
  

Family	
  spending	
  on	
  children	
  fuels	
  the	
  local	
  economy.	
  

Food	
  

Transporta6on	
  

Misc.	
  

Health	
  Care	
  	
  

Clothing	
  

Housing	
  

Child	
  Care	
  &	
  
Educa6on	
  

Source:	
  Lino,	
  Mark.	
  	
  2010.	
  	
  Expenditures	
  	
  on	
  Children	
  by	
  Families.	
  U.S.	
  Department	
  of	
  Agriculture,	
  Center	
  for	
  NutriGon	
  
Policy	
  and	
  PromoGon.	
  Misc.	
  PublicaGon	
  No.	
  1528-­‐2009.	
  



The	
  Iceberg	
  of	
  Care:	
  Market	
  and	
  Family	
  Support	
  Challenges:	
  
Most	
  of	
  the	
  iceberg	
  lies	
  below	
  the	
  water	
  line	
  

Informal	
  

Family,	
  Friends	
  
and	
  Neighbors	
  

Family	
  

Formal	
  



We	
  Need	
  a	
  New	
  	
  
Family	
  Friendly	
  Planning.	
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•  2008	
  Family	
  Friendly	
  Planning	
  Survey,	
  American	
  Planning	
  

Associa6on,	
  944	
  planners	
  responded	
  

•  Surveyed	
  aUtudes,	
  barriers,	
  ac6ons,	
  zoning	
  and	
  site	
  planning	
  



Planners’	
  attitudes	
  towards	
  families	
  are	
  positive	
   Agree	
  

Families	
  are	
  important	
  to	
  community	
  growth,	
  
sustainability	
  and	
  diversity.	
  	
   97%	
  

Families	
  represent	
  a	
  valuable	
  consumer	
  popula6on	
   97%	
  

Communi6es	
  that	
  keep	
  people	
  for	
  the	
  whole	
  life	
  cycle	
  
(children,	
  single	
  adults,	
  parents,	
  elderly)	
  are	
  more	
  vibrant.	
   90%	
  

Families	
  are	
  the	
  most	
  likely	
  popula6on	
  group	
  to	
  reinvest	
  
in	
  their	
  community	
  through	
  6me,	
  money	
  and	
  other	
  forms	
  
of	
  civic	
  engagement.	
  

78%	
  

The	
  needs	
  of	
  families	
  are	
  similar	
  to	
  the	
  needs	
  of	
  the	
  
elderly	
  with	
  regards	
  to	
  the	
  physical	
  environment	
  (e.g.	
  
parks,	
  transporta6on,	
  affordable	
  housing).	
  

64%	
  

Most	
  families	
  do	
  not	
  generate	
  sufficient	
  tax	
  revenue	
  to	
  
cover	
  the	
  cost	
  of	
  services	
  they	
  demand.	
   53%	
  

2008	
  Am.	
  Planning	
  Assoc.	
  survey,	
  944	
  planners	
  responded,	
  %	
  responding	
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53%	
  

56%	
  

66%	
  

57%	
  

63%	
  

65%	
  

45%	
  

71%	
  

68%	
  

68%	
  

65%	
  

54%	
  

76%	
  

0%	
   10%	
   20%	
   30%	
   40%	
   50%	
   60%	
   70%	
   80%	
  

Lack	
  of	
  authority	
  
Unaware	
  of	
  what	
  is	
  required	
  to	
  

Complexity	
  of	
  issue	
  
Lack	
  of	
  community	
  interest	
  
Insufficient	
  political	
  interest	
  

Lack	
  of	
  voice	
  for	
  families	
  

Regulatory	
  barriers	
  
NIMBY-­‐ism	
  

Developer-­‐driven	
  development	
  
No	
  financial	
  support	
  

Blocks	
  affordable	
  housing	
  
Public	
  blocks	
  mixed-­‐use	
  

Public	
  blocks	
  multi-­‐family	
  

Lack	
  of	
  
Awareness	
  
and	
  
Knowledge	
  

Active	
  
Resistance	
  

Barriers	
  to	
  Building	
  Family-­‐Friendly	
  Communities	
  

Source:	
  APA	
  Family	
  Friendly	
  Planning	
  Survey,	
  2008,	
  (944	
  planners	
  responding)	
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✔	
  

✔

✔

Warner,	
  M.E.	
  and	
  J.	
  Rukus	
  (2013),	
  Planners’	
  Role	
  in	
  Crea6ng	
  Family	
  Friendly	
  Communi6es:	
  	
  
Ac6on,	
  Par6cipa6on	
  and	
  Resistance,	
  Journal	
  of	
  Urban	
  Affairs	
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Housing	
  
•  Family-­‐sized	
  housing	
  (2+	
  BR)	
  60%	
  
•  Affordable	
  housing	
  39%	
  
•  Accessory	
  dwelling	
  units	
  25%	
  

Transporta;on	
  &	
  Mobility	
  
•  Sidewalks	
  97%,	
  	
  Bike	
  lanes	
  76%	
  
•  Walk-­‐to-­‐school	
  programs	
  52%	
  

Child	
  Care	
  

•  Adequate	
  supply	
  of	
  child	
  care	
  20%	
  
•  Family	
  home	
  child	
  care	
  by	
  right	
  34%	
  

Collaborate	
  with	
  Schools	
  
•  Collaborate	
  in	
  si6ng	
  schools	
  45%	
  
•  Co-­‐locate	
  services	
  in	
  schools	
  43%	
  



Arguments	
  for	
  	
  
Multi-­‐Generational	
  Planning	
  

Why	
  do	
  we	
  need	
  to	
  do	
  this?	
  

•  Changing	
  demographics	
  

•  Public	
  expenditure	
  challenges	
  

•  Economic	
  development	
  impera6ves	
  

What	
  can	
  we	
  do?	
  

•  Planning	
  and	
  service	
  design	
  solu6ons	
  

12	
  



Rising	
  
Percentage	
  

of	
  	
  
Elders	
  and	
  
Children	
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Children	
  &	
  Millennials	
   Gen	
  X	
   Baby	
  Boomers	
   Seniors	
  

Other	
  or	
  Mixed	
  Race	
  
Asian	
  

Latino	
  

African-­‐American	
  or	
  Black	
  

Non-­‐Hispanic	
  White	
  

U.S.	
  Population	
  by	
  Age	
  and	
  Race/Ethnicity	
  

Diversity	
  and	
  the	
  Need	
  for	
  a	
  New	
  Social	
  Compact	
  	
  

PolicyLink.	
  2011.	
  “The	
  Changing	
  Face	
  of	
  America:	
  Demographic	
  Change	
  and	
  the	
  New	
  Policy	
  Agenda.”	
  Presenta6on	
  by	
  Manuel	
  Pastor	
  
at	
  PolicyLink	
  Equity	
  Summit,	
  2011.	
  	
  

Age	
  



Public	
  spending	
  is	
  biased	
  toward	
  seniors.	
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Government	
  Spending	
  by	
  Age	
  (2004)	
  

Based	
  	
  on	
  esGmates	
  by	
  Edwards,	
  Ryan	
  D.	
  2010.	
  Forecas6ng	
  Government	
  Revenue	
  and	
  Expenditure	
  in	
  the	
  U.S.	
  
Using	
  Data	
  on	
  Age-­‐Specific	
  U6liza6on,	
  Working	
  Paper	
  no.	
  WP10-­‐01.	
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  local	
  expenditures	
  

Underinvestment	
  

Based	
  	
  on	
  esGmates	
  by	
  Edwards,	
  Ryan	
  D.	
  2010.	
  Forecas6ng	
  Government	
  Revenue	
  and	
  Expenditure	
  in	
  the	
  U.S.	
  
Using	
  Data	
  on	
  Age-­‐Specific	
  U6liza6on,	
  Working	
  Paper	
  no.	
  WP10-­‐01.	
  

Government	
  Spending	
  by	
  Age	
  (2004)	
  



What Can We Do? 
Core Principles 
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Age-­‐Friendly	
  
Ci;es	
  

Child-­‐friendly	
  
Ci;es	
  

Many	
  Common	
  
Elements	
  

	
  

Basic	
  Services	
  
Safe	
  Water	
  
Safe	
  Streets	
  
Opportunity	
  to	
  Play	
  
Civic	
  Par6cipa6on	
  
Family	
  Support	
  
Protec6on	
  from	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
Exploita6on	
  

Housing	
  
Transporta6on	
  
Services	
  (Health)	
  
Outdoor	
  Spaces	
  
Communica6on	
  
Civic	
  and	
  Social	
  
Par6cipa6on	
  
Respect	
  



NYC and Atlanta lead the way 
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New	
  Urbanism	
  principles	
  
Sprawling	
  suburban	
  context	
  

Key	
  Principles:	
  
•  Respect	
  &	
  social	
  inclusion	
  
•  Informa6on	
  and	
  communica6on	
  
•  Civic	
  par6cipa6on	
  &	
  engagement	
  
•  Social	
  par6cipa6on	
  
•  Housing	
  
•  Transporta6on	
  
•  Public	
  spaces	
  
•  Community	
  support	
  &	
  health	
  

services	
  

Key	
  Principles:	
  
•  Connec6vity	
  
•  Pedestrian	
  access	
  and	
  transit	
  
•  Neighborhood	
  retail	
  and	
  services	
  
•  Social	
  interac6on	
  
•  Diversity	
  of	
  dwelling	
  types	
  
•  Healthy	
  living	
  
•  Considera6on	
  for	
  exis6ng	
  

residents	
  



Problem:	
  Rural	
  Areas	
  and	
  Suburbs	
  lag	
  in	
  
service	
  delivery	
  for	
  seniors 

20	
  
Source:	
  2010	
  Maturing	
  of	
  America	
  survey,	
  N=	
  1430	
  municipaliGes.	
  Numbers	
  in	
  parentheses	
  indicate	
  the	
  
number	
  of	
  services	
  in	
  each	
  category.	
  

0%	
   10%	
  20%	
  30%	
  40%	
  50%	
  60%	
  70%	
  80%	
  90%	
  100%	
  

Aging/Human	
  Services	
  (2)	
  
Community/Civic	
  Engagement	
  (4)	
  

Workforce	
  Development	
  (2)	
  
Taxa6on/Finance	
  (3)	
  

Housing	
  (4)	
  
Public	
  Safety/Emergency	
  (7)	
  

Transporta6on	
  (11)	
  
Exercise	
  (2)	
  
Nutri6on	
  (3)	
  

Health	
  Care	
  (5)	
  

Metro	
  Core	
   Suburban	
   Rural	
  



Three Challenges for Planning 
 

   

Support	
  Informal	
  
Networks	
  

In	
  Individual	
  

Formal	
  
Services	
  –	
  
Market	
  &	
  
Govt.	
  

Informal	
  Networks:	
  
Family,	
  Friends	
  and	
  

Neighbors	
  

Foster	
  Individual	
  
Independence	
  
	
  (inclusive	
  design)	
  

Promote	
  Formal	
  
Services	
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A	
  Vision	
  for	
  the	
  Future	
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