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Abstract
Past research has demonstrated the racially and spatially uneven impacts of 
economic shocks and environmental disasters on various markets. In this article, 
we examine if and how the first few months of the COVID-19 pandemic affected 
the market for rental housing in the 49 largest metropolitan areas in the United 
States. Using a unique data set of new rental listings gathered from Craigslist and 
localized measures of the pandemic’s severity we find that, from mid-March to 
early June, local spread of COVID-19 is followed by reduced median and mean 
rent. However, this trend is driven by dropping rents for listings in Black, Latino, 
and diverse neighborhoods. Listings in majority White neighborhoods experience 
rent increases during this time. Our analyses make multiple contributions. First, 
we add to the burgeoning literature examining the rental market as a key site of 
perpetuating sociospatial inequality. Second, we demonstrate the utility of data 
gathered online for analyzing housing. And third, by reflecting on research that 
shows how past crises have increased sociospatial inequality and up-to-date work 
showing the racially and spatially unequal effects of the COVID-19 pandemic, we 
discuss some possible mechanisms by which the pandemic may be affecting the 
market for rental housing as well as implications for long-term trends.
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The COVID-19 pandemic has affected almost every aspect of social life. In addition 
to the horrific loss of life, the economic effects of the crisis were precipitous and will 
undoubtedly be long-lasting. Shelter in place orders and fear of transmission reduced 
mobility in the United States substantially and staggering job loss suggests that there 
will be subsequent effects on both supply and demand in various markets. Fine-grained 
analyses of consumption and employment reveal that as local rates of infection rose, 
places experienced steep declines in spending (Chetty et al., 2020).

Within these trends, there is important heterogeneity. On the one hand, certain eco-
nomic sectors, including suburban home ownership markets, have experienced rapid 
growth as wealthier, mostly White households attempted to flee pandemic hotspots 
(Quealy, 2020). In contrast, neighborhoods with higher levels of within-household 
crowding—where more residents are Black and/or Latino—experienced higher infec-
tion rates (Chang et al., 2021; Friedman & Rosenbaum, 2004; The Stoop, 2020). In addi-
tion to highlighting the disproportionate impact of COVID-19 across ethnoracial groups, 
both in terms of health (Bambino et al., 2020; Garcia et al., 2020; Kullar et al., 2020; 
Oppel et al., 2020; van Dorn et al., 2020) and economic effects (Brown, 2020; Smialek 
& Tankersley, 2020), these contrasting trends highlight the importance of studying vari-
ous aspects of the housing market in order to understand the uneven economic impacts 
of COVID-19. More broadly, prior research on disasters suggests that the effects of 
COVID-19 on the housing market in general and rental market in particular are likely to 
be severe and deeply unequal; neighborhoods with more Black and Latino residents may 
suffer disproportionately (Faber, 2018b; Ortega & Taspinar, 2018).

In this article, we explore the effects of the first few months of the COVID-19 crisis 
in the United States on the market for metropolitan rental housing. We examine overall 
trends across metropolitan areas as well as test for distinct effects across neighborhoods 
differentiated by ethnoracial characteristics. Although our analysis focuses on the 
period between March and June 2020, we are motivated by the potential long-term 
consequences of changing rental market conditions. For example, lack of demand and 
declining economic activity in general may reduce the supply of affordable housing in 
Black and Latino neighborhoods in the long-term (Immergluck et al., 2016). In the 
aftermath of the Great Recession, a great deal of rental housing transitioned from being 
owned by individual, “mom and pop” landlords to large corporate landlords (Aalbers, 
2019; Immergluck & Law, 2014; Wijberg et al., 2018)—especially in Black neighbor-
hoods (Hwang, 2019). While the effects of this transition remain a subject of research, 
early work indicates that the financialization of the rental market and more corporate 
ownership of rental housing stock increases eviction rates (Raymond et al., 2016) and 
negatively impacts unit quality (Hwang, 2019). Indeed, if individual landlords lose 
their homes to foreclosure—a reasonable prediction given the trends in the economy 
precipitated by the COVID-19 crisis—more corporate control over the rental market is 
likely (Herbert et al., 2013). More generally, if past crises are predictive, turmoil in the 
housing markets could lead to more residential segregation (Hall et al., 2015) and lin-
gering impacts on racial inequality in housing opportunity (Faber, 2018b, 2019a).

To understand the pandemic’s impact on the rental market, we assembled a data set 
on rental housing in the 49 largest metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs) 
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gathered continuously throughout the crisis from Craigslist, the largest website for 
rental housing advertisements in the United States. We combine data on millions of 
geocoded rental listings with measures of each metro’s daily positive COVID-19 cases. 
We leverage descriptive analyses and two-way fixed effects regression models to esti-
mate the relationship between rising COVID-19 cases and the volume of posts (i.e., the 
number of available rental units advertised) and the advertised rent of available units.

Overall, we find that, from mid-March to early June—a time period capturing the 
initial surge and first national peak of infections and deaths—an increase in the num-
ber of COVID-19 cases within an MSA is associated with reduced MSA median and 
mean rental prices. However, this overall relationship masks substantial racial hetero-
geneity. Specifically, we find that the negative correlation between price and new 
cases is driven by falling rental prices across listings in predominantly Black, Latino, 
and diverse neighborhoods. Conversely, for listings in predominantly White neighbor-
hoods, newly reported cases across the metro are positively correlated with price. We 
find no significant effect of COVID-19 infection rates on listing volume. While we are 
limited in our ability to uncover the mechanisms by which rising COVID-19 cases 
might affect the rental market, our findings are consistent with other analyses indicat-
ing the economically, racially, and spatially disparate impact of COVID-19 (Borjas & 
Cassidy, 2020; Chetty et al., 2020; Gaynor & Wilson, 2020).

Although the effects of the COVID-19 pandemic will be long-lasting, these initial 
analyses carry important implications for understanding racial inequality in a rapidly 
changing and unprecedented social and economic catastrophe. Our contributions are 
therefore multiple. First, we add to a bourgeoning literature across the social sciences 
that examines the market for rental housing. Since the Great Recession, the share of 
Americans in the rental market has increased, particularly in urban areas. There is 
growing recognition that more theoretical, empirical, and policy-related research on 
the rental market is necessary. Second, we demonstrate the utility on data gathered 
online for analyzing housing. The housing market in general—and the rental market in 
particular—increasingly operate online and various tools at social scientists’ disposal 
can be used to create more fine-grained and up-to-date data sets (McLaughlin & 
Young, 2018). Third, we analyze the indirect effects of a particular kind of crisis. 
Research in economics and sociology has begun to assess the various, if not always 
obvious, costs of both immediate shocks, like floods, and more long-term transforma-
tions to the physical and social environment, like climate change, on the housing mar-
ket (Desmet & Ross-Hansberg, 2015; Rhodes & Besbris, in press). Following this 
work, we examine how a global pandemic may be altering trends in the rental market. 
Furthermore, our analyses lead to other research questions about the sustained and 
racially unequal impact of COVID-19 on the housing market—key questions given 
the duration of the pandemic and the concomitant economic fallout.

The Rental Market

Almost half of central city residents in the United States are renters, as are the majority 
of low-income households, non-White households, and immigrant households (Ellen 
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& Karfunkel, 2016; JCHS, 2019). Renters are far more mobile than homeowners, have 
different rates of racial/ethnic segregation, and tend to be far more cost-burdened by 
their housing expenses (Desmond, 2018; Friedman et al., 2013; Immergluck et al., 
2017; Myers & Park, 2019). The rental market also has different supply, demand, and 
costs than the market for home purchasing and renters—unlike buyers who are con-
nected to sellers through a host of intermediaries (real estate agents, mortgage brokers, 
and appraisers) that provide information about neighborhoods and housing units 
(Besbris, 2016, 2020; Besbris & Faber, 2017; Korver-Glenn, 2018)—face a unique set 
of risks and choice constraints (DeLuca et al., 2013; Desmond & Perkins, 2016; 
Wegmann et al., 2017). Yet there remains little research on the rental market’s role in 
shaping metropolitan processes like neighborhood demographic change, residential 
and income segregation, or geographic variations in household finances (Schachter & 
Besbris, 2017). This gap is, in large part, due to the lack of up-to-date and accurate 
data on the market for rental housing. Indeed, administrative rental market data sets 
tend to update slowly and are often aggregated, meaning they summarize measures 
like rent across a large set of housing units—obtaining disaggregated data from 
sources like the American Community Survey and the American Housing Survey 
tends to be onerous and the data are still only collected annual or every other year.

Recent work has recognized the utility of internet platform-based proprietary 
data sets on the rental market. These data are “tantalizingly rich, detailed, and rare 
in their ability to describe the spot market in disaggregate form” (Boeing et al., 
2020, p. 6). For example, advertisements for rental housing on Craigslist must con-
tain advertised rent and a textual description of the rental unit (Besbris et al., in 
press; Kennedy et al., 2020). The vast majority also contain an exact address or eas-
ily geocoded location on a map embedded in the ad, pictures of the unit, and specific 
information about the pet policy, access to laundry services, the square footage, and 
the number of bedrooms and bathrooms (Boeing et al., 2021). Despite their advan-
tages, propriety data sets are not perfect representations of the rental market writ 
large (Boeing, 2020). They should therefore be used in concert with existing sources 
of data to examine rental market trends.

External Shocks to the Housing Market

Past work has predicted that risks of various sorts will reduce rents (see Frame, 1998) 
and while there remains a dearth of research on how the rental market is affected by 
events like hurricanes, floods, and climate change more generally, there is a core set of 
findings from work on sales markets that guide our analyses below. Hurricanes, for 
example, displace both renters and homeowners but renters, particularly ones utilizing 
housing vouchers and government subsidies, return to affected neighborhoods more 
slowly (Fussell & Harris, 2014). In terms of supply, properties for sale recover far 
more quickly than rental properties after Hurricanes. Environmental disasters also pre-
cipitate housing market volatility, particularly in poor, non-White neighborhoods—
potentially requiring moratoria on evictions and foreclosures to prevent further drops 
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in demand as well as rising homelessness and household financial strain (Y. Zhang & 
Peacock, 2009).

A robust finding across multiple postdisaster analyses of the housing market is that, 
if properties are damaged, prices decline in the immediate aftermath and likely in the 
longer term as well. Hurricane Sandy, for example, caused large declines in home 
values for flooded properties (Ortega & Taspinar, 2018). Properties that were not dam-
aged but are in flood zones also experienced a sustained price penalty—demonstrating 
long-term effects of the disaster on real estate prices. Similarly, after Hurricane 
Andrew, properties in Florida that were not damaged themselves but proximate to 
damaged ones experienced sustained price penalties (Hallstrom & Smith, 2005). 
However, the effect of risk is not evenly felt across the market—the negative impact 
of climate-related disasters is stronger on low-priced homes (L. Zhang, 2016).

The COVID-19 pandemic is distinct from disasters in which property is damaged. 
However, there are clear mechanisms by which the market for both rental and pur-
chased residential property could be affected. Shelter-in-place orders, for example, 
reduce the ability to search for and view available properties while rising infection 
rates may reduce homeseekers’ desire to search. Depressed demand could result in 
both falling prices as well as reduced inventory if landlords choose to withhold list-
ings. A recent industry report on Manhattan’s property market found that the number 
of completed sales transactions was down over 50%, the median price dropped nearly 
18%, and the number of signed contracts for purchased properties dropped 76% in the 
second quarter of 2020 compared with the same period in 2019 (Chen & Franklin, 
2020). Overall, the number of properties listed in the first half of 2020 was 26% lower 
in Manhattan than in the first half of 2019. We might similarly expect reduced volume 
of listings in rental markets affected by COVID-19 as landlords cannot show their 
properties to prospective tenants or do not list their available units believing that 
demand will increase at a later point in time. Indeed, in both Manhattan and Brooklyn, 
new lease signings continued to fall through June 2020 and the vacancy rate of rental 
units climbed to levels not seen in over a decade (Haag, 2020). However, past work 
has shown that rental market indicators like listing volume, vacancy rates, and rental 
price remain relatively sticky during economic downturns and do not necessarily 
covary (Genesove, 2003; Lens, 2018; also see Gabriel & Nothaft, 2001).

Any effects of the pandemic are likely to be socio spatially unequal. U.S. metro-
politan areas are defined by ethnoracial and socioeconomic segregation within and 
between neighborhoods (Krysan & Crowder, 2017; Massey & Denton, 1993; Quillian 
& Legrange, 2016; Reardon & Bischoff, 2011). As a result, neighborhoods with higher 
shares of poor and non-White households tend to be deprived of economic and institu-
tional resources (Quillian, 2012; Sampson, 2012; Small & McDermott, 2006; Wilson, 
1987) and their residents face various forms of exploitation, discrimination, and disad-
vantage (Besbris et al., 2015; Besbris et al., 2019; Desmond & Wilmers, 2019; Faber, 
2019b; Quillian, 2014; Sharkey, 2013; Sharkey & Faber, 2014). Before, during, and 
after the Great Recession, more segregated neighborhoods experienced more sub-
prime lending, more foreclosures, and an increase in the establishment of fringe finan-
cial institutions (Faber, 2018a, 2018b; Wyly et al., 2009). Additionally, poor and 
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non-White neighborhoods tend to be far more vulnerable to environmental disasters 
(Faber, 2015; Fothergill & Peek, 2004; Freudenberg et al., 2009; Tierney, 2007) and 
recover more slowly relative to more advantaged places (Curtis et al., 2015; Elliott, 
2015; Fussell, 2015; Pais & Elliott, 2008). Disasters also increase inequality across 
households within affected places (Howell & Elliott, 2019). This past work motivates 
us to examine if and how the COVID-19 pandemic has altered rental market dynamics 
in disparate ways across neighborhoods that vary by racial demographics.

Data

Our rental market data come from Craigslist. Social scientists are increasingly recog-
nizing the value of online data (Lazer & Radford, 2017; Salganik, 2017); because 
Craigslist is widely recognized as the dominant platform for today’s metropolitan 
rental housing market and the primary source of information for the vast majority of 
rental housing searches (Boeing & Waddell, 2017), we view it as a promising data 
source. While Craigslist cannot provide a census of all rental housing in the United 
States, it is more comprehensive and timelier than any other existing sources including 
the American Community Survey and the American Housing Survey (Boeing et al., 
2020; Boeing & Waddell, 2017).

We designed a set of Python scripts to crawl the web and collect information from 
rental ads, including listing date, rent (price), and geo-location. We include all 
Craigslist sites that correspond to the 49 largest MSAs in the United States.1 In all 
MSAs, posters creating ads for rental housing are asked to supply a geographic loca-
tion on a Google maps image from which we extract the listings’ geocode. Across our 
metro areas, 0.8% of all listings are missing a geocode and are thus excluded from all 
analyses presented here. We use the geocodes to assign each advertisement to a MSA 
and a Census tract within it using the sp package in R for spatial overlay.

The Python scripts, which have been running continuously since late May, 2017, 
capture each unique listing posted in each MSA. The scripts revisit each MSA 
Craigslist site twice per week, and check to see whether each currently posted listing 
is new, in which case all information will be scraped, or if the listing is a repeat from 
the previous week, which is also noted in the database. We are therefore able to track 
how long listings remain on the market, as well as collect data on new listings each 
week. By visiting each site twice a week, we miss listings that are posted and 
removed within 3 to 4 days; however, since landlords are free to post listings at any 
time, this missing data should not bias any of our analyses. From March 1 of 2020 
through June 1, 2020, we collected 2,449,753 listings across all 49 MSAs. We elimi-
nate listings missing geocodes for a final data set of 2,418,162 geocoded listings.2 
We then merge our data with 2018 ACS 5-year pooled data on neighborhood (e.g., 
tract) racial/ethnic composition, several indicators of socioeconomic status, and 
other neighborhood characteristics relevant to rental market dynamics. We capture 
COVID-19 positive cases over time at the metro level using data from Social 
Explorer.3 Our analyses are constrained by the lack of systematic data on COVID-19 
cases at the sub-MSA level (i.e., zip code or tract).
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Method

We begin by examining descriptive changes in rents over time, starting March 1 (i.e., 
just before a national pandemic was declared on March 13, 2020) and through June 
1st. We examine trends by MSA as well as in the aggregate given the differential 
impact of COVID-19 across MSAs and over time.

Next, we leverage variation over time within MSAs to estimate the relationship 
between new positive COVID-19 cases on listed rental unit volume and prices in the 
same MSA. Specifically, we estimate two-way fixed effects models that control for 
both time and time-invariant characteristics of MSAs that may drive rent prices and/or 
listing volume. While our goal is to isolate the relationship between COVID-19 cases 
and our market outcome measures, we do not claim to be identifying causal effects in 
this preliminary analysis; rather, we limit our interpretation to identifying potential 
relationships/associations which should motivate further inquiry. We use logged 
COVID-19 cases given the exponential nature of the pandemic.4 The unit of analysis 
is MSA-week. Our sample is a fully balanced panel of 49 MSAs measured each week 
for 12 weeks (i.e., 588 metro-weeks).5 We aggregate our outcome variables and covari-
ates at the MSA level for each week.

Next, we test for heterogeneity in the effects of COVID within MSAs based on 
neighborhood race/ethnicity. To do so, within each metro we calculate average rental 
prices among listings located in four types of neighborhoods (White, Black, Latino, 
and diverse) in each MSA by week. We define the neighborhood type by the majority 
enthnoracial group in the Census tract. We classify neighborhoods that do not have a 
group population higher than 50% of the residents as diverse neighborhoods.6 We use 
this aggregation method rather than switching our unit of analysis to Census tracts 
because many tracts do not experience a high enough listing volume to calculate 
weekly price changes. See Figure A1, Appendix A, for details.7

The model to estimate the effect of COVID-19 cases is the following:

Y logCOVID casesmt mt m t it= ⋅ + + +β α δ19 

Yit is the outcome variable at MSA m and week t. logCOVID19casesmt indicates the 
natural logarithm of new COVID19 cases in MSA m and week t. The model includes 
MSA fixed effects (αm) and week fixed effects (δt ). For models estimating the differ-
ential effect by neighborhood types, we add the neighborhood type indicator and an 
interaction term between logged COVI19 cases and the neighborhood type variable. 
Standard errors are clustered at the MSA level.

Results

We begin by examining changes over time in rental price by averaging across all list-
ings in all MSAs. Figure 1 shows a clear dip in asking rental prices from March 
through mid-April when the federal stimulus payments began on April 15 and COVID-
19 cases had their first peak in many parts of the United States. Average rental prices 
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then began to rebound, and by mid-June had almost fully recovered. These trends are 
similar to other economic data documenting sharp initial dips (Leatherby & Gelles, 
2020), and partial recoveries starting in mid-April (Chetty et al., 2020).

When we disaggregate changes in rental prices by MSA between March and 
April, we see distinct trajectories. As shown in Figure 2, while most MSAs experi-
enced a decrease in average rental price, about one quarter experienced an increase 
in average price. While we do not have enough data to test potential explanations 
for this variation, some of these MSAs were experiencing the continuation of secu-
lar positive trends in rents before local outbreaks. It is also possible that these 
MSAs had characteristics that were particularly desirable among more mobile 
households during the first wave of the pandemic in the United States—such as 
lower density—or residents of these MSAs may have simply presumed that the 
local effects of COVID-19 would not be as severe relative to early epicenters like 
Seattle and New York. In other words, MSA-specific mobility patterns and other 
local contextual factors may contribute to variation in rental market trends during 
the pandemic. We also see variation among MSAs with net decreases in price; 
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Figure 1. Trend of average rental price.
Note. The figure displays the trend of average rental price of our whole Craigslist sample between March 
1, 2020, and June 1, 2020. The dots indicate binned average price. The smooth line and confidence 
intervals are derived from using generalized additive models (GAM).
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some, such as New York, which was the epicenter of the U.S. outbreak during this 
time, show a much larger drop in price relative to other areas. While more time and 
data are needed to understand the causes of this heterogeneity, Figure 2 highlights 
the differential impact of COVID-19 across geographies.

Next, to better understand whether MSA-level heterogeneity in rental price trends 
is tied to the differential effects of COVID-19, we examine two of the largest MSAs in 
our sample, New York City and Los Angeles. Indeed, as shown in Figure 3, we observe 
different price trends over time, which correspond with positive COVID-19 case num-
bers. In Los Angeles, where cases continued to rise throughout our period of analysis, 

Figure 2. Change in average rental price between March and April by MSA.
Note. The bars represent the change in average rental price for each MSA between March and April. 
The values are calculated by subtracting the average rental price of April from the average rental price 
of March. Negative values indicate there is an average price drop between March and April. MSA = 
metropolitan statistical area.
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we see a corresponding decrease in average listing price over time. In contrast, the 
plots for the New York more closely correspond with the overall averages presented in 
Figure 1, namely, a sharp decline in prices followed by a steady though partial recov-
ery. Rental prices in New York reached their lowest levels at around the same time as 
the MSA’s new COVID-19 case count reached its peak. While not all MSAs look like 
either New York City or Los Angeles, they both illustrate how heterogeneity in 
COVID-19 case rates helps explain differential rental market trends.

Next, we examine changes in MSA mean price, median price, and listing volume, 
as the number of new positive COVID-19 cases increased. When we estimate the 

Figure 3. Trends of average rental price (above) and new COVID-19 cases (below) in New 
York and Los Angeles.
Note. The figure above presents the average price trend of listings in New York and Los Angeles 
metropolitan statistical area. The bar plot below displays the number of new COVID-19 cases for each 
day. The blue trend line represents the 7-day average trend of new cases.
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effect of new cases in our two-way fixed effects model (see Table 1), we find a sig-
nificant, negative relationship with median and mean price.8 Nevertheless, the 
results suggest that on average, rising positive cases are associated with a measur-
able decline in median posted rental price. More specifically, a 100% increase in 
positive tests is tied to a $6.52 decline in median price and $5.39 decline in mean 
price. Keep in mind that a 100% increase occurred multiple times throughout most 
MSAs during this time period (i.e., going from 5 to 10 cases, then 10 to 20 cases, 
etc.). Given the rapidly rising positive test rates, the price decline is substantial. 
Interestingly, we do not find a significant relationship between posting volume and 
COVID-19 cases. Even though the results show an expected drop in listing volume 
(about 77 listings) when there is a 100% increase in new cases, we speculate that the 
wider distribution of listing volumes (standard deviation = 2134.1) is likely to con-
tribute to the lack of statistical significance.

We find substantial heterogeneity when we disaggregate the effect of rising cases in 
a MSA across listings by racial/ethnic makeup. Recall that in these models, we com-
pare weekly average rental prices among listings located in four types of neighbor-
hoods (majority White, Black, Latino, and diverse, which includes all tracts without a 
clear majority group as well as the only two majority Asian tracts in our data) in each 
MSA.9 We interact our indicators of listing neighborhood type with the number of new 
cases (logged), treating listings in majority-White neighborhoods as the reference cat-
egory.10 Because our key measure of new cases is logged, directly interpreting the 
interaction coefficients is difficult. Instead, in Figure 4, we plot the predicted change 
in price for listings from each type of neighborhood as the number of new cases 
(logged) increases. Figure 4 makes it clear that as cases rise, prices in Black, Latino, 
and diverse neighborhoods tend to drop. In majority White neighborhoods (the refer-
ence category), prices increase as the case rate rises.

These patterns suggest that the overall negative effect of Covid-19 cases on price 
we identified in our previous analysis is being driven by listings in Black, Latino, and 

Table 1. Change in New Cases and Rental-Related Outcomes (MSA).

Dependent variable

 Mean price Median price Number of listings

 (1) (2) (3)

New cases (logged) −7.781* (3.836) −9.411* (3.828) −77.834 (64.741)
Observations 588 588 588
R2 .996 .995 .958
Adjusted R2 .996 .995 .954
Residual standard error 31.328 31.292 459.060

Note. The unit of analysis of these models is week-MSA. The time frame of these models begins on 
March 15, 2020, and ends on June 1, 2020. The regression models include MSA and week fixed effects. 
Standard errors are clustered at the MSA level. MSA = metropolitan statistical area.
†p < .1. *p < .05. **p < .01.
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diverse neighborhoods. The effect appears to be steepest in Latino neighborhoods. 
Given the stark differences depicted here, it is imperative for future work to identify 
the mechanisms and underlying structural causes of these disparities.

We do not find evidence of an interaction effect for listing volume. While listing 
volumes are lower in non-White neighborhoods (see Boeing, 2020), we find no sig-
nificant changes over time or with the positive case rate. Combined with our aggregate 
results, this suggests that in general, landlords and property managers did not hold 
vacancies off the market during this time period. However, the results for mean and 
median rental price underscore the disproportionate impact of COVID-19. Our find-
ings suggest that the aggregate drop in rental prices across the 49 largest MSAs is 
being driven by neighborhoods that are not majority White (Table 2).

Discussion

Segregation exacerbates inequalities as well as the effects of economic and environ-
mental disasters. Indeed, racial residential segregation increased the racially disparate 
impacts of the foreclosure crisis during the Great Recession (Dwyer & Lassus, 2015; 
Rugh & Massey, 2010) and multiple studies have documented how segregated neigh-
borhoods are more vulnerable to floods and hurricanes and recover more slowly in 
their aftermath (Faber, 2015; Fothergill & Peek, 2004; Freudenberg et al., 2009; 
Fussell, 2015; Pais & Elliott, 2008). The COVID-19 pandemic is likely no different: 
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the economic impacts—which will undoubtedly be long-lasting—have fallen dispro-
portionately on Black and Latino households (Chetty et al., 2020). Here, we have 
examined the effects of the pandemic on the rental market in the 49 largest U.S. MSAs 
and found that, while asking rents are down overall, this trend is driven by drops in 
Black and Latino neighborhoods. In contrast, White neighborhoods experienced price 
increases in the first few months of the pandemic. There is also a great deal of varia-
tion across MSAs, likely caused by distinct mobility patterns, the extent of racial seg-
regation, local COVID-19 related ordinances, and other factors. Future research 
should certainly explore the why the rental market in some metros has been more or 
less affected by COVID-19 infection rates.

In these early analyses, we cannot specify the mechanisms by which Black and 
Latino neighborhoods are more affected. However, recently reported mobility patterns 
illustrate that the economic impacts of the pandemic are not evenly felt across places. 
First, mail forwarding requests and aggregated smartphone mobility data indicate resi-
dents of central city neighborhoods with higher shares of White residents moved as 
infection rates increased compared with residents in less White neighborhoods 
(Paybarah et al., 2020). Those who stayed within their MSA or moved to other MSAs 
likely moved to neighborhoods with similar demographics to the neighborhoods they 
left, which could help explain sustained demand in White neighborhoods overall. 
Second, higher shares of poor and non-White households have experienced job loss 
and reduced income due to COVID-19 compared to White households (Parker et al., 
2020), likely meaning reduced demand and general economic activity in poorer and 
Black and Latino neighborhoods. Such a reduction in demand could potentially explain 
some of the reductions in price in non-White neighborhoods. Third, neighborhoods 
with fewer White residents, as well as poorer neighborhoods, have higher infection 
rates overall (Nichols et al., 2020; The Stoop, 2020). Future research could examine 
whether these factors sustained demand for housing in whiter neighborhoods and 
reduced it in Black, Latino, and diverse neighborhoods.

Our evidence of potentially declining rental market activity in Black and Latino 
neighborhoods suggests the economic fallout will be harder in these places. While 
price decreases may be, in some ways, economically beneficial for rental housing 
market consumers in the short-term, past crises in the housing market have broadly led 
to more consolidation of rental market housing stock and adverse outcomes for resi-
dents of already disadvantaged neighborhoods. It will be critical for future scholarship 
to examine the medium- and long-term consequences of the short-term market changes 
we have identified here. Such research will only be possible if we collect the necessary 
data now. In particular, our analysis highlights the limitations of collecting listing data 
only twice weekly, as we do not have enough new listings each week to support a tract-
level analysis. We hope this article spurs researchers to begin and further strengthen 
data collection efforts so that such analyses will be possible in the future.

In addition, a looming eviction crisis could further exacerbate the ethnoracial 
inequalities we identify, as could subsequent waves of rising Covid-19 cases. Eviction 
moratoria and rental assistance programs are more than warranted and our research 
also reveals that measures to prevent foreclosure for small-scale property owners are 
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also necessary. Preventing corporate consolidation of housing stock in poor and non-
White neighborhoods should be a policy priority. What is clear is that far more research 
is needed to understand the consequences of the ongoing pandemic. While our pre-
liminary analysis offers more questions than answers, by highlighting the importance 
of studying the rental market broadly and testing for racial disparities within the rental 
market in particular, we hope to set the stage for future work.

Appendix A

Using Tract-Week as the Unit of Analysis

We do not use Census tract-week as the unit of analysis in our study because many 
Census tracts do not have listings for every week. If we use tract-week as the unit of 
analysis, we are going to have a large amount of missing observations. Figure A1 

Figure A1. Panel missingness in Craigslist data from random sample of 100 census tracts.
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displays the prevalence of missingness in Craigslist data. We randomly selected 100 
census tracts and visualize which tract has observation or not. The visualization was 
done by using Liu and Xu’s panel view. Only a few census tracts in the figure have 
complete information. Most Census tract have less than half of the observations. 
Running two-way fixed models with an unbalanced panel like this will likely bias any 
results.

Even though two-way fixed models on an unbalanced panel are likely to bias the 
results, we conduct the same two-way fixed models as the main text to show the results 
are similar regardless of the unit of analysis.

The results in Table A1 are very similar to the results in the main text (Table 2). 
Listings in White neighborhoods have positive and statistically significant relationship 
with the logged new COVID-19 cases. However, Black, Latino, and diverse neighbor-
hoods have negative and statistically significant relationship with logged new cases.

Appendix B

Weighting Models Using the Number of Tracts for Each Neighborhood 
Type

For our models testing for heterogeneity in the association between new COVID-19 
cases and rental outcomes, we use four neighborhood types (classified by majority 

Table A1. New COVID-19 Cases and Rental-Related Outcomes Interacted With 
Neighborhood Types: Tract-Week as the Unit of Analysis.

Dependent variable

 Mean price Median price Number of listings

 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

New cases (logged) 2.37 
(3.10)

19.03** 
(5.62)

2.96 
(3.07)

18.66** 
(6.17)

−0.20 
(0.20)

0.12 
(0.23)

Black −270.75** 
(29.59)

134.10† 
(74.92)

−257.72** 
(27.75)

118.07 
(73.19)

−1.26 
(0.77)

0.09 
(3.82)

Latino −344.69** 
(62.71)

2.19 
(134.95)

−330.58** 
(59.23)

−4.98 
(132.04)

0.11 
(0.93)

2.68 
(3.02)

Diverse −198.69** 
(29.72)

27.80 
(90.49)

−191.82** 
(29.09)

25.14 
(89.67)

3.27** 
(0.78)

12.69** 
(3.19)

New cases (logged) × Black −56.18** 
(11.61)

−52.16** 
(11.24)

−0.20 
(0.47)

New cases (logged) × Latino −47.53* 
(22.82)

−44.62* 
(22.23)

−0.37 
(0.39)

New cases (logged) × Diverse −31.93* 
(13.60)

−30.57* 
(13.62)

−1.32** 
(0.38)

Observations 160,115 160,115 160,115 160,115 160,115 160,115
R2 .46 .46 .44 .45 .05 .05
Adjusted R2 .46 .46 .44 .44 .05 .05
Residual standard error 599.12 598.42 612.73 612.13 27.79 27.78

†p < .1. *p < .05. **p < .01.



Kuk et al.	 1639Kuk et al. 17

ethnoracial group) in each MSA as the geographical unit of analysis. The shortcoming 
of choosing this unit of analysis is that it treats each neighborhood type as equal units 
even though these units are not equal. For example, there are more Census tracts in 
Atlanta that are White and Black majority than Latino majority. However, our main 
models treat them as equal units. To make sure this analytical choice does not bias our 
results, we include the number of tracts as weights in the two-way fixed effect models 
to give higher weights to neighborhood types that have more Census tracts and popu-
lation. To explain this weighting scheme using the Atlanta example, White (131 tracts) 
and Black (96 tracts) neighborhoods will get higher weights than Latino neighbor-
hoods (11 tracts).

The results presented in Table A2 shows similar result to Table 2. In fact, the differ-
ences across neighborhood types are more pronounced than Table 2.

Appendix C

Measuring the Number of COVID-19 Cases on a Per Capita Basis

The absolute number of COVID-19 cases is likely to differ by the population size of 
each MSA. More populous MSAs are likely to have higher case counts than less popu-
lated ones. In this section, we reestimate our models in Tables 1 and 2 with logged 
COVID-19 cases per capita to show that our results are robust to population size.

Table A2. New COVID-19 Cases and Rental-Related Outcomes Interacted With 
Neighborhood Types: Weighting by the Number of Census Tracts in Each Neighborhood 
Type-Week.

Dependent variable

 Mean price Median price Number of listings

 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

New cases (logged) −5.82 
(4.18)

16.02** 
(5.69)

−6.85* 
(3.29)

9.79* 
(4.84)

−25.11 
(47.37)

−33.25 
(65.01)

Black −290.33** 
(42.00)

259.54* 
(100.68)

−243.45** 
(34.84)

114.88 
(97.17)

−1287.48** 
(169.82)

−982.26† 
(563.86)

Latino −347.49** 
(67.74)

173.99 
(116.62)

−287.63** 
(55.78)

100.53 
(116.55)

−1049.72** 
(281.84)

−1408.80* 
(663.94)

Diverse −180.32** 
(25.14)

74.74 
(81.15)

−138.84** 
(17.48)

89.57 
(55.55)

−825.48** 
(196.90)

−1087.39† 
(594.20)

New cases (logged) × Black −76.25** 
(16.85)

−49.85** 
(16.25)

−41.00 
(81.95)

New cases (logged) × Latino −71.21** 
(20.33)

−53.02** 
(18.97)

48.32 
(88.48)

New cases (logged) × Diverse −36.02** 
(12.34)

−32.16** 
(7.86)

36.33 
(73.78)

Observations 2,012 2,012 2,012 2,012 2,012 2,012
R2 .97 .98 .97 .98 .77 .77
Adjusted R2 .97 .98 .97 .98 .77 .77
Residual standard error 904.00 829.49 787.49 743.45 5248.85 5244.27

†p < .1. *p < .05. **p < .01.
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Appendix D

Table 2 With Additional Covariates

In this section, we present models that include covariates that might potentially con-
found the association between ethnoracial composition and rental prices. In the mod-
els presented in Table A5, we include housing density, occupational composition, and 
tenant mobility. These measures are obtained from 2018 ACS 5-year pooled data.

Table A3. Table 1 Models Using Per Capita Measures.

Dependent variable

 Mean price Median price Number of listings

 (1) (2) (3)

New cases per capita (logged) −7.781* (3.836) −9.411* (3.828) −77.834 (64.741)
Observations 588 588 588
R2 .996 .995 .958
Adjusted R2 .996 .995 .954
Residual standard error 31.328 31.292 459.060

†p < 0.1. *p < .05. **p < .01.

Table A4. Table 2 Models Using Per Capita Measures.

Dependent variable

 Mean price Median price Number of listings

 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

New cases per capita (log) −11.244* 
(4.578)

8.954 
(8.670)

−11.699* 
(4.655)

10.273 
(8.198)

−24.777 
(20.590)

−62.820 
(61.131)

Black −229.278** 
(28.409)

−405.636** 
(119.964)

−193.148** 
(26.669)

−361.395** 
(110.305)

−1357.052** 
(140.937)

−243.840 
(597.280)

Latino −274.906** 
(36.188)

−788.859** 
(157.413)

−231.898** 
(34.618)

−722.165** 
(178.226)

−1340.164** 
(187.874)

−1162.109 
(781.183)

Diverse −136.196** 
(17.260)

−222.696* 
(101.451)

−111.052** 
(13.927)

−263.613** 
(72.602)

−958.810** 
(156.307)

−938.223† 
(532.634)

New cases per capita (log) × Black −22.935 
(14.346)

−21.794 
(13.032)

147.743† 
(78.927)

New cases per capita (log) × Latino −65.527** 
(19.907)

−62.578** 
(22.397)

23.182 
(106.354)

New cases per capita (log) × Diverse −11.214 
(12.204)

−19.779* 
(8.703)

2.669 
(78.351)

Observations 2,012 2,012 2,012 2,012 2,012 2,012
R2 .945 .949 .936 .940 .648 .655
Adjusted R2 .943 0.947 .934 .938 .637 .644
Residual standard error 121.356 117.430 120.583 117.205 612.468 606.738

†p < .1. *p < .05. **p < .01.
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Table A5. Table 2 Models Including Additional Covariates.

Dependent variable

 Mean price Median price Number of listings

 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

New cases (logged) −9.002† 
(4.898)

21.418* 
(8.511)

−10.284* 
(4.905)

15.853† 
(8.863)

−12.549 
(21.867)

−117.127† 
(65.467)

Black −215.374** 
(37.838)

67.883 
(118.539)

−184.963** 
(37.322)

−8.321 
(128.343)

−1219.583** 
(179.224)

−2044.955** 
(630.964)

Latino −174.735** 
(51.987)

352.065* 
(135.183)

−166.454** 
(50.309)

289.830* 
(138.959)

−934.565** 
(302.011)

−2115.866** 
(712.797)

Diverse −125.946** 
(28.829)

33.341 
(68.581)

−105.040** 
(26.960)

76.815 
(47.059)

−849.953** 
(223.744)

−1875.836** 
(698.914)

Pct manufacturing −9.494** 
(2.983)

−9.393** 
(2.625)

−6.268** 
(2.323)

−6.349** 
(2.059)

−31.852* 
(15.101)

−32.375* 
(14.697)

Pct no move 1.054 
(1.329)

1.317 
(1.239)

0.731 
(1.185)

1.038 
(1.141)

0.042  
(5.301)

−0.600 
(5.148)

Housing density (logged) 0.010 
(0.007)

0.004 
(0.007)

0.006 
(0.006)

0.001 
(0.006)

0.075  
(0.050)

0.094*  
(0.046)

New cases (logged) × Black −43.799* 
(19.612)

−27.980 
(22.086)

127.424 
(84.909)

New cases (logged) × Latino −78.088** 
(19.596)

−67.483** 
(20.618)

177.214† 
(98.467)

New cases (logged) × Diverse −24.808* 
(9.990)

−28.226** 
(7.325)

156.265 
(95.776)

Observations 2,012 2,012 2,012 2,012 2,012 2,012
R2 .952 .956 .939 .943 .677 .684
Adjusted R2 .950 .955 .937 .941 .666 .673
Residual standard error 114.098 108.560 117.602 113.909 587.658 581.271

†p < .1. *p < .05. **p < .01.
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Notes

 1. In most cases, Craigslist sites for MSAs closely match the census definition. However, 
some are distinct. Craigslist, for example, puts both the San Francisco-Oakland-Hayward, 
CA MSA and the San Jose-Sunnyvale-Santa Clara, CA MSA in one site titled SFBay. We 
refer to this site as the San Francisco Bay Area. Similarly, while the Census treats Miami, 
Fort Lauderdale, and West Palm Beach, FL as one MSA, in May of 2017 when we began 
data collection, each of these areas had its own Craigslist site. We combine all unique list-
ings from each site and refer to them as Miami. Lastly, the Craigslist site for Los Angeles 
covers Los Angeles County rather than the Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim MSA, 
which includes Orange County. Orange county is not included in our analyses.
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 2. Including duplicates increases our statistical power but does not substantively change any 
of our findings. We use the reduced, nonduplicate data set to produce more conservative 
estimates.

 3. Social explorer retrieves county data from the New York Times COVID-19 database and 
aggregates them up to the MSA-level.

 4. The absolute number of COVID-19 cases vary depending on the population size of each 
metro. We reestimate our models with logged COVID-19 cases per capita to demonstrate 
that our results are robust to population size. The results are reported in Tables A3 and A4 
(Appendix C).

 5. Our sample for the two-way fixed effects models starts on March 15, the third week of 
March and right after national emergency was declared. Most MSAs did not have any 
confirmed cases before March 15.

 6. Asian majority neighborhoods are classified as diverse neighborhoods because there are 
only two Asian majority neighborhoods across the MSAs in our sample and because of the 
high margins of error on tract-level ACS data for ethnic groups with low representation.

 7. Even though we recognize using tract-week as the unit of analysis would likely to bias our 
results, reestimate our models examining within-MSA heterogeneity using tract-weeks and 
find substantively similar results. The results are presented in Table A1 (Appendix A).

 8. The results for mean price are not robust to different degree-of-freedom adjustment meth-
ods. The clustered standard errors vary from 3.8179 to 3.8724. The lowest p value is .042 
that is derived from block bootstrapped standard errors calculated by Stata’s reghdfe, We 
obtain the highest p value (.0501) from standard errors calculated by Stata’s reghdfe.

 9. In the appendices, we reestimate these models using (1) tracts (see Table A1, Appendix 
A) and (2) weighted models that use the number of tracts for each neighborhood type (see 
Table A2, Appendix B). In both cases results are substantively similar.

10. There are covariates that might potentially confound the association between ethnoracial 
composition and rental prices such as housing density, occupational composition, and ten-
ant mobility. In Table A5 (Appendix D), we present regression results that include these 
covariates. Our results are robust to the inclusion of these control measures.

References

Aalbers, M. B. (2019). Financial geography II: Financial geographies of housing and real estate. 
Progress in Human Geography, 43(2), 376-387. https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132518819503

Bambino, D., Shah, A., Doubeni, C. A., Sia, I. G., & Wieland, M. L. (2020). The dispropor-
tionate Impact of COVID-19 on racial and ethnic minorities in the United States. Clinical 
Infectious Diseases, 72(4), 703-706. https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciaa815

Besbris, M. (2016). Romancing the home: Emotions and the interactional creation of demand 
in the housing market. Socio-Economic Review, 14(3), 461-482. https://doi.org/10.1093/
ser/mww004

Besbris, M. (2020). Upsold: Real estate agents, prices, and neighborhood inequality. University 
of Chicago Press.

Besbris, M., & Faber, J. W. (2017). Investigating the relationship between real estate agents, 
segregation, and house prices: Steering and upselling in New York state. Sociological 
Forum, 32(4), 850-873. https://doi.org/10.1111/socf.12378

Besbris, M., Faber, J. W., Rich, P., & Sharkey, P. (2015). Effect of neighborhood stigma on 
economic transactions. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 112(16), 4994-
4998. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1414139112



Kuk et al.	 1643Kuk et al. 21

Besbris, M., Faber, J. W., & Sharkey, P. (2019). Disentangling the effects of race and place 
in economic transactions: Findings from an online field experiment. City & Community, 
18(2), 529-555. https://doi.org/10.1111/cico.12394

Besbris, M., Schachter, A., & Kuk, J. (in press). The unequal availability of rental housing 
information across neighborhoods. Demography.

Boeing, G. (2020). Online rental housing market representation and the digital reproduction 
of urban inequality. Environment and Planning A: Economy and Space, 52(2), 449-468. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X19869678

Boeing, G., Besbris, M., Schachter, A., & Kuk, J. (2021). Housing search in the age of Big Data: 
Smarter cities or the same old blind spots? Housing Policy Debate, 31(1), 112-126. https://
doi.org/10.1080/10511482.2019.1684336

Boeing, G., & Waddell, P. (2017). New insights into rental housing markets across the United 
States: Web scraping and analyzing craigslist rental listings. Journal of Planning Education 
and Research, 37(4), 457-476. https://doi.org/10.1177/0739456X16664789

Boeing, G., Wegmann, J., & Jiao, J. (2020). Rental housing spot Markets: How online infor-
mation exchanges can supplement transacted-rents data. Journal of Planning Education 
and Research. Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1177/0739456X209 
04435

Borjas, G. J., & Cassidy, H. (2020). The adverse effect of the COVID-19 labor market shock on 
immigrant employment (NBER Working Paper No. 27243). https://www.nber.org/system/
files/working_papers/w27243/w27243.pdf

Brown, S. (2020). How COVID-19 is affecting Black and Latino families’ employment and 
financial well-being. Urban Institute. https://www.urban.org/urban-wire/how-covid-19-af-
fecting-black-and-latino-families-employment-and-financial-well-being

Chang, S., Pierson, E., Koh, P. W., Gerardin, J., Redbird, B., Grusky, D., & Leskovec, J. (2021). 
Mobility network models of COVID-19 explain inequities and inform reopening. Nature, 
589, 82-87. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2923-3

Chen, S., & Franklin, S. (2020, July 2). Real estate prices fall sharply in New York. The New 
York Times. https://www.nytimes.com/2020/07/02/realestate/coronavirus-real-estate-
price-drop.html?action=click&module=Latest&pgtype=Homepage

Chetty, R., J. N., Hendren, N., & Stepner, M., & the Opportunity Insights Team. (2020). How 
did COVID-19 and stabilization policies affect spending and employment? A new real-time 
economic tracker based on private sector data. https://opportunityinsights.org/wp-content/
uploads/2020/05/tracker_paper.pdf

Curtis, K. J., Fussell, E., & DeWaard, J. (2015). Recovery migration after hurricanes Katrina 
and Rita: Spatial concentration and intensification in the migration system. Demography, 
52(4), 1269-1293. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13524-015-0400-7

DeLuca, S., Garboden, P.M.E., & Rosenblatt, P. (2013). Segregating shelter: How hous-
ing policies shape the residential locations of low-income minority families. ANNALS 
of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 647(1), 268-299. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0002716213479310

Desmet, K., & Ross-Hansberg, E. (2015). On the spatial economic impact of global 
warming. Journal of Urban Economics, 88(July), 16-37. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jue.2015.04.004

Desmond, M. (2018). Heavy is the house: Rent burden among the American urban poor. 
International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, 42(1), 160-170. https://doi.
org/10.1111/1468-2427.12529

Desmond, M., & Perkins, K. L. (2016). Housing and household instability. Urban Affairs 
Review, 52(3), 421-436. https://doi.org/10.1177/1078087415589192



1644	 American Behavioral Scientist 65(12)22 American Behavioral Scientist 00(0)

Desmond, M., & Wilmers, N. (2019). Do the poor pay more for housing? Exploitation, profit, 
and risk in rental markets. American Journal of Sociology, 124(4), 1090-1124. https://doi.
org/10.1086/701697

Dwyer, R. E., & Lassus, L. A. P. (2015). The great risk shift and precarity in the U.S. housing 
market. The ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 660(1), 
199-216. https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716215577612

Ellen, I. G., & Karfunkel, B. (2016). Renting in America’s largest metropolitan areas. 
NYU Furman Center. http://furmancenter.org/files/CapOneNYUFurmanCenter__
NationalRentalLandscape_MAY2015.pdf

Elliott, J. R. (2015). Natural hazards and residential mobility: General patterns and racially 
unequal outcomes in the United States. Social Forces, 93(4), 1723-1747. https://doi.
org/10.1093/sf/sou120

Faber, J. W. (2015). Superstorm sandy and the demographics of flood risk in New York City. 
Human Ecology, 43(3), 363-378. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10745-015-9757-x

Faber, J., W. (2018a). Cashing in on distress: The expansion of fringe financial institu-
tions during the Great Recession. Urban Affairs Review, 54(4), 663-696. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1078087416684037

Faber, J. W. (2018b). Segregation and the geography of creditworthiness: Racial inequality in a 
recovered mortgage market. Housing Policy Debate, 28(2), 215-247. https://doi.org/10.10
80/10511482.2017.1341944

Faber, J. W. (2019a). On the street during the Great Recession: Exploring the relationship 
between foreclosures and homelessness. Housing Policy Debate, 29(4),588-606. https://
doi.org/10.1080/10511482.2018.1554595

Faber, J. W. (2019b). Segregation and the cost of money: Race, poverty, and the prevalence of alter-
native financial institutions. Social Forces, 98(2), 819-848. https://doi.org/10.1093/sf/soy129

Friedman, S., & Rosenbaum, E. (2004). Nativity status and racial/ethnic differences in access to 
quality housing: Does homeownership bring greater parity? Housing Policy Debate, 15(4), 
865-901. https://doi.org/10.1080/10511482.2004.9521525

Fothergill, A., & Peek, L. (2004). Poverty and disasters in the United States: A review of 
recent sociological findings. Natural Hazards, 32(1), 89-110. https://doi.org/10.1023/
B:NHAZ.0000026792.76181.d9

Frame, D. E. (1998). Housing, natural hazards, and insurance. Journal of Urban Economics, 
44(1), 93-109. https://doi.org/10.1006/juec.1997.2061

Freudenberg, W. R., Gramling, R., Laska, S., & Erikson, K. (2009). Catastrophe in the making: 
The engineering of Katrina and the disasters of tomorrow. Island Press.

Friedman, S., Tsao, H.-S., & Chen, C. (2013). Housing tenure and residential segregation in 
metropolitan America. Demography, 50(4), 1477-1498. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13524-
012-0184-y

Fussell, E. (2015). The long-term recovery of New Orleans’ population after hurricane 
Katrina. American Behavioral Scientist, 59(10), 1231-1245. https://doi.org/10.1177/000 
2764215591181

Fussell, E., & Harris, E. (2014). Homeownership and housing displacement after hurricane 
Katrina among low-income African-American mothers in New Orleans. Social Science 
Quarterly, 95(4), 1086-1100. https://doi.org/10.1111/ssqu.12114

Gabriel, S. A., & Nothaft, F. E. (2001). Rental housing markets, the incidence and duration 
of vacancy, and the natural vacancy rate. Journal of Urban Economics, 49(1), 121-149. 
https://doi.org/10.1006/juec.2000.2187



Kuk et al.	 1645Kuk et al. 23

Garcia, M. A., Holman, P. A., García, C., & Brown, T. H. (2020). The color of COVID-19: 
structural racism and the pandemic’s disproportionate impact on older racial and ethnic 
minorities. Journal of Gerontology: Series B, 76(3), e75-e80. https://doi.org/10.1093/
geronb/gbaa114

Gaynor, T. S., & Wilson, M. E. (2020). Social vulnerability and equity: The disproportion-
ate impact of COVID-19. Public Administration Review, 80(5), 832-838. https://doi.
org/10.1111/puar.13264

Genesove, D. (2003). The nominal rigidity of apartment rents. Review of Economics and 
Statistics, 85(4), 844-853. https://doi.org/10.1162/003465303772815763

Haag, M. (2020, August 18). Manhattan vacancy rate climbs, and rents drop 10%. The New 
York Times. https://www.nytimes.com/2020/08/18/nyregion/nyc-vacant-apartments.html?
referringSource=articleShare

Hainmueller, J., Mummolo, J., & Xu, Y. (2019). How much should we trust estimates from 
multiplicative interaction models? Simple tools to improve empirical practice. Political 
Analysis, 27(2), 163-192. https://doi.org/10.1017/pan.2018.46

Hall, M., Crowder, K., & Spring, A. (2015). Neighborhood foreclosures, racial/ethnic transi-
tions, and residential segregation. American Sociological Review, 80(3), 526-549. https://
doi.org/10.1177/0003122415581334

Hallstrom, D. G., & Smith, V. K. (2005). Market response to hurricanes. Journal of Environmental 
Economics and Management, 50(3), 541-561. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeem.2005.05.002

Herbert, C. E., Lew, I., & Moyano, R. (2013). The role of investors in acquiring foreclosed 
properties in low- and moderate-income neighborhoods: A review of findings from four 
case studies. Joint Center for Housing Studies, Harvard University.

Howell, J., & Elliott, J. R. (2019). Damages done: The longitudinal impacts of natural hazards 
on wealth inequality in the United States. Social Problems, 66(3), 448-467. https://doi.
org/10.1093/socpro/spy016

Hwang, J. (2019). Racialized recovery: Postforeclosure pathways in Boston neighborhoods. 
City & Community, 18(4), 1287-1313. https://doi.org/10.1111/cico.12472

Immergluck, D., Carpenter, A., & Lueders, A. (2016). Declines in low-cost rented housing units 
in eight large southeastern cities (FRB Atlanta Community and Economic Development 
Discussion Paper 03-16). https://www.frbatlanta.org/-/media/documents/community-
development/publications/discussion-papers/2016/03-housing-declines-in-low-cost-
rented-housing-units-in-eight-large-southeastern-cities-2016-05-10.pdf

Immergluck, D., Carpenter, A., & Lueders, A. (2017). Hot city, cool city: Explaining neighbour-
hood-level losses in low-cost rental housing in southern US cities. International Journal of 
Housing Policy, 18(3), 454-478. https://doi.org/10.1080/19491247.2017.1386386

Immergluck, D., & Law, J. (2014). Speculating in crisis: The intrametropolitan geography of 
investing in foreclosed homes in Atlanta. Urban Geography, 35(1), 1-24. https://doi.org/1
0.1080/02723638.2013.858510

JCHS. (2019). The state of the nation’s housing. https://www.jchs.harvard.edu/sites/default/
files/reports/files/Harvard_JCHS_State_of_the_Nations_Housing_2019%20%281%29.
pdf

Kennedy, I., Hess, C., Paullada, A., & Chasnis, S. (2020). Racialized discourse in Seattle 
rental ad text. Social Forces. Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1093/sf/
soaa075

Korver-Glenn, E. (2018). Compounding inequalities: How racial stereotypes and discrimination 
accumulate across the stages of housing exchange. American Sociological Review, 83(4), 
627-656. https://doi.org/10.1177/0003122418781774



1646	 American Behavioral Scientist 65(12)24 American Behavioral Scientist 00(0)

Krysan, M., & Crowder, K. (2017). Cycle of segregation. Russell Sage Foundation. https://doi.
org/10.7758/9781610448697

Kullar, R., Marcelin, J. R., Swartz, T. H., Piggott, D. A., Gil, R. M., & Mathew, T. A. (2020). 
Racial disparity of coronavirus disease 2019 in African American communities. Journal of 
Infectious Diseases, 222(6), 890-893. https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiaa372

Lazer, D., & Radford, J. (2017). Data ex Machina: Introduction to Big Data. Annual Review of 
Sociology, 43, 19-39. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-soc-060116-053457

Leatherby, L., & Gelles, D. (2020, April 11). How the virus transformed the way Americans 
spend their money. The New York Times https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/04/11/
business/economy/coronavirus-us-economy-spending.html

Lens, M. C. (2018). Extremely low-income households, housing affordability and the Great 
Recession. Urban Studies, 55(8), 1615-1635. https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098016686511

Massey, D., & Denton, N. (1993). American apartheid. Harvard University Press.
McLaughlin, R., & Young, C. (2018). Data democratization and spatial heterogeneity in 

the housing market. Harvard Joint Center for Housing Studies. http://www.jchs.harvard.
edu/sites/jchs.harvard.edu/files/a_shared_future_data_democratization_spatial_hetero-
geneity.pdf

Myers, D., & Park, J. H. (2019). A constant quartile mismatch indicator of changing rental 
affordability in U.S. metropolitan areas, 2000 to 2016. Cityscape, 21(1), 163-200. https://
www.huduser.gov/portal/periodicals/cityscpe/vol21num1/article7.html

Nichols, M., Thorson, M., & Procell, C. (2020, June 30). We looked at coronavirus in 8,500 
zip codes across America. Here’s what we found. USA Today. https://www.usatoday.com/
in-depth/graphics/2020/06/30/maps-covid-19-rich-and-poor-neighborhoods-show-big-dis-
parities/3257615001/

Oppel, R. A., Jr., Gebeloff, R., Lai, K. K. R., Wright, W., & Smith, M. (2020, July 5). The full-
est look yet and the racial inequality of coronavirus. The New York Times. https://www.
nytimes.com/interactive/2020/07/05/us/coronavirus-latinos-african-americans-cdc-data.
html

Ortega, F., & Taspinar, S. (2018). Rising sea level and sinking property values: Hurricane sandy 
and New York’s housing market. Journal of Urban Economics, 106(July), 81-100. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jue.2018.06.005

Pais, J. F., & Elliott, J. R. (2008). Places as recovery machines: Vulnerabilities and neigh-
borhood change after major hurricanes. Social Forces, 86(4), 1415-1453. https://doi.
org/10.1353/sof.0.0047

Parker, K., Horowitz, J. M., & Brown, A. (2020). About half of lower-income Americans report 
household job or wage loss due to COVID-19. Pew Research Center. https://www.pew-
socialtrends.org/2020/04/21/about-half-of-lower-income-americans-report-household-job-
or-wage-loss-due-to-covid-19/

Paybarah, A., Bloch, M., & Reinhard, S. (2020, May 16). Where New Yorkers moved to escape 
coronavirus. The New York Times. https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/05/16/nyre-
gion/nyc-coronavirus-moving-leaving.html

Quealy, K. (2020, May 15). The richest neighborhoods emptied out most as coronavirus hit 
New York city. The New York Times. https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/05/15/
upshot/who-left-new-york-coronavirus.html

Quillian, L. (2012). Segregation and poverty concentration: The role of three segrega-
tions. American Sociological Review, 77(3), 354-379. https://doi.org/10.1177/0003122 
412447793



Kuk et al.	 1647Kuk et al. 25

Quillian, L. (2014). Does segregation create winners and losers? Residential segregation 
and inequality in educational attainment. Social Problems, 61(3), 402-426. https://doi.
org/10.1525/sp.2014.12193

Quillian, L., & Legrange, H. (2016). Socioeconomic segregation in large cities in France 
and the United States. Demography, 53(4), 1051-1084. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13524-
016-0491-9

Raymond, E., Duckworth, R., Miller, B., Lucas, M., & Pokharel, S. (2016). Corporate 
landlords, institutional investors, and displacement: Eviction rates in single-family 
rentals (Community & Economic Development Discussion Paper Series No. 4-16). 
https://www.frbatlanta.org/-/media/documents/community-development/publications/
discussion-papers/2016/04-corporate-landlords-institutional-investors-and-displace-
ment-2016-12-21.pdf

Reardon, S., & Bischoff, K. (2011). Income inequality and income segregation. American 
Journal of Sociology, 116(4), 1092-1153. https://doi.org/10.1086/657114

Rhodes, A., & Besbris, M. (in press). Best laid plans: how the middle class make residential 
decisions post-disaster. Social Problems.

Rugh, J. R., & Massey, D. S. (2010). Racial segregation and the American foreclosure cri-
sis. American Sociological Review, 75(5), 629-651. https://doi.org/10.1177/000312 
2410380868

Salganik, M. J. (2017). Bit by bit: Social research in the digital age. Princeton University 
Press.

Sampson, R. J. (2012). Great American city. University of Chicago Press.
Schachter, A., & Besbris, M. (2017). Immigration and neighborhood change: Methodological 

possibilities for future research. City & Community, 16(3), 244-251. https://doi.org/10.1111/
cico.12242

Sharkey, P. (2013). Stuck in place. University of Chicago Press.
Sharkey, P., & Faber, J. W. (2014). Where, when, why, and for whom do residential 

contexts matter? Moving away from a dichotomous understanding of neighborhood 
effects. Annual Review of Sociology, 40, 59-579. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-
soc-071913-043350

Small, M. L., & McDermott, M. (2006). The presence of organizational resources in poor urban 
neighborhoods: An analysis of average and contextual effects. Social Forces, 84(3), 1697-
1724. https://doi.org/10.1353/sof.2006.0067

Smialek, J., & Tankersley, J. (2020, June 1). Black workers, already lagging, face big economic 
risks. The New York Times. https://www.nytimes.com/2020/06/01/business/economy/
black-workers-inequality-economic-risks.html

The Stoop. (2020). COVID-19 cases in New York city, a neighborhood-level analysis. The 
Furman Center. https://furmancenter.org/thestoop/entry/covid-19-cases-in-new-york-city-
a-neighborhood-level-analysis

Tierney, K. J. (2007). From the margins to the mainstream? Disaster research at the cross-
roads. Annual Review of Sociology, 33, 503-525. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.
soc.33.040406.131743

van Dorn, A., Rebecca, E., Cooney, R. E., & Sabin, M. L. (2020). COVID-19 exacerbating 
inequalities in the U.S. Lancet, 395(10232), 1243-1244. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-
6736(20)30893-X

Wegmann, J., Schafran, A., & Pfeiffer, D. (2017). Breaking the double impasse: Securing and 
supporting diverse housing tenures in the United States. Housing Policy Debate, 27(2), 
193-216. https://doi.org/10.1080/10511482.2016.1200109



1648	 American Behavioral Scientist 65(12)26 American Behavioral Scientist 00(0)

Wijberg, G., Aalbers, M. B., & Heeg, S. (2018). The financialization of rental housing 2.0: 
Releasing housing into the privatized mainstream of capital accumulation. Antipode, 50(4) 
1098-1119. https://doi.org/10.1111/anti.12382

Wilson, W. J. (1987). The truly disadvantaged. University of Chicago Press.
Wyly, E., Moos, M., Hammel, D., & Kabahizi, E. (2009). Cartographies of race and class: 

Mapping the class-monopoly rents of American subprime mortgage capital. International 
Journal of Urban and Regional Research, 33(2), 332-354. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-
2427.2009.00870.x

Zhang, L. (2016). Flood hazards impacts on neighborhood house prices: A spatial quantile 
regression analysis. Regional Science and Urban Economics, 60(September), 12-19. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.regsciurbeco.2016.06.005

Zhang, Y., & Peacock, W. G. (2009). Planning for housing recovery? Lessons learned from 
hurricane Andrew. Journal of the American Planning Association, 76(1), 5-24. https://doi.
org/10.1080/01944360903294556

Author Biographies

John Kuk is an assistant professor of Political Science at the University of Oklahoma. He 
studies racial and ethnic politics, economic inequality, political behavior and housing inequal-
ity in the United States, by leveraging methods from computational social science and causal 
inference.

Ariela Schachter is an assistant professor of sociology at Washington University in St. Louis. 
Her primary research interests include immigration, race relations, and inequality in the United 
States, with a focus on experimental and causal inference methods. Her work has recently 
appeared and/or is forthcoming in the American Sociological Review, American Journal of 
Sociology, Social Forces, and Demography.

Jacob William Faber is an associate professor of sociology and Public Service at New York 
University. He leverages observational and experimental methods to study the mechanisms 
responsible for sorting individuals across space and how the distributions of people by race and 
class interact with political, social, and ecological systems to create and sustain economic dis-
parities. His scholarship highlights the rapidly changing roles of numerous institutional actors 
in facilitating the reproduction of racial and spatial inequality.

Max Besbris is an assistant professor of sociology at the University of Wisconsin–Madison. 
His first book, Upsold: Real Estate Agents, Prices, and Neighborhood Inequality, was pub-
lished in 2020 by the University of Chicago Press.


