
POVERTY IN METRO BOSTON
AN URBAN/SUBURBAN ANALYSIS

Despite the growing notion 
of a national trend toward 
the suburbanization of 
poverty, this phenomenon 
in Metro Boston is slight 
and highly isolated. 
Regionwide, the number of people in poverty in-
creased by 18% from 2000 to 2007–2011. While there 
was a slight shift overall to the suburbs, the growth in 
poverty was uneven. Rapid increases in some suburban 
towns accompanied declines in others. At the same 
time, some smaller cities took on an outsized share of 
the growth in urban poverty. 

An appropriate measure for assessing the dispersion 
of poverty is the share of the region’s residents in pover-

Inner Core and Regional Urban Centers held 56.7% of 
the region’s residents in poverty; by 2007–11, this had 
declined to 54.6% (2.1 percentage points). However, 
most of this shift was not to suburban towns, but to 
smaller and less dense cities that could still be consid-
ered Predominantly Urban. Their share of residents in 
poverty increased from 24.3% to 25.6% (1.3 percentage 
points). By contrast, the share of the region’s poverty in 
suburban towns increased by less than one percentage 
point, from 19.0% to 19.8%. Within suburban commu-
nities, only a handful of suburban towns account for the 
increased share of regional poverty. Nearly half of the 
region’s suburban towns had a decreasing share of the 
region’s poverty or no change at all. 

Data Source: Census 2000 SF3, ACS 2007–2011
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substantial movement in poverty from urban to subur-
ban communities in Metro Boston, but rather shifting 
patterns of poverty in which a handful of suburbs play 
a minor part. The distinction is important for inform-

-
lored to our region, where urban communities still hold 
80% of the region’s poverty. For more information see 
mapc.org/poverty.
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