
Residential Mobility 
and School 
Performance in 
Children 
ZAIRE TOTTY
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH FLORIDA COLLEGE OF PUBLIC HEALTH



Background u Residential Mobility

u Frequent change of residence

u Children who have higher rates of 
residential mobility also report higher 
rates of emotional and behavioral 
problems (Jelleyman & Spencer, 2008). 

u More likely to participate in 
delinquent behaviors

u Less likely to participate in 
school/extracurricular activities

u More likely to drop-out of school



Theoretical 
Framework

u Life course model

u Explores how transitions during the life span 
impact social, mental, and physical health 
trajectories

u Also explores how transitions impact health 
depending on which life stage changes 
occur at

u Life course and residential mobility

u Change of address can change one’s social 
networks as well as the protective and risk 
factors one is exposed to

u Stability during developmental stages of the 
life course



Hypothesis u Research question:
u Do rates of residential mobility 

have an impact on indicators of 
school performance?

u Hypothesis:
u Children with higher rates of 

residential mobility are more likely 
to have poorer school 
performance than those with 
lower rates as indicated by the 
indicators used for this study.



Methods
Tools
u National Survey of Children’s Health 2016

u (n=38,216)
u SAS 9.4

u Univariate analysis
u Multivariable logistic regression

Analysis
u Manipulation of variables

u Number of moves recoded to categorical 
variable

u Indicators of school performance recoded into 
dichotomous variables (“yes”/”no”,”true”/”not 
true”)

u Age variable recoded to only include children 
5-17 years old



Variables of 
Interest

Number of times child has moved to a new homeIndependent 
Variable

Child cares about doing well in school
Child completes all required homework 
Child has had to repeat any grades since kindergarten
Child has been told they may have a behavioral disorder
Child has had their home contacted by their school due 
to a behavior or performance problem

Dependent 
Variables

Age
Race/Ethnicity
Household Income
Family Structure

Covariates



Results – Socio-demographics

Race/Ethnicity (weighted %)                                    p= <.0001
Number of Moves Hispanic White, non-

Hispanic
African 
American, 
non-Hispanic

Multi, other 
non-Hispanic

0 moves
1-4 moves
5+ moves

27.0 31.8 22.0 27.4
57.2 51.8 53.8 55.1
15.9 16.4 24.1 17.5

Family Structure (weighted %)                                  p= <.0001
Number of Moves Two parent—

biological or 
adoptive

Two parent--
step family

Single 
mother—no
father present

Other family 
type

0 moves
1-4 moves
5+ moves

34.9 7.3 20.8 19.3
54.3 52.0 54.3 51.6
10.8 40.7 24.8 29.1



Household Income (weighted %)                         p= <.0001
Number of Moves 0-99% FPL 100-199% FPL 200-399% FPL 400% FPL or 

greater

0 moves 23.4 26.8 30.7 32.7

1-4 moves 52.7 52.6 53.9 55.1

5+ moves 23.9 20.6 15.4 12.3

Age (weighted %)                                                  p= <.0001
Number of Moves 5-7 yrs old 8-11 yrs old 12-15 yrs old 16-17 yrs old

0 moves 35.6 29.6 25.4 24.8

1-4 moves 55.5 53.4 53.2 52.7

5+ moves 8.9 17.0 21.4 22.5

Socio-demographics



Crude Odds for School Performance Indicators (95% CI) Never Moved/Moved
Number of Moves Never Moved Moved

Cares about doing well in 
school

Reference 2.50 (1.84-3.40)** 

Does all required homework Reference 2.39 (1.85-3.08)** 

School contacted home Reference 1.57 (1.40-1.76)** 

Behavior problem Reference 2.47 (2.10-2.91)** 

Repeated grade Reference 2.07 (1.69-2.54)** 

Multivariable Analysis

Note: ** significant OR for 95% CI; # adjusted for all variables shown.



Multivariable Analysis
Adjusted Odds for School Performance Indicators (95% CI)
Number of Moves 0 moves 1-4 moves 5+ moves

Cares about doing
well in school

Reference 0.98 (0.60-1.59) 1.38 (0.81-2.35)

Does all required 
homework

Reference 1.20 (0.82-1.77) 1.36(0.86-2.17)

School contacted 
home

Reference 0.97 (0.84-1.12) 1.29 (1.07-1.56)**

Behavior problem Reference 1.05 (0.84-1.32) 2.03 (1.55-2.67)**

Repeated grade Reference 1.41 (1.02-1.96)** 1.64 (1.11-2.42)**

Note: ** significant OR for 95% CI; # adjusted for all variables 
shown.



Discussion
u Children with higher rates of residential mobility were more likely to have

u Repeated at least one grade level since kindergarten
u Have been told they have a behavioral problem

u Limitations
u Social desirability bias
u Recall bias
u No questions asking about more specific and concrete measures of school 

performance
u Further Research

u Reason for moves
u Distance of moves
u Change in home address and school
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Questions?


