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1. NEWS AND INFORMATION FOR POPULATION 
 GEOGRAPHERS 
 
 
 
World Population Prospects: The 2002 Revision  – United Nations Population Division 
Releases New Population Estimates and Projections for 1950-20501  
Sabine Henning, Population Division, United Nations, New York 
 
This spring, the United Nations Population Division published the 18th round of the World 
Population Prospects: The 2002 Revision, the official United Nations population estimates and 
projections that are used throughout the United Nations system as the basis for activities 
requiring population information. 
 
In brief, over the next 50 years the 2002 Revision projects continued world population growth at 
a declining rate with expected lower fertility and mortality levels, an increase in the number of 
people dying of AIDS as well as a rise in the number of elderly and continued high levels of 
international migration. These general trends at the worldwide level mask, however, growing 
diversity in population dynamics across regions and countries with regard to the components of 
change as well as overall growth rates that will without a doubt influence patterns of regional 
population distribution in the medium and long run. Furthermore, the 2002 Revision 
distinguishes itself from previous revisions by changing some of its core mortality and fertility 
assumptions. Thus, after careful evaluation and assessment of recent demographic trends, the 
2002 Revision recognizes the significant reductions in fertility levels that have occurred in many 
countries in the less developed regions in recent years as well as the worsening impact of the 
HIV/AIDS epidemic.  
 
Compared to previous revisions, the 2002 Revision stands out as it shows clearly the devastating 
influence of the HIV/AIDS epidemic in terms of increased mortality and population loss. In fact, 
over the current decade, the number of excess deaths because of AIDS among the 53 most 
affected countries, the majority of them classified as least developed countries and located in 
sub-Saharan Africa, is estimated at 46 million people and that figure is projected to increase to 
278 million by 2050. Despite the HIV/AIDS epidemic, the populations of the affected countries 
are generally expected to be larger by mid-century than today, mainly because of high to 
moderate fertility levels.  
 
Furthermore, the 2002 Revision, for the first time, projects future fertility levels to fall below 2.1 
children per woman in the majority of developing countries sometime before 2050. This 
momentous change in the fertility assumption was formulated following the 2002 Expert Group 

                                                 
1 The views and opinions expressed in this article are those of the author and do not reflect those of the United 
Nations.  
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Meeting on Completing the Fertility Transition2 in which it was recognized that replacement 
level fertility is not necessarily hard-wired in human populations. In fact, the world has 
witnessed remarkable reductions in fertility levels in the less developed regions over the past 50 
years with total fertility levels falling from 6 children per woman in 1950-1955 to 3 children per 
woman in 1995-2000. Although differences in fertility levels and trends among these areas 
remain, the overall trend points toward lower levels. If levels below replacement level are 
attained and maintained for the majority of the countries in the world for a long time, then this 
will be leading to slowing population growth rates and later to slow reductions in the size of the 
world population in the long run.  
 
As a consequence of these changes in the assumptions, the 2002 Revision projects the 2050 
world population to be lower than in the 2000 Revision: 8.9 billion instead of 9.3 billion people 
according to the medium variant. The difference in the numbers stems from an increased number 
of projected deaths, the majority due to higher projected levels of HIV prevalence and from 
reduced number of births due to projected lower fertility levels.  
 
At the world level, total fertility is projected to decline from 2.83 children per woman in 1995-
2000 to 2.02 children per woman in 2045-2050 with all of the more developed countries 
experiencing fertility levels at 1.85 children per woman by mid-century. More importantly, three 
out of every four countries in the less developed regions will have fertility levels below-
replacement fertility by 2050. However, 32 out of 47 least developed countries with fertility 
information available will continue to experience fertility levels well above replacement level. In 
other words, the 2002 Revision foresees that by mid-century there will still be a significant 
number of countries where the transition to below-replacement fertility will not have been 
completed.  
 
Life expectancy at birth is expected to increase at the world level from 65 years to 74 years 
between 1995-2000 and 2045-2050. Whereas more developed regions with life expectancy at 
birth of 76 years today will see it rise to 82 years, less developed regions will remain below the 
80-year mark and witness an increase from 63 years in 2000 to 73 years by mid-century.  In the 
group of least developed countries, many of which are highly affected by the HIV/AIDS 
epidemic, life expectancy today is still below 50 years and is not expected to exceed 67 years by 
2050. Although the gap in life expectancy between the different groups of countries is expected 
to narrow, major differences in the probabilities of survival will remain evident by mid-century. 
 
Despite the lower fertility levels projected and the increased mortality risks due to HIV/AIDS 
affecting certain countries more than others, the world population will continue to grow; 
however, at a declining annual growth rate that will drop from 1.35 per cent in 1995-2000 to 0.33 
per cent in 2045-2050. Currently, world population is increasing at a rate of 1.2 per cent, or 77 
million people per year. Six countries account for half of this annual growth: India (21 per cent); 
China (12 per cent); Pakistan (5 per cent); Nigeria, Bangladesh and the United States of America 
(4 per cent each) and Indonesia (3 per cent). 
 
 

                                                 
2 United Nations (2002). Completing the Fertility Transition. ESA/P/WP.1/Rev.1. 
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Due to the increasing diversity in population dynamics across regions and countries described 
earlier, the 2002 Revision also stands out as it highlights a continued shift in world population 
towards the less developed regions. Currently (2000-2005), the more developed countries are 
increasing in size at an annual rate of 0.25 per cent and the less developed regions experience a 
growth rate of 1.46 per cent. More importantly, the population of the least developed countries is 
presently increasing by 2.4 per cent per year. Although all growth rates will be declining over the 
course of the next 50 years, the growth rates of the more developed countries will become 
negative in 2030-2035 and will reach a value of –0.14 in 2045-2050. In contrast, the less 
developed countries will exhibit a positive annual rate of 0.4 per cent (2045-2050) and the least 
developed countries will experience an annual rate of 1.2 per cent (2045-2050). As a result of 
these different growth trajectories, the world’s population will shift more and more toward the 
less developed countries. In 1950, there were two people residing in less developed regions for 
every person in the more developed regions. By 2000, this relationship had changed to four to 
one and by mid-century there will be six people living in less developed regions for every person 
in the more developed regions.  
 
The deeper reductions of fertility projected in the 2002 Revision will result in faster ageing of the 
population of developing countries than in previous revisions. Globally, the number of older 
persons (60 years or over) will nearly triple, increasing from 606 million in 2000 to nearly 1.9 
billion in 2050. Whereas six out of every 10 of these older persons will live today in less 
developed regions, eight out of 10 will do so by 2050.  
 
International migration is projected to be high during the first half of the century and the more 
developed regions are expected to remain net receivers of international migrants gaining about 2 
million migrants per year over the next 50 years. Closely linked to the already low fertility levels 
in developed countries and their ageing populations, international migration will also receive 
growing public attention as many developed countries will rely on international migrants to 
partially help offset declining population trends. 
 
As always, the realization of these projections is contingent on ensuring that couples have access 
to family planning and that efforts are successful in reducing the growth momentum of the 
current spread of the HIV/AIDS epidemic. 
 
A more detailed presentation of the results and an analysis of the major findings are available in 
the form of a wall chart entitled World Population 2002 and in a series of publications entitled 
World Population Prospects: The 2002 Revision that will consist of three volumes: Volume I: 
Comprehensive Tables, Volume II: Sex and Age Distribution of Populations, and Volume III: 
Analytical Report. Data from the 2002 Revision are available in digital form on a CD-ROM. The 
wall chart, the first two volumes and the CD-ROM will be available from the UN Population 
Division by the end of September of 2003. A description of the data sets produced in digital form 
and an order form are posted on the Population Division’s web site at http://www.unpopulation.org. 
 
 
 

------------------------------- 
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Nevada, Arizona Major Destinations of Late '90s Exodus From California,  
Census Bureau Reports 
Stephen Buckner                                                   CB03-CN.62 
                            
Fast-growing Nevada and Arizona had the highest rates of net inmigration from other states 
between 1995 and 2000 and many of their new residents came from California, according to two 
Census 2000 reports released today by the U.S. Census Bureau. 
 
A third report said the South experienced the greatest net migration gain of older people (65 and 
over) from other regions: 233,000. And a fourth report found a net migration gain in 
nonmetropolitan areas of about half a million people; in 1990, the nonmetropolitan net migration 
gain for the previous five years was just 50,000 nationwide. 
 
The first report, Domestic Migration Across Regions, Divisions, and States: 1995 to 2000 [PDF 
198k], documents the geographic variation in migratory patterns among census regions, divisions 
and states. 

 
In 1995, Nevada led all states with the highest rate by far of net inmigration, gaining 151.5 
people for every 1,000 residents. Besides Nevada and Arizona (which gained 74.3 migrants per 
1,000), other states with high levels of net inmigration were Georgia (48.6), North Carolina 
(48.4), Florida (44.0) and Colorado (43.8). 
 
In contrast, high rates of net outmigration were found in the District of Columbia (which lost 
81.7 people per 1,000 residents), Hawaii (65.4), Alaska (51.0), New York (48.8) and North 
Dakota (40.6). 
                                  
The second report, State-to-State Migration Flows: 1995 to 2000 [PDF 88k], examines the 
origins and destinations of the 22.0 million people who moved to a different U.S. state between 
1995 and 2000. The other reports are: Migration and Geographic Mobility in Metropolitan and 
Nonmetropolitan America: 1995 to 2000 [PDF 646k], and Internal Migration of the Older  
Population: 1995 to 2000 [PDF 445k]. 
 
Among the second report's findings: 
 
      - Many of the inmigrants to Nevada, Arizona and other fast-growing  
        states were from California, which had a net outmigration of  
        755,000 people to other states between 1995 and 2000 second only  
        to New York, which had a net outmigration of 874,000. 
 
      - The migration of 300,000 people from New York to Florida was the  
        single largest state-to-state flow, and was far larger than the  
        reverse flow of 70,000 people from Florida to New York. 

 
      - Many of the people migrating to fast-growing Georgia were from  
        Florida.   
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All four reports and supplementary tables are available on the Internet at 
http://www.census.gov/population/www/cen2000/migration.html. 
 
A fifth report, Migration of Natives and the Foreign Born: 1995 to 2000, is scheduled to be 
released later this month (August). 
 
Estimates in all four reports released today are based on responses from a sample of the 
population. As with all surveys, these estimates may vary from the actual values because of 
sampling variation or other factors. 
 
 

------------------------------- 
 
 

Hispanic Population Reaches All-Time High of 38.8 Million, New Census Bureau  
Estimates Show 
Robert Bernstein/Mike Bergman  CB03-100 
 
The nation's Hispanic population grew much faster than the population as a whole, increasing 
from 35.3 million on April 1, 2000, to 38.8 million on July 1, 2002. Among the race groups, 
Asians had the highest rate of growth at 9.0 percent. 
 
"The official population estimates now indicate that the Hispanic community is the nation's 
largest minority community," said Census Bureau Director Louis Kincannon. "This is an 
important event in this country, an event that we know is the result of the growth of a vibrant and 
diverse population that is vital to America's future." 
 
Kincannon told the League of United Latin American Citizens (LULAC) convention in Lake 
Buena Vista, Fla., that new Census Bureau population estimates show that the Hispanic 
population grew 9.8 percent between Census Day, April 1, 2000, and July 1, 2002. The rate of 
growth of the population as a whole was 2.5 percent. 
 
According to the race and Hispanic-origin estimates, Hispanics accounted for 3.5 million, or 
fully one-half, of the population increase of 6.9 million for the nation since April 1, 2000. 
 
The results show that about 53 percent of the recent growth among Hispanics can be attributed to 
net international migration, while natural increase (the difference between births and deaths) 
accounted for the remaining 47 percent. 
 
The federal government treats Hispanic origin and race as separate and distinct concepts. 
Separate questions are asked on Hispanic origin and race. The question on Hispanic origin asked 
respondents if they were Spanish, Hispanic or Latino. The question on race asked respondents to 
report the race or races they considered themselves to be. Thus, Hispanics may be of any race. 
(See U.S. Census Bureau Guidance on the Presentation and Comparison of Race and Hispanic 
Origin Data.) 
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According to the 2002 estimates, the number of people who identified with one race, regardless 
of whether they also reported any other races, was: 236.2 million for whites, 38.3 million for 
African-Americans, 13.1 million for Asians, 4.3 million for American Indians and Alaska 
Natives and 943,000 for native Hawaiians and other Pacific islanders.  
 
The Census Bureau also issued a report on the characteristics of the Hispanic population in the 
United States. This report is based on a national survey of the civilian, non-institutional 
population, a slightly smaller population than the resident population estimates discussed above. 
 
The report, The Hispanic Population in the United States: March 2002, shows that more than 1-
in-3 Hispanics were under age 18, and nearly 5-in-10 lived in central cities. 
 
The diversity of the various Hispanic or Latino groups is reflected in the percentages of those 25 
years old and older who by 2002 had graduated from high school. These high school graduates  
among specific Hispanic groups ranged from 74 percent for those of "other Hispanic origin" and 
71 percent for Cubans to 51 percent for Mexicans. The difference between those 
of "other Hispanic origin" and Cubans is not statistically significant. Those of "other Hispanic 
origin" identified themselves with such terms as Spaniard, Dominican or Tejano. 
 
Central and South Americans were more likely than other groups to work in service occupations 
(27 percent), and Mexicans were less likely than other groups to work in managerial or 
professional occupations (12 percent). 
 
 

------------------------------- 
 
 
 
Large Suburban Cities in West Are Fastest-Growing, Census Bureau Reports  
Mike Bergman  -  CB03-106 
 
 
Large suburban cities in the West, led by Gilbert, Ariz., dominated the list of America's fastest-
growing cities, according to population estimates released today by the U. S. Census Bureau. 
Between April 1, 2000, and July 1, 2002, Gilbert was the fastest-growing of 242 cities with 
populations of 100,000 or more. 
 
In addition to the estimates for large cities, the Census Bureau also released tabulations ?  for the 
first time since Census 2000 ? for all of America's 19,451 incorporated places, as well as its 
minor civil divisions. Cities with populations of 10,000 or more were ranked within their states. 
 
Gilbert, south of Phoenix, grew by 23 percent, to a total of 135,005 residents. Rounding out the 
top five fastest-growing large cities were North Las Vegas (18 percent) and Henderson (17 
percent) in Nevada, and Chandler (14 percent) and Peoria (13 percent) in Arizona. (See Table 1.) 
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Table 1 
10 Fastest-Growing Cities (100,000 or More Population) from April 1, 2000, to July 1, 2002 
 

Rank        Place July 1, 
2002 

April 1, 
2000 

Numerical 
Change 

Percentage 
Change 

1 Gilbert, Ariz. 135,005 109,920 25,085  22.8 

2 North Las Vegas, Nev. 135,902 115,488 20,414 17.7 

3 Henderson, Nev. 206,153 175,750 30,403 17.3 

4 Chandler, Ariz. 202,016 176,652 25,364 14.4 

5 Peoria, Ariz. 123,239 108,685 14,554 13.4 

6 Irvine, Calif. 162,122 143,072 19,050 13.3 

7 Rancho Cucamonga, Calif. 143,711 127,743 15,968 12.5 

8 Chula Vista, Calif. 193,919 173,566 20,353 11.7 

9 Fontana, Calif. 143,607 128,938 14,669 11.4 

10 Joliet, Ill.  118,423 106,334 12,089 11.4 
 
 
Table 2 
10 Largest U.S. Cities as of July 1, 2002 
 

Rank      Place July 1, 2002 April 1, 
2000 

Numerical 
Change 

Percentage 
Change 

1 New York, N.Y. 8,084,316 8,008,278  76,038 0.9 

2 Los Angeles , Calif. 3,798,981 3,694,742 104,239 2.8 

3 Chicago, Ill. 2,886,251 2,896,047   -9,796 -0.3 

4 Houston, Texas 2,009,834 1,953,633  56,201 2.9 

5 Philadelphia , Pa. 1,492,231 1,517,550 -25,319 -1.7 

6 Phoenix, Ariz. 1,371,960 1,321,190  50,770 3.8 

7 San Diego, Calif. 1,259,532 1,223,416  36,116 3.0 

8 Dallas, Texas 1,211,467 1,188,589  22,878 1.9 

9 San Antonio, Texas 1,194,222 1,151,268  42,954 3.7 

10 Detroit, Mich.   925,051   951,270 -26,219 -2.8 
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Gilbert, Chandler and Peoria are in Maricopa County, Ariz., and all three cities were among the 
10 fastest-growing from 1990 to 2000. North Las Vegas and Henderson are in Clark County, 
Nev., and also were among the top five fastest-growing places in the 1990s. 
 
While cities in Arizona, Nevada and California dominated the list of fastest-growing places, 
Joliet, Ill., ranked 10th with an 11.4 percent rate of growth. 
 
The estimates show no change in the rankings of the 10 largest cities since Census 2000.   Of the 
10 largest cities, Phoenix (3.8 percent) and San Antonio (3.7 percent) grew the fastest from 2000 
to 2002, followed by San Diego (3 percent), Houston (2.9 percent) and Los Angeles (2.8 
percent). (See Table 2.) 
 
The estimates are based on Census 2000. They were updated using administrative records. 
Incorporated places include cities, towns, villages and boroughs in most states. Most minor civil 
divisions for which the Census Bureau produces population estimates are towns and townships in 
the Northeastern and some Midwestern states. For more information about geographic areas for 
which the Census Bureau produces population estimates, see  
<http://eire.census.gov/popest/geographic/estimatesgeography.php>. 
 
   

 
 
2. RESEARCH IN POPULATION GEOGRAPHY 
 
 
 
This regular section features occasional short articles / essays on research that might be of 
interest to population geographers. Researchers (including graduate students) interested in 
submitting a short research piece should contact the editor. 
 
Which Commuter Fields are Expanding Most? 
Richard Morrill - Department of Geography - University of Washington 
 
All metropolitan commuter fields are not alike. I’m part of an effort to define the commuter 
fields of all the urban places in the United States, at the detailed level of the census tract. While 
we impatiently awaited the commuting data at that scale, the county-to-county commuting data, 
which are used by the Census Bureau to define the system of metropolitan areas and the new 
micropolitan areas, could be used to assess the question in the title: what kinds of places have 
expanding versus stable, or perhaps even shrinking commuter fields.  An obvious hypothesis is 
that areas growing rapidly in population will have expanding fields, while stagnant or declining 
metropolitan areas should have stable or shrinking commuter fields, as measured, in the case of 
metropolitan areas, on the basis of whether outlying counties have sufficient commuting to the 
central county or counties.  For this research note, the threshold of 20 percent, part of the revised 
metropolitan standards,  is used. 
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The more interesting question is whether, irrespective of or controlling for differential rates of 
growth, some kinds of metropolitan areas are systematically expanding compared to other kinds 
of areas. From looking at maps of commuting to existing metropolitan areas, and assessing 
probable added counties, on the basis of increased levels of commuting, a second hypothesis 
emerges: Places with a high level of professional occupations – specifically university cities and 
state capitals, will tend to have more expansion than the remaining cities—whether industrial or 
diverse central-place cities.   
 
The story of which cities actually added or lost counties is, of course, mixed.  University or 
research-hospital cities indeed often added multiple counties (and several others added one); for 
example, Tuscaloosa, 4, Gainesville, FL, 3, Champaign-Urbana Il, 3, Lafayette, IN 4, 
Bloomington, IN 2, Iowa City, 2, Rochester, MN, 3, Columbia, MO 2, Durham, NC 2, Lubbock, 
TX, 3, Bryan-College Station, TX, 2, and Charlottesville, VA, 2. Many state capitals extended 
their commuter fields by two or more counties (and many others added one), e.g., Montgomery, 
Little Rock, Denver, Boise, Des Moines, Topeka, Santa Fe, Oklahoma City, Salt Lake City, 
Richmond, and Charleston, WV. Capitol city-university combinations were especially likely to 
expand:  Tallahassee, Lexington, KY, Baton Rouge, Columbia, SC, and Madison, WI.  New 
metropolitan university towns also include added counties, e.g., Ames, 1; Missoula, 2, 
Morgantown, 1, Bowling Green, 3, Logan, UT 1, and Blacksburg, VA 3. Two new metropolitan 
capitals include Jefferson City, plus 3 added counties, and Carson City, NV with two added 
counties.  
 
Cities which shed counties were industrial, and often stagnant or declining: Fort Wayne, 
Youngstown and Johnstown.  Large university towns which did not add counties to their 
commuting fields were very few: Lawrence, KS and State College, PA. But Manhattan KS, 
home of KSU, adds 2 extra counties. Some like, Ann Arbor or Lansing, MI, had no remaining 
eligible counties.  Similarly, only two state capitals did not add counties: Cheyenne, WY and 
Harrisburg, PA. A few state capitals will be new micropolitan centers:  Helena, MT, will add 2 
counties and Pierre, SD, 1.  Other state capitals like, Trenton,  Minneapolis-St Paul, Annapolis, 
Salem, and Lansing have no unclaimed counties available. 
 
Large diverse metropolitan areas which are capitals and which have universities, are subject to 
other forces, and are probably not relevant to this exercise: Phoenix, Sacramento, Albany NY, 
Hartford, Atlanta, Indianapolis, Minneapolis-St Paul, Nashville, Knoxville and Austin. They also 
have very extensive fields already, usually butting up against other metropolitan fields.  
  
But a number of cities which are not state capitals, and while having universities, are not 
dominated by them, nevertheless added multiple counties: 31 places on the list, from smaller 
places like Pine Bluff, Albany GA, Owensboro, or Parkersburg, to large metropolitan areas like 
Birmingham, Omaha, Tulsa, Houston and San Antonio.  Quite a few are smaller but growing 
southern or near-southern industrial centers like Dothan, Columbus and Albany GA, Owensboro, 
Monroe and Lake Charles, LA, Springfield, MO, and Jackson, TN.   
 
Many of the added counties, for both the university-capital set, and for the 31 other cities, may 
have been excluded under earlier criteria for “metropolitanness” (density and proportion urban); 
ignoring density and degree urban probably accounts for the expansion of several outlying 
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counties, as to Pine Bluff, Cedar Rapids, Waterloo, Sioux City, Rapid City, Sioux Falls, 
Amarillo, San Antonio, San Angelo, and Spokane, the non-university, non-capital set,  and to 
Tuscaloosa, Denver, Boise, Carson City and Charleston WV for the capitol-university set.  
 
Nevertheless, capital and university towns, places with high professional populations, do seem 
especially likely to have extended commuter fields. The mini-table below lists the numbers of 
metropolitan areas cross-classifying number of counties added by type of area: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   *5  Capitol counties are not metro 
   **  Only 4 Dover, Salem, Harrisburg and Cheyenne  
    had remaining eligible counties. 
 
While the large majority of  capitol and university cities added one and especially  two or more 
counties, the large majority of other kinds of metropolitan areas added no counties. 
 
An intriguing corollary question is who is doing the long distance commuting? The answer 
cannot be readily determined, except later in a few places where PUMS (Public Use Micro 
Sample) happen to separate central counties from some of the added commuter counties, and we 
have information on the characteristics of individual commuters.  Theoretically we could suggest 
that (and anecdotally we are told that) that there will be two quite different groups of commuters: 
first, many highly-educated higher income professionals, who seek and can  afford rural, small 
town local areas with high amenities and historical character, or even ‘gentleman farms’; and 
second, many less affluent families, with service, sales and clerical workers, who may not be 
able to afford adequate housing in the core area  (perhaps subject to land and housing price 
inflation) and have to commute from more affordable communities in neighboring counties.  The 
classic case is the commuting of ordinary workers from the California central valley to the 
severely overpriced Silicon Valley.  This kind of commuting is very evident in commuting  to 
what will be micropolitan centers like Jackson, WY or Aspen CO, where workers commute from 
adjacent less environmentally renowned counties; as from Driggs ID to Jackson WY, or Avon 
CO, to Aspen CO. 
 
And it’s a little ironic that these university towns and state capitals, doubtless filled with the 
politically correct and the environmentally aware, nevertheless engender extended commuting 
fields and the very kinds of consequences (rural impact and sprawl) that the academicians and 
city residents disdain.  
 
 

------------------------------- 
 

 2 or more added 1 added 0 added losing Total 
Capitol* 18 8 19**  45 
University 16 6 5  27 
Other 33 45 198 5 281 
All 67 59 222 5 353 
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Fulbright German Studies Seminar 2003: "Challenges of Demographics" 
Michelle Behr - Western New Mexico University 
 
One of the more unusual Fulbright Scholar programs for academics and other professionals is the 
German Studies Seminar which convenes for three weeks each summer.  Each year the seminar 
focuses on different topics, but the overall goal of the program is to promote understanding of 
current German society and culture among American professionals.  Summer 2003's topic was 
"Challenges of Demographics."  Backgrounds of the 25 American participants ranged from 
anthropology to nursing, education policy to urban planning, systems management to journalism. 
Two of us were geographers.  We met with a similarly broad array of German professionals from 
the public and private sectors. 
 
Germany, like a number of other European nations, is facing a potential demographic crisis; not 
only have birthrates been low for several decades, but those Germans already alive are living 
longer. The population will thus, all other things equal, become both smaller and older.  But 
these phenomena may not coincide, at least initially.   
 
Trends in German fertility and longevity have been consistent since about 1920. Longevity has 
been increasing about 2.5 years every decade, consistent with most industrialized nations.1 
Fertility in Germany has continued to be more or less bimodal: women are likely to have 2 or 
more children or no children at all.  Germany is not a nation of one child families.  Historically, 
about twenty percent of the female population has remained unmarried due to losses in the two 
world wars.  There is, therefore, a heritage of childlessness in Germany and currently about one-
third of the population remains childless.2   
 
In Germany, the baby boom began later (1955-1970) and did not persist as long as it did in the 
United States. At the same time, Germans tend to retire at an earlier age (around age 60 on 
average) than Americans. Most German baby boomers will retire between 2015-2030.  During 
these years, the aging German population will be accompanied by an increased demand on social 
welfare systems.  As the baby boomers die, many between 2030 and 2050, demands on these 
social systems will wane.  However, at the same time the population will decline in size.  By one 
estimate the potential labor force in 2015 will be 42 million people, whereas by 2050, it will be 
only 30 million.  Smaller labor forces portend lower economic productivity, lower capital 
accumulation, and possibly capital flight.3 
 
In the 1990s, German Chancellor Kohl characterized Germany as a "reluctant land of 
immigration," but today about 12 percent of the German population is foreign-born (a higher 
percentage than in the US), and Germany has more immigrants than any other country in Europe.  
Barriers of language, ethnicity, religion, culture and public attitudes have hampered the 
integration of immigrants into mainstream German society. Despite intensive national debates 
around the issues of immigration and national identity in recent years, it appears that so far no 
new consensus has emerged.  Further, recent reforms that would have made German citizenship 
more easily attainable for immigrants were struck down by the German Constitutional Court in 
2002.4 
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Planning for future population trends is further complicated by the fact that there has been no 
German Census since re-unification in 1989 (and in fact the Census for the eastern part of the 
country dates from the early 1980s).  An additional complication is that the economy in the 
former GDR still lags behind that of the West despite billions of Euros the government has 
expended in development funds. Great regional disparities still exist. 
 
At the seminar, we discussed the myriad of linkages between population trends, public policies 
and socioeconomic institutions with our German counterparts.  Some questions are obvious; 
others are less so: Who will pay for pensions? How will public health care remain affordable? In 
what ways will marketing strategies need to shift as the population composition changes? How 
will the ethnic composition of German society change? How can innovation be promoted in an 
older workforce? How will transportation services be impacted as the population ages and then 
shrinks in size?    
 
As we met with our German counterparts—politicians, researchers, civil servants, 
representatives of industry and academia—it was apparent that there is broad- based recognition 
of the potential quandary ahead. While there is no consensus or clear vision about how to address 
future demographic challenges, Germans are aware of and are explicitly considering the 
consequences of population change.   
 
The Fulbright German Studies Seminar was a wonderful opportunity to gather first-hand 
perspectives concerning the social, political, economic, and human ramifications of German 
population trends as well as a unique chance to exchange ideas with professionals engaged in the 
national debate about Germany's future.  
 
_____________________________________ 
 
1Vaupel, James V., 2003, Broken Limits to Life Expectancy. Presentation to Fulbright German 
Studies Seminar, Rostock, 12 June. 
 
2 Höhn, Charlotte, 2003, Demographic Research and Advising Policy Makers. Presentation to 
Fulbright German Studies Seminar, Wiesbaden, 16 June. 
 
3 Schneider, Stefan and Karin Gruber, 2003, The Demographic Challenge. Presentation to 
Fulbright German Studies Seminar, Frankfurt, 17 June. 
 
4 Angenendt, Steffen and Henry Edward Orren, 2003, Germany: Still a Reluctant Country of 
Immigration?  Presentation to the Fulbright German Studies Seminar, Berlin, 20 June. 
 
 
A number of the presentations are available on the German Fulbright Commission's website at 
http://www.fulbright.de/togermany/grants/gss/2003/lectures.shtml. 
 
 
 
   



AAG Population Specialty Group Newsletter                   Volume 28, Fall 2003 
 

 14

 
 
3. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
 
New E-mail Announcement Service from the United Nations Population Division 
 
The United Nations Population Division has started a new E-mail Announcements Service to let 
interested persons know of new publications from the Division as soon as they become available 
on the Division’s web site (http://www.unpopulation.org). Almost 1,000 persons from all over 
the world have already subscribed to this very useful and user-friendly service over the last few 
months. In fact, the service has been designed so that subscribing and unsubscribing are easy, 
quick and free of charge. To subscribe, go to: 

 
http://esa.un.org/UNPop-list/subscription.asp 

 
The United Nations Population Division appreciates receiving feedback on its work and would 
like to hear from the subscribers should they have suggestions on how to enhance the usefulness 
and accessibility of the Division’s publications. 
 
 

------------------------------- 
 
 

PSG Student Paper Competition 
   
The Population Specialty Group is again sponsoring a student paper competition. The winner 
receives a $250 prize, an engraved plaque, a ticket to the AAG awards banquet, and formal 
recognition at the banquet and in the AAG Newsletter. There is also a prize of $100 for the 
second-pace "finalist," who will also receive an engraved plaque noting this achievement.  
 
Requirements: (1) The topic must be on some aspect of population geography; (2) the paper must 
have been written while the student was enrolled at a college or university, and competed 
between January 2003 and January 2004; (3) The text portion should be double-spaced and not 
exceed twenty pages; total paper length should not exceed thirty pages; (4) The student authors 
should either submit their paper via the internet (in MsWord format) or send three hard copies of 
the paper, to be received no later than February 1, 2004, to the address below; (5) A means of 
contact (preferably email) should be included along with the name of the school, department, and 
the professor who taught the class or supervised the research. 
   
Papers will be judged by a panel of experts within the population specialty group. Send papers to 
Dennis Conway, Department of Geography, Indiana University, Bloomington, IN 47405. Voice: 
812-855-6303. Internet:  conway@Indiana.edu 
 
 

------------------------------- 
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New Book on Immigration Available 
 
Immigrants and the American Dream: Remaking the Middle Class  
William A. V. Clark – UCLA   
(ISBN 1-57230-880-X) – Guilford Press –  June 2003 – $35 
 
Summary:  
The United States has absorbed nearly 10 million immigrants in the past decade. This book 
examines who the new immigrants are, where they live, and who among them are gaining entry 
into the American middle class. Discussed are the complex factors that promote or hinder 
immigrant success, as well as the varying opportunities and constraints met by those living in 
particular regions. Extensive data are synthesized on key dimensions of immigrant achievement: 
income level, professional status, and rates of homeownership and political participation. Also 
provided is a balanced analysis of the effects of immigration on broader socioeconomic, 
geographic, and political trends. Examining the extent to which contemporary immigrants are 
realizing the American dream, this book explores crucial policy questions and challenges that 
face our diversifying society. 
 
Contents: 
1. Immigration and the American Dream 
2. Immigrants in the United States: Numbers, Flows, and Policies 
3. Making It in America: The Foreign-Born Middle Class 
4. Entering the Professions 
5. Reaching for Homeownership 
6. Voicing Allegiance 
7. Joining a Divided Society? 
8. Reinventing the Middle Class: Paths to the Future 
 Appendix: Data and Data Sources 
 
More information on the book is avaaible at the publishers web site:  www.guilford.com 
 

------------------------------- 
 
 
Census 2000 Migration Data and PUMS Files Now Available!!! 
 
At the beginning of August, the Census Bueau announced the release of Census 2000 migration 
data. Additonally, the Census Bureau is in the process of releasing 5% PUMS files. Below are 
Census Bureau WWW links with information on both these data sets. 
 
http://www.census.gov/population/www/cen2000/migration.html 
 
http://www.census.gov/Press-Release/www/2003/PUMS5.html 

 
 

------------------------------- 



AAG Population Specialty Group Newsletter                   Volume 28, Fall 2003 
 

 16

New Population Bulletins Available Online   (Descriptions by PRB) 
 
In recent months, two new issues of the Population Bulletin (published by the Population 
Reference Bureau) have been published and are available online at www.prb.org. Look for the 
PRB Library link at the top of the PRB home page. These reports have excellent information on 
the topics shown below, and are especially useful for teaching. 
 
Immigration: Shaping and Reshaping America (PDF: 372KB) 
This Population Bulletin examines current immigration patterns and policies in the United States, 
reviews the peaks and troughs of immigration flows, and provides a historical perspective on 
contemporary trends. Resolving the fundamental economic, social, and political issues raised by 
immigration requires weighing the choices or trade-offs between widely shared but competing 
goals in American society. (June 2003)  
 
Population Dynamics in Latin America (PDF: 376KB) 
Despite declining fertility, negative migration rates, and declining growth rates, the size of Latin 
America's population is expected to increase from 520 million to 800 million by 2050. (March 
2003)  
 
 

------------------------------- 
 
 

Call for Papers 
 
Applied Population and Policy is an international, peer-reviewed, quarterly journal with the 
specific aim of blending applied (typically empirical) population-oriented research with relevant 
theory and policy. We are primarily looking for broadly based (demographic, political-economic, 
socio-cultural) population analysis with a policy focus, written in plain English and accessible to 
a wide audience, particularly bureaucrats and policy-maker’s.  
 
The journal welcomes articles, book reviews, critical assessments of policy documents, and 
opinion pieces. Opinion pieces should present a well-argued stance, opening up opportunities for 
others to respond from other perspectives. 
The first issue will be published in September 2003.  For further information please visit our 
website http://www.openmindjournals.com/, or, to indicate an intent to submit a paper, contact 
the editor (Dr Natalie Jackson, School of Sociology and Social Work, University of Tasmania) at 
either Natalie.Jackson@utas.edu.au or population@openmindjournals.com. 
 
To review the Author Instructions, please visit Author Instructions on the website. 
 
 

------------------------------- 
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Population Geography Listserv 
 
The PSG listserve is supported by the Geography Department at SDSU and the address is 
AAG_PSG@typhoon.sdsu.edu, PSG members with any questions about whether or not they are 
on the list, or if a member wants to be removed from the list, should  contact John Weeks 
directly at john.weeks@sdsu.edu.   
 
 

 
 
4. CONFERENCES AND MEETINGS  
 
 
 
 
Call For Papers 
Population Association of America 
Annual Conference 
Boston, MA 
 
April 1-3, 2004 
 
September 25, 2003   Deadline for submitting papers or abstracts to organizers  
 
November 1, 2003   Session organizers notify authors of accepted papers and     
       forward promising papers to Program Committee Co-Chairs  
 
December 15, 2003   Author notification for abstracts or papers accepted in overflow   
       regular sessions or poster sessions  
 
February 1, 2004    Final date to make online revisions to abstracts of accepted papers  
 
March 1, 2004    Deadline for posting completed papers on the program website  
 
April 1-3, 2004     Annual meeting in Boston, Massachusetts 
 
See PAA web site for details (www.popassoc.org) 
 
 
 

------------------------------- 
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RGS/IBG Population Geography Research Group 
 

11-14 August 2004 
 

School of Geography & Geosciences 
University of St Andrews 

Scotland, UK 
 

Conference Organisers: Paul Boyle, Robin Flowerdew, Elspeth Graham 
Conference Administrator: Richard Batchelor 

 
Event 
 
The 1st International Conference on Population Geographies was held in St Andrews in 2002.  
This was a successful meeting attracting 120 participants from 23 countries.  The range of papers 
on various issues relating to migration, fertility and mortality was impressive and we hope that 
the participants enjoyed the occasion as much as the organisers. 
 
It was agreed that the conference should become a biennial event and we are therefore hosting 
the second meeting in St Andrews in the summer of 2004.  The third meeting will be held in the 
summer of 2006 in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
Participants 
 
Although designed for geographers, contributions are welcome from those who would not regard 
themselves as population geographers, but are working in pertinent research areas. For example, 
we would welcome speakers from other disciplines including Demography, Sociology, 
Economics, Social Anthropology, who are interested in broadly geographical aspects of 
population.  Postgraduates are also encouraged to attend and offer papers.  Attendance does not 
require the presentation of a paper, but we would strongly encourage people to submit papers. 
 
Papers 
 
The remit for papers is intentionally broad and papers should be submitted on any topic relevant 
to population geography.  Those who wish to organise themed sessions are encouraged to contact 
Paul Boyle (see below).  The organisers will decide the strands of the conference once they have 
received the abstracts.  Papers will be 20-25 minutes long, allowing for 5-10 minutes discussion 
in ½ hour slots.  
 
St Andrews 
 
The University of St Andrews dates from 1411 and combines traditions dating back for centuries 
with leading-edge research in many subjects. It is located in a small historic town in a delightful 
location with world-famous golf courses, superb sandy beaches and traditional Scottish 
hospitality.  
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The Conference will provide time for delegates to explore the city and the local area, and  
there will be trips to a local castle, as well as opportunities to play golf. 
 
Registration 
 
The deadline for registration is 31 May 2004.  A copy of the registration form is available from 
the School of Geography & Geosciences website:  
 
http://www.st-andrews.ac.uk/gg/schoolpage.html  
 
(hit the ‘News’ link to find information about forthcoming events).  Forms will be available in 
.pdf and text formats.  This site will be updated regularly as more details about the programme 
become available.   
 
Further Information 
 
For further details about the academic content of the meeting, contact: 
Paul Boyle, School of Geography & Geosciences, University of St Andrews, St Andrews KY16 
9AL UK 
Email: P.Boyle@st-andrews.ac.uk 
Tel: +44 (0) 1334 462397 
 
For further information about registration, accommodation and travel, contact: 
Richard Batchelor, School of Geography & Geosciences, University of St Andrews, St Andrews 
KY16 9AL UK 
Email: rab@st-andrews.ac.uk 
Tel: +44 (0) 1334 463923 
Fax: +44 (0) 1334 463949 
 
 
30th Congress of the International Geographical Union 
 
Please note that an additional attraction is that the 30th Congress of the International 
Geographical Union (IGU) is to be held from15-20 August 2004 in Glasgow, Scotland.  Our 
meeting has been scheduled just prior to the IGU meeting and we would encourage international 
visitors in particular to consider using a single flight to attend both meetings.  The Population 
and Environment commission is organising some sessions with the political group on ‘Political 
Borders and Beyond’ which will doubtless be of interest to many population geographers.  If you 
are interested in attending that meeting further information is available at: 
http://www.meetingmakers.co.uk/igc-uk2004/index.html 
 
 
 

------------------------------- 
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Advance Notice 
 
Australian Population Association 
12th Biennial Conference 
Canberra 2004 
 
Population and Society: Issues, Research and Policy 
 
The Australian Population Association’s 12th Biennial Conference will be held in Canberra, 
Australia on 15-17 September, 2004 
 
For more information contact the Program Director,  
Ann Evans:  
+61 2 6125 0133 
Ann.Evans@anu.edu.au 
 
 

------------------------------- 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Do you have something you would like to contribute to the PSG Newsletter?  

If you do, please contact: 
 

Alexander C. Vias  
Editor, PSG Newsletter 

Department of Geography 
215 Glenbrook Rd., U-4148 
University of Connecticut 

Storrs, CT  06269-4148 
Phone:  860-486-2213 
FAX: 860-486-1389 

E-Mail: alexander.vias@uconn.edu 


