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A note from the PSG Newsletter Editor…. 
 
This issue of the PSG Newsletter contains a new feature. Mike 
Ratcliffe, of the Population Division of the US Census Bureau, 
will regularly comment on what is happening at the bureau in 
terms of research, policy, and data development. Other 
features in this issue  include a review of the new Census 2000 
Atlas, and of course, the Presidential Address.  
 
As always, a successful newsletter depends on each member of  
the specialty group. I call on everyone receiving this 
newsletter to contribute information on: upcoming 
conferences; funding opportunities; new data releases; and 
short essays on interesting population geography topics. 
Anyone  interested in contributing to the newsletter should  
feel free to contact me (acvias@unco.edu). 
 
I would like to acknowledge the generous financial support of 
the College of Arts & Sciences at the University of Northern 
Colorado, in the publication of this newsletter. 
 
~Alex Vias             
 

 
 
1. PSG PRESIDENT’S LETTER   
 
 
Reflections on a Hungarian Experience 
 By Michelle Behr, Western New Mexico State 
 
As I have been looking through previous presidents’ 
letters, it seems clear that this annual column has 
frequently been used as a bully pulpit.  I suppose in a 
way I intend to do the same.  I spent last year as a 
Fulbright scholar at the University of Miskolc in 
Hungary.  While, like most geographers, I have traveled 
a fair bit, this was my first experience living and 
working abroad for an extended period.  Some 
observations—not necessarily profound—follow. 
 
In the United States, I teach geography at a small, public 
university in the southwest corner of New Mexico.  
Situated less than an hour from Mexico, Western New 
Mexico University (WNMU) began life as a normal 
school.  It is located in a rural area and the bulk of the 
student body comes from rural or small communities.  
The major economic activities in this area are ranching 
and mining.  Over the last couple of years, the local 
copper mines have been laying off tremendous numbers 
of employees and will remain closed until the world 
price of copper rebounds.   
 
The University of Miskolc (UM), where I taught last 
year, is also a regional institution, though somewhat 
larger than my home school. The university was 
originally a school of mining and metallurgy, but is now 
a comprehensive university. Students who attend the 
university are primarily from the rural areas around the 
city of Miskolc, which is located in the northeastern 
corner of Hungary less than an hour from Slovakia. 
Miskolc, a small agricultural village until after World 
War Two, became the second largest city in Hungary 
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after the war as it was transformed into a model heavy 
manufacturing center. With the fall of the Soviet Union, 
it has fallen on hard times and the county in which it is 
located has the highest rate of unemployment in the 
country.     
 
Thus, while not identical, there are parallels between the 
two institutions and their settings. The nature of the 
students I encountered are not the same, however. At 
WNMU, most of my students are neither well traveled, 
well read nor well informed about the world outside 
southwest New Mexico. Nor, until last September, did 
they seem interested. In contrast, I found the students at 
UM to be interested about the world outside Miskolc and 
Hungary and to be well informed geographically. For 
my students in the United States, geography often seems 
to be burden that must be shouldered. In Hungary 
geographic knowledge is viewed as a window on the 
world.   
 
In our country, immigration is as much a part of our 
identity as virtually any other cultural marker.  Even 
though as a nation we have conflicted feelings about the 
roles of immigrants from time to time, we recognize that 
at bottom, our diversity is one of our great strengths.  In 
contrast, as a result of historical events Hungary is a 
relatively homogeneous nation culturally.  Hungary, 
until recently a net exporter of migrants, has become a 
net population importer.  While in Hungary, I undertook 
research projects that investigate the relationships 
between attitudes toward immigration and feelings of 
national identity among Hungarians.  Data from two 
independent samples of Hungarians suggest that there is 
mixed support for allowing ethnic Hungarians living 
abroad to immigrate but little support for allowing others 
to immigrate.  In short, my data suggest that to many 
Hungarians, immigration is perceived as a threat to the 
nation and to the national culture.   
 
It is ironic that here, in our vast nation of immigrants, we 
are woefully ignorant of places and cultures not our 
own; in Hungary, a small, culturally homogeneous 
nation, students are interested in, and well informed 
about, the world outside of their country.  At the same 
time, in the United States we welcome those who are 
from diverse backgrounds into our complex social web.  
In Hungary, concerned about protecting national culture, 
the world outside is to be held at arm’s length.   
 
The interface between immigration, culture and national 
identity has not been an area in which U.S. population 
geographers have expended much effort.  There is fertile 
ground here. 

 
 
2. NEWS AND INFORMATION FOR 
 POPULATION GEOGRAPHERS 
 
 
Happenings at the Census Bureau 
 A Column By Michael R. Ratcliffe 
 
Geographic Areas for Census 2000 
 
Census 2000 heralded one of the most extensive sets of 
changes to census geographic areas ever.  Entities added 
to the inventory of legal areas for which the Census 
Bureau tabulates data include tribal subdivisions (within 
American Indian Reservations and Oklahoma tribal 
statistical areas), Hawaiian home lands, state legislative 
districts, and Oregon urban growth areas.  Nearly every 
statistical geographic area also experienced changes in 
concept or criteria, or both.  
 
Some changes are minor and will have little effect on the 
presentation and analysis of census data.  For instance, 
census tracts are now defined nationwide, replacing 
block numbering areas in counties that had such areas in 
1990.  Census block numbers changed from three digits, 
and an optional one-character suffix, to four; this change 
increases the number of available block numbers within 
a block group, providing greater geographic resolution in 
many areas.  Slight changes occurred to criteria for 
American Indian statistical areas, with one exception:  
Oklahoma tribal statistical areas replaced the former 
tribal jurisdiction statistical areas and are significantly 
redefined as the former American Indian reservations 
that were recognized prior to Oklahoma statehood.  
Other changes are primarily terminological.  Statistical 
areas for tribes that lack land bases are now identified as 
tribal designation statistical areas for federally 
recognized tribes, and state designated American Indian 
statistical areas for state-recognized tribes.  Also new for 
Census 2000, ZIP Code Tabulation Areas (ZCTAs) 
provide a standardized method for representing ZIP 
Codes nationwide using standard census geographic 
units.  
 
Three kinds of statistical areas—census designated 
places (CDPs), urban/rural areas, and the Office of 
Management and Budget’s (OMB’s) metropolitan 
areas—experienced more significant conceptual and 
criteria changes that could affect the way we perceive, 
analyze, and understand population distributions in the 
United States and Puerto Rico. 
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Census Designated Places 
 
CDPs are communities not within an incorporated place 
for which local and tribal officials provide boundaries 
for use in tabulating census data.  For previous censuses, 
specified minimum population thresholds (generally 
1,000 or 2,500 persons, depending on location outside or 
inside urbanized areas, respectively) were required for 
identification as a CDP.  For Census 2000, the Census 
Bureau eliminated all population requirements for CDPs.  
Local and tribal officials throughout the nation took 
advantage of this change to identify more small 
communities, especially in rural settings.  Data for CDPs 
are included in standard decennial census products; 
forthcoming Census 2000 products will include detailed 
demographic and housing characteristics for CDPs. 
 
Urban and Rural Definitions 
 
After the 1990 census, the Census Bureau began a 
review of its urban area definition. Since the 1950 
census, the Census Bureau’s urban area definition has 
included urbanized areas (UAs) of 50,000 or more 
population, consisting of a central place (or places) and 
the densely settled surrounding territory, and urban 
places of 2,500 or more population located outside UAs.  
As early as the 1940s, however, Census Bureau 
geographers suggested delineating smaller clusters of 
densely settled population in addition to the larger UAs, 
but only now do we have the technological capability to 
operationalize the delineation of small clusters, 
measured at the census block and block group levels.  
For Census 2000, the Census Bureau will continue to 
delineate UAs of 50,000 or more population and also 
will identify urban clusters (UCs) of at least 2,500 and 
less than 50,000 population.  Both kinds of areas will be 
delineated primarily on the basis of population density 
without reference to place boundaries.  “Rural” for 
Census 2000 will continue to include all territory and 
population not classified as urban.    
 
Data users can also anticipate a slight increase in the 
percentage of the U.S. population that is urban as a result 
of these changes.  Because more places can now be split 
between urban (high density) and rural (low density) 
portions, data users may also see a decrease in land area 
for specific UAs.  Researchers studying patterns of 
urban growth should note the possibility that a specific 
UA’s population may increase while its land area 
decreases, and consider how these potential events relate 
to current notions of urban and suburban growth 
patterns. 
 

The Census Bureau plans to announce new UAs and 
UCs for Census 2000 in Spring 2002. 
 
Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas 
 
OMB issued standards for defining metropolitan and 
micropolitan statistical areas in December 2000 after a 
decade-long review of the metropolitan area concept and 
1990 standards.  The new standards are conceptually 
sound and simpler than the previous standards, and their 
application with Census 2000 data will increase the 
amount of territory and population covered by the 
classification.  Metropolitan statistical areas will be 
based around Census Bureau-defined UAs.   
 
Micropolitan statistical areas are new for Census 2000 
and will be defined around UCs of at least 10,000 and 
less than 50,000 persons.  OMB will use these urban 
areas to identify central counties of metropolitan and 
micropolitan statistical areas; commutation is used to 
qualify outlying counties—the new standards specify a 
single commuting threshold of 25 percent.   The largest 
metropolitan statistical areas—those with UAs of 2.5 
million or more population—can be subdivided into 
metropolitan divisions.  These areas are conceptually 
similar to primary metropolitan statistical areas defined 
under the 1990 standards.  
 
Micropolitan statistical areas generally will encompass 
counties previously identified as outside metropolitan 
areas, but a subset will include counties previously 
identified as outlying counties of metropolitan areas.  
These latter counties typically qualified for inclusion in a 
metropolitan area under the 1990 standards with a 
marginal commuting rate. 
 
OMB also will identify combined statistical areas—
groupings of adjacent metropolitan and micropolitan 
statistical areas, in any combination, linked through 
commuting interchange.  Although many data users may 
want to compare combined statistical areas with 
consolidated metropolitan statistical areas defined for 
previous censuses these areas are not necessarily 
comparable. 
 
Principal cities also will be identified within 
metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas.  Many 
places previously identified as central cities will be 
identified as principal cities, but the new standards also 
will identify places that over time have developed as 
employment centers in typically “suburban” locations.  
Principal cities also will provide the basis for titling 
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metropolitan, micropolitan, and combined statistical 
areas as well as metropolitan divisions. 
OMB plans to announce new metropolitan and 
micropolitan statistical areas, metropolitan divisions, and 
combined statistical areas by the end of June 2003. 
 
Additional information about census geographic 
concepts can be found on the Census Bureau’s website 
at : 
<http://www.census.gov/geo/www/tiger/glossry2.pdf>.   
 
Information about metropolitan and micropolitan 
statistical areas can be found at: 
 
<http://www.census.gov/population/www/estimates/mas
rp.html>. 
 
Mike Ratcliffe is Chief of the Population Distribution Branch, 
Population Division, US Census Bureau, located in Suitland 
MD. (michael.r.ratcliffe@census.gov) 
------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 
Mapping Census 2000:  
 The Geography of U.S. Diversity 

 
By Trudy A. Suchan 
 
Introduction 

 
The Census Bureau published statistical atlases 
following the 1870, 1890, 1910, and 1920 censuses and 
has again published a print atlas for Census 2000. 
Mapping Census 2000: The Geography of U.S. Diversity 
presents a synthesis of basic population patterns in 2000 
and changes in U.S. population distribution from 1990 to 
2000. The authors are Cynthia A. Brewer, a cartography 
professor from The Pennsylvania State University who 
worked at the Census Bureau on this project while on 
sabbatical in 2000-2001, and Trudy A. Suchan, a 
geographer in the Population Division since 1998 with a 
Ph.D. from Penn State geography. The print atlas is 
available from GPO (bookstore.gpo.gov), but the .pdf 
document at:  
 
www.census.gov/population/www/cen2000/atlas.html  
 
will enable you to see examples referenced by page 
number in the discussion below. 
 
Page Design 

 
Each of 75 full-color maps features county-level detail 
for the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto 

Rico. A small state map on each page gives the summary 
of the county detail map. The Census Bureau house style 
is to portray Alaska, Hawaii, and other areas outside the 
conterminous U.S. in relatively true position. We took 
that style a little further: the state map has Puerto Rico in 
its correct location (and in scale with the mainland). The 
geography lesson we snuck in there is heightened by our 
decision to show the Canadian, Mexican, and Caribbean 
island outlines so the U.S. lands are visually situated in 
the continental landmass, and Puerto Rico (on the state 
map) is shown in the chain of Caribbean islands. The 
Geography Division prepared a custom generalized base 
map after map scale and page layout were settled. 
Coastlines and other convoluted lines were smoothed 
and the smallest polygons were exaggerated. The 
smallest areas then would visibly fill with color and the 
maps satisfy the user’s impulse to look for their own 
place, even on small-scale maps like these. 
 
Data Source and Map Topics 

 
Concurrent with design work, topics to map were being 
selected. We used the Redistricting Data Summary File 
to get these first maps of Census 2000 published quickly 
(and to finish the product on Brewer’s sabbatical). Those 
data seem simple—total population, race and ethnicity 
and voting age—but these seemingly limited topics 
yielded news-filled stories. Because people could 
indicate one or more races on the census form, the race 
data were new to everyone inside and outside the agency 
for Census 2000, and that became the major theme of the 
book. 

 
Maps about total population are gathered in the early 
sections of the book. We used two ways to show the 
number of total population--graduated symbol and a 
choropleth map of numbers (Figure 1 below; see pages 
13 and 15 in Mapping Census 2000 for full maps in 
color). Cartographers discourage choropleth maps of 
numbers, reserving the technique for standardized data, 
but together in the atlas, the proportional symbols give 
an accurate overview and the choropleth map enables the 
user to identify and compare county values. 

 
The majority of maps are about individual race and 
ethnicity groups. Ahead of those sections, though, we 
placed a section of diversity maps that emphasizes the 
role of maps in synthesizing information for a 
compelling national picture. We mapped prevalence 
(showing the race or ethnicity with the highest percent of 
population in each county; pages 20 and 21) and 
diversity (pages 22 and 23). Crucial information such as 
the diversity formula is incorporated in the map page 
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because we expect users will print a single page from the 
.pdf and explanatory text separate from the map sheet 
will be lost. 

 
After these sections, the rest of the maps are about 
individual race and ethnic groups. The atlas design 
decisions reflect the agency concern with equity to all 
populations. We present the same map themes for all 
race groups and the Hispanic or Latino group. Then for 
each race group, we mapped the minimum and 
maximum populations, e.g. we have a section for “One 
race Asian” and “One or more races including Asian.” 
Many pairings of one race and one or more races maps 
are quite similar—but there is a noticeable difference in 
the American Indian and Alaska Native (AIAN) maps. 
For number of people, the high value mapped for a 
county for “One race AIAN” is 76,990 but the county 
high mapped for “One or more races including AIAN” is 
138,900 (pages 53 and 59). Change in AIAN population 
from 1990 to 2000 for the U.S. is 26.4% using the “one 
race AIAN” numbers, but 110.3% using the “One or 
more races including AIAN” numbers (pages 50 and 
56). Neither map compares directly to 1990, so both 
maps are needed to show the story of change. 
 
Classification 

 
Features of choropleth classification in the book include: 
rounded breaks; meaningful U.S. summary numbers as 
breaks; legends augmented with notes (“U.S. change is 
13.2 percent”); qualitative labels (gain, loss); and 
maximum and minimum data values bracketing the 
classifications (see Figure 2 below and page 10 in 
Mapping Census 2000). Breaks are shared between maps 
in series, so, for example, any map showing percent of a 
race or ethnicity group of the total population would use 
a similar legend. Small adjustments customize the 
legend to each map but maintain good enough 
consistency that the maps can be compared. 

 
The book employs six basic color schemes. These color 
schemes accommodate the colorblind. A consistent color 
scheme is applied to each series. If you were to lay, for 
instance, all of the maps that show percent of total 
population side by side, you would see the same color 
scheme is used. Brewer has written at greater length 
about classification and color in the atlas; see 
“Reflections on Mapping Census 2000” in Cartography 
and Geographic Information Science, 28(4):213-235. 
She also provides a self-help tool for selecting map 
colors at colorbrewer.org. 
  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 
Additional Resources 
 
You have or soon will see similar maps in other Census 
Bureau publications. Versions of the maps with simpler 
classification are being used in special topics reports, 
and hundreds of thousands of single map sheets are 

 
 

 
Fig. 1 Two ways to show “number of” data

 

Fig. 2 Typical map legend
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being published with supplemental race and ethnicity 
data and definitions printed on the back. Also, because 
we used ArcMap v. 8.1 to make the maps, ESRI 
obtained the files and published the atlas under a 
different cover to showcase this use of the latest GIS 
technology. 
 
We wanted all useful pieces of the project to be available 
to the public. Thus, the data files we used for the maps 
are online: 
 
(www.census.gov/population/www/cen2000/atlas.html).  
 
They include FIPS codes, so they are ready to use in GIS 
software or with other data. A hidden treasure in these 
data files is 1990 race data re-tabulated to Census 2000 
race categories for counties. The final postscript-format 
map files also are available online at this URL for those 
who use graphic design software (such as Adobe 
Illustrator or Macromedia Freehand) and want to obtain 
and modify the maps for other uses. 
 
Trudy Suchan  is a geographer with the Population 
Distribution Branch, Population Division, US Census Bureau, 
located in Suitland MD. ( trudy.a.suchan@census.gov) 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
U.S. Adds 3.4 Million People Since Census 2000; 
                Almost One-Fifth of Growth in California 
 
  (CB01-203 -  Sam Davis/Melissa Therrien)       
 
The nation has grown by 3.4 million people since April 
1, 2000, increasing from 281.4 million counted in 
Census 2000 to 284.8 million as of July 1, 2001, 
according to estimates released today by the Commerce 
Department's Census Bureau. These are the first 
population estimates that use Census 2000 data as a 
benchmark. 
 
"California grew by about 630,000 people since Census 
2000, accounting for almost one-fifth of the growth in 
the United States," said Census Bureau demographer 
Melissa Therrien. "Population growth varied in other 
states." 
 
California remained the most populous state in the 
nation with 34.5 million people, which constitutes 12.1 
percent of the total U.S. population. The second and 
third most populous states -- Texas (21.3 million) and 
New York (19.0 million) -- together accounted for 14.2 
percent of the country's population. 

 
Nevada showed the fastest growth since Census 2000 
(5.4 percent), followed by Arizona (3.4 percent) and 
Colorado (2.7 percent). All three states had much faster 
growth than the nation as a whole, which grew by 
1.2 percent. Nevada has been the fastest growing state in 
the United States for the past 15 years. 
 
Between April 1, 2000, and July 1, 2001, North Dakota 
and West Virginia experienced the largest population 
declines, with North Dakota declining by 1.2 percent to 
about 634,000, and West Virginia dropping by 0.4 
percent to about 1.8 million. 
                                 
Other highlights: 
 
- The 10 most populous states accounted for 54.2 percent 
 of the nation's population on July 1, 2001. 
 
- Of the 10 most populous states, three are located in the 
 Northeast, three in the Midwest, three in the South 
 and one in the West. 
 
- While the South had the largest increase in people 
 since Census 2000 (1.6 million), the rate of growth 
 in the West remained the highest: 2.0 percent. 
 
The estimates include demographic components of 
change for individual states, i.e., natural increase (births 
minus deaths), net domestic migration (in-migration 
from other states minus out-migration to other states) 
and net international migration. 
 
See the following web site for the new estimates. The 
redesigned site accesses all recent estimates by the 
Bureau. 
 

http://eire.census.gov/popest/estimates.php) 
 
 
 
3. ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
 
Job Announcement: U.S. Department of Agriculture 
 
The Economic Research Service (ERS) is seeking a 
demographer to conduct research on U.S. population 
patterns and trends, with a special emphasis on rural and 
small town areas.  A Ph.D. in geography, sociology, 
economics, or related discipline is desirable. A specialist 
is needed to (1) identify and explain spatial aspects of 
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key demographic trends, including regional changes in 
birth rates, age structure, and household and family 
formation; (2) assess the impact of demographic change, 
shifting economic trends, and new policy 
implementation on the well-being of rural people and 
places; and (3) provide information on the growth and 
decline of specific segments of the population, such as 
single parents, the working poor, racial/ethnic 
minorities, and other at-risk populations. This 
information is provided to public and private decision 
makers for use in assessing effects of alternative policies 
and programs affecting both rural and urban low-income 
households and their participation in Federal assistance 
programs.      
 
For a self-motivated, team-oriented individual interested 
in applying superior analytic and writing skills to 
pressing policy issues, this position offers an opportunity 
to conduct timely research for multiple outlets, including 
government publications and academic journals.  The 
successful candidate should demonstrate experience with 
large cross-sectional or panel data sets from surveys or 
administrative sources. Candidates must possess U.S. 
citizenship. 
 
Interested persons should submit a curriculum vita and 
recent writing sample to John Cromartie, Head, 
Population Team, Economic Research Service, 1800 M 
St. NW, Room 2083, Washington, D.C. 20036-5831.  
These may also be e-mailed to: jbc@ers.usda.gov. 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
 
 
The PSG Newsletter Office is Moving!! 
 
As of July, 2002, the offices of the PSG Newsletter will 
be located at the University of Connecticut. All materials 
to be submitted should be mailed to: 
 
Alexander C. Vias 
University of Connecticut  
Geography Department,  U-4148 
215 Glenbrook Road,  
Storrs, CT 06269-4148 
 
Email address and phone number will be forthcoming. 
However, phone messages can be left at (860) 486-3656 
 
 

2002 AAG PSG Sponsored Sessions 
 
A number of interesting sessions have been organized by 
Specialty group members. Besides several paper 
sessions, of special interest is the tribute to former PSG 
Newsletter Editor Tom Boswell, along with the Plenary 
session with Julie Davanzo of the RAND corporation 
(see box).  
 
Wednesday, 3/20/2002 -- 8:00 a.m. - 9:40 a.m.  
Emerging Population Issues -- Paper Session  
Organizer & Chair: Bruce Newbold, McMaster 
University. 
 
-- John R. Weeks, San Diego State University; Arthur 
Getis, San Diego State University; Douglas Stow, San 
Diego State University; Tarek Rashed, San Diego State 
University; Xiaoling Yang, San Diego State University; 
Saad Gadalla, San Diego State University; Allan Hill, 
Harvard University. “Spatial Patterns as Predictors of 
Fertility in Cairo, Egypt” 
-- Devon A. Hansen, University of North Dakota. 
“Refugee Resettlement and Adjustment to Life in North 
Dakota Communities”  
-- Christiane Von Reichert, The University of Montana. 
“The Northern Great Plains: A Good Place to Move to, a 
Good Place to Live?”  
-- Kurt E. Marshall, University of Georgia. “Moving to 
Assisted Living: An Investigation of the Relocation 
Decision-Making Process”   
-- Jennifer Anne Paluch, San Diego State University.  
“Distance from Miami as Measurement of Differences in 
the Cuban-American Community: A Demographic and 
Political Study on the Population”  
 
Wednesday, 3/20/2002 -- 10:00 a.m. - 11:40 a.m.  
Transnationlism and Transmigrants: Refugees and 
Immigrants – Paper Session 
 
Chair: Susan E. Hume, Department of Geography, 
University of Oregon. 
 
-- Jamie Michelle Goodwin-White, UCLA. “Belonging 
in Space: Citizenship and Mobility Patterns of Five U.S. 
Immigrant Groups, 1985-90” 
-- Jim Russell, Univerisity of Colorado at Boulder.  
“Discovering a Geography of Human Rights: US 
Interdiction of Haitian Refugees” 
-- Neel R. Bhattacharjee, Arizona State University.  
“Heterolocalism and Bosnian Refugee Resettlement in 
Metropolitan Phoenix” 
-- Gwen G. Scott, University of Oregon. “Locating 
Transnationalism Through Fijian Transmigration” 
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-- Susan E. Hume, Department of Geography, University 
of Oregon. “Contemporary African Migration to the 
United States: Are we paying attention?” 
 
Wednesday, 3/20/2002 -- 3:00 p.m. - 4:40 p.m.  
The Spatial Dimension of Ethnic and Immigrant 
Integration I: National Perspectives -- Paper Session 1 
Organizers: Bruce Newbold, McMaster University; 
James P. Allen, California State University, Northridge; 
Ellen P. Kraly, Colgate University. 
Chair: John R. Weeks, San Diego State University. 
 
-- James P. Allen, California State University, 
Northridge; Eugene Turner, California State University, 
Northridge. “Changing Population Patterns in Los 
Angeles”  
-- Bruce Newbold, McMaster University.  “Spatially 
Segmented Assimilation within the Metropolis: 
Evidence From The 1990 Census”  
-- Guenter H. Thieme, Universitaet zu Koeln; Hans D. 
Laux, Universitaet Bonn. “From Vietnam to Little 
Saigon. Settlement Patterns, Social and Spatial Mobility, 
and Integration of the Vietnamese Population in 
Southern California”  
-- David W. Wong, George Mason University.  
“Changing Spatial Segregation from 1980 to 2000 in 
Selected Metropolitan Areas”  
-- Ellen P. Kraly, Colgate University; Kristen 
Vanvalkenburg, Colgate University.  “New Drums along 
the Mohawk: Immigrants, Refugees and the Changing 
Demography of Utica, New York”  
 
Wednesday, 3/20/2002 -- 5:00 p.m. - 6:40 p.m.  
The Spatial Dimension of Ethnic and Immigrant 
Integration. II: International Perspectives -- Paper 
Session 1 
Organizers: Bruce Newbold, McMaster University; 
James P. Allen, California State University, Northridge; 
Ellen P. Kraly, Colgate University. 
Chair: James P. Allen, California State University, 
Northridge. 
 
-- Andrew J. Clark, University of St Andrews. “The 
Impact Of Territorial Stigmatisation On Processes Of 
Socio-Spatial Exclusion”  
-- David Baxter, University of Utah; Thomas M. 
Kontuly, University of Utah. “The Emerging South 
African Immigrant Cyber Community in the USA”  
-- Laura E. Huntoon, University of Arizona. “How do 
Immigrants Create and Use Social Capital to Facilitate 
Integration?”  

-- Michelle Behr, Western New Mexico University. 
“National Identity and Attitudes Toward Immigration 
among College Students in Northeastern Hungary”  
-- Mohammad Hemmasi, Department of Geography.  
“Core-Periphery Development Differentials and 
Migrants Responses in Iran”  
 
Thursday, 3/21/2002 -- 1:00 p.m. - 2:40 p.m.  
Panel: "Ethnic Geography: Avenues for Further 
Research" -- Panel Session 1, 2 
Organizer: Carlos C. Teixeira, University of Toronto. 
Chair: Lawrence E. Estaville, Southwest Texas State 
University. 
 
-- James P. Allen, California State University, 
Northridge; Thomas D. Boswell, University of Miami; 
Lawrence E. Estaville, Southwest Texas State 
University; Wei Li, Arizona State University; Robert A. 
Murdie, York University; Valerie Preston, York 
University; Susan W. Hardwick, University of Oregon; 
James A. Tyner, Kent State University 
 
Thursday, 3/21/2002 -- 3:00 p.m. - 4:40 p.m.  
Racialized Urban Geographies II: Los Angeles 
Uncovered -- Paper Session 2, 4  
Organizer: Meghan Cope, SUNY-Buffalo. 
Chair: Meghan Cope, SUNY-Buffalo. 
 
-- Richard A. Wright, Dartmouth College; Mark Ellis, 
University of Washington; Virginia L. Parks, UCLA.  
“The Neighborhood Context of Immigrant Assimilation 
in Los Angeles” 
-- Mark Ellis, University of Washington; Richard 
Wright, Dartmouth College; Virginia L. Parks, UCLA.  
“Work Together, Live Apart: Segregation by Residence 
and Workplace in Los Angeles” 
-- Virginia L. Parks, UCLA.  
“Getting work and getting to work: spatial job 
accessibility of low-skill immigrants, blacks, and women 
in Los Angeles” 
-- Michael A. Stoll, UCLA.  
“Geographic Skills Mismatch and Racial Differences in 
Search and Employment” 
 
Thursday, 3/21/2002 -- 3:00 p.m. - 4:40 p.m.  
The 2000 Census, ACS, and Population Issues -- 
Paper Session  
Organizers: Bruce Newbold, McMaster University; 
James P. Allen, California State University, Northridge; 
Ellen P. Kraly, Colgate University. 
Chair: Christiane Von Reichert, The University of 
Montana. 
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-- Alfred R. Nucci, US Bureau of the Census; Larry H. 
Long, US Bureau of the Census.  
“ Metropolitan and Nonmetropolitan Areas and 
Population Change: Comparing Canada” 
-- Paul J. Mackun, U.S. Census Bureau.  
“Population Change in Metropolitan Areas, 1990 to 
2000” 
-- Richard Morrill, University of Washington.  
“Planning versus markets in the microgeography of 
population change 1990-2000” 
-- Nancy K. Torrieri, U.S. Census Bureau; Manuel de la 
Puente, U.S. Census Bureau.  
“Barriers to Censuses and Surveys in Colonia 
Communities” 
-- Manuel de la Puente, U.S. Census Bureau 
 
 
Thursday, 3/21/2002 -- 5:00 p.m. - 6:40 p.m.  
Population Specialty Group Plenary Session -- 
Plenary Session  
Organizer: John B. Cromartie, Economic Research 
Service, USDA. 
Chair: William A. Clark, UCLA 
 
This year's PSG plenary session will be held Thursday, 
March 21, 5-6:30 PM, in the Marriot Grande Ballroom--
Salon 1.  Our guest speaker will be Julie DaVanzo, 
senior economist at RAND and director of RAND's 
Center for the Study of the Family in Economic 
Development.  Her talk is titled "Population Matters: 
Research To Inform Policymaking and Public 
Awareness."  Over the past two decades, demographic 
research has produced a large body of scientific findings 
that have illuminated the causes and consequences of 
demographic trends more clearly than ever before, as 
well as shedding light on the dynamic relationships 
among demographic factors and other phenomena, such 
as environmental change and international security.  
Informed and responsible policymaking could benefit 
from understanding the policy implications of this 
research.  However, the public-policy debate over 
population-related issues has in recent years been tinged 
by advocacy and dominated by special-interest groups.  
Meanwhile, demographic researchers have tended to 
communicate findings to colleagues rather than to policy 
audiences and have had little professional incentive to 
make explicit the policy relevance of their work.  As a 
step toward providing a more scientific basis for public 
debate over population policy questions, RAND 
launched Population Matters, a program for research 
communication that uses different means, methods, and 
formats for reaching audiences that influence the making 
of population policy in the United States and abroad. 

Dr. DaVanzo's research has included analyses of a wide 
range of demographic and health topics in a number of 
countries, including Malaysia, Bangladesh, Cameroon, 
Guatemala, Indonesia, and the United States. This 
research has been reported in over 100 peer-reviewed 
journal articles, book chapters, and reports. She is 
perhaps most well-known to PSG members for her 
research that pioneered the microeconomic approach to 
studying migration decisions.  She went on to design and 
direct the First and Second Malaysian Family Life 
Surveys, which have been key databases for 
demographic research throughout the world. Dr. 
DaVanzo is currently a member of the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) Committee on National 
Statistics. She holds a doctorate in Economics from the 
University of California, Los Angeles. 
 
 
Friday, 3/22/2002 -- 1:00 p.m. - 2:40 p.m.  
Ethnic Geography Distinguished Scholar: Thomas D. 
Boswell -- Paper Session 1, 3  
Organizer: Lawrence E. Estaville, Southwest Texas State 
University. 
Chair: Lawrence E. Estaville, Southwest Texas State 
University. 
 
-- Lawrence E. Estaville, Southwest Texas State 
University 
-- Thomas D. Boswell, University of Miami. 
“Investigating Six Immigration Issues for Florida and 
Miami-Dade County” 
-- Discussants: Ary J. Lamme III, University of Florida; 
James P. Allen, California State University, Northridge; 
Ira M. Sheskin, University of Miami 
 
Friday, 3/22/2002 -- 3:00 p.m. - 4:40 p.m.  
Community Leader Meeting Academics: 
Immigration and Public Policy in Multiethnic Los 
Angeles -- Panel Session 1, 2 
Organizers: Wei Li, Arizona State University; Cindy 
Fan, UCLA. 
Chair: Cindy Fan, UCLA. 
 
Panelists: Cindy Fan, UCLA; Judy Chu, California 
Legislature; William A. Clark, UCLA; Dean S. Toji, 
California State University, Long Beach; Mark Ellis, 
University of Washington; Ali Modarres, California 
State University, Los Angeles; Wei Li, Arizona State 
University 
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Friday, 3/22/2002 -- 3:00 p.m. - 4:40 p.m.  
Recent Trends in Nonmetropolitan Growth and 
Change in the US -- Paper Session 5  
Organizer & Chair: Alexander C. Vias, University of 
Northern Colorado. 
 
-- John B. Cromartie, Economic Research Service, 
USDA.  
“Upward and Outward: Nonmetro Population Change in 
the 1990's” 
-- Peter B. Nelson, Middlebury College.  
“Age-cohort effects on nonmetropolitan migration: 
1975-1990” 
-- Dean M. Hanink, University of Connecticut; 
Kristopher White, Stephen F. Austin University.  
“Some Determinants of Sectoral Change in Employment 
and Income in the Northern Forest Counties” 
-- Robin M. Leichenko, Rutgers University; Julie Silva, 
Rutgers University; Kulsum Farooqui, Rutgers 
University.  
“International Trade and Rural Economic Change: A 
County-Level Investigation” 
-- Alexander C. Vias, University of Northern Colorado.  
“Retail Restructuring in the Nonmetropolitan US, 1988-
1997” 
 
Saturday, 3/23/2002 -- 2:00 p.m. - 3:40 p.m.  
Ethnic Entrepreneurship-A Comparative Perspective 
-- Paper Session  
Organizer: Heike C. Alberts, University of Minnesota. 
 
-- Hans D. Laux, Universitaet Bonn. “Motives and 
Strategies of Ethnic Entrepreneurship. The Case of the 
Turks in Germany” 
-- Mirjana Morokvasic-Muller, Centre National de la 
Recherche Scientifique. “Immigration, gender, 
entrepreneurship. A comparative perspective” 
-- Heike C. Alberts, University of Minnesota. 
“Rethinking the Ethnic Enclave Economy--Cubans in 
Miami” 
-- David H. Kaplan, Kent State University. “African-
American Entrepreneurs and the Geography of Crime: 
Evidence from Cleveland” 
-- Discussant: Patricia Ehrkamp, University of 
Minnesota 
 
All sessions sponsored by the PSG 
1. Co-sponsored by the Ethnic Geography Specialty Group 
2. Co-sponsored by the Urban Geography Specialty Group 
3. Co-sponsored by the Cultural Geography Specialty Group 
4. Co-sponsored by the Geographic Perspectives on Women Specialty Group 
5. Co-sponsored by the Rural Development Specialty Group 
 
 

 
2002 AAG PSG Business Meeting 
 
Also, note the PSG Business is scheduled for 
Wednesday (3/20/02) night at 7:00pm (San Gabriel C) 
 
 
 
 
4. CONFERENCES AND MEETINGS  
 
 
The 1st International Conference on  
 Population Geographies 

 
 

PLEASE NOTE THE DEADLINE OF 30th APRIL 2002 
FOR ABSTRACT SUBMISSION & REGISTRATION 

 
Event 
 
Population Geography is buoyant in many nations, but 
despite this there is no regular international meeting 
bringing us together.  This is the first conference 
designed to do so.  It will be hosted by the Population 
Geography Research Group which is one of the 
specialist research groups of the Royal Geographical 
Society / Institute for British Geographers.  It will begin 
with lunch on Friday 19th July 2002 and end on the 
morning of Tuesday 23rd July 2002. 
 
The long-term aim is for this to be a bi-annual event 
hosted in different nations.  We hope that it will become 
the major, regular Population Geography event world-
wide. 
 
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 etc.  
Postgraduates are also encouraged to attend and offer 
papers.   
 
Papers 
 
The remit for the 1st meeting is broad. We are 
encouraging people to submit papers on any research 
issue relevant to Population Geography and the 
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organisers will decide the strands of the conference once 
we have received the abstracts.  In addition, there will be 
a few theme sessions and if you are interested in 
organising a theme session (minimum of 3 and 
maximum of 6 papers) please contact the conference 
officer with a title and a provisional list of possible 
speakers.  Papers should be 20-25 minutes long, 
allowing for 5-10 minutes discussion in ½ hour slots.  
 
Travel arrangements 
 
Flights 
 
Flights from most countries are available into 
Edinburgh, or Glasgow.  Within Britain, cheap flights 
are available from Luton (Easyjet) and Stansted (Go), 
and flights with British Midland from Heathrow can be 
relatively cheap. 
 
Rail information 
 
If you want more details of train connections to 
Leuchars (the nearest station to St Andrews), visit: 
http://www.railtrack.co.uk 
 
From Edinburgh airport (the nearest major airport to St 
Andrews) 
A bus will take you into Edinburgh to Waverley rail 
station (about 15-20 minutes) from where there are 
regular train connections to Leuchars (the closest station 
to St Andrews).  If there are three or four people in your 
party a taxi from the airport to St Andrews may be 
worthwhile, despite the likely cost of around £60. 
From Glasgow airport 
A bus will take you into Glasgow to Queen St station 
(about 20 minutes) from where there are regular rail 
connections to Edinburgh and on to Leuchars.  
From Leuchars rail station to St Andrews 
On the morning of Friday 19th a minibus will travel to 
and from Leuchars and the University and you should 
wait for this to arrive.  If you intend to arrive at Leuchars 
station before or after this time, buses or taxis can be 
used for the trip to St Andrews (around 10 minutes). 
 
 
 
For more information and a registration form, go to: 
  http://www.st-and.ac.uk/        
  academic/gg/schoolpage.html 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

Regional Science Meeting in Puerto Rico 
 
The North American Regional Science Council 
(NARSC) has recently made the decision to begin 
organizing the annual North American Meetings of the 
Regional Science Association International around 
special theme sessions.  The concept is a somewhat more 
informal version of AAG Specialty Groups.  The next 
North American regional science meetings will be held 
in November 2003 in San Juan, Puerto Rico.  I am keen 
to organize annual slates of sessions around the topics of 
migration, population analysis, and regional labor 
markets, and to encourage participation by population 
geographers.  Please contact me, Dave Plane, 
plane@u.arizona.edu, if you would like more 
information or interested in becoming part of this 
multidisciplinary international network of scholars. 
 
A Call for Papers and other information about the San 
Juan conference will be accessible on the NARSC 
website (www.narsc.org) in the months ahead. 
 
------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
APA 11th Biennial Conference –  Sydney 2002  
 
(This announcement obtained from DEMOZ, Newsletter of the 
Australia Population Association) 
  
Planning is well under way for the Eleventh Biennial 
Conference of the Association to be held in Sydney. The 
venue is the University of New South Wales and the 
dates are Tuesday 1 October (Borrie Lecture in the 
evening) to Friday 4 October 2002. Mark it in your diary 
now! 
 
We are planning a diverse program around the draft 
theme "2020 Vision: Australia's Demographic Future". 
The aim is to have a program that will appeal to the wide 
range of interests among the Association's membership  
as well as to others with an interest in population issues, 
particularly in the business community. 
Planned plenary sessions for the conference (exact titles 
to be finalized) include: 
 
 
· Toward a population policy for Australia. 
· Rural and regional population issues. 
· International population issues and policies. 
· Population and business. 
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Undoubtedly the social highlight of the conference will 
be the conference dinner, to be held in the historic New 
South Wales Parliament House on Thursday 3 October. 
 
Papers and concurrent sessions may cover any topic 
related to population studies. Please contact me on (02) 
9391 2278 (business hours) or e-mail 
shane.nugent@duap.nsw.gov.au. 
 
For the full call for papers, along with registration 
instructions, see the following web page: 
 
http://www.gisca.adelaide.edu.au/apa/ 
 
In the meantime, please start thinking and planning your 
research for your contribution to the conference. The 
success of our eleventh national conference depends on 
the active participation of the Association's members. 
Let's all help to make it a great success. 
 
Shane Nugent 
Program Coordinator, 2002 APA Conference 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       
 
  #62 
Alexander C. Vias 
Department of Geography 
University of Northern Colorado 
Greeley, CO  80639                                                                                         

 
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 

University of Northern Colorado 
Greeley, CO  80639 

Phone:  970-351-2160 
FAX: 970-351-2890 

E-Mail: acvias@unco.edu 
 

Note: Address good until 7/1/02 


