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Happy New Year! I hope 2010 is treating you and yours well! 
 
I have been reflecting upon our historical moment. 
 
This is certainly a challenging time for population geographers. The state of our 
economies continues to be a source of great concern and many of us have been affected 
directly by the budgetary woes of funding agencies, industry, and all levels of 
governments. In the past year we have witnessed furloughs, hiring freezes, job losses, 
contracted markets, foreclosures, and a pervasive uncertainty that has halted the engine 
of growth and energy that many of us came to depend upon. You may well wonder what 
waits on the horizon. 
 
Yet, these are also exciting times for population geographers. After all, 2010 is a census 
year in the U.S., and many of us lie in hot anticipation of the numbers. The political 
posturing has long been underway as interested parties debate who should and who 
should not count! Where will seats be gained and where will they be lost? As a nation, 
who have we become over the decade and where are we now? The switch to the 
American Community Survey has encouraged and enabled us to ask more timely 
questions. So, I am elated that Census Deputy Director Thomas Mesenbourg, will be 
our PSG Plenary speaker this year at the AAG meetings in DC.  
 
We have more than 40 PSG sponsored sessions at the AAG, which is roughly a third 
more than we had last year.  The list of sessions and papers reveals a solid and vibrant 
specialty group. The revived listserv has reinvigorated communication amongst our 
members. As you read through the newsletter you will learn much of which we have to 
be proud. In spite of, and also because of, our historical moment, population 
geographers are embracing meaningful questions, in meaningful and varied ways. While 
some of us are retheorizing, and others are remaking, population geographers are at the 
forefront of enriching our collective understanding of this unprecedented moment in 
time.  

~ Suzanne
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PSG Accomplishments in 2009 
2009 was a successful year for PSG. At the AAG Meetings in Las Vegas, the PSG sponsored 29 sessions. Some highlights 
from the meetings include:  

 PSG/EGSG co-sponsored plenary lecture of Laura Pulido of the USC titled, Latina/o Racial Subjectivity in Southern 
California. Co-organized by PSG’s President Suzanne Davies Withers and VP Emily Skop. More than 100 people 
attended. 

 The Student Paper Competition, chaired and organized by Ellen Percy Kraly, featured five student papers.  The 
winning paper was “The Geodemographic Classification of Slums in a Developing City” by Marta Jankowska of San 
Diego State University. 

 The panel session, Our Cohort's Response: Graduate Students and the (Re)Theorization Project in Population Geography, brought 
together graduate students and key scholars from the US and the UK. 

Also, the PSG, in cooperation with the Population Geography Research Group of the Royal Geographical Society, held 
the 5th International Conference on Population Geographies at Dartmouth last August 5-9, 2009. With a plenary lecture 
delivered by former PSG President James Tyner of Kent State University, the conference featured 18 sessions on various 
emerging topics in population geography.  
 
The PSG future plans and directions as outlined in the 2009 annual report are: 
 to further our research especially in the areas of i) international comparisons of population dynamics and immigration 

and ii) Population dynamics in both urban and rural areas. 
 to encourage international collaborative work and participation in relevant international conferences, including but not 

limited to IGC, International Population Geography conference and the International Metropolis Conferences. 
 to encourage policy-relevance work to possibly influence public policy. 
 to mentor minority, immigrant, and women students and scholars. 

 
 
NOTES FROM THE EDITOR      
Arnisson Andre C. Ortega*                    

Greetings! As you go through the pages of this newsletter’s edition, you will 
probably notice some changes. (1)  The newsletter has some new regular sections. 
‘Notes from the Census Bureau’ is Professor David Plane’s report as a member of 
the Census Advisory Committee of Professional Associations (CACPA). Also, the 

 

newsletter will include submitted research notes on population-related issues. 
Former AAG President and UW Professor-Emeritus Dick Morrill shares his piece 
on urban-rural geographies in Washington State. Lastly, the newsletter will regularly 
feature recently-published books on population. In this issue, PSG Immediate Past 
President Wei Li’s new work, Ethnoburb, is featured. (2) No longer will we post 
job opportunities and calls for papers. These items are time sensitive and are best 
distributed through our listserve which provides a more timely exchange of such 
information.  

I am hoping that the newsletter will be a good community-building platform. I 
encourage everyone to contact me with suggestions and contributions. Thank you 
very much and I am looking forward to hearing from you! Cheers! 
 

*Arnisson Andre C. Ortega 
Ph.D. Candidate in Geography 

University of Washington 
Email:  aaortega@u.washington.edu 

 
PSG MISSION 
STATEMENT 

 
The purpose of the Population 

Specialty Group is to: 
 

(a) promote research, teaching and service 
in the general field of population 
geography; 

(b) stimulate the exchange of information 
among members; 

(c) encourage the development of 
population geography as a science 
and a profession; and 

(d) develop close relations and interchange 
with other sciences, especially 
those dealing with population. 

 

http://www.pop.psu.edu/aag/psg.html 
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Highlights of the 5th International Conference on 
Population  Geographies held in Dartmouth 

The 5th International Conference on Population Geographies was 
held last August 5-8, 2009 at Dartmouth College. This event was co-
sponsored by Population Geography Research Group of the Royal 
Geographical Society / Institute for British Geographers (RGS/IBG), 
the PSG, and Dartmouth College, with Richard Wright serving as 
chair of the organizing committee. The event featured 18 sessions 
covering various topics: migration (international, elderly, student); 
population and ecology; schools and students; methodological 
innovations, mortality and ageing; families, fertility and health, housing 
and households, labor and segregation and household diversities. The 
plenary lecture was delivered by Professor James Tyner of Kent State 
University who shared ideas from his recent book War, Violence, and 
Population: Making the Body Count (2009, Guildford Press). Thanks go to 
Richard Wright for being such a fabulous host, and to Kelly 
Woodward for her assistance and attention to detail. The venue of 
these meetings has always been intimate and intellectually stimulating 
yet the Dartmouth group has set the bar even higher. The next ICPG 
Conference will be held in 2011 in Umeo, Sweden. 

 
 
The 2009 PSG Student Paper 
Competition Results 

Marta Jankowska of San Diego State 
University won the 2009 PSG Student Paper 
Competition with her paper, The Geodemographic 
Classification of Slums in a Developing City. 
Honorable mention was awarded to Nathaniel 
M. Lewis of Queen's University for his paper 
titled Moving "Out," Moving On: How Mental and 
Emotional Health Concerns Impact Queer Migration 
in North America. Other finalists included 
William Allen of Alma College with his paper, 
Development and Migrant Rights:  Towards Durable 

Solutions;  Magdalena Benza of San Diego State University with her paper, Household Structure and 
Fertility in Ghana; and Anna Cieslik of Clark University with her paper, Gendered Nature of Foreign-
Born Out-Migration:  The Role of Quantitative and Qualitative Evidence.  

The first place winner receives US$ 300 while the honorable mention gets US$ 100.  Special 
thanks go to Ellen Percy Kraly for leading another successful student paper competition. Thanks Ellen! 

 

From left to right: Emily Skop (PSG VP); Marta 
Jankowska (Student Paper Winner); Wei Li (Immediate 
Past President) 
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Welcome to the new PSG Board Members! 

This year, two new members joined the roster of the PSG board. During the PSG Business 
Meeting in Las Vegas, Micheline van Riemsdijk of the University of Tennessee in Knoxville was 
elected as the newest board member while Valerie Ledwith of the National University of 
Ireland in Galway became the new Secretary-Treasurer replacing Matt Foulkes (University of 
Missouri) who served the PSG for six years.  

 
Micheline van Riemsdijk  
Assistant Professor, Department of Geography, University of Tennessee 
at Knoxville 
Ph.D. Human Geography, University of Colorado, Boulder (2008) 
Research Interests: International migration, labor geography, cultural 
geography, qualitative methods, Europe 
Email Address:  vanriems@utk.edu 
 
 
Micheline van Riemsdijk is interested in questions of belonging and exclusion, especially related to international 
migration. She is committed to a social justice agenda that investigates the distribution of society's benefits and 
burdens and the subordination and exclusion of societal groups. She is currently investigating these issues in 
regard to skilled migration policies in Europe, particularly the politics surrounding the European Blue Card. In 
Summer 2010, Dr. van Riemsdijk will return to Brussels to investigate the roles of special interest groups in the 
decision-making process of skilled migration legislation in the European Commission. Dr. van Riemsdijk 
teaches courses in Cultural Geography, Population and Environment, and graduate courses in Population 
Geography. 
 
Source: University of Tennessee at Knoxville Faculty Webpage (http://web.utk.edu/~utkgeog/faculty/vanriemsdijk.htm) 
 
 

Valerie Ledwith 
Lecturer, Department of Geography, National University of Ireland at Galway 
Ph.D. Geography, University of California, Los Angeles (2006) 
Research Interests: Geographies of education, social geography, urban geography, 
population geography and demography, quantitative methods and GIS   
Email Address: valerie.ledwith@nuigalway.ie 
 
 

Valerie Ledwith’s research focuses mainly on the geographies of social and demographic change.  Particularly, 
she is interested in the ways cultural, political and economic processes coalesce in space to determine patterns 
of social and spatial integration and/or exclusion among people of different ethnic, racial and socioeconomic 
backgrounds.  Currently, she is examining the influence of neighborhood effects on early school leaving in 
Ireland using GIS, spatial data analysis and multi-level modelling.  Dr. Ledwith is also in the preliminary stages 
of a new project which will incorporate multi-level modelling to examine the educational attainment of migrant 
youth in Galway city.  
 
Source:  National University of Ireland at Galway Faculty Webpage (http://www.nuigalway.ie/geography/staff/ledwith.html) 
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NOTES FROM THE CENSUS BUREAU David Plane*
 
This fall I begin the second of a three-year term as a PAA member of the Census Advisory Committee of 

Professional Associations.  Our proposal originating two years ago to add the AAG to the four professional associations 
represented on the CACPA (Population Association of America, American Economic Association, American Statistical 
Association, and American Marketing Association) was put on hold by the Bureau pending activities associated with the 
2010 Census that are consuming the time of Bureau staff within the Geography Division.  Among the goals of recently 
confirmed new Bureau director, Dr. Robert Groves, is to strengthen ties between academia and the Bureau.  U.S. 
Commerce Secretary Gary Locke said in commenting on Groves' appointment, "He is a respected social scientist, highly 
regarded by the professional statisticians, geographers, mathematicians and demographers who work at the Census 
Bureau."  

Groves had been director of the University of Michigan Survey Research Center and research professor at the Joint 
Program in Survey Methodology at the University of Maryland. From 1990 to 1992, he was an associate director of the 
U.S. Census Bureau, on loan from the University of Michigan. 

Groves received his bachelor's degree from Dartmouth College and his master’s and doctorate from the University 
of Michigan. He is the author of seven books and scores of scientific articles concerning the improvement of surveys. 
He is a fellow of the American Statistical Association, an elected member of the International Statistical Institute, a 
National Associate of the National Academies, National Research Council, former President of the American 
Association for Public Opinion Research (AAPOR), former Chair of the Survey Research Methods Section of the 
American Statistical Association. 

As I am the sole geographer currently serving on the CACPA, I would invite and encourage PSG members to 
communicate with me regarding Census Bureau issues of importance to population geographers.   

 
*David A. Plane 
Professor, Executive Secretary WRSA 
University of Arizona 
Email:  plane@email.arizona.edu 
 

 
Excerpt from Report on Remaking Migration Theory, 
Intersections and Cross-fertilisations, 13–14 May 2009, Brighton 

Etienne Piguet*

 
This two-day conference of the Population Geography Research Group of the RGS-IBG and the International 
Geographical Union Population Commission was jointly hosted by the University of Brighton and the University of 
Sussex and was organized by Darren Smith, Russell King, Rebecca Elmhirst and Ron Skeldon. The conference gathered 
around 50 participants coming from the UK, Canada, Denmark, Germany, India, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Mexico, 
Switzerland and the USA. The conference aimed at exploring “the many ways in which different, yet possibly interconnected, forms 
of contemporary migration are being reconfigured in the developed and developing worlds, and how these shifts are being theorised by academics 
from different (sub)disciplines of academia.” In the conference, two major points were consensually made among participants:   
 
(1) A plea for widening the panel of ACTORS taken into account when theorizing migration 
(2) A plea for questioning and redefining the CONCEPTS, and especially some DICHOTOMIES, in order to take 

into account the changing structural context of migration. 
William Clark noted migration theory probably doesn’t need to be remade but, it certainly can be significantly 

enriched.  
 
*Etienne Piguet 
University of Neuchâtel – UGI/IGU Commission on Population Geography.     
Etienne.piguet@unine.ch 
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PSG GEARS UP FOR 2010 AAG in D.C. 
 
The PSG is gearing up for the AAG meeting in Washington D.C. in April 2010. There are over 40 

PSG sponsored or co-sponsored sessions!  For the Plenary session Emily Skop (PSG VP) and Wei Li 
(PSG PP) have invited Census Bureau’s Deputy Director Thomas Mesenbourg. In collaboration with the 
Ethnic Geography Specialty Group (EGSG), this keynote address will highlight the 2010 Census 
operations and the American Community Survey. Details about the plenary will be provided in the next 
issue of the newsletter.   

Below is the list of PSG-sponsored sessions: 
 

 
 Changing Rural Geographies in the United 

States (I & II) 
 Classification Approaches in Neighborhood 

Research (I & II) 
 Conceptualizing and Measuring Residential 

Segregation:  Spatial Scale, Population Structure 
and Population Dynamics (I-IV) 

 Contemporary Issues in Land Use Control (I-II) 
 Critical Geographies of Race and Critical Race 

Theory (I-IV) 
 Current Population Issues 
 Educating Ethnic Geographers 
 Emerging Trends in Geographic Data Analysis 

for Population Characterization 
 Ethnic Diversity in Geography:  Departmental 

Champions 
 Geographical Approaches to Educational 

Research:  New Innovations in US School 
Demographic Data and Analysis 

 Geographies of Education (I-II) 
 Geographies of Exclusion in Europe (I-III) 
 Immigrant Incorporation in the US and the 

Politics of Scale 
 Immigrants in American and Canadian Cities 

 

 
 In These Tough Economic Times (ITTET):  

Analyzing Recession Geography (I-II) 
 International Migration and Development 
 International Perspectives on Immigration and 

Housing 
 Local Immigration Policy Responses in the United 

States 
 Migration in Urban China 
 Panel in Honor of John Odland 
 Political Geoscience at the Local Level 
 Population Specialty Group Business Meeting 
 Population Specialty Group Student Paper 

Competition 
 Shedding Light on Human-Environment 

Interactions: Applications of Nighttime Satellite 
Imagery 

 The Demographic Landscape as a Dynamic 
Predictor of Political, Developmental and Security 
Outcomes 

 The Experiences of Immigrants and Refugees in 
Urban Areas  (I-III) 

 Topics in International Migration 
 World Population Issues 

 
 

::::::::::::::::::::PSG FACTOIDS:::::::::::::::::::::::: 
 

PSG  Membership and Participation: 
PSG had 381 members as of 10/27/09, of which  

217 are regular members and 161 are student members. 
--- 

PSG Financial Report: 
As of 8/31/09 the balance in PSG’s bank account was $4,049.22 
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RESEARCH NOTE Richard Morrill* 
 

What are the urban and rural populations of Central Puget Sound?
 
Introduction 
    Questions of urban-rural and metropolitan-non-metropolitan concept and definition have been discussed and argued 
for decades. The purpose of this wistful, technical note is to assert that the current US Census criteria for distinguishing 
urban from rural are flawed, inflate the urban population at the expense of the rural, and within the urban population, 
inflate the population inside urbanized areas. I doubt if anything can or will be done about this, but I want scholars and 
policy planners to realize what has happened to the conceptualization of urban and rural. 
 
Competing conceptions of urban and rural 
    The thresholds of 2500 to qualify a place as urban and of an agglomeration of 50000 for an urbanized area are of 
course arbitrary, but reasonable and consistent, and are not my concern here. Beyond this the traditional meaning of 
urban was morphological rather than functional, in the sense that the image was of a continuously built-up area of 
sufficient density (1000 per square mile traditionally) to “look” and ”feel” urban, an impression of streets and structures, 
a transformation of the natural landscape, and purposefully excluding exurban sprawl-type houses and small 
subdivisions out in the “country”, even if they are very likely tied to the urban core by commuting. (Hawley,1958) 
     The current definition is more functional, in the sense that the real urban place is seen as encompassing not only a 
continuously built-up core, but outlying clusters of moderately dense settlement that are functionally tied to the core.  
The redefined criteria, begun in 1990 and altered even more for 2000, shift the meaning of urban a longish way from 
appearance toward what has more conventionally been viewed as “metropolitan” (and now “micropolitan”), the 
functional area of influence defined by commuting. The rationale appears to be that “urban sprawl” should be 
recognized as part of the city. It is rather rural (non-farm) sprawl. But if this is what scholars, planners and governments 
want, so be it, but at least read on for my concerns. 
     I will note here that I was a member of the quasi-judicial Boundary Review Board for King County, WA, for 8 years. 
Most of our work was with annexation, incorporation and creation and alterations of special districts (fire, water, sewer), 
and our decisions often relied on distinguishing “urban” from “rural” as operationally indicated by the need for sewers 
and water service, versus septic fields and wells, and remarkable coincident with the traditional morphological concept 
of urban. Most of the example areas I question in the discussion below are viewed as rural by local planners and special 
district officials. 
 
Current urban criteria and their effect on urban delimitation 
     Beyond a dense core of blocks or block groups, blocks or block groups can be appended if the density is above 500 
per square mile and at a gap of no more than 2.5 miles.  I consider 500 per square mile as rural non-farm densities – that 
is 150-200 housing units in 640 acres, essentially what planners consider an “exurban” landscape, of 1 to 5 acre lots, 
actually dominated by natural space. And a gap of 2.5 miles seems amazingly and indefensibly far; even the 1.5 miles for 
1990 was dubious. In most cases, such housing would not be visible from the edge of the core urban area, or the 
preceding such appended cluster.  
     The use of these relaxed criteria led to the further effect of enabling urbanized areas to reach out and incorporate 
formerly distinct satellite urban places, or even to allow a set of medium-sized towns to coalesce into a loosely 
connected urbanized area. 
    The 2000 census use of blocks as the unit of analysis is in general excellent, permitting a far more accurate 
delimitation of agglomerations, down to the smallest places, and also led to the reclassification of a significant 
population from urban to rural, mainly through recognition of very low density portions of incorporated places. But as 
in political redistricting, use of blocks proved mischievous, in effect by enabling and encouraging “gerrymandered” 
urban places that compromise a truly objective urban-rural delineation.  
     The effect of these changes on the urban population has been nicely summarized by Michael Ratcliffe (2003) of the 
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Geography Standards and Criteria Branch in the Census Bureau and who carefully warns researchers and policy planners 
to account for the very substantial reclassification from rural to urban because of the change in criteria between 1990 
and 2000.  Please see table:  Urban and rural populations, 1990 and 2000, 1990 and 2000 definitions 
     Included are my crude estimates of what the 2000 numbers would be using the 1990 criteria. The rural population 
could have increased by 4.6 million rather than have decreased by 2.5 million (the 7.1 million is the net reclassification 
from Ratcliffe’s analysis).  The urbanized area population would likely have increased by 28 million rather than by 35 
million. I’d estimate the remaining urban population relatively unchanged (maybe up 1 million) as a consequence of 
normal gains and a lesser loss to urbanized areas, offset by reclassification of rural parts of urban places.  
Back in 2005, I did a limited analysis of what I felt was the overbounding of urbanized areas, using examples from MA-
NH, and TN as well as WA. I hypothesized that the overbounding was perhaps the result of the GIS algorithm used to 
define the areas, but I since concluded that it was due mainly to the relaxed criteria themselves. I did not follow up on 
the issue until now. If I had hoped to have any effect, it would have to have been back in 2001-2002, when the new 
criteria were proposed and adopted. 
 

Table. Urban and Rural Populations, 1990 and 2000 Criteria 
Area 1990 1990 2000 2000 Difference  
 1990 def 2000 def 2000 def 1990 def   
Urban 187053 194097 222361 215300 7100 (28 m., not 35) 
Urbanized 
Area 158239  192324 184200 7100  
Other 
Urban 28795  30037 30000   

Rural 61656 54612 59061 66100 7100 
(4.6 m. gain, not 
2.5 loss) 

 
A few Washington State examples. 
    Working in late 2008 on the needed revisions to census geography for the Puget Sound Regional Council, I was re-
alerted to these changes, and was inspired to take the opportunity to revisit the urban rural question. 
I’ll first look at the Bremerton urbanized area in Kitsap County, then the newly created Marysville urbanized area in 
Snohomish county, and then conclude with two extensions to the Seattle-Tacoma urbanized area in King and 
Snohomish counties. 
 
(1) Bremerton  
     The “traditional” Bremerton UA consisted of Bremerton and close environs, wrapping around south to Port 
Orchard (opposite the navy shipyard) and north to encompass the large unincorporated suburb of Silverdale. To the 
north was the older town of Poulsbo and east of that the village of Suquamish (Port Madison Indian Reservation), and 
south from it, a commuter suburb of Seattle, not Bremerton, the incorporated city of Bainbridge Island (and a good 
example of a city with extensive rural stretches). The 2000 urbanized area is far more extensive and relies wholly on the 
relaxed criteria, and especially the 2.5 mile leap to connect Bremerton and Poulsbo, Poulsbo to Lofall (far northwest), 
Poulsbo and Suquamish to the east, and Suquamish and Bainbridge Island to the south. I’ve mapped all these 
connections at the block level. From the map showing block density, it can be seen that all connecting blocks are below 
500 per square mile, so the links depend on the 2.5 mile rule. The link from Bremerton north through Silverdale to 
Poulsbo is the more defensible, although Poulsbo does not consider itself  a part of greater Bremerton. The remaining 
links are heroic, are either remote and rural, or more related to Seattle than to Bremerton (Bainbridge Island).   The 
northern extensions of the Bremerton urbanized area contained 35545 people. Of these I estimate about 10000 
constitute a Poulsbo urban cluster, 12000 a Bainbridge Island cluster, leaving about 13000 in logically rural territory. 
 
 
 
 

8 | P a g e  
 



 

PSG NEWSLETTER                               Vol. 35 | Winter 2010 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(2) Marysville 
    The Marysville urbanized area is a census artifact, and without meaning in the settlement geography and regional 
planning of Snohomish county and the Puget Sound Regional Council. It simply does not exist. Marysville, Arlington,  
and Lake Stevens are viewed as satellite suburbs of Everett, Snohomish as a distinct urban center, and Granite Falls as a 
rural service center well beyond the confines of the official urban growth boundary of the Snohomish county urban 
core.  In this case, there are from the map, very low density gaps between Marysville and Arlington to the north, 
between Marysville and Lake Stevens, and between Lake Stevens and Snohomish to the south, But the most 
indefensible  is the flimsy link between Lake Stevens to Granite Falls and beyond. Ironically the position of Marysville is 
rather like that of Vancouver, WA to Portland, OR, and widely viewed as part of the Everett “urban area” even though  
the connection does not even meet the relaxed qualifications. What both the Bremerton and Maysville cases tell me is 
that, even given and accepting the new criteria, there should be room for local judgment to overrule the algorithm and 
the relaxed criteria at times on grounds of local planning realities. 
 
(3) Monroe, Duvall and Lake Marcel 
     These places are at the eastern edge of the Seattle urbanized area close to the King and Snohomish county line, and 
again rely on highway links of blocks typically below a density of even 100 per square mile, thus relying wholly on the 2.5 
mile jump.  Both the links to Monroe and to Duvall do violence to how planners view the metropolis. Both are 
considered rural service centers beyond the Seattle urban growth boundary (they have their own). But the most amazing, 
and indeed which appears to violate even the 2.5 mile jump, is the link from Duvall to Lake Marcel. Lake Marcel is a 
isolated rural community, and is really out in the country! To consider it part of “Seattle” is ludicrous.  The population in 
this extension to the Seattle urbanized area is 7102, about 4475 of which would constitute a Duvall urban cluster,. 
leaving the other 2627 as rural, including about 534 in Lake Marcel. 
     I invite the reader to go to Google Earth to appreciate the rurality of these dubious connections.  
   The Census Bureau (Geographic Standards and Criteria Branch) is currently considering revisions to the criteria for 

Map 2. Marysville Urbanized AreaMap 1. Bremerton Urbanized Area 
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the 2010 census. It does recognize my concerns, but does not appear to seriously consider a retreat from the “hop and 
jump” criterion, which is the basis for almost all the over-bounded urbanization (Henrie and Hawley, 2009). I would 
have welcomed this and urge others to support such a change. On the other hand, quite defensible revisions are being 
considered which would likely aggravate the urban extensions into rural areas—namely, use of census tracts rather than 
block groups to define the  urban cores and greater recognition and use of non-populated urban land uses on the 
periphery, in part via use of satellite imagery.  
     But perhaps the very question of distinguishing urban from rural settlement is mad obsolete  by the realities of 
modern life. Does it really matter at all?  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Map 4. Duvall – Lake Marcel Map 3. Monroe 

Conclusion 
    My conclusion from the 2000 criteria and results is that de jure and de facto, the effect, and perhaps the intent was to 
maximize the urban and especially the urbanized area population. I suggest that this is as wrong as the opposite strategy, 
to maximize the extent of rural territory. Thus a retreat from the relaxed hop and jump criterion would at least restore us 
closer to the traditional morphological understanding of what is urban and what is rural.  The  Branch is also thinking  
(probably beyond 2010) about recognizing a gradient of “urbanness” (Weeks, 2003), all the way from the densest core , 
through the suburban, and the exurban, which I hope would reflect the true meaning of the prefix “ex”. Assuming that 
it is too late to revisit the criteria for 2010, I will assuredly undertake an analysis to distinguish among urban, suburban, 
exurban and rural for selected regions.  
 
References 
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Henrie, Christopher and  Hawley, Kevin,(2009) Defining urban areas: Issues and considerations for the 2010 census and beyond. Western Regional 
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*Richard Morrill 
Professor Emeritus  
University of Washington, Seattle 
Email:  morrill@u.washington.edu 
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BOOK FEATURE  
 

Ethnoburb: The New Ethnic Community in Urban America  
By Wei Li* 

 
This innovative work provides a new model for the analysis of ethnic and racial settlement 

patterns in the United States and Canada. Ethnoburbs—suburban ethnic clusters of residential 
areas and business districts in large metropolitan areas— are multiracial, multiethnic,  
multicultural, multilingual, and often multinational communities in which one ethnic minority 
group has a significant concentration but does not necessarily constitute a majority. Wei Li 
documents the processes that have evolved with the spatial transformation of the Chinese 
American community of Los Angeles and that have converted the San Gabriel Valley into 
ethnoburbs in the latter half of the twentieth century, and she examines the opportunities and 
challenges that occurred as a result of these changes.  

Traditional ethnic and immigrant settlements customarily take the form of either ghettos 
or enclaves. Thus the majority of scholarly publications and mass media covering the San 
Gabriel Valley has described it as a Chinatown located in Los Angeles’ suburbs. Li offers a 
completely different approach to understanding and analyzing this fascinating place. By conducting interviews with 
residents, a comparative spatial examination of census data and other statistical sources, and fieldwork coupled with her 
own holistic view of the area. Li gives readers an effective and fine-tuned socio-spatial analysis of the evolution of a new 
type of racially defined place. The San Gabriel Valley tells a unique story, but its evolution also speaks to those 
experiencing a similar type of ethnic and racial conurbation. In sum, Li sheds light on processes that are shaping other 
present (and future) ethnically and racially diverse communities. 

The concept of the ethnoburb has redefined the way geographers and other scholars think about ethnic space, place, 
and process. This book will contribute significantly to both theoretical and empirical studies of immigration by 
presenting a more intensive and thorough “take” on arguments about spatial and social processes in urban and suburban 
America. 
 
*Wei Li is the PSG’s Immediate Past President. She is currently an associate professor at the Asian Pacific 
American Studies Program and School of Geographical Sciences at Arizona State University. 
 

 
 

A NEW PSG MAILING LIST 
 

 
To facilitate discussions and exchanges among PSG members and the broader community of 

population researchers and enthusiasts, the PSG board has decided to revive the old PSG 
listserve.  

The PSG listserve is based at the San Diego State University and is under the supervision of 
Professor John Weeks. Feel free to subscribe, send messages, and invite other population 
enthusiasts to join PSG’s listserve. 

To post to the list, send email to aag_psg@geography.sdsu.edu.  
To subscribe or unsubscribe to the list, send email to majordomo@geography.sdsu.edu 

and include in the body of the email the command subscribe aag_psg or unsubscribe 
aag_psg. 
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::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::PSG BOARD ROSTER 2009-2010:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
 

Immediate Past President 
 
Wei Li (Arizona State University) 

 
President 

 
Suzanne Davies Withers (University of Washington) 

 
Vice President 

 
Emily Skop (University of Colorado at Colorado Springs) 

 
Secretary-Treasurer 

 
Valerie Ledwith (National University of Ireland, Galway) 

 
Member-at-Large 

 
Jamie Goodwin-White (University College Dublin) 

 
Member-at-Large 

 
Max Lu (Kansas State University) 

 
Member-at-Large 

 
Micheline van Riemsdijk (Univ. of Tennessee, Knoxville) 

 
Chair, Student Paper Competition 

 
Ellen Percy Kraly (Colgate University) 

 

 
*** 

In Memoriam 
 

The PSG Community pays tribute to two prominent population geographers who passed away in 2009: Bob Marx, 
former Geography Division Chief of the Census Bureau and John Odland, former Indiana University professor.  

Bob Marx  John Odland 
 

Bob's Lifetime 
Achievement Award plaque 
reads: "Robert W. Marx - 
Conceiver of TIGER and 
Champion of Unrestricted 
Access to GIS Data 
Nationwide" 

 
Former Chief of the Geography Division of the Census 
Bureau, Bob Marx passed away in September of this year. 
He served for more than 36 years at the Census Bureau 
and was a visionary in advancing technological 
developments in the use of Census spatial data. As the 
main ‘architect’ of Census Bureau’s TIGER System, he 
was instrumental in making spatial data available and in 
opening the way for GIS development that “created an 
entirely new industry which continues to grow.” 
 
Reference:  National States Geographic Information Council 
(http://www.nsgic.org/blog/2009/09/bob-marx-dies.html) 
 

 
 
 
Dr. Odland was a scholar of the 

HIGHEST order 
- IU Geography 

 
Professor John Odland served in the Geography 
Department for 35 years before retiring in Dec. of 2007. 
He is described by his peers as ‘a scholar of the highest 
order’ and is the ‘very embodiment of intellectual rigor.’ 
His research interests cover various topics such as national 
and international migration, spatial analyses of labor 
markets, and spatial modeling. He is remembered by his 
mentees, who have become successful geography 
professors themselves, as someone who ‘demanded a lot, 
but gave a lot.’ The John Odland Graduate Research Fund 
has been established to support graduate student research 
activities. A special AAG session will be held in honor of 
Professor Odland.  
 
Reference:  Indiana University Geography Department Website 
(http://www.indiana.edu/~geog/news/odland.shtml) 

 

 


