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he sign of a truly educated man is to be deeply
moved by statistics." George Bernard Shaw
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Redefining Metropolitan America:
Key Trends and Implications for the Southwest
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Major demographic
forces are changing Population Growth
the United States

Immigration

Internal Migration
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The 1990s presented the strongest growth in four decades
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US population
growth (millions), .
1990-2000 33
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Half of this growth during the 1990s occurred in the
Southwest and South Atlantic

"

Percent of US

population growth, by
region, 1990-2000

Source:
U.S. Census Bureau
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More than 1/3 of this population growth was driven by
iImmigration

Components of

population change,
1990-2000

Source:
U.S. Census Bureau

H Net Immigration

B Natural Increase
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Despite a decade of rapid immigration, the share of the U.S.
population that is foreign-born is lower now than in the 1900s
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At the same time, the US population is aging

US Age

Distribution,
1970 vs. 2020

Source:
U.S. Census Bureau

1970 2020

6% 4% 2% - 2% 4% 6% 6% 4% 2% - 2% 4% 6%
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Minorities, however, have younger age structures than whites

Whites Hispanics
US Age
Distribution,
2020
Source:
U.S. Census Bureau
Blacks API/AI
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America’'s New
Demographic Regions

The New Sunbelt

Melting Pot America

The Heartland
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Migration growth states

Diversity states

Slow growth states
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America’s New Demographic Regions
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Bl New Sunbelt
Melting Pot

Source: William H. Frey - Heartland States
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New Sunbelt: Examples
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Source: William H. Frey
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Melting Pot: Examples
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Heartland: Examples
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Hispanics are concentrated in Washington, California, Arizona,
New Mexico, Texas, Florida and isolated urban pockets
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Hispanic share of %
Bl Below 12.5% X

Bl 12.5% - 25.0%
2000 Above 25.0%

Source: William H. Frey
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Asians are concentrated in California and
iIsolated urban pockets

4y

Asian share of f Sy
. - elow 4.970
population by county, B 4.3%- 10.0%

2000 Above 10.0%

Source: William H. Frey
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Blacks are concentrated in the South and industrial cities
of the North

African-American share of ‘
opulation by county, Bl Below 12.6%
o d v Bl 12.6%- 25.0%

e Above 25.0%

Source: William H. Frey
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White share of population

by county, 69.1% - 85.0%
2000 Above 85.0%

Source: William H. Frey
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But even so, the Southwest also has the fastest rates of
white population growth

White population
growth, by
county, 1990- B 15-25%

000 Over 25%
Source: William H. Frey
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California is a huge source of migrants for the rest of the
West and its influence is growing

1985-1990 1995-2000

- Top 5 Sending States
E Other Sending States
Source: William H. Frey E Other Receiving States

- Top 5 Receiving States
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estern population trends will alter the U.S.’s future
political geography.

S

State electoral

collage change,

2000-2030 )

Source: Frey, “Electotd] ® =
College Moves to the Sun @i
Belt,” Brookings, 2005 ’
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Redefining Metropolitan America:
Key Trends and Implications for the Southwest

.

What are the general demographic and economic
trends affecting the United States?
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. Cities are growing, but metros are still sprawling

. Regional variation is substantial
. Cities and suburbs are becoming more diverse

The geography of work is changing

. The geography of poverty is changing
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Large cities grew faster in the 1990s than they did in the
1980s and 1970s

- 12% -
50 large'st cities, 9.8%
population 10% -
1970-2000
8% -
Source: 6.3%
U.S. Census Bureau 6% -
4% -
2% -
-1.6%
2% -
4% -
1970s 1980s 1990s

Source: Brookings calculations of U.S. Census Bureau data
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Several large cities gained population during the 1990s
after losing population in the 1980s
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20% - 18.6%
Selected cities,
population growth o9 W 1980s MW 1990s
1990-2000 5% 1
Source:
U.S. Census Bureau 10% -
5% -
0% -
_50/0 _
-51%
_1 00/0 _ -7-3% -7.4%
Atlanta Chicago Denver Salt Lake
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Cities in growing metros grew, while those in slow growth
metros generally declined

City MSA
. Number of Population Population
City Category Cities Change Change
Rapid Growth (over 20%) 14 32% 25%
Significant Growth (10 to 20%) 22 15% 22%
Moderate Growth (2 to 10%) 36 7% 13%
No Growth (-2 to 2%) 6 0% 11%
Loss (below -2%) 20 -7% 6%
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Population is decentralizing in nearly every U.S.
metropolitan area
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70% -
Selected cities and 59% _
sralbis 60% - M City B Suburbs
population growth
1990-2000 50% -
Source:
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30% A
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Suburbs grew faster than cities in the 1990s

20%

Percent population

growth, 100 largest

cities and suburbs

(0]
1990-2000 15%
Source:
U.S. Census Bureau
10%
5%
0%

Cities Suburbs
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Every household type grew at faster rates in the suburbs
than in cities

Population growth,

1990-2000

35% -

Source: William Frey. “A
Census 2000 Study of
City and Suburb
Household Change.”
Brookings,

Forthcoming 15% -

-5% .
Al Married - no| Marmed - Other Other .
Households | children with Family - no | Family - Nonfamily
children children with
H Central City 8.6% -1.9% 5.5% 10.4% 19.0% 12.9%
B Suburbs 18.0% 10.3% 11.8% 20.1% 41.2% 26.9%
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Metro Area

Metropolitan decentralization

Married W/

children

Santa Ana-Anaheim-Irvine, CA

34.7%

McAllen-Edinburg-Mission, TX

33.2%

San Jose, CA

29.9%

Percent of

households

El Paso, TX

29.7%

Bakersfield, CA

28.6%

married couples

Riverside-San Bernadino, CA

27.1%

with children,
2000

Vallejo-Fairfield-Napa, CA

26.2%

Stockton-Lodi, CA

25.9%

Source: Frey and Berube,

Fresno, CA

25.4%

“City Families and
Suburban Singles,”

Forth Worth-Arlington, TX

25.2%

Brookings, 2003

Colorado Springs, CO

24.7%

Phoenix-Mesa, AZ

24.2%

San Antonio, TX

24.1%

Norfolk-Va Beach-Newport News, VA

23.6%

National Average

23.5%

Ventura, CA
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22.7%
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“Senior suburban growth centers” are all located in the
Sunbelt — especially in the Southwest

Change in
Suburban
population <35

Change in
Suburban
population 65+

Metro Area

El Paso, TX

83.1%

39.5%

Metro area

Las Vegas, NV-AZ

78.1%

75.4%

Colorado Springs, CO

69.8%

17.7%

change in
suburban

Honolulu, Hi

53.4%

-7.1%

population over

Tucson, AZ

53.1%

20.7%

65 and under 35,

Phoenix-Mesa, AZ

52.1%

47.5%

1990-2000

Austin, TX

48.6%

42.4%

McAllen, TX

47.3%

50.7%

Source:
Frey, “Boomer and
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Denver, CO

47.2%

23.5%

Seniors in the Suburbs,”

Jacksonville, FL

46.6%

16.2%

Brookings, 2003

Houston, TX

46.2%

19.6%

Albuquerque, NM

43.0%

12.1%

Dallas, TX

41.5%

28.2%

Salt Lake City, UT

41.3%

17.7%
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Baton Rouge, LA

40.1%
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Metropolitan decentralization

In some areas in the Southwest, the elderly are becoming
disproportionately represented on the suburban fringe.

Pinal Count T

Pima Count
C'L_’?_L o/Valley
| Location of

Tucson area

N Active Adults retirement
Retirement Communities ..
1 communities

A AARCs

I T | | . Source:

6 i Rosenbloom, “The
Mobility Needs of Older
Americas, Brookings,
2003 and Patricia Gober,
“Arizona State U.”

7
‘ﬁ -la] Active adults

o L . C
iE, huarita retirement
Green

th‘ communities
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Metropolitan decentralization D

In the Phoenix and Tucson metropolitan areas the elderly

represent on-third of new urban fringe residents.

Incorporated
areas

— Freeways

T.ocation of
Phoenix area
retirement

communities

Source:

Rosenbloom, “The
Mobility Needs of Older
Americas, Brookings,
2003 and Morrison
Institute, Arizona State U.

Retirement
communities

THE BROOKINGS INSTITUTION METROPOLITAN POLICY PROGRAM



. Cities are growing, but metros are still sprawlin

Regional variation is substantial

. Cities and suburbs are becoming more diverse

The geography of work is changing

. The geography of poverty is changing
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Regional variations

In the Northeast/Midwest stagnant growth and sprawl are
common

Change in
population and Cleveland Detroit Pittsburgh
deffit% 'i{ 10% oo 5.0%
me I‘OpO an area, 4 0
1982-1997 0% - ]
Source: 0 -
Fulton et al, 2001 -10% -
. -8.0%
e -18.7%
-30% - -23.8%
-40% - -35.5%

m Change in Population = Change in Density
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Regional variations

In the South/Southeast, many metro areas are growing and
spreading out

Change in

population and Atlanta Charleston (SC) Charlotte
density, by o/
metropolitan area, S0 60.8%

1982-1997 60% - 38.8% 38.8%

Source: 40% n
Fulton et al, 2001
0% -
-20% - -11 .49
40% & -20.2% -20.2%
- b -

m Change in Population = Change in Density
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Regional variations

In the West, some metro areas are growing and densifying

Change in

population and 140%
density, by 120%

metropolitan area, o
1982-1997 OO

80%
Source:
Fulton et al, 2001 60%
40%
20% -
0% -

THE BROOKINGS INSTITUTION

Los Angeles  Ft. Collins Phoenix Las Vegas
130.8%

72.9%

47.3% 50.8%
31.2%
° 21.9%
. 2.8% 55%

m Change in Population = Change in Density
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Some metro areas in the Southwest are constrained by more
than Just topography Other Iandholdlngs shape growth

-""‘ r.&""'ﬁ.ﬂ

- Federal Land
- Urbanized Areas
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Growth in the Southwest is constrained by more than just
topography. Other landholdings shape growth.
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- Federal Land

B Urbanized Areas
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Land Ownership

in the Las Vegas

Region, 1998
Source: Hollis and
Fulton, “Open

Space Protection,”
Brookings, 2002
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Regional variations
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Central city growth in the 1990s was fueled by Asians and
Hispanics

. 50% -
Population growth, ’ 42 6%
100 largest cities 40% 38.3%
1990-2000
Source: 30% -
U.S. Census Bureau
20% -
10% - 6.4%
0% -
-10% -8.5%
-20% -
Hispanic Black Asian White
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Increasing diversity

Hispanic growth in several Arizona cities ranked very high

nationally

Hispanic or Latino

population change,
1990-2000

Source:
U.S. Census Bureau

Rank among

300%

250%

200%

150%

100%

249.0%

149.6%

(0]
137.2% 42839 12759

top 100 cities
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50%

0%

Las Vegas Mesa Glendale Phoenix Scottsdale
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Asian/Pacific
Islander population

change, cities, 1990-
2000

Source:
U.S. Census Bureau

Rank among
top 100 cities
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200%
180%
160%
140%
120%
100%

80%

60%

178.7%
162.9%

131.9%

105.5%

79.6%

40%
20%
0%

13

Las Vegas Scottsdale Fremont Glendale Phoenix
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Increasing diversity

In aggregate, the racial makeup of the 100 largest cities

has shifted....

Share of
population by race

and ethnicity,
1990

Source:
U.S. Census Bureau

B White
Black

M Hispanic

M Other
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Increasing diversity

In 2000, the top hundred cities became majority minority

Share of
population by race

and ethnicity,
2000

Source:
U.S. Census Bureau

B \White
Black

M Hispanic
Asian

m Multi-racial
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Increasing diversity |-§=

Five large cities in the Southwest went from majority white to
majority minority in the 1990s

White Share

City 1990 2000 Decline
Anaheim 56.6 35.9 20.8
Riverside 61.3 45.6 15.7
Sacramento 53.4 40.5 12.8
San Diego 58.7 49 .4 9.3
Albuquerque 58.3 49.9 8.4

Change in white Source: Berube, “Racial and Ethnic Change In the
share, 1990-2000 Nation’s Largest Cities,” Brookings, 2003
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1 Increasing diversity

If not for immigration, several of the nation’s largest cities
would not have grown during the 1990s

Ponulat n 20% 71 18.1%
opulation growt : : , ,
WitI})l nd thout M Overall B Without immigration
: 15% -
foreign-born,
1990-2000
10% _ 9.4%
Source:
U.S. Census Bureau 4.6%
5% A 4.0%
17% 2.6%
0% -
-1.4% -1.7%
-5% A 3.9% -3.9%
-10% -
Dallas New York  Minneapolis- Chicago Boston
St. Paul
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Increasing diversity

In the 1990s, immigration increased by 49% in both cities
and First Suburbs

60% -
Percent change in 50, 49% 49%
foreign born ]
population in cities 40% -
and First Suburbs, —
1990-2000 ’
Source: A%
U.S. Census Bureau 10% -
0% - ‘
Cities First Suburbs
Phoenix 203.9 Maricopa 161.9
Sacramento 63.4 Sacramento 114.9

A

San Diego 354 “wa . San Diego 48.5
Los Angeles 14.1 =2, | os Angeles 24.1
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11— Increasing diversity

In many metro areas, the focus of immigration is shifting from
the central city to the suburbs

Los Angeles metro
area, share foreign-

born by census
tract, 2000

Source: Singer, “The Rise of
New Immigrant Gateways,”
Brookings, 2004

Percent Foreign Born

No Foreign Born [l 15% to 25%

0% to 5% B 259% to 50%

5% to 15% B wvore than 50%
Central City
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Increasing diversity

In many metro areas, the focus of immigration is shifting from
the central city to the suburbs

Las Vegas metro
area, share foreign-

born by census
tract, 2000

Source: Singer, “The Rise of
New Immigrant Gateways,”
Brookings, 2004

Percent Foreign Born Las Vegas

No Foreign Born 15% to 25%
0% to 5% B 25% to 50%

5% to 15% B vore than 50%
Central City
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1 Increasing diversity

The percent of each racial/ethnic group living in the suburbs
increased substantially

60% -

55%
Share of m 1990 519 :
population by race 50% | i o 50%
and ethnicity, 46%
1990
39%
(0] _
Source: 40% 339
U.S. Census Bureau °
30% -
20% -
10% -
0% -
Blacks SERE Hispanics
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1 Increasing diversity

In addition, every minority group grew at faster rates in the
suburbs than in central cities

100% -
Population growth
by race and
ethnicity,
1990-2000 50% -
Source:
U.S. Census Bureau
0% -
-50%
Black White Hispanic Asian
B Central Cities 5.0% -9.3% 46.2% 37.3%
Suburbs 36.1% 4.8% 71.9% 63.4%

THE BROOKINGS INSTITUTION
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Increasing diversity

Now more than 1 in 4 suburban households are minority

30% -
Minority share of 27.0%
population,
1990-2000
S B
ource.: o
U.S. Census Bureau _8 20% - 19.0%
3
)
o)
e
0
<
3
S 10% -
o
0% -

1990 2000
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The Southwest dominates the list of the top metro areas
ranked by Suburban minority shares

ol

Increasing diversity

Suburban Minority
Share
92.2%
89.6%
79.0%
78.5%

Rank
1

Metro Area

McAllen, TX

El Paso, TX

Honolulu, HI

Miami, FL PMSA

Los Angeles, CA PMSA

Jersey City, NJd PMSA 62.5%
Albuquerque, NM 55.9%
Fresno, CA 54.7%
Riverside, CA PMSA 53.0%
Bakersfield, CA 51.5%
Oakland, CA PMSA 47.6%
Ventura, CA PMSA 45.0%
San Jose, CA PMSA 44.3%
San Francisco, CA PMSA 42.7%
Stockton, CA 42.1%

THE BROOKINGS INSTITUTION METROPOLITAN POLICY PROGRAM

Highest suburban
minority, 2000

Source: Frey, “Melting Pot
[
68.8% Suburbs,” Brookings, 2003

_ 1
5
6
8
9
10 ]
11
12
13
14 ]
15



Increasing diversity

In many Southwest metro areas minorities are as distributed
between cities and suburbs as whites are

Rank Metro Area Suburban Minority
Share

2 [EPasoTx [ 8
3 [Ventura,cAPMSA | 6 [ME subutb
4 [Abuquerque, N |5 (M dissimilasty, 2000
7 [Riverside CAPMSA [ 4
8 [Los Angeles CAPMSA | 0
9 [For Lauderdale, FLPMSA | 0
10 [Colorado Springs, €0 | 3
T [Homouw,HI [ 4
2 [Mam.FLPMSA [ 4
13 [WestPamBeach FL [ 4
14 [Jersey iy, NPMSA | 5
(15 [lasVegas NV | 7
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Increasing diversity
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In the Los Angeles and San Mateo county suburbs, foreign
born residents now make up one-third of the population

Percent Foreign Source: Brookings Analysis of U.S.
Census Bureau data
Born, 2000

29.9%

Los Angeles San Mateo Orange Alameda
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. Cities are growing, but metros are still sprawling

. Regional variation is substantial

. Cities and suburbs are becoming more diverse

The geography of work is changing

. The geography of poverty is changing
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F Employment decentralization D

Nationally, 78 percent of jobs are found over 3 miles outside the
central business district; one-third are located over 10 miles away

i

| -
|
Ll
ol
] q 0
o || H . o 22 A)
)
Central Business District Jobs Within Jobs Between 3 And 10 Jobs More Than 10 Miles
(CBD) 3 Miles From CBD Miles From CBD Away From CBD

Source: Glaeser, Kahn, and Chu, “Job Sprawl: Employment
Location in U.S. Metropolitan Areas,” 2001
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Employment decentralization D

But the level of employment decentralization varies widely across

metropolitan areas.

70%

Share of
60%

metropolitan
employment, 1999

50%
40%

B 3 mile radius 3p9

B 10 mile radius
20%

B Outside 10 miles
A
0%

THE BROOKINGS INSTITUTION

National

Boston

San Fran

Salt Lake

Phoenix L.A.
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In many metros, an exit ramp economy dominates office
development.

® In Central Business District

Share of . Source: Lang, Edge Cities
metropolitan office [ NERINYIPINE]
space (SQ F'T), B Edgeless space
1999
50%
40%
30% I
20% — ] ]
10% — - - - =
0% ' |

Chicago Denver Los Angeles San Fran
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Employment decentralization D

Consequently, the highest share of most Southwestern
metropolitan commutes begin and end within suburbs

Denver L.A. Phoenix Las Vegas NATION Shers of Gorsain.
100% -

90% |
80% |
18%
70% - 43% 39%
60% -
50% -
o/, | 15%
30% -
20% -
-
0% -
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uters, by metro
area, 2000

Source: U.S. Census Bureau
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L @ _ Poverty changes

The number of poor people in U.S. metropolitan areas is
large and has been increasing for the past two decades

30 -
Nu'mber of poor m Number of People in 258
residents (US Poverty '
Metropolitan 25 - 23.1
Areas), K
1980-2000 20
Source: g
“Concentrated Poverty: = 15 -
A Change in Course,” S
Kingsley and Pettit, ~
2003 10 -

5 _

1980 1990 2000
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Poverty changes

Poverty rates in central cities have declined over the 1990s,
while poverty rates in the suburbs have increased slightly

Poverty rates for 20% - 19%
central cities and

H 1990 H 2002

suburbs, 1990-
2001 15% -

Source:

Current Population Survey,
2002 10% -

9% 9%

5% -

0% -
Central City Suburbs
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|Q ) Poverty changes

During the 1990s, the cities with the greatest poverty rate
increases were largely located in the Southwest and Northeast

‘ Poverty rate increase

1
2.2
Riverside, CAPMSA | 42 |
5.5
Albany, NY
Los Angeles, CA PMSA | 36 | 32 |
7
Bakersfield, CA | 30 | 28 |
12 |Stockton,CA | 28 | 09 |
13 |Sacramento, CAPMSA | 28 | 13 |
14 26 13
16 24
17
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0.5

Poverty rate
increase by

metropolitan area,

1990-2000

Source: Berube and Frey,
“A Decade of Mixed
Blessings,” Brookings 2002.
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Poverty changes

The share of suburban residents living in poor suburbs has
increased by almost 10% in the last two decades

16.7% 19.2% D 21.1%

Share of residents

living in poor,
middle income,

and affluent
subutbs,

1980-2000

Source: Swanstrom, et
al, “Pulling Apart:
Economic Segregation in
Major Metropolitan - Poor Middle Income . Affluent
Areas,” Brookings, 2004

1 980 1990 2000

Poor Suburb = Suburbs with per capita incomes less than 75% of its metro area

Affluent Suburb = Suburbs with per capita incomes over 125% of its metro area
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The metro areas with the widest gaps between rich and poor
suburbs are booming areas in the Southwest

Ratto of the per Rank  Metropolitan Area Index
e West Palm Beach, FL 9.915
suburbtilrl tthetith 2 Phoenix, AZ-NV 6.677
ST 3 Los Angeles, CAPMSA  6.272
Percentile, 2000, by 4 Miami, FL PMSA 6.010
Yo e 5 Houston, TX PMSA 4.901
Source: Swanstom, f 6 San Francisco, CA PMSA 4.725
Ceononic Segegsionn 7 Cleveland, OH PMSA 4.520
firezs” Brasliige, 210 8 Denver, CO PMSA 4.508

9 New York, NY PMSA 4.412

10 San Diego, CA 4.364
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Poverty changes

But the number of people living in high poverty
neighborhoods declined during the 1990s

Population of Non Metropolitan

high-poverty

neighborhoods by

location, 1990- Suburbs
2000

Source: Paul Jargowsky, “Stunning

Progress, Hidden Problems: The Central City
Dramatic Decline of Concentrated

Poverty in the 1990s” 2003

Total US

H 2000 H 1990 " LLFLELSLS S S

Population (in thousands)
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During the 1990s, number of high-poverty tracts in Chicago
dropped from 187 to 114, and there were 179,000 fewer people
living in high poverty areas

Poverty changes

1990 2000
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Poverty changes

But neighborhoods of concentrated poverty have been
increasing in First Suburbs

Percent of Census tracts
in First Suburbs with

poverty rates of 20%,
30%, and 40% or higher,

9.0% - )
8.09% 8.4% 1970-2000
. 0
70% - 6.6% Tracts with 20%  Source:
Brookings Analysis

6.0% - poverty rate of U.S. Census

o | Bureau data; Geolytics
5.0% Neighborhood Change
4.0% - 2 79 Database (NCDB)

. (0)
3.0% - —o—Tracts with 30% poverty rate
2.0% - -
1.0% - — . — Tracts with 40% poverty rate
0.0%
1970 1980 1990 2000
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Poverty changes

F—

Texas and the Midwest dominate the list of top 15 metro
areas by decrease in concentrated poverty.

)l Change in pop-
ulation of high
poverty neigh-
borhoods by metro
area, 1990-2000

Source: Jargowsky, “Stunning
Progress, Hidden Problems,”
Brookings, 2003

* Top Metro Declines
Top Metro Increases
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Poverty changes

F—

While California and the Northeast dominate the list of metro
areas with increases.

)l Change in pop-
ulation of high
poverty neigh-
borhoods by metro
area, 1990-2000

Source: Jargowsky, “Stunning
Progress, Hidden Problems,”
Brookings, 2003

* Top Metro Declines
Top Metro Increases

Py
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ﬁ Poverty changes

These trends are also evident when examining the spatial
variations of the working poor:

Las Vegas Phoenix ~Central Calif.

.Misalia--

ablare--

Farterville
S

L g

Bakersfield, C

*H ersfisld

EITC Heeilp lents as a Source: Berube, “The "State"
percentage of total returns JERANELEAGIEEN

by zip code, 2001 Brookings, 2004.
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Redefining Metropolitan America:
Key Trends and Implications for the Southwest

e The rate of metropolitan growth in the Southwest is as fast as
anywhere in the nation.

e Yet that growth is constrained by geological, topographical, and
political barriers.

e The Southwest is experiencing fast, diverse suburban growth.

e Southwest metropolitan areas have large percentages of
traditional families, the elderly, and Hispanic residents.

e But the Southwest is also experiencing some troubling
Increases in poverty, although regional variations do exist.

THE BROOKINGS INSTITUTION METROPOLITAN POLICY PROGRAM



www.brookings.edu/metro

The
Brookings
Institution

MEeTROPOLITAN PorLicy PROGRAM

Brookings = Metropolitan Policy

Septernber 15, 2004

Home

> News & Events

Scholars

Research Topics

.7 Programs

© Ecomamic Studies

- Foreign Palicy
Studies

s igovernance Studies
- Metropolitan Policy

- Policy Centers

- Projects

[[> Publications

Bookstore

Executive Education

About Brookings

THE BRC

Fedetining the challenges facing metrapalitan Amenca and pramaoting
Innovative salutions to heln cammunities grow in mare inclusie,

campetitive, and sustainable ways.

REGIOMNAL AMNALYSIS

Losing Ground: Income and
Poverty in Upstate New York

In recent decades Upstate New ¥ork has
transitionad from a stable middle-income
region to one with sericus income and
economic problems. This paper, the fourth in
a Metropolitan Policy Program series on the
region, examines these trends in detail and
proposes a number of policy responses.

b read the paper
b Special Series on the Health of Upstate
Mew York

AMALYSIS & COMMENMTARY

West Michigan: Building a Competitive Future

METROYIEW
BatHeground State
Demographics
Diverge, by William
Frey

POSITION
AYAILABLE
External
Affairs ‘Budget
Coordinator

Mewrs Index

This powerpoint by Robert Puentes was presented at a summit in
Grand Rapids, MI focusing on how that region can meet the
economic development goals of West Michigan by fostering
regional cooperation, collaboration, and communication,

COMMUMITY AMD MEIGHBORHOOD DEVMELOPMENT

SEARCH BROOKINGS

Advanced Search He

- Research by Topic
- Publications

- MetraViews
. Prezentations and
Ewents

- About Us

SUBSCRIBE T

Metro Program
Listsery
Stay on top of the
latest releases,
eventz, and web
features,

First name:

Ip

Metropolitar

Policy Program
Greater Washington
Research Program
Urban Markets
Initiative

Last name:

h

PROGRAM




