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Charles Booth i
Online Archive 1886-1903

Booth Poverty Map & Modern map
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Poverty Classification
{Click here for more details)

BLACK: Lowest class.
Vicious, semi-criminal.

DARK BLUE: Very
poor, casual. Chronic
want.

LIGHT BLUE: Poor.
18s. to 21s. a week for
a moderate family

PURPLE: Mixed. Some
comfortable others
poor

PINK: Fairly
2454 comfortable. Good
ordinary earnings.

RED: Middle class.
Well-to-do.

YELLOW: Upper-
middle and Upper

claszes. Wealthy.

Colours on the Booth map vary
from those shown here, mainly
due to differences in the
backeround on the original
Maps Descriptive of London
Poverty 1898-99
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Source: 2005 Japanese Population Census



China

Source: 2005 Japanese Population Census
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. H—*)J@Pﬁﬁ’\—ZGeodemographlcs

e 2000 EHZFE (KFRFAE
¢ GIST—2DEXR

e Three Major Commercial Japanese geodemographics
 MosaicJapan (UK) — Esperian
 Cameo Japan (UK) — GMAP
 Chomonicx (USA) — Acxiom
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Comparison of Areal units of Population Census

Japan UK USA Ireland
Area 377,835 244,820 9,826,630 70,280
Population 126,925,843 58,789,194 281,421,906 3,917,336
Household 47,062,743 23,000,000 105,480,101 1,287,958
Japan 2000.10.1  United Kingdom 2001429 USA 2000 Ireland 2002.4.29
Prefectures 47 Countries 4 States 91 Counties (377HH)
Manucipalities (233HH) 3,371 Counties 55 MSAs (Metropolitar DEDs (District 3,414
Cho—cho—azanado 202,326 Districts 434 Counties
Kihontaniku 1,789,894 Wards (2,294HH) 10,672 County Subdivisions
6HH) Oas 227,060 Census Places
(108HH) ZCTAs (ZIP Code 1
Postal Area 124 Census Tracts/500HH) 66,000
Postal District 2,930 Block Groups 211,000
(388HH) Postal Sector(15HH) 9,750 Census Blocks 8,500,000
PostCode 121,146 Unit Postcode 1.7 million (12HH) Statistical Are 19,979
21,129 Postal Address 26 million (70HH)
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2. Open Atlas Project& (&
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2011 UK Census Open Atlas Project

— 201 FEREELVHR(ERZRAE) DT—2ZFIH,

— 348 Local Authority (A A& X BT
FHZFRZ) ITXT L9380 #57. 5113
AL EICR St/ ZE1ER, 2011 Census

— Web EIZ2ABA (201342 A ICE &R Open Atlas
BET—2H\WebAfENT-4B%).

A. D. Singleton (2013) “2011 Census Open Atlas Project”,

YV UNIVERS! 1Y OF

<http://www.alex-singleton.com/2011-census-open-atlas-project> RSN




2011 UK Census Open Atlas Project
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2010 Census of Japan Open Atlas

— Open Atlas Project® —I¥g& L TLiverpool KZF &L arfEK

FNDHFETE,

—2010F R B REZFAET—2%F A,

— 19D K5 iEE& T EL,610DH XETHTIZ
Xt L#9485& #4r. 5165 AL EIZ R A
X2 1ERk (68.1G) .

— 20138 AHIZWeb LIZAFH,

A. D. Singleton (2013) “2011 Census Open Atlas Project”,
<http://www.alex-singleton.com/2011-census-open-atlas-project>

2010 Census of Japan
Open Atlas
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Figure 177: Private Households Floor Space (Households) [150 and over] Figure 211: Industry (15 Yrs. Plus: All) [Information and communications]



Open Atlas Project® 41

United States®
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5. YERkLT=Census Map® 2 B

A. D. Singleton (2013) “2011 Census Open Atlas Project”,
<http://www.alex-singleton.com/2011-census-open-atlas-project>
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 |nthe mid-1970s

— Different types of deprived areas by wards
[Richard Webber at CES]

* In 1979

— ACORN (A Classification Of Residential Neighbourhoods)
[Richard Webber at CACI]

* Inthe 1980s
— MOSAIC [Richard Webber at CCN]
— SuperProfiles [Stan Openshaw] Cf. USA
— PiN [Pinpoint] Prism

- Tapestry
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e B X7iHhIELITHI Huge geographic matrix

* ( ¥ J'-'jzéj\éj\*ﬁ'Principal component analysis )

¢ bsxgﬁj\*ﬁ'duster Analysis (e.g. K-means)
« SATREZAIL-T—H
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3. Output Area Classification& (&

Output Area Classification User Group — OAC

Open and Free Geodemographics

Lt
b/
-
i e
,_I".u'i:l;L;y ' S

"tﬂ

;“ Home | Events | Join - \ Getting Started! Data ! Case Studies Contacts Links &
| 0y . i i i

http://areaclassification.orq.uk/



http://areaclassification.org.uk/

OAC & - ¥

The Output Area classification (OAC) distills key results from the
2001 Census for the whole of the UK at a fine grain to indicate
the character of local areas.

It was created in a collaboration between the Office for National
Statistics (ONS) and the University of Leeds using the same well
established methods as the related classifications of local
authorities and wards.

Like those it is freely available from ONS and other sources for all
to use, and complements commercially available classifications.

Among the wide ranging applications for OAC are the profiling of
populations, structuring other data, and the targeting of
resources.



OACD41IA NZE%
(Dr Dan Vickers)

Demographic

— Age, Ethnicity, Country of Birth, Population
Household Composition

— Living Arrangements, Size/Family
Housing

— Tenure, Type and size, Quality/crowding
Socio-Economic

— Education, Socio-economic class, Ownership/commuting,
Health and Care, Employment, Industry Sector
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4.

5:

6:

7

City Living
Countryside

Prospering Suburbs

Typical Traits

Multicultural

OAC

la:
Blue Collar Communities o
2a:
2b:
3a:
3b:
3c:
4a:
4b:
4c:
4d:
5a:
Constrained by Circumstances gbr
C.
6a:
6h:
6cC:
6d:
7a:
7b:

—_—
—3Y

Terraced Blue Collar
Younger Blue Collar

: Older Blue Collar

Transient Communities
Settled in the City

Village Life

Agricultural

Accessible Countryside
Prospering Younger Families
Prospering Older Families
Prospering Semis

Thriving Suburbs

Senior Communities

Older Workers

Public Housing

Settled Households

Least Divergent

Young Families in Terraced Homes
Aspiring Households

Asian Communities
Afro-Caribbean Communities

1al: Terraced Blue Collar (1)

1a2: Terraced Blue Collar (2)

1a3: Terraced Blue Collar (3)

1b1: Younger Blue Collar (1)

1b2: Younger Blue Collar (2)

1c1: Older Blue Collar (1)

1c2: Older Blue Collar (2)

1c3: Older Blue Collar (3)

2al: Transient C ities (1)

2a2: Transient Communities (2

2b1: Settled in the City (1)

2b2: Settled in the City (2)

3a2: Village Life (2

3b1: Agricultural (1)

3b2: Agricultural (2)

3c1: Accessible Countryside (1)

3c2: Accessible Countryside (2)

4al: Prospering Younger Families (1)

4a2: Prospering Younger Families (2)

4b1: Prospering Older Families (1)

4b2: Prospering Older Families (2)

4b3: Prospering Older Families (3)

4b4: Prospering Older Families (4)

4c1: Prospering Semis (1)

4c2: Prospering Semis (2)

4¢3: Prospering Semis (3)

4d1: Thriving Suburbs (1)

4d2: Thriving Suburbs (2)

5a1: Senior Communities (1)

5a2: Senior Communities (2)

5b1: Older Workers (1)

5b2: Older Workers (2)

5b3: Older Workers (3)

5b4: Older Workers (4)

5¢c1: Public Housing (1)

5¢2: Public Housing (2)

5¢3: Public Housing (3)

6al: Settled Households (1)

6a2: Settled Households (2)

6b1: Least Divergent (1)

6b2: Least Divergent (2)

6b3: Least Divergent (3)

6¢1: Young Families in Terraced Homes (1)
6¢2: Young Families in Terraced Homes (2)
6d1: Aspiring Households (1)

6d2: Aspiring Households (2)

7al: Asian Communities (1)

7a2: Asian Communities (2)

7a3: Asian Communities (3)

7b1: Afro-Caribbean C ities (1)

7b2: Afro-Caribbean C ities (2)




Dan Vickers’ Output Area Classification

[ output area classi x7 [ Dan Vickers' Outpt x
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Dan Vickers' Output Area Classification (OAC)

UCL CENTRE FOR ADVANCED SPATIAL ANALYSIS (CASA)
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4. H A [fROutput Area Classification
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Method |

Raw
Variables

(Vi)

Standardized
Variables

Vi/(Vag9V10%)

(Si)

202,692 spatial units x 32 variables

Method

Raw
Variables

(Vi)

202,692 spatial units x 617 variables

Factor
Analysis

—> 53 factors

202,692 spatial units x N clusters

202,692 spatial units x N clusters
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Mosaic Japan 2010

* Based on around 300 variables
— The 2010 population census of Japan
— Non-census data (confidential)
13 Groups and 52 Types
— 13 Groups
— 52 Types
* Naming
— Life style survey data
— Mapping



14 Groups of Mosaic Japan 2010

Group A “Metropolitan Elites” 2.96%
Group B “Executives in exclusive residential districts” 9.40%
Group C “Affluent mid to old generation in urban fringe” 7.89%
Group D “Young family in the suburbs” 9.53%
Group E “New Graduates in large cities” 9.53%
Group F “Students around campus” 2.19%

Group G “Young generation in the center of suburban cities” 4.85%

Group H “Families in rental housing in the suburban cities” 6.24%
Group | “Workers in industrial cities” 8.13%
Group J “Family in agriculture, forestry, fishery business” 6.84%
Group K “Double-income household in suburban city” 13.31%
Group L “Elderlies in depopulated area” 6.46%
Group M “People in aging districts” 7.12%

Group N “Low income group in large cities” 5.01%
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Mosaic Japan 2010
(52 Types)

Mosaic 52 Types
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