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size, and the housing units within them were listed by 
interviewers for subsequent sample selection. Far too often, and 
not surprisingly, interviewers found many times the number of 
housing units expected because of large, newly constructed 
developments. The unexpected growth was causing serious 
problems of many types and, although ad hoc solutions had been 
developed, the problem was far from solved and only getting 
worse.  It was Joe who suddenly sat up in his chair and uttered 
the equivalent of “Eureka”.  He proposed using the Bureau’s 
ongoing construction statistics program as the basis for 
developing an independent count of permits filed for new 
construction, and using it as the source of “new construction” 
sampling for household surveys, an approach still in use today.  

While working on a survey to determine the expenditures by 
homeowners of alterations and repairs, Joe raised questions 
about their ability to recall costs and the associated timings and 
the effect such recall problems might have on the data. 
Together with John Neter, Joe subsequently developed a major 
study to investigate such problems.  The results of their research 
are widely cited for the light they shed on the magnitude of 
various types of recall problems.  

And, then, there is his work on models to estimate election night 
results.  First, Joe developed a very elegant theory of sampling 
using procedures that Warren Mitofsky had discovered to 
improve the efficiency of sampling telephone numbers. The 
Mitofsky-Waksberg method quickly became the standard for all 
telephone sampling for decades.  Subsequently, he adapted the 
methodology for use in identifying controls for case-control 
studies, extending the utility of the method into a very different 
application. As a result of Joe’s contributions in these areas, 
Westat become a leader in telephone survey research.  

Another of Joe’s facets was that he didn’t hesitate to learn from 
others.  As soon as he’d read a paper or heard a talk about a new 
approach to some problem or other, Joe began the process of 
finding how and how best to adapt it for use in meeting present 
or future challenges. When technological advances resulted in a 
modification of the RDD approach he’d developed, he was a 
leader in the research to enhance this new method of sampling 
telephone numbers. His mind was always open to something 
new, even if it meant he had to do some adapting to fit his need, 
and his zeal in seeking it out spread far and wide among his 
colleagues.  

In sum, can there be any doubt that much of Joe’s research can 
be called “seminal”.   

(Continued on next page)

IN MEMORIAM 
by Daniel Levine 

Joseph Waksberg (known universally as “Joe”) died suddenly on 
January 10. He had celebrated his 90th birthday in September.  At 
the time of his death, he was the Chair of the Board of Directors of 
Westat, a statistical survey research organization which he had 
joined in 1973 upon his retirement from the Census Bureau. 
Throughout a career that spanned more than 60 years, he made 
many important contributions to methods of survey sampling, 
developed innovative applications of the methods, and conducted 
research in a broad array of survey methodology issues.     

Many statisticians, of course, have made major contributions to the 
field, but what set Joe apart was his ability to blend the theoretical 
with the pragmatic, and to understand how best to blend the 
statistical requirements of the task with the operational aspects, 
whether because of cost limitations, or a possible clash with field or 
processing requirements.  Invariably, when faced with such 
conflicts, Joe was able to find the best and most appropriate
compromise that both satisfied the needs of adherence to statistical 
standards and also met time and cost constraints.  He also had that 
rare ability to think quickly.  For example, during the 1970 
Decennial Census, it became apparent that interviewers were 
overstating the number of vacant units. Within a week or so, Joe 
proposed, developed, and implemented an effective and efficient 
national sample design to revisit a sample of reported vacant units 
in each area to determine the extent of overstatement, along with a 
statistical technique to be applied to each local area to correct for 
the overstatement.  

Solutions to what had seemed insoluble problems seemed to come 
to him almost without effort.  Sometime during the early 1950s, for 
example, some Census Bureau staff met in an attempt to come to 
grips with the problem of “new construction”.  At that time, area 
segments were selected with probabilities proportional to estimated 
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Joe was an exceptionally gifted statistician, but what really set 
him apart were his unique qualities as a human being.  He was 
that very rare statistician who could explain a complicated 
statistical idea to the unsophisticated and untutored, using only 
basic English, and without the need of a blackboard covered 
with mathematical symbols and formulae. And if you didn’t 
quite get it the first time, there was no hesitation, no impatience, 
in explaining it again until you understood.  Many frequent 
beneficiaries of his generosity can attest both to that unique skill 
and to its importance in making those around him better 
equipped to do their jobs.    

He also had that wonderful ability of never making anyone feel 
awkward or inferior, no matter what their question or their level 
of accomplishment. Another of his talents was his ability to 
write clearly and easily, no matter the subject, and he strove, 
constantly, to impart the need to do so to others.  No matter how 
bad the product he was reviewing or how many comments filled 
the margins, however, he always found something to praise, and 
took great pains to explain in supportive words the why’s and 
wherefore’s of his comments.  In dealing with others, whether 
close colleagues or clients, Joe never showed anger or said 
anything hurtful or demeaning; rather, he was always quite 
careful to ensure that, no matter how great the difference or the 
disagreement, it did not carry over beyond that moment, and 
that all parting was amicable, showing neither anger nor 
displeasure.  As was correctly said by the MC at his retirement 
party, “Joe was the Sara Lee of statisticians; no one ever didn’t 
like Sara Lee.”  Truly, no one ever didn’t like Joe Waksberg!   

A long-time member and Fellow of the ASA, Joe also served as 
President of WSS, as Chair of the Sections of Survey Research 
Methods and Social Statistics, and as member of the 
Nominating and Elections Committee and the Committee on 
ASA Fellows. He also delivered the 1996 Morris Hansen 
Lecture.  He was an elected member of the ISI, and received 
numerous honors and awards, including the Gold and Silver 
Medal Awards of the U.S. for exceptional service to the Federal 
Statistical System, and the Roger Herriot Award from the 
Washington Statistical Society.  And in 2001, Survey 
Methodology, with support from Westat, established the annual 
Waksberg Invited Paper Series in his honor, with the paper also 
being presented at Statistics Canada’s Annual Symposium. 

Last, but not least, he was teacher and mentor to generations of 
statisticians. 

Making CES Employment Estimates in the 
Aftermath of Hurricane Katrina 
by Larry Huff, Bureau of Labor Statistics 

The CES program produces non-farm payroll employment 
estimates at the national, State, and metropolitan area levels 
each month, about three weeks after the reference date of the 
survey.  These estimates, based on a sample of about 400,000 
worksites are extensively used by private sector and government 
policy makers and the academic community as the first reliable 
monthly indicators of economic trends in the U.S. 

Hurricane Katrina Struck the Gulf Coast on August 29, 2005 
and severely affected the areas along the Louisiana, Mississippi, 
and Alabama coast in a manner that has no recent precedent.1  In 
the CES Survey, the data collection for the August estimates, 
which collects data for the pay period including the 12th of 
August, was nearly completed and little affected.  It was clear, 
however, from the massive evacuations of large areas around 
coastal Louisiana and Mississippi that data collection and 
estimation for the month of September would be an 
unprecedented challenge.  There have been hurricanes in recent 
years affecting portions of the East Coast and the Gulf Coast. 
Although the BLS has monitored the effects of these events on 
the monthly CES estimates in recent years, they have never 
caused a change in estimation procedures other than occasional 
special handling of certain sample reporters as non-
representative or atypical.  Hurricane Katrina was an event 
unlike the others. 

The primary estimation procedure used in the CES survey is 
referred to as a “weighted link relative” estimator.  This 
estimator can be described as follows: 
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where: 
I = set of all matched units reporting in both previous & current month 
i = matched sample unit 

iw  = weight for sample unit i, generally the inverse of the probability 

of selection 
ciae  = current month reported employment for sample unit i (subscript 

p indicates previous month) 

cEA ˆ  = current month All Employee estimate (subscript p indicates 

previous month) 

The estimator is essentially an estimate of the over-the-month 
trend which is then used to advance the previous month’s 
estimate to the current month for each cell.  There is a model 
component (not shown) added to the estimate above that 
represents the residual of employment from business births 
minus business deaths within the cell and is usually only a small 
portion of the estimate.  Sample units that report zero employees 
are not (normally) used in estimation to partially account for 
births which cannot be included in the sample estimates in a 
timely manner.  (Details on birth/death estimation procedures 
can be found at http://www.bls.gov/ ).  The AE estimates are 
produced at individual cell levels which are generally detailed 
industries for national estimates and detailed area/industries for 
State and area estimates.  These cell estimates are then summed 
to produce higher aggregate level estimates. The weighted link 
relative estimator performs an implicit adjustment for 
nonresponse within each of these estimation cells as past 
research has shown that response across States and sizes for 
National Estimates and response across Areas and sizes for State 
Estimates are approximately equal.  As a result, an explicit 
adjustment for nonresponse has been shown to have little impact 
on the estimates. (Continued on next page)
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Almost immediately after Hurricane Katrina struck and large 
parts of coastal Louisiana and Mississippi were ordered 
evacuated, an evaluation of the normal CES estimation 
procedures for National estimates and the affected State/Area 
estimates began.  It was immediately clear that many of the 
estimation assumptions that are used in this program would not 
be useful or effective in making estimates in the aftermath of 
this hurricane.  The following procedures were considered for 
change: 
1.  The assumption that business deaths are largely offset by 
business births would likely not be true for the significantly 
affected areas.  There were likely to be large numbers of 
destroyed businesses and almost no business start-ups.  This 
would require that we change how we use reported zero 
employments and require a decision on whether we should add 
the model estimate of the net of business births and deaths. 
2.  In the most heavily affected areas that were flooded or had 
catastrophic damage, should an assumption be made for those 
businesses that responded regularly to the CES, that they were, 
in fact, out of business if they did not submit a report for 
September. 
3.  It was anticipated that the usual assumption concerning 
approximately equal response rates across States, areas, and 
sizes would not be true for the severely affected areas.  Some 
type of nonresponse adjustment would need to be considered. 

Estimates for September 2005 were scheduled to be released on 
October 7, 2005 which was almost exactly five weeks after 
Hurricane Katrina made landfall.  Any decisions made 
concerning the three estimation procedures listed above were 
heavily influenced by the requirements that they be 
implemented quickly and without making major modifications 
to the complex computer systems used to produce the monthly 
CES estimates. 

The first steps taken were to segment the three affected States 
into geographical areas by the extent of the damage.  
Information from the Federal Emergency Management 
Administration (FEMA) was used for this purpose.  FEMA has 
several designations which were used.  One designation is for 
the Counties/Parishes which are eligible for individual and 
public assistance (color coded orange on FEMA disaster maps).  
A more detailed designation based on aerial photographs is 
used by FEMA to define areas on the photos into six damage 
categories.  These categories are: 1) Flooded; 
2) Saturated Area; 3) Limited Damage; 4) Moderate Damage; 
5) Extensive Damage; 6) Catastrophic Damage. 

These aerial photos were used by BLS (with the assistance of 
the State of California) and overlaid onto geocoded maps 
which allowed businesses on the CES sample frame to be 
identified in one (or none) of the six damage categories.  
Although these businesses were almost wholly located in those 
counties/parishes that FEMA color coded orange, they made up 
only a portion of the total employment in those counties.  The 
total sample frame employment coded in one of the six FEMA 
categories above was summarized for each of the orange coded 
counties in the three States.  The counties with at least 5 
percent of their total employment in the six FEMA 

designations listed above were placed in a Zone 1 for each State.  
These Zone 1 counties were tightly clustered around New Orleans in 
Louisiana and the three counties bordering on the Gulf of Mexico in 
Mississippi.  Alabama did not have any counties that met the stated 
criteria for inclusion in a Zone 1.  The remainder of the orange coded 
counties in the three States were designated in a Zone 2.  For 
purposes of special estimation treatments, the result was five areas in 
the three States: Zone 1 and Zone 2 for Louisiana and Mississippi, 
and Zone 2 for Alabama. 

The following decisions were made concerning special estimation 
treatments: 
a. We will impute zero employments for those non-responding 
sample units that are in the specific damage categories of flooded, 
extensive damage, and catastrophic damage, if they are usual 
respondents. 
b. We will use in estimation reported zero employments in Zone 1 
for each State.  This affects the usual method of accounting for 
business births and deaths and a decision was also made to 
temporarily cease adding an estimate for the net of business births 
minus business deaths in the Zone 1 areas in each State. 
c. Information from the States, news sources, and business websites 
was used in cases where information was available indicating that 
businesses continued to pay their employees for some period of time.  
This is due to the survey definition of an employee being anyone 
who works or receives pay for the pay period.  Many of these 
businesses sent in the data via the normal reporting process.  Where 
they did not send in their usual report, the data was imputed and they 
were treated as other respondents. 
d.  A nonresponse adjustment was implemented for the five Zones.  
This nonresponse adjustment was calculated in the following 
manner: 
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where: 
wi = weight for sample unit i 
ei,Aug = August 2005 reported employment for sample unit i 
UR = usual survey respondents that responded for August 2005 
R = usual survey respondents that responded for August and 
September 2005 

This nonresponse adjustment was then applied to the sample weight 
of each responding unit.2  The notable features of this nonresponse 
adjustment are: 
-  It does not account for all survey nonrespondents, it adjusts only 
for those nonrespondents in September that were usual respondents 
before the hurricane.  This adjustment brings these impacted areas 
up to a normal monthly response level which is approximately the 
same as all other States/Areas in the U.S.  These areas are then 
appropriately represented in the State and National estimates. 
-  Units in those areas with damage designations of flooded, 
catastrophic, and extensive whose employments were imputed as 
zero, were excluded from both the numerator and denominator of the 
adjustment since the imputation of these units brought the response 
of these detailed areas up to the normal response levels making 
further nonresponse adjustment unnecessary.  
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-  The five zones defined were further stratified into two size 
classes based on reported employments and into two industry 
classifications: goods producing, and services providing.  The 
nonresponse cells then consisted of four cells for each of the 
five zones.  Further stratification of the five zones was not 
possible due to the number of respondents available in the 
cells. 

Data collection for the month of September was begun, as 
scheduled, approximately two weeks after the hurricane, and 
special efforts were made to contact those sample businesses in 
the affected areas.  All of the special estimation treatments had 
the advantage of being easily and quickly implemented and the 
special handling of units with reported and imputed zero 
employments can easily be changed when/if they begin 
reporting positive employment or are verified to have 
continued in business.  The estimation changes and special 
treatments were validated by an off-line estimation system to 
independently run each of the changes and verify that the 
employment change for each of the treatments was the same for 
the CES production system and the off-line estimation system. 

These CES special estimation treatments will have to be 
monitored for some time into the future for the coastal areas of 
Louisiana and Mississippi since these areas have been 
permanently altered.  New Orleans, in particular, is a much 
smaller city than it was before the hurricane and may be 
permanently smaller and have an associated reduced level of 
employment and sample reporting. 
1Careful study of response from the potentially affected areas in 
Florida indicated that no special procedures were required in this 
State. 
2After calculating the nonresponse adjustments for each of the five 
zones, the single zone in Alabama had response very close to their 
usual monthly response and the adjustments were not used. 

Executive Committee Reports 

Report from the Past Section Chair 
Sarah Nusser 

JSM 2005 was another successful venture for SRMS.  In 
addition to the excellent program assembled by Rachel Harter 
and Dave Judkins, Rachel Caspar and Dave Chapman 
organized two successful short courses in missing data and 
adaptive sampling.  Through Ginny Lesser’s leadership, we 
continued our outreach to students by providing 13 travel 
awards to attend the meetings and a short course co-sponsored 
by the section.  We also co-sponsored three student paper 
awards with the Social Statistics and Government sections; 
Rachel Harter coordinated the section’s participation in this 
activity.  Finally, old and new friends enjoyed a little food and 
drink as we conducted our annual business meeting and mixer.   

In the fall, we joined the Social Statistics Section and a diverse 
array of professional organizations (see Treasurer’s report) in 
supporting an effort to extend surveys of human rights 
violations in Darfur beyond initial investigations by the World 
Health Organization.  This is a new type of initiative for the 
section, and we funded it for its potential to involve 

statisticians in international endeavors and to contribute to 
methodology in these challenging situations.  We look forward to its 
success.   

Back on the home front, we have started assembling materials to 
better document our section’s committees and procedures to help 
new officers take up their duties.  We will also review our archives 
and consider updating or initiating these as needed.  

Finally, on behalf of the section I would like to offer a hearty thanks 
to outgoing members of the Executive Committee:  Sharon Lohr 
(past chair), Rachel Harter (2005 JSM program chair), Elaine 
Zanutto (secretary), Elizabeth Stasny (Council of Sections 
representative). Each has made an important contribution to the 
smooth functioning of SRMS in service to our members.  Thanks go 
to Wendy Alvey for her annual updating the SRMS brochure, and to 
Partha Lahiri for serving as SRMS program representative for the 
Spring 2006 Biometrics meetings.  We also appreciate the continued 
support of Nielsen Media Research in sponsoring a student travel 
award and of Marketing Systems Group in funding the refreshments 
at our business meeting and mixer. 

It has been a privilege to serve as Section Chair, and I am grateful 
for the numerous contributions our members make to the section and 
its Executive Committee.   Best wishes to Roger Tourangeau as he 
takes over the reins! 

Message from the Past Program Chair 
Rachel Harter 

I want to express my thanks to the members of SRMS for your 
initiative, hard work, and spirit of volunteerism that made the SRMS 
portion of the JSM 2005 program so successful.  We had a record 8 
invited sessions, 12 topic contributed sessions, 1 invited poster, 22 
contributed sessions, plus many sessions that were co-sponsored 
with other sections as the primary sponsor.  We also had one 
introductory overview lecture, two short courses, and a handful of 
roundtable luncheons.  Many of you volunteered to chair a session, 
which made the scheduling much easier.  Thanks to the session 
organizers and participants.  Thanks to the Education Officers, Dave 
Chapman and Rachel Caspar, for organizing and managing the 
section’s short courses.  Thanks to the 2006 Program Chair, David 
Judkins, who organized the roundtable luncheons and assisted at the 
planning meetings, and best wishes to him in organizing the 2006 
program for SRMS.  I think he will find, as I did, that the 
membership of this section is wonderfully active and supportive.  
Finally, thanks to the 2005 overall program chair, Dan Heitjan, the 
rest of the program committee, the ASA, and past SRMS program 
chairs for guidance and support. 

Let me begin by welcoming Stuart Scott as the new Publications 
Officer.  Stuart is a long-time friend of mine whose dedication and 
thoughtfulness are evident in whatever he undertakes.  I am certain 
that his efforts as Publications Officer will be no exception.  
Welcome, Stuart! 

I thank Leslie Wallace and Tom Krenzke for continuing to serve as 
newsletter editors during my first year, Brian Meekins for ably 
taking over the duties during my second year, and all three for the 
smooth transition. 
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Tony An continues his excellent service to the Section as 
Webmaster, also known as Assistant Editor for Amstat Online.  
This year Tony began what we hope will be an annual practice 
by putting the three year old (2001) Proceedings of the Survey 
Research Methods Section up on the Web for the convenience 
of the survey research community.  We do not put more recent 
years on the Web to avoid competing with ASA CD sales.  The 
years 2000 and before were all put up on the Web en masse 
during the Publications Officer term of my predecessor, Al 
Tupek. 

To all Section members, I encourage you to be active in the 
Section, and I urge you to publish your SRMS presentations in 
the Proceedings! 

Report from the Section Chair 
Roger Tourangeau  
Greetings for the New Year!  First, let me add my warmest 
thanks to Sarah Nusser’s to the outgoing SRMS officers:  
Sharon Lohr, who served as the Section Chair in 2004 and the 
Past Chair in 2005; Rachel Harter, who was the 2005 JSM 
Program Chair; Elaine Zanutto, who served as the Section 
Secretary; and Elizabeth Stasny, who was one of our 
Representatives on the Council of Sections.  The incoming 
team will try to serve the Section with the same skill and 
devotion as those who have gone before us. 

The Survey Research Methods Sections supports a number of 
valuable activities and one of the goals of the section will be to 
continue and, where possible, to expand these in the coming 
year.  Among our projects is offering encouragement and 
support to students who are interested in survey research 
methods.  Each year, the Section offers travel awards to 
students to attend the Joint Statistical Meetings (JSM) and we 
also co-sponsor a student paper competition with the 
Government Statistics and Social Statistics Sections of the 
ASA.  Winners of the student paper prizes are given a travel 
grant and the opportunity to attend a JSM short course 
sponsored by SRMS for free.  As Sarah Nusser notes in her 
report, we gave 13 students travel awards to attend JSM last 
year and expect to support a similar number in the coming year.  
I encourage all of you with students to urge them to take 
advantage of this opportunity. 

SRMS has also supported conferences addressing important 
issues of concern to our members.  Two of the most recent 
examples are the Second International Telephone Survey 
Methodology Conference (TSMII) that was held this month in 
Miami from January 11-15, and the Third International 
Conference on Establishment Surveys (ICES III), to be held in 
the summer of 2007.   In an era of declining landline coverage 
and plummeting response rates for telephone surveys, the 
timing of TSMII could hardly be better.  We look forward to 
the monograph volume that will follow from the conference.  
Our section also supports continuing education programs at 
JSM in the form of short courses, round table luncheons, and 
invited and contributed sessions.  In fact, this year the incoming 
Section Chair (that is to say, me) will be offering a short course 
at JSM.   David Judkins and Rachel Caspar deserve special 

credit for assuring that SRMS will be well represented at the 
upcoming JSM. 

I look forward to developing new activities for the upcoming year. 
 All of us on the SRMS Executive Committee are interested in any 
ideas you might have for improving our service to the profession. 
 Please feel free contact me or any of the other members of the 
Executive Committee.  Best wishes to all for a Happy New Year. 

Report from the Program Chair 
by Dave Judkins 

We have an exciting invited program lined up with some of the most 
prominent members of our section.  J.N.K. Rao will be talking about 
how a nonparametric empirical likelihood method that he developed 
with H.O. Hartley back in the 1960s is rekindling old debates after 
having been independently rediscovered by Owens.  Perhaps the 
time is now ripe for it to bridge the gap between design-based and 
model-based statisticians working on sample surveys?  Phil Kott has 
lined up a session with others working in the same field: Changbao 
Wu, Randy Sitter and Jae-kwang Kim.   

Of course, we still have our dueling philosophies, something which 
probably enriches our field with its vigorous debates and intellectual 
striving.  Michael Elliott has organized a session with Rod Little, 
Malay Ghosh and distinguished others for the freshest ideas from our 
Bayesian colleagues.  On the other side, Ralf Münnich has organized 
a design-based session on some of the knotty problems in variance 
estimation, and Myron Katzoff has done the same for rare-trait 
inference.  Somewhere in the middle, we have sessions organized by 
Milorad Kovacevic, Paul Levy, and Avi Singh on how to use survey 
data in models and to produce small area estimates.  I am really 
looking forward to these papers and hope that you will, too.   

A couple of ideas have also come in for topic contributed sessions.  
One will be a panel discussion led by Gary Shapiro on when to use 
finite population correction factors.  By the time this reaches you, it 
will probably be too late to set up additional topic contributed 
sessions for Seattle (the deadline for submitting all abstracts is 
February 1), but you can start thinking about ideas for invited 
sessions for 2007 in Salt Lake City, when Steven Heeringa will be 
our program chair. He will be needing your ideas this spring.   

I hope that you will start making travel plans for Seattle this summer 
and look forward to seeing you there.   

Report from the Program Chair-Elect 
by Steve Heeringa 
As JSM 2007 Program Chair Elect I would like to ask for your 
assistance as I begin to execute two of the major responsibilities that 
ASA assigns to me in my new position.  The first and most 
immediate of these responsibilities is to organize the Survey 
Research Methods Section (SRMS) Roundtables for the August 
2006 Joint Statistical Meetings in Seattle.   I would welcome your 
ideas, both for luncheons you would like to attend and for those you 
would like to lead at the 2006 JSM.  To help prompt your thinking 
on possible topics, I have appended a list of individuals who have 
volunteered their time and energy during the 2004 and 2005 JSMs as 
well as the topics they moderated at a roundtable luncheon.   
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The theme for JSM 2006 is “Statistics for an Uncertain World: 
Meeting Global Challenges”.   A roundtable session related to 
our global mission as survey research practitioners and 
educators would certainly be welcome but roundtable topics 
can span the full range of methods, problems and new 
developments in our field.   If you have a topic in mind and are 
interested in leading a roundtable session please contact me by 
e-mail at sheering@isr.umich.edu.   If you do not wish to 
organize a roundtable but have a topic that you would like to 
see addressed in a session, feel free pass the suggestion on to 
me via e-mail and I will see what I can do to find an 
appropriate leader /organizer for such a session.  The 2006 JSM 
Roundtable program must be finalized by February 1, 2006 so 
please contact me as soon as possible so we can begin to take 
the steps (abstract submission, registration of the Roundtable 
leader) needed to turn your ideas into a productive roundtable 
exchange next August in Seattle. 

It is also not too early to begin looking ahead to the 2007 Joint 
Statistical Meetings that will be held July 29-August 2, 2007 in 
Salt Lake City, Utah (www.amstat.org/meetings/jsm/2007/).   
The Program committee will be planning the Invited Sessions 
for JSM 2007 beginning in the Summer of 2006.  If you have 
an idea for a topic and would like to organize one of the SRMS 
Invited Paper sessions for JSM 2007 please forward the topic 
suggestion and a brief abstract to me at the e-mail address 
listed above before June 2006.   Please be sure to note if the 
Session topic you propose is one that might be co-sponsored by 
another Section of the ASA.   

2005 JSM SRMS Roundtables 
The American Community Survey (ACS), Challenges for 
Replacing the Census Long Form. -Rajenda P. Singh 
Sample Design Challenges in International Surveys.     
-Sheila A. Krawchuk 
Survey Methods in Biostatistics -Julia Bienias 
The Second International Conference on Telephone Surveys.  
-Clyde Tucker 
Web-based Surveys: What Do We Know About Data Quality?  
-Vicki Pineau 

2004 JSM SRMS Roundtables 
IRBs, Surveys and the Protection of Human Subjects. 
 -Eleanor Singer  
Projecting the 2004 Elections: What's Changed?  
-Warren Mitofsky  
Employment -- Which Number to Pick? -George Werking  
Enhancing Collaboration between Social Science Researchers 
and Statisticians. -David Binder  
Integrated Survey and Administrative Data. -Julia I. Lane  
Web Survey Design and Implementation.-Mick P. Couper  
Respondent Retention in Longitudinal Surveys. -Rupa Datta  

Report from the Treasurer 
Virginia Lesser 

On December 13, 2005 the SRMS section balance was 
$75,037.  Ten thousand of this balance is earmarked for the 
TSM II and ICES III conferences ($5,000 each).  Travel 
support to attend the 2005 Joint Statistical meetings was 
provided to five student paper winners and thirteen travel 
award student winners.  

The Executive Committee met in August at the Joint Statistical 
Meetings and has communicated by conference call to discuss other 
spending requests.  In this discussion, the Committee followed the 
criteria for spending initiatives that was adopted by the SRMS 
Executive Board in 2002.  We agreed to contribute $1,500 in support 
of a statistical pilot study investigating human rights violations in 
Darfur.  The project has the Human Rights Data Analysis Group, 
American Statistical Association and American Bar Association's 
Central European and Eurasian Law Initiative as interinstitutional 
partners. 

For 2006, SRMS will continue to provide financial support for the 
student paper and student travel award in order to provide graduate 
students interested in survey methods to attend the Joint Statistical 
Meetings. 

Section News 

Outgoing Section Officers 
A hearty thanks to: 

Sharon Lohr, Chair-Elect, Chair, and Past Chair. 
Rachel Harter, Program Chair-Elect, and Program Chair. 
Elaine Zanutto, Secretary  
Elizabeth Stasny, Council of Sections Representative  

Incoming Section Officers 
We welcome the following new SRMS officers: 

William Kalsbeek, Chair-Elect 
Steve Heeringa, Program Chair-Elect 
Marilyn Seastrom, Secretary 
Michael Larson, Council of Sections Representative 

We look forward to your service to the section. Contact information 
for section officers can be found in the insert. 

SRMSNET 
Subscribe to SRMSNET.  Find out how at: 
http://www.amstat.org/sections/SRMS/srms_net.html 

Awards and Announcements 

Bryant Scholorship Applications 

The E. C. Bryant Scholarship is sponsored by Westat and given 
annually to an outstanding graduate student in survey statistics. The 
scholarship winner receives $1,500 toward further graduate study. 
All application materials must be received by April 1, 2006. Get an 
application quickly, visit the Bryant Web page on the ASA Web site 
at www.amstat.org/awards/index.cfm?fuseaction=bryant where you 
can download the forms on the spot. For more information about the 
E. C. Bryant Scholarship, contact Elizabeth A. Stasny, Chair of the 
E. C. Bryant Scholarship Committee, at eas@stat.ohio-state.edu. The 
award will be presented at the Joint Statistical Meetings in August 
2006 in Seattle. 

Winners of the 2005 Student Travel Awards 
Virginia Lesser, Committee Chair 



 

SRMS Newsletter  Page 7 
 

This was the second year the section has sponsored the student 
travel awards.  The travel awards are offered to graduate 
students interested in survey methods research and interested in 
attending the Joint Statistical Meetings.  The section offered 
travel awards of $400 and each awardee was also invited to 
attend a continuing education course sponsored by SRMS in 
2005 at no expense.    

The application included a recent transcript, a short essay from 
the student about their interest in survey research methods, and 
a letter of support from a current SRMS member.  The Student 
Travel Award Committee, who reviews applications, is 
composed of the SRMS treasurer, the Continuing Education 
Officer, the senior Council of Sections Representative, and the 
Past Chair.  This years Student Travel Award Committee 
consisted of Rachel Caspar, Sharon Lohr, Elizabeth Stasny and 
Virginia Lesser.  We thank all students who applied and all 
faculty advisors who wrote letters of support.  Congratulations 
to the 2005 winners! 

Gebra Cuyun Grimm (The Ohio State University) 
Santanu Pramanik (Joint Program Survey Methodology) 
Moh Yin Chang (University of Nebraska-Lincoln) 
Yan Li (Joint Program Survey Methodology) 
Leigh Ann Harrod (Oregon State University)  
Kun Liang (Iowa State University)  
Louis Esparza (Stony Brook University) 
Jianqiang Wang (Iowa State University) 
Christopher Sroka (The Ohio State University) 
Yue Jia (Southern Methodist University) 
Yan Wang (Southern Methodist University) 
Huilan Li (University of Maryland) 
Soma Roy (The Ohio State University) 

Section members should watch the SRMS website for details 
about application procedures for 2006.   

Standing Committee Report: Behavioral 
Risk Factor Surveillance System 
by Jim Lepkowski 

The Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS) is a 
cooperative survey program between the Behavioral Surveys 
Branch at the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and 
each of the 50 states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, the 
Virgin Islands, and Guam.  BRFSS is thus a collection of 54 
RDD telephone surveys operated by each of the system 
partners.  In 2005 the BRFSS will collect over 300,000 
completed interviews. 

The Survey Research Methods Section Committee on BRFSS 
meets annually with BSB staff to discuss survey design issues.  
The Committee and BSB met on Friday, December 16, 2005, 
to discuss recent research activities, data quality monitoring, 
weighting, and the development of a mixed mode data 
collection system in some or all states.  The BRFSS has 
conducted a series of tests of mixed telephone, self-
administered, and web modes of data collection, as well as 
possibly moving to an address based frame.  Research has also 
conducted the use of advance letters to increase response rates. 

BRFSS will next convene a meeting of the Committee along with a 
national panel of survey experts in 2006.  The meeting will be the 
third meeting of the national panel, and provides an opportunity for 
BRFSS to report on progress on research since the second expert 
panel meeting in 2004 and to gather ideas on further research to 
improve the quality of the BRFSS surveys. 

The SRMS committee consists of Donna Brogan (retired from 
Emory University), Mike Elliott (University of Michigan), Amy 
Ferketich (Ohio State University), Paul Lavrakas (Nielsen Media 
Research), Jim Lepkowski (chair; University of Michigan), Cynthia 
Nelson (Northern Illinois University), and Sarah Nusser (Iowa State 
University). 

Third International Conference on 
Establishment Surveys (ICES-III)  
Contributed Paper Deadline 
Survey Methods for: Businesses, Farms, and Institutions 

The Third International Conference on Establishment Surveys 
(ICESIII) will be held in Montréal, Québec, Canada, June 18-21, 
2007.  ICES-III will explore the current state of the art of 
establishment surveys.  This will build on the cross-national 
interdisciplinary research cooperation on the unique features of 
establishment surveys started at ICES-I in Buffalo, NY in 1993, and 
continued at ICES-II in 2000, also in Buffalo. The section is a 
supporter of this conference. 

Submission of proposals for contributed paper sessions opens on 
April 13, 2006. The deadline for submission is June 15, 2006. See 
http://www.amstat.org/meetings/ices/2007/. 

The conference will also include: 
• Three short courses on Monday, June 18, 
• Robert W. Edwards of the International Monetary Fund as the 
keynote speaker on Monday evening, 
• Poster sessions, and software demonstrations, 
• A CD ROM of conference papers for all participants. 

All Conference activities will be held at the Hyatt Regency 
Montréal. The Hyatt Regency Montréal web site is: 
http://montreal.hyatt.com/. 

The invited program, the schedule of sessions (when available), as 
well as other conference information, can be accessed on the internet 
at: http://www.amstat.org/meetings/ices/2007/. 

For further information, please send an email message to 
ices3@census.
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 Mission Statement 

 
The mission of the Section on Survey Research Methods is to promote the improvement of survey practice and the 
understanding of survey methods by encouraging both theoretical and applied research on survey-related topics and 
by disseminating information on survey methods. 
 
Areas of interest for the Section include all that employ survey methodology as a focus or as a prime tool of 
investigation. Of special interest are: 
 

 Theoretical foundations of sampling; 
 Sample design and estimation; 
 Nonsampling errors and data collection methods; 
 Analysis and presentation of survey data; 
 Education of the public and students on the importance of scientific survey research; 
 Publication and dissemination of survey research findings; and 
 Ethics related to survey conduct and standards for survey practice. 
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