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Friday, September 22

Matt called the meeting to order at 9:10.  Introductions were made. The minutes of last year's meeting were approved.

John discussed the format for the annual report and described the documents that will be posted on the website. He thanked everyone for their reports.

Eddy discussed the need for new members to be notified to join the listserv. It was suggested that a welcome note on the group's home page include instructions.

Linda Fox and Pat Hipple provided an administrative report. This is end of 1st year; mid-term review of project comes in the third year, so it will be assigned after next year's meeting. This is a productive group. The hard part is measuring impacts--policy changes; community changes; the so-what question;

Dave: Can the group develop its own funds to help with travel? 

Linda-possible to set up a "service center" type arrangement; a university would have to agree to sponsor, and the committee would have to identify funding sources.

Linda provided a handout summary of current USDA reorganization, describing the new institutional structure coming out of several initiatives, including Create21.  

Pat: CSREES will become NIFA; NRI to AFRI; Rural research will be probably part of the "integrated" funding stream; NRI will have new rural program head; other key deputy positions are open at this time; group might want to put together letter to new deputy of the rural program;

Grant workshops for NRI available; two coming up this month; Pat invited members to consider a role as reviewer to the grant review program, and described how to volunteer online;

BREAK

The committee spent time sharing thoughts and memories of Calvin Beale. Everyone agreed to dedicate at least one our books to him.

Discussion of books:

1) aging

2) linkages

3) handbook

Need to discuss general idea for each book; specifics for contributions; nuts and bolts, including publication process;

Aging book: Nina and Eddy will be editors. Nina shared two organizational themes: 

2 themes:

1) What is different about rural aging?

2) Aging and place-making: older people are affected by rural communities And vice versa.

One major geographic theme is the contrast between retirement destinations and counties that are "old" because of aging in place; bring out contrasting situations; make it comparative with urban; 

Other issues that need to be addressed include work patterns, retirement pensions, healthcare; aging of baby boom; formal and informal caregiving; housing, transportation, and land-use patterns; volunteerism (increasingly aged folks); roles of elders in rural communities; 

David: should we have division between foundational chapters and then more specialized?

Nina-combine general with case studies; but do want some introductory chapters; ~12-15 chapters; encouraging collaborative chapters;

Issue of intergenerational relations seems to crosscut; 

Pete suggested that the book be organized around "challenging conventional wisdom;" adding nuance to or contradicting orthodox themes about rural elderly; uncovering implications to policy of more nuanced views; 

Nina-one example is people staying in labor force longer, maybe there isn't as strong a need for younger workers in emerging retirement areas.

William suggested a demographic process-oriented framework: start with demographic context; then add migration; what are the new waves; then integration into communities; finally healthcare; a temporal order to the chapters;

David: need to establish themes, but then you have to get folks to write those chapters, rather than what they are doing right now; need to balance what you want with what's available;

Marlene: need chapter at beginning laying out what's different about rural; Joachim, needs to be addressed in each chapter also. Rural-urban variation is a hypothesis to be tested and should be a guiding question throughout;

If we adopt the "challenging conventional wisdom" approach, what are they?

Myth #1

Older people are dependent;

#2

Retirement brings mostly benefits to the community

#3

Older populations are homogenous

#4

Distribution of elderly is a function of migration; retirees move when they retire

#5

Older places are homogenous; how do places become old?

#6

Racial/ethnic dimensions; retirees are all white; geography of retirement affected by race-ethnicity

#7

Retirement is a discrete event or a one-way street

#8

Rural elderly are not poor

Next step: editors take this info and write up a structure and issue a call for papers; develop a prospectus and distribute to group; start exploring publisher; presentations at next year's meetings; 2-year timeline for the book;

Ben is developing a large dataset at Kansas State for studying rural aging, including migration by age, that could be a useful source for several of the chapters

BREAK

Linkages book:

our 3 objectives (aging, race/ethnicity, land use)-it was clear that land use was emerging as the central theme; the "linkages" idea became "the demographic forces affecting land use change, and how these effects are mediated by a range of socioeconomic factors at different scales. Given this objective, the committee came up with a number of possible topics:

Social networks and landscape change

Housing, land use, and diversity

Commuting and civic participation

Aging and farm transition (Laslo)

Housing growth and land use /land cover change

Land use conflict in high-growth West (Gundars)

Methodological issues

Data issues

Rising transportation costs and sprawl

Energy, social justice, race/ethnicity and the environment

Chris suggested the focus could be on the "effect of pattern on process," but the question of scale matters a lot. Landscape ecologists look a lot at scale, use lots of different approaches, and are bringing demographic perspectives to land use/land cover research.

Matt: the idea of the linkages book incorporating all 3 objectives was to keep the committee from splintering into 3 groups, but that is not happening. Thus, to move toward a collaborative effort with a land use focus is OK.

Upshot: Chris and Pete will work with Laszlo and Roger Hammer on an overview article by next year's meeting. They will solicit contributions from members and aim to publish results as a conceptual article, beginning with the question: what are the demographic factors connected to land-use change? Results will form the basis of a presentation and discussion at next year's meeting.

BREAK

Where to meet next year? 

Tentatively: Tucson, September 10-12, 2009

William will handle local arrangements; Alex will explore possible participation, even hosting arrangements, through the Department of Geography.

The committee discussed outreach activities, including a conference at the end of the 5-year program, collecting feedback from online surveys, and bringing stakeholders to annual meetings; 

The committee completed the afternoon with a discussion of a proposal to collaborate on writing an  International Handbook of Rural Demography as part of Dudley Poston's series at Springer. Joachim: great opportunity; invitation to produce an international handbook on rural pop dynamics. This committee is well poised to serve as a coordinating body; such a project would bring us  visibility. Marlene and Joachim are doing a poverty handbook in series. It would allow us to shape the agenda for rural demography. 

Eddy: this may not fit precisely with our objectives, but its close to who and what we are; we would be contributing to the discipline. 

Linda: is this a W2001 product? David: not as much of a team collaboration; William: Springer books costs too much; people don't buy $50 paperback books; so, what kind of impact?

The committee chose to convene a sub-group of members interested in pursuing the project.

Matt adjourned the meeting at 5:10.

Saturday

Matt convened the meeting at 9:10; 

The committee continued its discussion of funding possibilities: David: RSS is a possibility; we could consider an RFP for their "New Initiatives for the 21st Century."  

Pat: NRI has funding for "planning committees." We would need to be transparent about what we're asking for. The focus should be on members not supported; chance to focus on folks who can't break into land grant money even though they are eligible; John will investigate; would not be available for next year's meeting;

Other groups to investigate:

Farm Foundation

Kellogg

Rural Research Centers

Natl Institute for Aging

Look for money from groups connected with the relevant topic: aging, land use, etc.

The committee spent the rest of the meeting working on the proposed research agendas (aging and land use)

David: How does demographic change affect availability of land for variety of uses? 

Joachim: As shown in the book from 10 yrs ago (Population Growth and Economic Development) population is less important than the regulatory environment and related decision-making context that mediates demographic change.

Christiane: it all depends on scale.

Joachim: must look at income inequality; affect of it on land use. 

Chris: what are the "drivers" of change: inequality, boundary issues, federal policies, in addition to economics; aging affects farming land use; 

Rich: lots of paradigm shifts; Katherine: conservation groups pushing back against developers. 

David: open up the black box of demography; this isn't population per se; it's the indirect affect of population filtered through other forces; not "drivers" of demographic change, but how the effects of population change are mediated through these forces.

Nina: intersection of race and land use; new types of people moving into rural areas, but now shift in immigration, possible reaction to crackdown; what is land use outcome of change? Meatpacking plants relocating? Pat: New specialty crops initiative has money for human dimensions of labor.

Scale very important for effects of immigration on land use; 

William: degree of economic volatility; 

Katherine: historical context might be considered. 

Chris: conceptual diagram; if outcome is land use pattern and change, what leads into that. It depends on time/space scale; how do you look at people and tie them to land use? These are ways in which we can change land; start with local and move up; scale-dependent exercise; land use team will come up with outline/diagram, then members respond.

Linda: Public issues education is a big deal right now in Washington state. State has imposed a moratorium on any changes to "critical ordinances" at county level, until groups come to understanding about how problems will be resolved. The proposed work has a ready audience.

Aging book: what are some topics we haven't discussed yet? 

David: social structure is an important mediating device. Are rural areas preparing for retirement migration? Dealing with displacement issues? What are land use implications?

Marlene: aging and sprowl, liveable communities for elderly; new housing development plans for integrated age communities.

Rich: developers vs. "living community" activists and others; 

Nina: living arrangements, older vs. younger, family connections.

The committee concluded by discussing pros and cons of adding an international perspective. It probable can't form a major part of our output but could provide an important but limited comparative perspective. 

Matt adjourned the meeting at 11:42.

Respectfully submitted,

John Cromartie
