Minutes for the 5th annual W2001 Meeting, July 26-27, 2011, Boise, ID
List of Participants

Berry, Eddy – Utah State University

Cromartie, John – Economic Research Service

Francis, Joe – Cornell University

Johnson, Ken – University of New Hampshire

Kulcsar, Laszlo – Kansas State University

Lee, Marlene – Population Reference Bureau

Lichter, Dan – Cornell University

Min, Hosik – University of Hawaii

Rudzitis, Gundars – University of Idaho

Sanders, Scott – Cornell University

Singelmann, Joachim – Louisiana State University

Slack, Tim – Louisiana State University

Swanson, Lou – Colorado State University

von Reichert, Christiane – University of Montana

Winkler, Richelle – University of Wisconsin

Tuesday, July 26
Tim opened the meeting at 1:15. Introductions were made and last year’s meeting minutes approved. The committee spent time remembering Alex Vias and the significant contributions he made to the committee. Plans were made for a letter from the committee to Alex’s close friends and relatives. Members of the committee will be organizing sessions at next year’s meeting of the Association of American Geographers to honor Alex’s legacy.

Book progress

Eddy reported on the status of Rural Aging in 21st Century America.  The editors (Nina Glasgow and Eddy) are working on the 2nd drafts for most chapters, doing continuity checks and getting them into Springer format. They are working on a January deadline. 

Laszlo reported on the status of Handbook of Rural Demography, which is in the final editing stages and should be out in November.

Upcoming W2001 research-policy conference

The committee discussed next year’s W2001 research-policy conference, hosted by ERS in Washington, DC. John proposed a focus on rural aging, given the timing of the book publication and the problems inherent in trying to cover too many topics at a single, 2-day conference. Ken and others proposed a slight broadening—a conference on aging but with race/ethnicity as a major component. John agreed to coordinate the development of the themes (based largely on the book sections) and will ask for help from Joachim, Ken, David Brown, and others. The meeting had to be re-scheduled from January to early April. Lou assured the committee that this was an excellent output for the group, given its multi-disciplinary status and potential federal policy impact.

Ideas for incorporating regional perspectives were discussed. Lou pointed out that the heavy current emphasis on place-based rural policies at USDA places high demand on regional analysis. This includes in-state and multi-state processes; Local, state, and federal activities are getting tied together through regional approaches. 
Output-impact-outreach discussion

Lou pointed out that the group needs to think more about outputs and impacts. He used the example of town-hall meetings held by Joachim in Louisiana, which led to economic development appointments. Any evidence of on-the-ground follow-through such as this is important.
The group discussed two research-to-impact paradigms:

1. Outreach=already have an answer; this top-down approach places emphasis on research as the main or only priority—an “expert” model that often ends with unused research
2. Engagement=end with an answer; a bottom-up, more local, place-based interaction; if extension is just a research-based “expert” paradigm, it runs the risk of people not being engaged; extension is going through a lot of soul-searching, maybe moving back towards the 2nd, bottom-up paradigm 
Proposal from RUPRI

The committee discussed a proposal, emailed by David Brown, for collaborative work with RUPRI’s Rural Futures Lab (see “RUPRI futures lab proposal” posted on the W2001 website for details). RUPRI proposed commissioning a white paper that considers scenarios for rural demographics to 2030. With its broad set of nationally recognized experts, W2001 could prepare an excellent document about the future of rural populations and the implications of these alternate futures for various domains of public policy. After much discussion, it was decided that there was insufficient enthusiasm for the project at this time, primarily because of the committee’s full agenda—the need to prepare a rural aging policy workshop and the next 5-year proposal. There was some concern that the project conflicted with work certain committee members currently have under way. 

Tim adjourned the meeting at  4:10
Wednesday, July 27
Preview of internet mapping workshop

Tim called the meeting to order at 8:30. The committee spent the first part of the morning participating in a preview of a workshop, titled “Internet Tools for Rural Economic Development,” organized by committee members for the joint Rural Sociology and Community Development Society annual meeting, scheduled for later in the week. John, Ken, Richelle, Joe and Scott led members through demonstrations of a diverse set of mapping and data access websites.

Brainstorming on next 5-year proposal
The committee undertook a discussion of critical demographic issues currently affecting rural America. Joachim expressed the desire to focus the committee’s work on one theme rather than three, and Joe expressed an interest in incorporating a spatial demographic perspective. Christiane identified the recession as a major theme, and Ken added that a recent Sage agenda on the recession gave short shrift to rural issues. Eddy identified rural housing as a critical issue and several members agreed that housing issues were being neglected by federal policymakers. A tentative title for a new 5-year proposal emerged from the discussion, along with 3 sub-areas:
The Great Recession, Its Aftermath, and Patterns of Rural and Small Town Demographic Change

Population Redistribution


Housing and Demographic Change


Community Well Being
Ideas for possible impacts were offered:
1. Identify specific policy needs and priority areas to support recovery

2. Connect with USDA pilot programs: Stronger Economics Together—help interpret and explain SET data

3. Emphasize spatial demographic approaches in order to connect with the current administration’s emphasis on place-based policy

A tentative proposal was made to spend the first year doing community engagement, to help identify specific stakeholder needs, to help shape research to answer their questions. The possibility of working with regional research centers to organize roundtable discussions in local areas was discussed. 
Ken Johnson agreed to work with Dan Lichter on writing an introductory section to the proposal that would set the rural-demographic context of the Great Recession. He and Dan would also contribute to writing up the agenda covering Population Redistribution. Marlene agreed to work with Peter Nelson on writing the section on Housing and Demographic Change. Richelle agreed to help with the section describing the committee’s engagement agenda. There is still a need for someone to write the Community Well Being section. John agreed to coordinate and send out more specific assignments, and the committee agreed on a November 1 deadline for sections to be completed.

Final business
After lunch, the committee discussed funding strategies for members. Many members currently do not receive funds for participating in W2001 and Lou encouraged everyone to explore options within each of their state programs. 
The committee agreed to hold next year’s meeting in Ithaca, NY, during the second or third weekend in September. New officers were selected:
Richelle: chair

Scott: local arrangements

John: secretary

The committee thanked Tim and Joachim for their work organizing the meeting, and Tim adjourned the meeting at 2:00.
