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A note from the PSG Newsletter Editor…. 
 
As always, a successful newsletter depends on each member of  
the specialty group. I call on everyone receiving this 
newsletter to contribute information on: upcoming 
conferences; funding opportunities; new data releases; and 
short essays on interesting population geography topics. 
Anyone  interested in contributing to the newsletter should  
feel free to contact me (alexander.vias@uconn.edu). 
 
I would like to acknowledge the generous financial support of 
the Geography Department at the University of Connecticut , 
in the publication of this newsletter. 
 
~Alex Vias             
 
 

 
 
 
1. PSG PRESIDENT’S LETTER   
 
 
Reflections on Professional Reproduction 
 By John Cromartie,  
 Economic Research Service, USDA 
 
As we gather this Spring in New Orleans, in part to 
celebrate and reflect upon 50 years of population 
geography, I find I could easily take up this entire 
column celebrating the strengths and successes of our 
specialty group.  I have derived a great deal of personal 
and professional satisfaction from working with, and 
getting to know, active members during my five-year 
stint on the board, and step down knowing that PSG is in 
very capable hands.  There is a surprising amount of 
work that goes on behind the scenes, from planning 
plenaries to signing checks, from laying out a newsletter 
to maintaining a listserve, from judging papers to 
amending by-laws.  All of these tasks have been 
accomplished by dedicated volunteers who find a way to 
wedge these activities into their incredibly tight 
professional schedules. 
 
This year, in addition to our plenary session marking the 
50th anniversary of Glenn Trewartha's presidential 
address, we are sponsoring or co-sponsoring 21 paper 
sessions on a diverse range of topics.  Thanks go to 
David Carr, our newest board member, for serving as 
coordinator.  As has been evident for the past several 
years, our sponsored sessions indicate that population 
geography remains strongly tethered to its core strengths 
in the quantitative-empirical realm at the same time that 
we are incorporating new perspectives and 
methodologies.  In addition to sessions on urban 
population structures, economic restructuring and  
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population change, and immigrant gateways, we are 
engaging with members of the Ethnic Geography 
Specialty Group on "deepening theoretical pathways and 
positions: heterolocalism, transnationalism, and 
migration."  We are connecting with the Geographic 
Perspectives on Women and Asian Specialty Groups to 
consider "difference and (im)mobility: transnational 
feminist geographies of migration." There is even a 
session on ethical issues (thanks to Ellen Kraly) in which 
one paper will challenge us to consider the threat of 
"geoslavery" caused by new location control 
technologies. 
 
Our inter-specialty ties make us a more effective group 
by allowing us to contribute to the vigorous theoretical 
debates currently encompassing much of geography.  
This year we are joining with nine other specialty 
groups, most in multiple sessions:  Asian (1), Cultural 
Ecology (2), Economic (1), Ethnic (5), Geographic 
Perspectives on Women (1), Latin America (2), Medical 
(2), Rural (3), and Urban (5).  All of these sessions 
provide a chance to broaden our horizons and extend our 
knowledge and views to a wider audience. 
 
If there is one concern I have over the future of 
population geography, it is my perception that we suffer 
from low student involvement.  It may seem strange 
coming from someone with a non-academic position, but 
I was lucky to serve for several years as coordinator of 
the student paper competition.  The concern arises from 
a nagging question: Why are there so few submissions?  
Every year, the entries were generally high quality, 
journal-ready papers, so that even in years when there 
were just one or two submissions, the committee never 
had any qualms about making the award.  The problem 
has not been one of quality, but of quantity.   
 
I pose a fair question for population geographers to 
consider: Is our rate of reproduction too low?  The latest 
membership data from the AAG office, covering dues 
payments during January-August 2001, shows PSG with 
51 student members and 165 regular members.  From 
this I derive a Professional Reproduction Ratio (PRR) of 
30.91 students per 100 regular payees.  This compares 
unfavorably with an average PRR of 43.47 among the 54 
specialty groups.  Only nine other groups have lower 
ratios, including Urban (the lowest at 10.69), 
Microcomputing, Asian, and Geographic Education.  
The highest rates come from Qualitative Research and 
Values (the only two with ratios above 100), Human 
Rights, Sexuality and Space, Cultural Ecology, 
Mountain, Rural Development, and (interestingly 
enough) History of Geography.  A strong correlation 

exists between PRR and the amount of dues required, 
with those requiring no dues averaging 62.3,  but the 
PSG is still 10 percentage points below the average for 
groups charging two dollars. 
 
I believe there are actions we can take to increase 
participation in the student competition and, by doing so, 
increase in one small way our attractiveness and 
exposure.  Teachers need to make every effort to identify 
and encourage potential winners.  We ought to consider 
raising the award from $100 to perhaps $250.  Extra 
publicity efforts, particularly in the form of multiple e-
mail reminders to members and multiple announcements 
in the AAG newsletter, always pay off in increased 
submissions.  Also, we need to follow up to make sure 
the winners get properly recognized in the AAG 
newsletter as well as our own newsletter and website. 
 
Other helpful actions that we need to consider include 
awarding more student travel grants to attend the annual 
meeting and establishing a student representative 
position on the PSG board.  We may want to start an 
annual "new perspectives" paper or illustrated poster 
session organized by and made up of student 
participants.  My challenge to the board and to the group 
as a whole is to make this concern of professional 
reproduction a point of discussion over the next five 
years and a priority of our communal efforts. 
 
 
2. NEWS AND INFORMATION FOR 
 POPULATION GEOGRAPHERS 
 
 
Happenings at the Census Bureau 
 A Column By Michael R. Ratcliffe 
 
Introduction 
  
Although we are entering the final phases of the release 
of Census 2000 data, there are a number of products of 
interest and use to population geographers and other 
social scientists that are yet to be released.  While we 
continue to focus attention on Census 2000, we should 
not lose sight of products derived from other programs, 
censuses, and surveys that keep Census Bureau staff 
busy throughout the decade.   These include data 
releases from the Population Estimates and Projections 
Program, American Community Survey, the Current 
Population Survey, 2002 Economic Census, Survey of 
Income and Program Participation, and American 
Housing Survey.   
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In this column, I focus on a few remaining Census 2000 
data releases as well as the urban/rural and metropolitan 
and micropolitan statistical area classifications, but end 
with a brief note on population estimates.  
 
Demographic Trends in the 20th Century 
 
One of the hallmarks of recent Census Bureau releases 
was the publication of Demographic Trends in the 20th 
Century.  This report provides a detailed look at the 
Nation’s changing demography over the course of the 
20th century and includes topics for which information 
was collected on the short form (complete count items) 
in Census 2000.  The report contains 240 pages of text, 
graphs, maps, and tables and is available in pdf from the 
Census Bureau’s website at  
http://www.census.gov/prod/2002pubs/censr-4.pdf or 
can be purchased through the Census Bureau’s Customer 
Service Center on 301-763-4100. 
 

[see short article below for more info on this report] 
  
County-to-County Commuting  
 
Current plans call for release of county-to-county 
commuting data in February 2003.  Like its 1990 census 
counterpart, the Census 2000 county-to-county 
commuting file will consist of two basic files: the first 
will provide for each county the number of employed 
persons residing within the county and subtotals by 
county of work; the second will provide for each county 
the number of persons reporting that they worked in the 
county with subtotals by county of residence.  
Commuting flows also are reported for minor civil 
divisions (MCDs) in the six New England states.  For 
more information, contact the Journey-to-Work and 
Migration Statistics Branch, Population Division, 
Census Bureau at 301-763-2454. 
 
Public Use Microdata Samples (PUMS) 
 
The U.S. Census Bureau will provide two sets of Public 
Use Microdata Sample (PUMS) files: a 1 percent 
national characteristics file and 5 percent state files.  
These files will provide a wealth of demographic and 
housing detail, while still protecting the confidentiality 
of individual respondents and households.  The Census 
Bureau will release the 1 percent PUMS file in March 
2003; the 5 percent PUMS files will be released by the 
end of September 2003.  As for previous censuses, data 
in the 5 percent PUMS files will be tabulated within 
public use microdata areas (PUMAs), each containing at 

least 100,000 persons.  Data in the 1 percent PUMS file 
will be tabulated within super-PUMAs of at least 
400,000 persons (super-PUMAs are aggregations of 
adjacent PUMAs).   Both PUMAs and super-PUMAs 
nest within states.  Geographic detail will not be 
provided in the PUMS files in order to protect 
respondent confidentiality, but Census Bureau guidelines 
for defining PUMAs and super-PUMAs recommended 
distinguishing between metropolitan areas and 
nonmetropolitan territory as well as between central 
cities and portions of metropolitan areas outside central 
cities whenever possible.  For more information on the 
contents of PUMS files, PUMAs, and Super-PUMAs, 
contact Paul Mackun, Population Division, Census 
Bureau at 301-763-2419 or paul.j.mackun@census.gov. 
 
Census 2000 Migration Data 
 
Current Population Division plans call for release of a 
suite of products providing Census 2000 migration data.  
These data are based on responses to the decennial 
census long form question on place of residence in 1995.  
Gross migration tabulations will include:  1) a gross 
migration summary providing counts of people 5 years 
and over, non-movers and movers, by region, division, 
state, county, MCD in New England, and individual 
metropolitan area; 2) gross migration summaries by sex, 
age, and race/Hispanic origin for the same geographic 
areas as the previous summary table; and 3) gross 
migration totals by general characteristics providing one-
way counts of non-movers, intracounty movers, and all 
in-migrants, out-migrants, and movers from abroad for 
each county (and MCD in New England) by selected 
characteristics.   
 
County-to-county migration data sets will include:  1) 
county-to-county migration flows, providing numbers of 
migrants between pairs of counties; 2) general 
demographic, social, economic, and household 
characteristics of county-to-county migrants; 3) two-way 
cross-tabulations of demographic, social, economic, and 
household characteristics of the migrant stream between 
counties (because of confidentiality concerns, these data 
will be restricted to county-to-county flows of three or 
more unweighted persons, and values will be rounded to 
the nearest multiple of 5); 4) MCD-to-MCD migration 
by selected characteristics providing counts of in- and 
out-migrants for the twelve “strong MCD” states (the six 
New England states as well as New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota) 
crossed by limited one-way tabulations of characteristics 
(age, race, Hispanic origin, household income, and 
household type). 
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Plans call for releasing these files and related analytical 
reports through Summer 2003.  For more information 
about Census 2000 migration data, contact Jason 
Schachter or Marc Perry, Population Division, Census 
Bureau at 301-763-2419. 
 
Urban/Rural Population, Housing, and Land Area 
 
Information pertaining to individual urban areas 
(urbanized areas and urban clusters) as well as general 
urban and rural population, housing, and land area 
information became available with release of the final 
National Summary File 1 in October 2002.  The final 
National Summary File 2, released in January 2003, also 
includes data for urban and rural areas.  Data for urban 
areas and by urban/rural now are available through 
American FactFinder and will be provided in the U.S. 
summary and state-level Population and Housing Unit 
Counts (PHC-3) reports due for release in 2003. 
 
Data users working with urban and rural data should 
note that for Census 2000 the Census Bureau changed 
the way in which it defines urban areas (and thus also 
the urban population and housing), relying almost 
entirely on population density at the census block and 
block group levels to determine the extent of individual 
urban areas.  As a result, many incorporated and census 
designated places are split between urban and rural 
territory, and data users may find that between 1990 and 
2000 individual urbanized areas may have experienced 
an increase in population and a decrease in land area.  
Information about the methodology and criteria for 
defining urban areas can be found on the Census 
Bureau’s website at 
http://www.census.gov/geo/www/ua/ua_2k.html.    
 
Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas  
 
The Office of Management and Budget (OMB) plans to 
announce definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan 
statistical areas, metropolitan divisions (in metropolitan 
statistical areas containing urban cores with populations 
of at least 2.5 million), combined statistical areas, New 
England city and town areas (NECTAs), NECTA 
divisions (in NECTAs containing urban cores with 
populations of at least 2.5 million), and combined 
NECTAs by the end of June 2003.  These area 
definitions will reflect the application of the 
Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Area 
Standards (published by OMB in December 2000) with 
Census 2000 data.  For more information on the 
definition of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical 

areas, contact Michael Ratcliffe or Paul Mackun, 
Population Division, Census Bureau, at 301-763-2419. 
 
Population Estimates and Projections 
 
December 2002 marked the end of the 2001 estimates 
cycle and the beginning of the 2002 estimates cycle.  
The Census Bureau released July 1, 2001 population 
estimates for Puerto Rico and its municipios as well as 
July 1, 2001 housing unit estimates for counties in the 
United States.  The Census Bureau also released July 1, 
2002 population estimates for the nation, the fifty states, 
and the District of Columbia, reporting that the U.S. 
population is now estimated at 288.4 million, up 1.1 
percent from July 2001.  Information related to 
population and housing estimates can be accessed on the 
Census Bureau’s website at 
http://eire.census.gov/popest/estimates.php. 
 
Mike Ratcliffe is Chief of the Population Distribution Branch, 
Population Division, US Census Bureau, located in Suitland 
MD. (michael.r.ratcliffe@census.gov) 
-------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
Population Geography Listserv 
 
The PSG listserve is supported by the Geography 
Department at SDSU and the address is 
AAG_PSG@typhoon.sdsu.edu, PSG members with any 
questions about whether or not they are on the list, or if a 
member wants to be removed from the list, should  
contact John Weeks directly at john.weeks@sdsu.edu.   
 
--------------------------------------------------------------- 
Census Analysis Tracks 100 Years of Change 
   Adapted from Census Release CB02-CN.173 
 
At the start of the 20th century, most of the U.S. 
population was male, under 23 years old, lived outside 
metropolitan areas and rented their homes. Nearly half 
lived in a household with five or more other persons. 
 
One hundred years later, most of the population was 
female, at least 35 years old, lived in metro areas and 
owned their homes. Most lived alone or in a household 
with one or two other people. 
 
These are some of the broad-scale changes included in a 
Census Bureau special report released today. The report 
analyzes data gathered in 11 censuses stretching from 
1900 to 2000. The subjects covered are from the Census 
2000 short-form questionnaire. Titled Demographic 
Trends in the 20th Century and released during the 
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Bureau's 100th anniversary year, the report tracks trends 
in population, housing and household data for the nation, 
regions and states. 
 
"Our goal was to produce a publication that appeals to 
people interested in the demographic changes that 
shaped our nation in the 20th century and to those 
interested in the numbers underlying those trends," said 
Frank Hobbs, who co-authored the report with Nicole 
Stoops. "We hope it will serve as a valuable reference 
work for years to come." 
 
Some highlights of the report: 
 
--The U.S. population grew from 76 million in 1900 to 
 281 million in 2000.     
--The geographical population center shifted 324 miles 
 west and 101 miles south, from Bartholomew 
 County, Ind., in 1900 to its current location in 
 Phelps County, Mo. 
--From 1900-2000, Florida's population rank rose more 
 than that of any other state (33rd to 4th place), and 
 Iowa's population ranking plummeted the furthest 
 (10th to 30th). 
--The percentage of the U.S. population age 65 and over 
 increased in every census from 1900 (4.1 percent) to 
 1990 (12.6 percent), then declined in Census 2000 
 (2.4 percent). 
--At the beginning of the century, 1-in-8 U.S. residents 
 was of a race other than white; at the end of the 
 century, the ratio was 1-in-4. 
--From 1980 to 2000, the Hispanic-origin population, 
 which may be of any race, more than doubled. 
--In 1950, for the first time, more than half of all 
 occupied housing units were owned instead of 
 rented. The homeownership rate in 2000 is 66 
 percent. 
--Between 1950 and 2000, married-couple households 
 declined from more than three-fourths of all 
 households to just over one-half. 
--In 1950, one-person households represented 1-in-10 
 households; by 2000, they comprised 1-in-4. 
   
The 240-page report, including graphs, maps and tables, 
may be accessed on the Internet at 
http://www.census.gov/prod/2002pubs/censr-4.pdf [PDF 
35M] or purchased from the Government Printing Office 
through the Census Bureau's  
              
 
 
 

   
 
3. RESEARCH IN POPULATION 
 GEOGRAPHY 
 
 
This regular section features occasional short articles / 
essays on research that might be of interest to population 
geographers. Researchers (especially graduate students) 
interested in submitting a short research piece should 
contact the editor. 
 
Ethnic Asians in Connecticut 

 
Paul Fernald 
Department of Geography 
The University of Connecticut 
 
Introduction 
 
Since the passage of the Hart-Cellar Act of 1965, the 
absolute increase in ethnic Asians residing in the United 
States and New England has been large.  As a region, 
New England ranks third in Asian Alone percentage of 
regional population and ninth in total population (2000 
Census).  Considering that thirty years ago only Boston 
had a significant Asian population in New England, the 
growth has been phenomenal.  Connecticut which 
borders New York, Rhode Island, and Massachusetts is a 
good example of regional growth of the Asian American 
population.  This article briefly surveys settlement 
patterns of ethnic Asian groups in Connecticut. 
 
Connecticut is situated between the international 
gateways of New York and Boston. The 2nd largest state 
in population in New England, Connecticut has 
historically drawn migrants to work in its manufacturing 
sector. The transformation of the state's economy since 
1970 has shifted employment opportunities and demand 
to the service and professional sectors.  Connecticut had 
the highest per capita income in 1990 and 2000 and was 
considered one of the most livable states due to its 
progressive economy, low business failure rate, educated 
workforce, and efficient connections (transportation and 
information infrastructure).  These characteristics have 
been positive draws for new migrants.  Another factor 
promoting immigration to the state has been 
international education services.  Many Asian students 
have attended graduate school in Connecticut and 
successfully applied for residency following graduation.  
Five universities in Connecticut (Yale, University of 
Bridgeport, University of Connecticut, University of 
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Hartford, and the University of New Haven) house 60% 
of the state's international students of which the vast 
majority are Asian. 
 
The increase in migration from South, East, and 
Southeast Asia followed the transformation of the state's 
economy.  This rapid growth of the Asian population is 
demonstrated by the increase from approximately 7000 
Asian Americans in 1970 to over 80,000 Asian 
Americans in the 2000 Census. 
 
Population and Settlement  
 
The Asian population in Connecticut is not 
homogeneous and represents several birth regions in 
Asia.  The Census Bureau disseminated figures for 26 
different Asian ethnic/birthplace groups.  Of the 26 
ethnic groups in the Asian alone category more than 
85% of the people are from six ethnic/birthplace groups: 
Asian-Indian, Chinese, Korean, Japanese, Filipino, and 
Vietnamese.  The Asian-Indian population is the largest 
in Connecticut, and also experienced the largest 
population increase between 1990 to 2000 of the Asian 
ethnic groups. This is in contrast to most other states in 
the country and the rest of New England where the 
Chinese have the largest population of the six ethnic 
Asian groups.   
 
The geography of Asian settlement in Connecticut can 
be examined in several ways.  For example, the 
settlement pattern of Asians in Connecticut has been 
primarily directed toward the metropolitan areas: 
Fairfield, New Haven, and Hartford counties. This 
settlement distribution of Asians among Connecticut’s 
towns partially coincides with White and Black racial 
groups. The amount of concentration differs for each 
racial group in towns with their highest populations.  
The white population has the lowest concentration 
percentage of 22% in the top ten towns while 41% of the 
Asian racial group and 71% of the Black racial groups 
are in their respective ten most populous towns.  The 
most variation among town settlement occurs between 
the white and black racial groups. 
 
Another way of evaluating population distribution is by 
investigating the residential dispersal of the Asian 
population through a comparison of the census tracts that 
did not record Asian population in 1990 and 2000.  
Census 2000 data show there are only 3 tracts that do not 
have Asians residents compared to 1990 when there 
were 122 tracts.  Ethnic Asian settlement is prominent in 
western Fairfield County suggesting the influence and 
dispersal of the larger Asian community located in the 

New York metropolitan area.  This region of 
Connecticut provides residential as well as business 
access to New York.   
 
Finally, focusing on each of the major ethnic Asian 
groups in 2000 show an equally diverse settlement 
pattern in the state.  The distribution of the ethnic groups 
was measured with a cumulative distribution curve for 
each group and choropleth mapping of ethnic groups by 
town.  The Asian-Indians are primarily located in the 
towns adjacent to the major urban centers and 
technology clusters in western Fairfield County, with 
communities established in the Hartford and New Haven 
regions as well. Chinese settlement is coincident with 
the university towns of Connecticut and during the past 
decade have also had a significant impact in New 
London County. The recent expansion of the casinos in 
southeastern Connecticut has created a flow of migrants 
from New York and Boston for the employment and 
entrepreneurial opportunities. Filipino settlement in 
Connecticut has a coastal orientation especially in 
Stamford (Fairfield County) and Groton (New London 
County), the location of the Naval Submarine base, 
Electric Boat, and the Coast Guard.  The Korean 
population is the most evenly distributed among 
Connecticut towns for the ethnic Asian groups while the 
Vietnamese are the most clustered with 40% living in 
Bridgeport, Hartford, East Hartford and West Hartford.  
Greenwich is home to 33% of the Japanese population, 
with smaller populations settled throughout the state 
suggesting the strong influence of commercial and 
professional ties with New York City.   
 
The association with settlement in Fairfield County and 
the other metropolitan areas of Connecticut is further 
reinforced by a survey of the 1997 Economic Census. 
Asian owned firms provide more than 2 billion dollars to 
the Connecticut economy and employ more than 11,000 
workers. The number of firms and sales and receipts for 
the Asian business community are highest in the towns 
of western Fairfield County.  There may be an apparent 
threshold population for growth of the Asian business 
community as the tremendous increase in Asian firms 
occurred from 1987 to 1997 coinciding with the largest 
influx of Asian migrants into the state.  Since 1987, the 
number of Asian owned businesses in Connecticut has 
tripled even though the rules governing inclusion in the 
Economic Census have become more rigorous. 
 
Connecticut's population composition has changed 
significantly over the past thirty years partially due to 
the in-migration of ethnic Asians.  Coinciding with the 
rapid growth of the Asian population is the increase of 
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Asian-owned businesses.  Not surprisingly the spatial 
concordance of Asian settlement and businesses appears 
to differ for the ethnic Asian groups and types of firms.  
This survey of Connecticut is indicative of the 
significance and pace of growth in the Asian-American 
community in New England.  Studies of relationships 
between population size, population growth, and 
business types may prove to uncover the relationships 
for the different ethnic Asian groups. 
 
Suggestions for further reading    
 
Connecticut Department of Economic and Community 
Development (DECD) (2002), 2000 Connecticut Market 
Data web Page, 
http://www.state.ct.us/ecd/research/CMD00/index.html, 
10/21/2002. 

Shanahan, Marie K. (1998), Asian Indians infuse New 
Energy Into State Economy and Culture, Hartford 
Courant, 19980125, on the Asian Factor web page, 
06/28/2002. 

Lambeck, Linda (2002), Indian population booms: 
Sharpest rise among Asians in Connecticut, Connecticut 
Census 2000, //63.147.65.112/census/asians.html, 
6/28/2002. 

Fernald, Paul (2002), Asians in Connecticut: A Spatial 
and Temporal study, Unpublished manuscript, 
University of Connecticut. 
 
 
4. ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
 
Call for Papers 
 
Applied Population and Policy is an international, peer-
reviewed, quarterly journal with the specific aim of 
blending applied (typically empirical) population-
oriented research with relevant theory and policy. We 
are primarily looking for broadly based (demographic, 
political-economic, socio-cultural) population analysis 
with a policy focus, written in plain English and 
accessible to a wide audience, particularly bureaucrats 
and policy-maker’s.  
 
The journal welcomes articles, book reviews, critical 
assessments of policy documents, and opinion pieces. 
Opinion pieces should present a well-argued stance, 
opening up opportunities for others to respond from 
other perspectives. 

The first issue will be published in September 2003.  For 
further information please visit our website 
http://www.openmindjournals.com, or, to indicate an 
intent to submit a paper, contact the editor (Dr Natalie 
Jackson, School of Sociology and Social Work, 
University of Tasmania) at either 
Natalie.Jackson@utas.edu.au or 
population@openmindjournals.com. 
 
To review the Author Instructions, please visit Author 
Instructions on the website. 
 
 
 
5. CONFERENCES AND MEETINGS  
 
 
Call For Papers 
 
XXth Congress of the European Society for Rural 
Sociology - 18-22, August, 2003, Sligo, Ireland 
 
Rural society, social structures and development 
Working group 4.1 Demographic Change and Rural 
 Restructuring 
Convenor:Dr.  Mary Cawley  
Department of Geography, National University of 
Ireland, Galway, GALWAY, Ireland 
(mary.cawley@nuigalway.ie ) 
 
The links between rural demographic change and the 
restructuring of social and economic systems form part 
of the discourse relating to multidimensional rural 
development. In particular, considerable attention is 
devoted to these links in official policy discussion and 
design and in lay discourses at local levels. The 
continuing reform of agricultural policies internationally 
and the impending enlargement of the European Union 
suggest that it is timely to explore the ways in which the 
links between demography and restructuring in the 
countryside are conceptualized and find expression in 
particular places. The support of  ‘viable’ population 
levels and social and economic structures in the 
countryside remains a core objective of development 
policies in many countries internationally. Enhancing the 
capacity of rural places to retain and attract population, 
particularly in the working age groups, continues to be 
identified as instrumental in sustaining local society and 
economy. In the European Union, such concerns have 
influenced the adoption of rural development as the 
second ‘pillar’ of the Common Agricultural Policy and 
were addressed in the European Spatial Development 
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Perspective published in 1999. Recommended survival 
strategies include the diversification of farming and of 
the rural economy more generally and the promotion of 
more effective urban-rural interrelationships in the areas 
of service provision, transport and communication. The 
countryside is, of course, differentiated and local 
demographic structures vary significantly between 
expanding urban fringe areas and remote locations. Even 
within the latter, differential capacities exist to attract 
retirees, second-home owners and counterculture 
migrants with widely varying impacts locally.  
 
This Working Group is designed to provide a forum to 
explore theoretical and practical issues relating to the 
theme of demographic change and rural restructuring. 
Papers are welcomed on any aspect of the theme but 
particularly with reference to: 
 
(i) conceptualizing rural demographic change and its 
implications for social and economic restructuring 
(ii) processes of rural demographic change and 
contributing factors  
(iii) social restructuring in the countryside 
(iv) demographic change and rural economic 
restructuring 
 

(v) the adaptation of rural service provision to 
demographic change  
 
Please send, by 1 April 2003, your abstract for a 
paper (no longer than 300 words). The list of working 
groups can be found here:  www.itsligo.ie/rural 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       
 
        #254902 
Alexander C. Vias 
Department of Geography 
215 Glenbrook Rd., U-4148 
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Do you have something you would like to 

contribute to the PSG Newsletter? If you do, 
please contact: 

 
Alexander C. Vias  

Editor, PSG Newsletter 
Department of Geography 
215 Glenbrook Rd., U-4148 
University of Connecticut 

Storrs, CT  06269-4148 
Phone:  860-486-2213 
FAX: 860-486-1389 

E-Mail: alexander.vias@uconn.edu 
 


