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1c) Commission members by country as of 31 December 2007.  
	Australia
	9

	Brazil
	2

	Bulgaria
	1

	Canada
	1

	China and Hong Kong SAR
	2

	Egypt
	1

	Fiji
	1

	Finland
	1

	France
	1

	Germany
	4

	Ghana
	2

	Hungary
	1

	India
	1

	Italy
	2

	Japan
	6

	New Zealand
	3

	Poland
	3

	Portugal
	1

	Romania
	1

	Singapore
	1

	Spain
	4

	Sweden
	10

	Switzerland
	3

	Tunisia
	2

	Turkey
	1

	United Kingdom
	17

	USA
	14

	Zambia
	1

	Total
	96


 2. Meetings

2A. Meetings organized during the period 2004 - 2008 

	location
	Country
	dates
	Number of participants
	Papers presented

	Glasgow
	UK
	19-20 August 2004
	85
	37

	Singapore 
	Singapore
	13-14 January 2005
	30
	12

	Dundee
	UK
	10-11 March 2005
	30
	15

	Brisbane
	Australia
	3-7 July 2006
	120
	58

	Hong Kong
	China
	10 -13 July 2007
	90 (170)
	43

	Mannheim
	Germany
	8-9th August 2008
	25 (expected)
	15 (expected)

	Tunis
	Tunisia
	 12-15 August 2008
	60 (expected)
	20 (expected)


2B. Details of meetings: Questions addressed and key conclusions
Glasgow, International Geographical Congress, UK 2004
The congress was an opportunity for researchers from across all areas of the sub-discipline to present their findings in the final meeting of the IGU Commission on Population and Environment. As such the meeting did not form part of the main body of events organised under the theme ‘Population and Vulnerability’. The sessions held under the Commission banner were coordinated by Professor Alina Potrykowska.   In addition to several submitted papers sessions the commission hosted four sessions on on the theme Population, Environment and Sustainability. Key questions addressed included

· whether it is still possible to identify distinct demographic regimes in particular ecological different ecological regimes
· how links between population and the environment should best be theorised

· how population geographers should engage in the policy arena in addressing the impacts on populations of global environmental change. 

Many of these questions continue to have resonance in contemporary discussions about the human consequences of climate change, but little attention appears to have been paid by most academics (especially those in the physical sciences) to the answers proposed by the commission to these questions. Key conclusions reached in Glasgow and at other meetings include:

· the value of a geographical perspective in seeking to examine the interface between socio-demographic and physical-environmental processes  

· the difficulty of achieving understanding of population-environment interactions given the uncertainty surrounding the meanings that can be attached to most data on the topic 

· the need for researchers and policy makers alike to recognise the socially inequitable impacts of environmental change. 
· the need to engage with social theory in understanding how physical processes are researched and how impacts on vulnerable populations are interpreted by society as well as how ‘vulnerability’ itself is constructed.

· the need to engage critically with policy debates over human environmental change, recognising that national and international policies are usually shaped by those in positions of political power rather than by vulnerable groups in a population.  

It was therefore concluded that the valuable work of the Commission over the previous eight years laid a natural foundation for a new direction in population research. It was agreed that greater emphasis should be given by the new commission to the socio-cultural dimensions of population geography and that a programme of meeting over the next four years should focus on the theme of population and vulnerability. 
Singapore, 2-3rd February 2005 Meeting on ‘Asian transnational families’   

Asian Metacentre for Population and Sustainability Analysis,
National University of Singapore
The Singapore meeting  tackled the vulnerabilities associated with living in a transnational world in which family members are often separated by national boundaries but connected by strong cultural and social bonds. The particular context of the conference was the network of links established by ‘Asian transnational families’. The meeting explored the following issues:

1. Family Projects and Politics

The transnational family is often a strategy undertaken to accomplish specific projects intended to enhance the overall well-being or status of the family. Family members and resources may be mobilized and sited in different countries as a means to work towards a common end (whether survival or optimization). For many “Asian families”, the education of the children has become a major “project” requiring the relocation of one or more members of the family in a different country. At the same time, as the “family” is by no means a monolithic unit, it is expected that transnational projects undertaken by the “family” will encounter sources of tension and discord among family members. Ideological and material mechanisms may be employed to retain family coherence in the face of physical separation. 

2. Citizenship and Exclusion/Inclusion

Family relations stretched across distance today have to be managed in the context of the nation-state framework, which in most parts of Asia is predicated on the idea of a primary belonging to one society and a loyalty to one nation-state.  In the case of the transnational family, migrant family members relocating to a new country may lack proper documentation or legal status. Sojourning, while possibly extended for years, may not involve either integration into mainstream society or the likelihood of family reunification. As individual family members find themselves located in different nation-states with different policies governing the politics of incorporation (in relation to citizenship rights, labour rights, or the management of ethnic or cultural difference), the “family” which hopes to remain intact as a social, emotional and economic unit will need to respond collectively to make sense of, capitalize upon, or simply live with the different sets of conditions confronting individual members. 
3. Family Care-giving and Affection

The circuits of care and affection which sustain and (re-)construct transnational families can take many forms, including transnational motherhood, transnational fatherhood and the transnational caring of elderly parents.  Attention needs to be given to elucidating the affective aspects of families stretched across borders, showing how individual family members work out and articulate their love for a spouse, their care of children, and filial obligations to parents despite physical absences. In ensuring that the configurations of a transnational family actually “work”, there are certain costs involved such as missed family time, deferred careers, shortened childhood and broken dreams. This provides a necessary complement to other understandings of the transnational family which tend to privilege its rationality as a calculated strategy to minimise risk and maximise benefits.

4. The “Other” Transnational Family

Family arrangements today are not only complex and diverse; they are also often fluid and unresolved, with an increasing range in the types of households being formed.  In particular, the easier mobilities of today’s globalised world have engendered the increasing phenomenon of the “other” transnational family.  This may take the form of the “second family”, with what may be termed “circulatory spouses” negotiating lives between two families, one located in their homeland, and a second (legal or otherwise) in their country of employment or leisure.  The “other” transnational family not only raises questions as to how families are constituted and what the “institution” of “family” itself means, but also carry implications for gender roles and relations that take place within families.

5. Gender Identity and Generational Change

The potentially disruptive effect of physical separation on life cycles and inter-generational relations in the migration process is another aspect of the transnational family that must be considered.  Broadly speaking, we need to interrogate how gender and generational identities are tied to the kinds of dialogues that migration establishes between the old and the new, and the narratives that are passed from one generation to the next. Of key interest are issues such as how transnational families evolve beyond the first generation in terms of gender roles, relations and identities, how cultural values are transmitted between generations fragmented across transnational space and how such transmission is gendered, and the impact of parental migration on the (migratory) aspirations and welfare of the children “left behind”.  
Dundee, Scotland, 10-11th March 2005, ‘Making sense of vulnerability: social and critical engagements’, Department of Geography, University of Dundee

The Dundee meeting was designed to explore the key challenges presented to geographers working from a social theoretic perspective and with an interest in vulnerability. The initial purpose of the workshop was to help establish a stronger conceptual basis for the Commission in its exploration of the links between population and vulnerability, but taking place only 11 weeks after the Asian Boxing Day tsunami of 2004, the meeting took on a special significance. The meeting was organized by Professor Allan Findlay.   
Initially designed as a small workshop to consider social theory in relation to research on vulnerable populations, the meeting grew rapidly in size (with delegates from 10 countries) and focused more on nature-society relations than would have been the case had delegates not been very aware of the recent tsunami. While it was sobering to consider demographic and political dimensions of the recent tsunami, the integrating line of debate revolved around the longer-term issue of how relations between people and vulnerable ‘places’ and ‘spaces’ has changed over recent decades. How should vulnerability be theorised against the back drop not only of tragic nature-society events such as the tsunami, but also the socially and culturally-shaped dimensions of human vulnerability such as the Iraq war and the terrorist attacks of 9/11?.  

The starting point was to consider the many different forms of vulnerability and how these had been approached by population geographers, demographers, social and cultural geographers and environmental scientists. Vulnerable situations ranged from those associated with environmental risks and physical disease, to gender bias and the social exclusion of migrants. The main focus was, however, not so much on these disparate entry points to the study of human vulnerabilities, but on the shared understandings of the forces that shape vulnerable places and peoples. These were recognised to be socially constructed, not only by structural forces within the economy, but also by the society. By placing boundaries of meaning around individuals these social spatialities often locate people such as asylum seekers outside circuits of dominant social and geopolitical power. These vulnerabilities are not only socially embedded but also embodied, producing internal vulnerabilities that are every bit as powerful as externally imposed vulnerabilities. 

A major conclusion arising from the conference was that how we think about vulnerability is crucial in influencing the way that researchers study communities at risk. Research carried out with integrity on topics relating to vulnerable spatialities can no longer ignore the issues of essentialism, reductionism and the politics of positionality. Relational thinking undoubtedly demands that researchers consider how they engage with the ‘vulnerable’ in their work, being reflexive about their roles and actions. Nevertheless, situations like the tsunami, illustrated the ongoing need to engage in traditional forms of ‘mapping’ the spaces where populations face high, and multiple, risks of exposure either to so-called ‘natural hazards’ or to socially produced threats. Equally the tsunami illustrates very well how uncertain are quantitative measures such as mortality rates, so often used by population geographers. This can be readily illustrated simply by the large numbers of victims of the tsunami whose bodies were never found and who are still recorded as missing. In this, as in other metrics, there is now therefore recognition of the greater uncertainty of meaning that surrounds maps of vulnerability. But equally it is recognised that uncertainty is not an adequate reason to abandon ‘mapping’ what is knowable.  

Brisbane, International Geographical Union Regional Congress, 3-7th July 2006

The IGU Regional Meeting in Brisbane gave an opportunity for the Population and Vulnerability Commission to meet with the full spectrum of human and physical geographers for the first time since its constitution at the Glasgow Congress. Large audiences attended the eight main sessions (45 papers) organised for the Commission by Professor Richard Bedford (Waikato, New Zealand) in relation to specific physical hazards such as fires, floods and storm events such as Hurricane Katrina. Several sessions were also organised in association with UNESCO’s Asia Pacific Migration Research Network, headed by Professor Iredale (ANU) and tackled other types of vulnerabilities such as those associated with families dependent on the international migration of groups such as soldiers, domestic servants etc. 

One of the main highlights of the Brisbane conference was however the joint session (with other Commissions of the IGU) held on the theme Transnationalism: Comparative Perspectives. This session, co-ordinated by Dr Kevin Dunn (University of New South Wales), explored some of the social theoretic perspectives identified at the earlier Dundee meeting. Interesting questions identified from the sessions included: 

· How are some of the unfamiliar embodiments of transnationalism negotiated?

· What are the embodied experiences of transnationalism narrated by so-called vulnerable groups?  

· How can the sexualised politics of female transnational migrants be best understood?
Hong Kong, 10-13th July 2007, Chinese University of Hong Kong, Hong Kong

This meeting was held jointly as part of the series of International Conferences on Population Geographies. It was the largest meeting of population geographers ever held and was organised with great professionalism by Professor Jianfa Shen (Chinese University of Hong Kong). Within the conference the IGU commission organised three parallel themes. 

Hong Kong Theme 1 : ‘Love and Mobility in the Time of Globalisation’
The somewhat unusual (at least where population geography is concerned) theme of ‘Love and Mobility in the Time of Globalisation’ attracted a total of 14 papers. These were organised into three consecutive sessions at the conference. While most of the papers drew on the usual tools of population geography – census data and large datasets generated through quantitative surveys – in engaging with analysis of temporal trends and spatial patterns, there were also forays into less-trodden terrains, including social constructions of meanings and identities underlying relationships of love, care and intimacy accompanying the movement of people across space. The developed nations in Europe and Asia emerged as the main contexts for these discussions; the countries covered included Finland, Sweden, Spain, Switzerland, Japan, Korea, Hong Kong and Singapore, although the ‘nationality’ of migrants and movers involved in many of the papers spanned a much wider array of countries, including those of the global South.

The majority of the papers focused on the phenomenon of ‘international marriage’ in an age of increasing migration across borders, otherwise referred to as ‘multicultural marriage’, ‘transnational marriage’, ‘interracial marriage’, ‘cross-nationality marriage’ and the ‘globalisation of marriage fields’ in different papers. Obviously, the task of clarifying the terminology for this phenomenon with its varying inflections and nuances still requires more thought and work, something that population geographers may want to bring more firmly into the locus of population geography. The papers themselves yielded a number of interesting themes. Several papers emphasised the possibilities (or lack) of intercultural communication and exchange resulting from the rise of international marriages, as well as the breakdown of such unions through divorce and separation, and the fraught issue of ‘fake marriage’. Major points of discussion revolve around 

· the (re-)construction of hierarchies of ‘race’ and ‘nation’ at work in international marriage, 

· the structuring effects of government immigration and citizenship policies relating to ‘marriage migrants’, 

· the role of intermediaries such as commercially-oriented matchmaking agencies in shaping the contours of this phenomenon, and 

· the contested gender identities and practices that undergird both couple formation as well as the adaptation of women (and men) as ‘foreign wives’ (and husbands with ‘foreign wives’) after marriage. 

A smaller group of papers in the sessions focused on the negotiation of intergenerational ‘care relationships’ across distance. Three papers analysed the geographical intergenerational distance between children and their parents in the context of both immigrant and reconstituted families in Sweden as a developed welfare state; while one other focused on sons and daughters who contemplate ‘return’ to Hong Kong partly to care for their parents.

While in no way definitive or comprehensive, the papers presented in these sessions have certainly raised important questions and opened up potentially innovative fields of research in our quest for a better understanding of the way human relationships develop and evolve in the age of globalisation.

The theme was organised by Professors Brenda Yeoh (National University of Singapore) and Elli Heikkila (Institute of Migration, Turku, Finland) 

Hong Kong Theme 2
‘Global talent migration or new brain drain?’

 
The question ‘Global talent migration or new brain drain?’ illustrated the potential vulnerabilities both for sending regions and for migrants themselves of being engaged in an ever-evolving global labour market. The 10 papers were organised into two consecutive sessions on the first day of the Hong Kong meeting. Some papers reported changing trends in the scale of brain exchanges and brain drain flows, drawing largely on published government statistics while others analysed primary surveys and reported from interviews with highly qualified movers. 

Attempts to theorise the international talent transfers led inevitably to problematising the nature of the knowledge(s) being moved through the migration process. Discourse analysis provided the opportunity in some papers to deconstruct the meanings of talent mobility from the perspective of the movers themselves and indeed to question use of the term ‘talent’ itself. Not surprisingly there were contrasts between the impacts of talent loss experienced by the global south, and the debate over the impact of talent attraction strategies being played out in Europe, Japan, Australia and North America. Some papers revealed just how exploitative talent recruitment strategies are in the more developed nations, while others explored how countries such as Hungary have shifted to attract skilled workers from new sources to replace the loss of local talent to other countries. Very valuable case study material was provided from other countries including Australia, Singapore, Japan, UK, US, Sweden as well as China and Hong Kong.  

One particularly interesting theme to emerge was the nature of international student migration as a distinctive strand of global talent transfer. Globalisation of higher education has inevitably led to increased numbers of student moves – in some countries student in-migration outnumbers traditional labour migration. Most often, advanced societies appear to see international student recruitment as a means of cherry-picking the best brains of other countries for training for their domestic labour market needs. But sometimes the ‘student channel’ appears to have been used by movers seeking international work opportunities, but finding it only possible to get entry visas as students. It seems clear that a rich research vein has been opened up in the area of understanding better the drivers of international student migration.

One of the most interesting features of the day was the meeting of minds of researchers from different disciplinary backgrounds. The geography community was certainly enriched by the input from scholars in economic sociology, who brought fresh perspectives on structure-agency relations and on the power geometries at work in the movement of highly skilled migrants. This was true whether it be amongst Singaporeans or East Europeans positioning themselves for example in the London labour market, or amongst Japanese and German professions living and working in the USA. Many of these migrants, while aware of their relative marginality in social terms within their host society, had a strong sense of entitlement to work anywhere they wished on account of their talents and depended less on the social networks that empower less highly qualified movers. This perspective in turn is a refreshing challenge to those who view research on economic and political structures as the only way to understand the migration of global talent. There seems little doubt that the papers presented in these sessions raised important questions that merit further consideration and that the theme took thinking on the topic forward in new ways.  

The theme organiser was Professor Allan Findlay (Dundee, UK)
Hong Kong Theme 3: Demography and the vulnerability of populations
The theme located vulnerability as a phenomenon of late modernity with a key characteristic being the confrontation of danger at different scales. The 18 papers presented under this theme illustrated that risk and uncertainty penetrate all areas of social life and are evident amongst diverse demographic and socially constructed groups whether it be the ‘elderly’, infants or pregnant teenage mothers. Labels such as these in themselves illustrate that vulnerability is not simply experienced but is constructed as relating to demographic categories that society often deems as in some being part of ‘a problem’ rather than  resilience actors with diverse self-identities.  
Understanding hazard as a concrete danger capable of inflicting harm on individuals or populations and risk as the probability that individuals or population groups be affected by a hazard, the papers in the session examined how researchers examining vulnerability should also engage with people’s capacity to respond to hazard and risk.     Demographic factors in and of themselves do not create vulnerabilities, but in particular social and cultural contexts they become significant in minimizing or amplifying vulnerabilities. Thus, for example, connecting once again with dominant discourse relating to populations faced with global climate change, some papers recognised that there was a need to go beyond mapping either the pattern of risks or the exposure to environmental risks and to consider instead the core processes that make some populations more resilient than others in adapting to the many social and economic challenges that flow from climate change. 

The organiser of the session was Professor Daniel Hogan (Campinas, Brazil)

2C Meetings and other events planned by the Commission

Mannheim, Germany, 8-9th July 2008 ‘Spatial Challenges of future demographic re-structuring’, University of Mannheim
This meeting is being organised by Professor Paul Gans (Mannheim) is still to take place, but is planned as a pre-congress workshop to be held immediately before the main IGC meeting in Tunis. The event will address the many challenges arising from contemporary and future trends in demographic re-structuring. Global ageing, as a consequence of fertility decline and increased life expectancy, has been studied for several decades, but it now occurs in the context of other processes producing very significant and powerful social changes, such as those favouring a reduction in household size, and a rise in ethnic diversity (e.g. due to international migration). These trends can be observed at different spatial levels in both more and less developed countries and at different scales from the local to the national. They produce specific challenges for planners and policy makers (for example with regard to labour and housing markets, in changing demands for infrastructure and in terms of how integration of different population groups should be sought). The conference aims to bring together researchers interested in making theoretical and conceptual contributions on the topic as well as those with specific case study material that might point to some solutions to the challenges of population re-structuring.

International Geographical Congress, Tunis, 11th-15th August 2008
Three sessions are planned for the Tunis Congress
i) Climate Change and Population Vulnerability (session co-hosted by IGU Commission on Climatology).  The coordinator on behalf of the Population and Vulnerability Commision is Dr Alistair Geddes (University of Dundee, UK).  

ii) Migration and cultural identity in the Mediterranean world:
The coordinators will be Professors Maria Carmen Faus-Pujol (University of Zaragossa, Spain) and Alina Potrykowska (Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw, Poland).   . 


 iii) Population and Vulnerability:  There will be an open session at the Tunis IGU Congress based on the core theme of the commission, 2004-8. This will showcase the key findings of the commission over the last four years. In addition to three plenary papers, there will also be an opportunity for a small number of commission members to offer papers from their own recent research. The session co-ordinator is Professor Daniel Hogan (Campinas University, Brazil)  
3. Networking

3A Links with other IGU Commissions and Taskforces

As the report on meetings listed above has illustrated the commission has engaged with several other IGU Commissions and Taskforces. The Secretary of the IGU Taskforce on Vulnerability attended the Commission meeting in Dundee (March 2005). In Brisbane a successful session on Transnationalism was hosted with other  IGU Commissions. The 2007 meeting in Hong Kong involved a parallel session organised by the Commission on Global Change and Mobility and in Tunis it is planned to participate in a shared session on Climate Change and Vulnerability co-hosted by the IGU Commission on Climatology.  

3B Collaboration with other International and Inter-disciplinary Groupings, 2004-8

In addition to the collaborations listed above (eg with the International Population Geographies Conference series), several other important collaborations have taken place. In May 2007 the Commission co-sponsored a meeting entitled Pathways, Circuits and Crossroads: New Zealand Research on Population, Migration and Community Dynamics. The meeting was organised on behalf of the commission by Professor Richard Bedford (Waikato, New Zealand). This conference brought together researchers, policy makers and members of NGOs to review findings from recent research on population and migration funded by the Foundation for Research, Science and Technology (the main government agency for competitive research grants) and the Marsden Fund (a blue-skies research fund administered by the Royal Society of New Zealand).  The conference was sponsored by the Department of Labour, the Office of Ethnic Affairs, the Social Policy Evaluation and Research (SPEaR) Linkages Fund, and several research groups working on population/migration issues. Three international key-note speakers addressed the conference: Professor W.A.V. Clark from the University of California, Los Angeles ("Immigrants and the economy: two stories about sustaining growth in post-industrial societies"), Professor Graeme Hugo from the University of Adelaide ("The contemporary and future role of family migration in Australia") and Associate Professor Wei Li from Arizona State University ("Changing immigration, settlement and identities in the Pacific rim").

The conference was opened by the New Zealand Minister of Immigration, who outlined the major restructuring of New Zealand's immigration programme that is currently in train.  The three days of presentations at the conference were organised around the Government's three high-level priorities: economic transformation, families young and old, and national identity and social cohesion.  Presentations by economists, sociologists, geographers, psychologists, demographers, and political scientists, as well as policy analysts and evaluation specialists, provided for a very rich programme.

4.Publications

4A.Newsletters, Special journal issues and Books

Three electronic Newsletters have been produced during the commission’s life in 2006, 2007 and 2008. The current Newsletter Editor is Dr Elli Heikkilla (Turku, Finland)

Other Publications arising directly from the work of the commission include:

Population Environment and Development 2005 (edited by Alina Potrokowska), Prace Geograpfizne, 202, 225p. This edited collection contains 14 papers by members of the Commission. (ISBN 83-87954-9)

Special theme issue on ‘Asian Transnational Families’ Global Networks 5(4), October 2005 (see www.Blackwell-Synergy.com/links/toc/glob). These papers are a selection from the 2005 Singapore conference referred to above and were edited by Brenda Yeoh, S Huang and T Lam.  
Special theme issue on ‘Population and Vulnerability’ Population, Place and Space, 11 (6). These papers represent a selection of the presentations made at the Commission workshop held in Dundee in March 2005. The collection is edited by Allan Findlay.
A selection of papers from the ‘Love and Mobility in the Time of Globalization’ session, held at the Hong Kong conference in 007, are to be included in a book entitled International Marriages in the Time of Globalization. This book edited by Elli Heikkila and Brenda Yeoh will be published by Nova Science Publishers, Inc., New York. The manuscript will be finished by the end of 2008.
A selection of papers from the ‘Transnationalism’ session, held at the Brisbane IGU Regional Congress, are currently being edited by Kevin Dunn for a special issue of Population, Space and Place - due out in 2009. 

A selection of papers from the ‘Global Talent’ session of the Hong Kong conference are also currently under review for a special theme journal publication.
4B Commission’s URL 
The website is  http://www.arts.adelaide.edu.au/socialsciences/igu/index.html The website is managed by Professor Graeme Hugo. The webmaster is    Margaret.Young@adelaide.edu.au

5 Archival Contributions

The content of Newsletters have been deposited in the Home of Geography

6 Continuation
6A Commission Name – Commission on Population Geography
At the last two meetings of the Commission Steering Group the name of the commission from 2008-12 has been a topic for discussion. At the meeting in Hong Kong, after consideration of a range of alternatives, it was decided that the name ‘Commission on Population Geography’ should be adopted. This reverts to an earlier label used by the commission and has the advantage of widening access to the many members of the commission who view themselves as population geographers, but who do not feel that their research is particularly aligned with the theme of ‘vulnerability’. It also brings the Commission in line with the label used by those geographers who attend the International Conferences on Population Geographies which operates independently of the Population Commission of the International Geographical Union. It is therefore proposed that the new name be placed before the IGU Executive Committee at the Tunis Congress for approval. 

6B Commission’s Mission
The commission’s overall aim is to enhance understanding of population issues from the perspective of research undertaken by geographers. During the period 2008-12 the commission intends to foster population research through organising conferences and workshops of interest to geographers across human and social geography and those outside the sub-discipline who are interested in population, space and place. While nurturing research across the full breadth of population geography, the specific mission of the commission over the next four years will be to engage in greater depth on two specific themes. 

The first of these themes continues to be the relation between ‘Population and Vulnerability’ which was the organising concept behind the commission’s work between 2004 and 2008. The second specialist theme proposed for 2008-12 is ‘Population and Difference’. These themes are discussed in more detail in sections 6D and 6E.
6C Proposed List of Steering Committee Members, 2008-12
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Department of Geography
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Department of Geography and 
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National University of Singapore
Singapore
Tel.: +65-6874-5281

Fax: +65-6779-1428

email: geoysa@nus.edu.sg

Professor Dr. Daniel Hogan (Secretary)

Dean of Graduate Studies, Population Studies Center - NEPO

State University of Campinas

13081-970 Campinas

Sao Paulo, Brazil

Tel.: +55-19-3788-4729

Fax: +55-19-3788-4885

hogan@nepo.unicamp.br
Professor Elli Heikkila (Newsletter Editor, e-mail membership list)
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6D: Work Plan

The Commission has already laid plans for workshops and conferences that touch directly on the two main themes that have been introduced above:

Mobility and Successful Ageing. The workshop will be hosted by the Human Geography Department, University of Umea, Sweden.  The organiser of the meeting is Professor Gunnar Malmberg. The meeting will take place in Spring 2009. This workshop will be a direct development of the ‘Population and Vulenrability theme introduced above. 

The Commission plans to organise several themed sessions on Population and Difference at the next International Population Geographies Conference to be held in July 2009 at the Dartmouth College, Hanover, USA. The conference host is Professor Richard Wright (Dartmouth, USA). It is planned that the Commission’s sessions will launch the next four year phase of work on ‘Population and Difference’ (see more details of the scholarly significance of this work below)

Marrakech, September 2009: Professor Daniel Hogan, Secretary of the Commission is also organising  a themed session on Population and the Environment at the next IUSSP (International Union for the Scientific Study of Population) congress to be held in Marrakech, Morocco. This meeting provides an opportunity for population geographers to engage in a meeting whose focus lies outside the two main themes of the Commission, but who wish an opportunity to present their work on a topic that has a long history of interest in the sub-discipline.

Umea, Sweden, June-July 2011. A major meeting of the Commission is planned for 2011 when there with at least two parallel sessions based on the themes of Population and Vulnerability and Population and Difference. Professor Malmberg has kindly agreed to host the conference. 
6E Scholarly Importance of the Commission’s Work
The first theme is a continuation of the focus adopted in 2004. The Population and Vulnerability theme arose out of a recognition that populations are not passive actors affected by the physical hazards and risks presented by the natural and social environment. Social theory points instead to the recognition that people are ‘made vulnerable’ by social and cultural processes that disempower groups in a selective fashion. These groups can be identified relative to socially-constructed labels associated with a range of demographic, economic, social and cultural processes. 
For scholars engaging with the work of the IGU Commission on Population Geography there remain both many methodological challenges (for example how to work simultaneously with different kinds of knowledges of vulnerability) and also many problematic moral issues. How for example can one work with (as opposed to ‘for’) the state to bring benefits to those recognised as ‘in need’ without bolstering relational vulnerabilities or legitimising the injustices created by those ‘in power’? These and other practical issues will be debated much further in future conference sessions of the Commission. 

The desire to continue meeting around the theme of Population and Vulnerability also arises from the enthusiasm with which some geographers have engaged with research on the space and place-based dimensions of the social practices that make populations vulnerable. Key groups, often perceived as vulnerable, that have not as yet been the explicit focus of Commission meetings include for example ‘Older people’ and ‘Asylum seekers and Refugees’. Discussion of how these groups are made vulnerable and how resilience can be fostered and strengthened will provide the point of departure for future workshops and meetings on this theme. As noted above (6D) a meeting on the concept of ‘successful ageing’ is planned for early in 2009.  
The second theme of the Commission is Population and Difference. This theme provides an opportunity for international dialogue on a range of demographic issues pertinent to the present context of globalization. The theme emphasizes the rethinking of ‘population’ as a heterogeneous concept open to constant reworkings through diverse socio-cultural, political, and economic framings. The interest here is to interrogate the various intersecting inflections of ‘difference’ within population studies – nationality, ethnicity, race, class, gender, sexuality, age etc – and to appreciate how these arise from the shifting imaginaries, practices and experiences of inclusions and exclusions between groups and across geographic scales. Mobilities will, furthermore, figure as a major focus in these engagements, particularly for their increasingly salient role, not only in (potentially) intensifying social and economic rifts, but also making possible new ways of connecting across difference.

At least three broad sub-themes can be identified in line with the above agenda. The first concerns the social construction of identities, and the multiple agents, discourses and techniques involved in fashioning such cultural categories and fixities. Examples include studies on the (geo)politics of post/neo-colonial subjectivities, and the normalization of specific urban and national identities in the face of immigration. A second concern relates to the ways in which space, place and scale structure, and are structured by, population and difference. For example, feminist geographical research has demonstrated how politico-economic drivers have brought various gendered and other minority subjects into transnational networks of domesticity and paid work, and new relationships with the nation-state and other communities. A third broad area looks at how difference is experienced, negotiated and resisted in everyday situations. With the acceleration of globalizing processes, the possibility for the successful integration of ‘strangers’ will depend on a practical understanding of how social dynamics really unfold, not only in theory, but on the ground.
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