Family / Demography Network Suggestions

33rd Annual Meeting of the Social Science History Association

Miami, Florida, 23-26 October 2008

1. Roundtable:   Twenty-five years after Family Forms in historic Europe:  revisiting multiple family households, Richard Wall  richardw@essex.ac.uk
· Possibly Nikolei Saldisec?
· 1926 Russian Polar census, David Anderson and/or others

· Connect household forms and community involvement, and landlords and the household (Tracy Denison)

2. Stem Families:  the fate of the nonheirs (e.g. in the Netherlands), Richard Wall richardw@essex.ac.uk
· Antoinette Fauve-Chamoux?

3. The composition of nuclear families:  are they all the same type?, Richard Wall richardw@essex.ac.uk
4. The onset of the Second Demographic Transition, Michael Haines mhaines@mail.colgate.edu
· Ron Lestaghe?
5. Policing the Malthusian marriage pattern:  institutional influences on structuring marriage patterns, (? Organizer ?) 
6. One-child families and childless couples in the 1920s and 30s, Jan Kok jko@iisg.nl 
7. Re-aggregation as the family ages (e.g. groups of siblings), Alice Bee Kasakoff Kasakoff@gwm.sc.edu 
8. Post WWII to late 20th century Health insurance and mortality/morbidity, Bruce Fetter bruf@uwm.edu (Crosslist with the health network)
9. Doing Time:  Imprisonment and family building/formation (e.g. possibility of forming a marriage through having been in prison) 
· Australian – Tasmanian project.  (May be generalized to “Untraditional spouse-seeking”?)
10. What happens to families who borrow, Peter Baskerville, pab@uvic.ca 
· Crosslist with economic network.
11. Mortality and the Spanish Flu, Patrice Bourdelais Patrice.Bourdelais@ehess.fr   
12. Cuban-American families, Dan Smith  dansmith@uic.edu 
· Hispanic families

13. Analysis of height data, Kris Inwood kinwood@uoguelph.ca 
14.  East European populations and migration, Brian Gratton Brian@asu.edu 
· Demographic Institute in Vienna
15.  Demographic differentials among migrants and stayers, Gunnar Thorvaldsen gunnarth@sv.uit.no (Crosslist with migration network)
16.  Aging in the Urban Context, Mary Louise Nagata MNagata@FMARION.EDU  
17. Historical demography of aboriginals and colonizers, Lisa Dillon ly.dillon@umontreal.ca 
University of Florida Dept of Anthropology (for contacts, talk to Alice Bee Kasakoff)

18.  Making Old Data New: Opportunities and obstacles to the recovery and re-use of historical data, George Alter altergc@umich.edu 
Discussion of old demography studies and ICPSR

19.  Children, Gloria Main, University of Colorado Gloria.Main@Colorado.EDU 
· possibly Gordon Darroch

20.  Measuring fertility and mortality as the household  changes over time?, Hilde Jåstad h-jaasta@online.no 
21.  "How could poor, landless people marry and manage a family in the pre-industrial past?", Mary-Louise Nagata MNagata@FMARION.EDU
· Couples in 18th and early 19th century northern Protestant Europe were often prevented from marrying until they could earn the money to buy land and housing and prove they could provide for a family.  This concern has been the explanation behind life-cycle service and the marriage pattern of the Malthusian system.  Research in the Basque country and in Italy have shown that poor, landless couples were MORE likely to marry than the affluent landed because they did not have the status concerns of the more affluent.  So, how could they manage?  Were the northern Protestant communities wrong in assuming that they couldn't?

 

22. "Changes in the perceptions of married women and women's work in the mid 20th century: pre to post WW II", Mary-Louise Nagata MNagata@FMARION.EDU
· In the discussion for "Comparative western models of partnership in marriage and remarriage", the authors of the two papers on the US noted that perceptions of women's work after marriage changed dramatically after World War II.  How did they change and why?  Did this change occur in other places, or just in the US?

 

23.  "Impact of women's work and lifestyle upon marriage and fertility", Mary-Louise Nagata MNagata@FMARION.EDU
· The original question addresses the impact upon fertility, but marriage must be linked to this as well.  I would think women's work before and after marriage.

 

24.  The 1918-20 influenza pandemic - new perspectives, Elisabeth Engberg elisabeth.engberg@ddb.umu.se   Since the middle of the 1990s we have witnessed a boom in the number of research papers on the Spanish influenza pandemic of 1918-20. This renewed interest can to some extent be attributed to the increased pandemic planning efforts set off by the outbreak of Avian influenza 1997, that once again actualized the threat of a new pandemic. In comparison to the literature from the 1970s and 1980, two major research agendas in particular have given us new and intriguing perspectives: The first is sparked by researchers who have re-created the virus responsible for the 1918-20 pandemic in laboratories.  Insights provided by these researchers have started to provide clues as to why the Spanish influenza was so lethal. The second important research agenda in recent years concerns the effects of nonpharmaceutical interventions (like school closures) for reducing morbidity and mortality during an outbreak of pandemic influenza. This issue has come to be of crucial importance for contemporary planners who ask for evidence on the possibility of minimizing the negative consequences of a pandemic by effective public health measures. For this session, we particularly invite papers which use individual-level data to analyze the effects of non-pharmaceutical measures (like school closures, public gathering bans and isolation) and socioeconomic factors on morbidity and mortality, as well as papers that discuss local communities’ response to the Spanish influenza in more general terms.  We also welcome papers which may contribute to the understanding of why this influenza was so lethal to young adults while other outbreaks of influenza seem to have been most lethal to babies and old people.
25. The role of the media in outbreaks of severe infectious disease, Elisabeth Engberg elisabeth.engberg@ddb.umu.se and Fredrik Elgh fredrik.elgh@oru.se
 The ongoing HIV/AIDS pandemic, the spread of SARS in 2003 and recently the coverage of the worldwide spread of avian influenza virus (H5N1) bear witness of the crucial role of the media in shaping society’s response to outbreaks of severe infectious disease. The media informs the public, professionals, politicians, policy-makers and others regarding the situation and potential threats involved. The media pinpoints critical issues and acts as a catalyst for official reactions and commitments. Furthermore, the media communicates and forms the public picture of an ongoing epidemic. In contemporary society, the media not only supplies news and important information about an epidemic, but also frequently takes part in the actual control of disease and intervenes in political processes, influencing and creating public opinions and demanding authorities to take action. This intense psychological impact is especially strong during the initial period of a novel epidemic/pandemic. Such media interventions have not always occurred, and interesting comparisons can be made between the role of the media during the 19th, 20th and 21st centuries. In this session, we would like to address the changing role of the media in outbreaks of severe infectious diseases in recent history, as well as the processes behind these changes. We welcome papers discussing the media’s impact on professionals, politicians, policy-makers as well as on the public during serious epidemics/pandemics or other severe crises.
