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RURAL POPULATION CHANGE MATTERS,  
BUT DEMOGRAPHY IS NOT DESTINY

Summary
Change, not stability is the normal situation for rural population in Po-

land, throughout Europe and in other more developed parts of the world. 
Rural communities experience population growth, decline, and/or increas-
ing socio-demographic diversity in ways that challenge local institutions 
such as labor markets, schools, health care and local government. However, 
even though demographic changes can induce changes in other social and 
economic domains, demography is not destiny. Changes in population size 
and composition do not automatically and mechanistically result in changes 
in economic activity, poverty rates, farm land conversion, air and water pol-
lution, and/or the utilization of government services. Rather, the impacts of 
population change are mediated by social structure, and by the larger national 
and international contexts in which rural localities are embedded. This article 
describes the main demographic trends and changes being experienced by 
rural Europe at the present time, and examines their potential impact on rural 
people and communities. I closely examine three of these trends that pose 
challenges and opportunities for rural communities: (a) population growth 
and international migration, (b) population ageing, and (c) urbanization and 
counter-urbanization. Then, using the case study of education, I explore the 
multiple outcomes that may result from changes in the size and composition 
of rural population at the community level.
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INTRODUCTION

Change, not stability is the normal situation for rural population in Poland, 
throughout Europe and in other more developed parts of the world. Even as the 
rate of change in population size stabilizes, rural populations experience dramatic 
changes in demographic and socioeconomic composition. Rural communities 
experience population growth, decline, and/or increasing socio-demographic 
diversity in ways that challenge local institutions such as labor markets, schools, 
health care and local government. As Brown and Schafft (2011: 220) observed,  

“More, fewer and/or different kinds of people affect the need and demand for various 
goods and services, thereby stressing institutional capacity, enhancing, or in the case 
of population decline diminishing the support of local businesses. New residents, 
especially when they differ in age, social class, or ethnic background can enhance 
creativity and other social resources, but increased diversity can also lead to social 
tensions and conflicts.” 

However, even though demographic changes can induce changes in other 
social and economic domains, demography is not destiny. Changes in population 
size and composition do not automatically and mechanistically result in changes 
in economic activity, poverty rates, farm land conversion, air and water pollution, 
and/or the utilization of government services. Rather, as shown in figure 1, the 
impacts of population change are mediated by social structure, and by the larger 
national and international contexts in which localities are embedded. Again, 
quoting Brown and Schafft, (2011: 220)

“The translation of demographic changes into enhanced or diminished rural wellbeing 
is contingent on the effectiveness and responsiveness of local institutions, and how 
rural communities position themselves with respect to external forces.” 
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FIGURE 1: Localities are Embedded in Macro Structural & Policy Environments

The purpose of this paper is to describe the main demographic trends and 
changes being experienced by rural Europe at the present time, and examine their 
potential impact on rural people and communities. After describing Europe’s 
“demographic headlines,” I will dig deeper into three of these trends that pose 
challenges and opportunities for rural communities: (a) population growth and 
immigration, (b) population ageing, and (c) urbanization and counter-urbanization. 
Then, using the case study of education, I will explore the multiple outcomes 
that may result from changes in the size and composition of rural population at 
the community level. 

RURAL ARTICULATIONS OF EUROPE’S  
DEMOGRAPHIC HEADLINES

What demographic trends characterize Europe at the present time? Are these 
trends and changes experienced in rural areas? How does Poland’s demographic 
experience compare with the EU-28 average? Europe’s “demographic headlines” 
include the following:

•	 Slow population growth which is mostly attributable to positive immi-
gration
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•	 Population ageing
•	 Slow urbanization or counter-urbanization

Population growth and immigration

With a population of 502 million in 2009, Europe’s1 population grew by less 
than 4% since 2000. Eight of 27 countries lost population between 2000 and 
2009, and only four grew by even 1% per year (Eurostat 2011). Poland and six 
other ex-socialist states in Eastern Europe lost population during the last decade. 
Net migration originating in other EU states, or outside of the EU,accounted for 
almost 2/3 of the EU’s population growth between 2000 and 2009 with natural 
increase accounting for the remainder. The importance of net migration has 
grown because of increased population mobility since the early 1990s, because 
of declining total fertility rates across the region, and an increase in the number 
of deaths resulting from an older age structure. Having said this, fertility is slightly 
on the rise since the mid-2000s, and lowest-low fertility, i.e. below 1.3 children 
per woman, has ended. Europe’s average TFR is approaching 1.6 as of 2009. 
This is still well below thereplacement rate of 2.1.2 Poland’s TFR at 1.4 is lower 
than the EU average, as is true in all but one of the other ex-socialist Eastern 
European nations (Eurostat 2011). 

SINCE 2000, EUROPE HAS RECEIVED SIGNIFICANT MIGRATION 
GAINS BOTH AMONG EU-28 NATIONS AND FROM

Outside. During the first decade of the 21st century, about 3.5 to 4 million 
persons migrated to and between European states each year. This is a substantial 
increase over previous decades. Migration has now declined from the 2007 highs 
as a result of the recession, but it still accounted for over 2/3 of European popula-
tion growth between 2008 and 2009. Eurostat (2011) estimates that a little more 
than half of immigrants to Europe in 2008 originated outside of the EU, while 
the remainder previously resided in an EU-28 member state, but outside of the 
destination nation. Non-EU immigrants are about evenly split between more and 
less developed nations, with only about 6% coming from the least developed parts 
of the world as indicated by the UN’s human development index.3 Slightly less 
than 1/3 of non-European migrants come from Asia, about a fifth from Africa and 

1 By “Europe,” I am referring to the EU 27 unless otherwise noted.
2 The TFR is the total number of births expected of women during their child bearing years.
3 The HDI’s computation can be seen at the UN site at: http://hdr.undp.org/).



 RURAL POPULATION CHANGE MATTERS, BUT DEMOGRAPHY IS NOT DESTINY 139

a quarter from the Americas with the remainder coming from non-EU Europe, 
for example from Turkey and Albania (Eurostat 2013). 

While many European nations experienced strong net migration gains during 
the 2000s, this is not true in Poland and most other ex-socialist East European 
nations. In fact, Romania, Poland and Bulgaria and the three Baltic states send 
many more migrants to other European nations than they receive in return. Po-
land’s statistical office estimates that 1.4 million Poles live outside of Poland; the 
largest number in the EU (Wall Street Journal 2010). Only the Czech Republic has 
a net migration rate comparable to the EU as a whole. Other Eastern European 
nation’s had net gains of less than half the EU average. As a result, Poland and 
most of the other ex-socialist states have slow or declining population growth 
rates, and very low stocks of foreign born population. In fact, only .1% of Poland’s 
population was born outside of the country. Hungary, Lithuania, Romania, and 
Slovakia all have less than 2% foreign born compared with the EU-28 average 
of 6.4% (Eurostat 2011).In addition, net out migration tends to be selective of 
well-prepared persons. 

Does immigration affect rural communities, or is it strictly an urban phenom-
enon? Systematic studies of immigration to rural destinations in Europe are only 
beginning to be published (Jentch and Simard 2009; Kasimis 2010; Champion 
and Brown 2012). Research conducted so far indicates that while international 
migration is still mainly toward urban destinations, some migrants are beginning 
to settle in rural destinations as well. For example, Champion and Brown (2012) 
showed that the rate of international migration to rural England increased from 
.04% per year during 2001–2004 to .14% per year during 2004–2008.While this 
is still far below the immigration rate experienced by urban England (.51% per 
year during 2004-2008), it is not insignificant and a large increase over the recent 
past. Other studies of rural immigration have been reported in Greece (Kasimis 
2005; 2010), Scotland (de Lima 2009)and Finland (Partenen 2009).These stud-
ies show that economic immigrants are drawn to rural locations for a variety of 
reasons. Agriculture and construction are also well represented among migrant 
workers in rural Greece and throughout southern Europe (Kasimis, 2005). In 
Scotland, agriculture and construction are important sources of migrant employ-
ment, but so are tourism and care services (de Lima 2009). In addition, many 
migrants in rural Scotland have significant education, but are employed in low 
end jobs regardless of their qualifications. In Finland, Partenen (2009) reported 
that while rural in-migrants work in agriculture and construction, they also find 
jobs in the better paid ICT and health care sectors.
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Population Ageing

Europe is the world’s oldest continent. In 2002, 20% of Europe’s population 
was 60 years of age or older compared with 10% for the entire world. Moreover, 
the percentage 60+ in Europe is expected to increase to 37% by the year 2050 
while the world’s share of older persons will increase to 21% Asia and Africa 
are significantly younger than Europe, but even North America is noticeably 
younger. Poland’s population is aging like the rest of Europe (Fratczak 2011). 
The share of population age 60+ increased from 15% in 1950 to 19.6% in 2010, 
and is expected to reach 30% in 2030. Similarly, median age increased from 
32.5 to 38.3 between 1990 and 2010 with a projected increase to 47.9 in 2030. 
Population ageing is the result of low fertility, out migration of younger persons 
and aging in place of middle age persons into the older ages. Poland, including 
rural Poland, has experienced all of these factors.

Rural populations are aging in Poland and across Europe similar to, but 
slightly less rapidly than, their urban counterparts (Szymanska, Bieganska and 
Gill 2009; OECD 2011). Ageing, per se, is not the main concern associated with 
Europe’s aging population, rather it is the decline in the ratio of working age 
persons to those at the retirement ages. In Poland, for example, the total depen-
dency ratio (population less than 15 and 60+/population 15-59) is around 52 in 
2010 and projected to increase to 73 in 2035. In the absence of substantial labor 
productivity gains, a shrinking labor force in relation to retirement age persons 
will result in economic decline. 

Urbanization and Counter-Urbanization

Development and urbanization are typically thought to move in the same 
direction, e.g., population tends to increasingly concentrate in urban places as na-
tions develop. Moreover, the relationship between urbanization and development 
is thought to move in both directions; development contributes to urbanization 
and vice versa. However, the positive relationship between development and 
urbanization began to break down in more developed nations in the 1970s. Evi-
dence provided by Vining and Kontuly (1978) showed that counter-urbanization, 
the movement of people from urbanized areas and their suburbs to rural areas, 
was a widespread occurrence across western Europe and Japan, while research 
by Brown and Wardwell (1980) documented a similar trend in the US. Since 
the 1970s, there have been swings in the directions of net migration between 
metropolitan and non-metropolitan areas in advanced economies. For example, 
counter-urbanization has been continuous in the UK since the 1950 while the 
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USA experienced counter-urbanization the 1970s, concentration in the 1980s, 
deconcentration in the early 1990s and renewed concentration since then (Cham-
pion and Brown, 2012).

Internationally comparative studies of urbanization and counter-urbanization 
are difficult to conduct because each nation has its own system of statistical geog-
raphy including different methods of delineating urban and rural areas. However, 
country-specific studies, while not strictly comparable, can be placed in parallel to 
examine similarities and differences. As indicated above, Champion and Brown 
did this for the UK and US showing continuous counter-urbanization in the UK, 
but only periodic counter-urbanization in the US. In Eastern Europe very modest 
counter-urbanization is the predominant pattern, but this typically results from 
overall population decline with urban decline being somewhat more rapid. Re-
cent research in Poland and Slovakia, however, shows that counter-urbanization 
resulted from urban decline and rural increase. In Poland, for example, the 
number of rural population has increased slightly since 2000 (0.2%) while urban 
areas experienced a slight decline (-0.1%). In other words, after several decades 
of urban concentration (Rykiel and Jazdzewska 2002), Poland is experiencing 
a period of very modest counter-urbanization (Szymanska, Bieganska and Gill 
2009; World Bank 2013). Similarly, in Slovakia urban areas declined by 2.2% 
between 2001–2003 while rural areas gained by 3.0% The rural advantage came 
from net in-migration from urban areas (Mladek and Cupelova 2010). Hungary 
also experienced post- 1990 counter-urbanization, but mostly as a result of sub-
urbanization rather than genuine rural growth and in-migration (Brown 2012). 

Regardless of the overall balance of urban-rural migration, and resulting 
relative rates of rural and urban population change, some types of rural regions 
have been growing consistently for several decades. Areas rich in amenities grow 
faster than other rural areas because they often become centers for recreation and 
tourism (Krannich and Perzelka 2003; McGranahan 1999). Subsequently, some 
resort areas eventually become destinations for older, typically well off, migrants 
(Brown et al 2011). In addition, rural areas located within the commuting range 
of expanding urban labor markets have been shown to have a growth advantage 
over more remote areas (Johnson and Cromartie 2006).
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DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS AND CHANGES POSE OPPORTUNITIES 
AND CHALLENGES FOR LOCAL COMMUNITIES

The three population trends discussed above, separately and combination, 
transform the size and the age, sex, education, occupational, and ethnic compo-
sition of rural and urban communities. These changing demographic attributes 
shape community needs and demands for goods, services, economic opportuni-
ties, as well as patterns of consumption, life style and social behavior. Changes 
in population size and composition impose requirements and limitations on each 
community institution from schools to health facilities to local government, the 
labor market and other aspects of local economy. This is true in both urban and 
rural communities, but especially so in rural areas where relatively small size, 
geographic isolation, sparse settlement or some combination of these factors act 
as limiting or facilitating forces. Public policy makers, local officials, and busi-
ness leaders use information on the amount and rate of population change, and 
demographic composition and change to carry out their responsibilities and to 
plan for the future. 

While it is indisputable that changes in population size and composition af-
fect institutional performance at the local community level, population changes 
do not automatically or mechanistically induce institutional changes. Rather, the 
impacts of population changes are mediated by a community’s social organiza-
tion as well as by the larger structural and policy environments in which places 
are embedded. The same demographic changes can have divergently different 
results in different communities depending on whether an issue is considered to 
be a high priority by local residents, e.g., is socially salient; whether leaders are 
willing to spend their political capital to solve an issue, and if proposed solutions 
are economically feasible given a community’s fiscal capacity. Social salience, an 
issue’s priorityand the acceptability of alternative solutions vary across a commu-
nity’s population. Education, health care, roads, bridges, street lighting, parks and 
recreational facilities, police and public safety, etc. are important, but not equally 
so to everyone. Accordingly, elected and appointed officials must be responsive 
to citizen sentiments when they decide to build new sidewalks or expand a sewer 
systemin new residential subdivisions; expand or contract schools;build, expand 
or close a jail, or hire more or fewer first responders. In other words, leaders are 
not willing to spend their political capital if they do not believe that community 
residents, including voters, support their decisions. Moreover, regardless of an 
issue’s salience and leaders political will to engage with it, sufficient economic 
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resources must be available to enact policies, fund programs or/and build new 
infrastructure. 

Case Study: How Demographic Change Affects Education  
at the Local Level

Lower fertility, as experienced in Poland and throughout Europe, results in a 
diminished share of school age persons in national and local populations. More-
over, since migration is selective of working age persons, out-migrants take their 
children with them, as well as their potential to have additional children. Hence, 
communities, rural or urban, experiencing low fertility and/or net outmigra-
tion also see their school age populations shrink as a share of total residents. In 
contrast, destinations attracting international migrants typically see their school 
age populations increase. This is relatively unimportant in Poland because few 
Polish communities attract international migration. In fact, less than 2% of Po-
land’s population is foreign born compared with an average of over 8% across 
the EU-28 nations (Munz 2008).

How are Polish communities responding to these demographic changes? Is 
a diminished share of school age population seen as a “demographic dividend” 
reducing the need for expenditures on education and other youth related services, 
or does a decline of school age persons in a community result in school closures, 
diminished services for youth, or/and greater demands for parents to subsidize 
public funding? As indicated above, the answer varies across communities be-
cause of differences in the perceived importance of education, the political will 
of leaders to engage with the problem in creative ways, and having sufficient 
fiscal capacity to implement reforms. 

Between 1999 and 2000, Poland decentralized much of its responsibility for 
education to local governments. By 2001, Levitas and Herczynski (2001) showed 
that local governments were financing at least 25% of the costs of schools out 
of their own revenues4. The national government retained the responsibility of 
paying teachers’ wages, but other costs of instruction and infrastructure increas-
ingly fell to localities. Moreover, even as early as 2001 the evidence showed 
that the national government was having problems keeping its bargain to pay 
teachers’ salaries (Levitas and Herczynski 2001). While many experts believe 
that the decentralization of education in Poland has been successful, the financial 

4	 This,	of	course,	is	significant	compared	with	pre-1989,	but	low	in	comparison	with	some	other	
nations. For example, almost 95pct. of education expenditures are by state and local governments 
in the United States.
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responsibilities of the central government and the localities are “imprecisely de-
fined” (Herbst and Mikolaj 2008). This provokes conflicts and tensions between 
the central and local governments, and inequalities in the quality of education 
provided in communities located at varying regions and rural-urban locations. 

In 2000, a national system was developed to allocate educational spending 
to local governments. The “general subsidy for territorial self-government” uses 
a complex algorithm with almost 40 variables including the size and change 
of school age populations (EURYDICE 2010). As early as 2001, Levitas and 
Herczynskiobserved that the value of the national guarantee had been eroded 
by demographic shifts, and especially by the diminishing number of students in 
rural communities.5 Hence, with reduced subsidy from the national level, or at 
least increased uncertainty about its provision, local governments with declining 
student age populations face difficult choices. The question, then, is whether one 
would expect all places experiencing a decline in the share of school age popula-
tion to respond similarly to such changes. If the answer is yes, then “demography 
is destiny” because variability in loc al conditions would not seem to mediate the 
impacts of the declining student populations. If places differ in their responses to 
a decline in the share of school age persons, then demography is NOT destiny. In 
other words, one would expect a variety of responses to school age population 
decline because localities have differing fiscal capacities, give differing priority to 
education especially in comparison with other pressing issues, and local officials 
are not necessarily willing to stake their careers on education-related decisions. 

FIGURE 2: Outmigration of Young Adults can Affect School Systems

5 By community I mean gminas which are the basic unit of local government in Poland. 
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Figure 2 shows the variety of responses that may occur when a community 
experiences a decline in the share of its population at the school ages. One out-
come, obviously, is to close the school and send remaining students elsewhere. 
This can be done by simply shutting the doors, or by consolidation with a neighbor. 
Another alternative is for the school to remain open, but to increase the teacher 
to student ratio, or to reduce scholastic enrichment. Schools can also retain their 
entire curriculum, but at a higher per pupil cost. In the current Polish system this 
would mean increasing the local share of educational expenditures to fund the 
higher per pupil cost. Finally, there are a number of inter-community coopera-
tive schemes that can reduce the cost of education in particular locations while 
retaining reasonable access to a full range of educational opportunities for local 
students. For example, several schools can share the cost of centralized administra-
tive functions, or they can develop collaborative relationships with neighboring 
communities where different schools specialize in providing different parts of 
the curriculum. Of course, in this case, additional transportation is necessary to 
articulate student demand with these courses. 

Evidence from New York State shows that jurisdictions with declining or stag-
nant school age populations, even ones that are located close to each other,often 
choose different paths to adapt to their changed demographic situations. A study 
by the Cornell Program of Applied Demographics (2012) compared the seven 
school districts located fully or partly within Tompkins County.6 All seven of the 
districts have either lost student age population, were projected to do so in the 
near future, or had stagnant enrollment. However, the research showed a number 
of different responses to reasonably similar demographic situations. All seven 
districts have experienced a growth in expenditures, but some increased much 
more than others. Most interestingly, none of the declining districts reduced their 
expenditures, but certain ones increased their expenditures much more dramati-
cally than others. In addition, two nearby school districts have recently announced 
that they are considering merging in the near future(Jamieson 2013).7 Clearly, 
demography is not destiny in Tompkins County, New York. 

6 Counties are similar to Polish gminas. School districts are special governments within 
counties. Tompkins County, with a population of approximately 100,000, includes all or parts of 
seven school districts.

7 And one of these two districts is the result of a previous consolidation.
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CONCLUSIONS

The education case study provides a clear example of how the varying na-
ture of social organization mediates the influence of population change across 
different communities. Changes in population size and composition are neither 
good nor bad. They can both facilitate and limit social and economic change, 
and their influence is often indirect. An ageing population, for example, has no 
meaning in and of itself, but population ageing can result in enhanced medical 
facilities, economic opportunities in care industries, higher levels of consumer 
demand for particular products and services, and high levels of volunteerism 
and social entrepreneurship in one community while a similar degree of ageing 
may be experienced as a “care and pensions” issue somewhere else. Hence, the 
same demographic trends and changes may result in entirely different results 
across places with different histories, economic structures and local institutions, 
especially local governments with varying degrees of fiscal, technical and other 
kinds of capacity. In this paper, I have emphasized the importance of social 
salience, political will and economic capacity in mediating the impact of popu-
lation change in local communities, both urban and rural. I have indicated that 
the way localities adapt to demographic change depends on an issue’s salience 
as perceived by local residents, the willingness of local leaders to engage with 
the issue, and the capacity of local government to allocate resources and provide 
technical knowhow to develop and implement plans and programs that respond 
to the population-induced need. In other words, the impacts of population in local 
society are neither mechanistic not automatic. Citizens and leaders must define 
population change as important, choose between alternative forms of action (or 
inaction), and allocate fiscal, human and other types of resources to address the 
situation. 

As indicated in figure 1, the way in which local communities respond to 
population change can either result in enhanced well-being, or in greater social 
and economic deprivation. Figure 1 also demonstrates that the local impacts of 
population change are influenced by the wider regional, national, and interna-
tional context in which local society is embedded. To return to the education case 
study offered earlier in this paper, local education in Polish gminas is strongly 
affected by the nation’s School Education Act of 1991, and by the way in which 
the general subsidy from the State budget is affected by periodic adjustments of 
the funding algorithm used by the government to allocate resources (Levitas and 
Herczynski 2001). Local education is also affected by EU policies and regula-
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tions that stipulate compliance with a wide variety of European standards with 
respect to educational equity. 

To conclude, population change is important, very important, but demogra-
phy is not destiny. Local communities are continually experiencing population 
trends and changes, but they do not simply absorb them. Rather communities 
have “agency.” Community institutions frame their responses to more or fewer 
persons, to population ageing, or to an influx of population that is racially or/and 
ethnically different. Moreover, communities differ in the levels of social, human, 
economic and natural resources they can bring to bear on population related 
situations. Different communities make different decisions -- one size does not 
fit all when it comes to responding to population change. The basic point is that 
local communities are not simply passive recipients of population change, they 
respond actively in multiple ways some of which lead to enhanced well-being 
while others diminish social and economic security and community sustainability. 
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David L. Brown

ZAGADNIENIE ZMIANY W POPULACJI WIEJSKIEJ.  
DEMOGRAFIA NIE JEST (JEDYNYM) PRZEZNACZENIEM

S t r e s z c z e n i e

Nie	stabilizacja,	lecz	zmiany	są	sytuacją	sprzyjającą	populacjom	wiejskim	w	Polsce,	poprzez	
Europę,	a	także	w	innych,	lepiej	rozwiniętych	częściach	świata.	Społeczności	wiejskie	doświad-
czają	wzrostu	populacyjnego,	spadku,	a	także	nasilenia	społeczno-demograficznego	różnicowania	,	
rzucając	tym	samym	wyzwanie	instytucjom	lokalnym,	takim	jak	rynki	pracy,	szkoły,	ośrodki	służby	
zdrowia	i	samorządy	lokalne.	Mimo,	że	zmiany	demograficzne	pociągają	za	sobą	zmiany	innej	
natury,	również	w	obszarze	gospodarczym,	demografia	nie	jest	jedynym	przeznaczeniem.	Zmiany	
natężenia	i	składu	populacji	nie	pociągają	za	sobą	ani	automatycznych,	ani	mechanistycznych	wa-
hań	gospodarczych,	zmian	natężenia	ubóstwa,	użytkowania	ziemi	rolnej,	zanieczyszczenia	wody	
i	powietrza,	ani	też	wykorzystania	służb	rządowych.	Zmiany	populacyjne	są	raczej	wspomagane	
przez	strukturę	społeczną,	a	 także	przez	znaczące,	narodowe	i	międzynarodowe	tła,	w	których	
społeczności	wiejskie	są	zakorzenione.	Niniejszy	artykuł	opisuje	główne	trendy	demograficzne	
i	 zmiany,	których	doświadcza	Europa	„wiejska”	dzisiaj;	bada	 także	 ich	potencjalny	wpływ	na	
ludność	i	społeczności	wiejskie.

Przyglądam	się	z	bliska	trzem	takim	trendom,	które	rzucają	wyzwanie	i	dają	szanse	społeczno-
ściom	wiejskim:	(a)	wzrost	populacji	i	emigracja	(b)	starzenie	się	oraz	(c)	rozwój	miast.	Następnie,	
stosując	studium	przypadku,	badam	wszystkie	te	rezultaty,	które	mogą	wynikać	ze	zmian	wielkości	
i	składu	populacji	wiejskiej	na	szczeblu	wspólnotowym.	

Słowa kluczowe:	Europa,	demografia,	społeczeństwo	wiejskie,	zmiany	populacji,	społecz-
ności	lokalne.
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