University of Warwick, Department of Sociology, 2012/13
SO 326: POPULATION AND SOCIAL CHANGE (Richard Lampard)

Questions for the Week 6 seminar on historical nuptiality

(i) What was the “(Western) European Marriage Pattern”?

Key reading: Alter, G. 1991. ‘New perspectives on European marriage in the Nineteenth century’, Journal of Family History 16.1. [Available as an online course extract].

(Also relevant: Other articles in the Journal of Family History 16.1 (1991)).
(ii) How did the relationships between incomes/prices, nuptiality, and marital fertility act as a preventive check on population growth? Was this still the case after 1750?

Key reading: Goldstone (1986). [See overleaf for a note regarding graphs in this article; the journal/issue is available online via the Library catalogue; if you have difficulty opening the .pdf file, try saving it on the PC that you are using and opening it from there].
Also relevant: Wrigley (1987) [Available as an online course extract]; Schofield (1989) [There are 5 copies of the relevant book (Walter and Schofield) in the Library].

(Full reference for key reading: Goldstone, J. 1986. ‘The Demographic Revolution in England: a Re-examination’, Population Studies 40.1: 5-33.)
Though Goldstone is the most important thing to read, it is detailed and quite technical and thus it may be better to skim through it (at least initially) rather than read it on a ‘word by word’ basis. Wrigley and/or Schofield may be useful back-up readings; Schofield is in part a critique of Goldstone’s views. 

*******

If you are particularly interested in the way in which marriage has changed over recent centuries (and possibly as an antidote to the ‘technical’ nature of Goldstone’s paper!), you might be interested in looking at the additional material below, which would perhaps give you a feel for historical marriage patterns and/or for whether getting/being married means the same now as it used to mean.

· Material relating to the use of micro-level narratives to shed light on age at marriage and to critique narrowly economic accounts of changing nuptiality patterns.

Suggested reading(s): King, S. 1999. ‘Chance Encounters? Paths to Household Formation in Early Modern England’, International Review of Social History 44.1: 23-46. [Plus the articles by Gillis, Wall and King (again) that follow it.] [Journal/issue available online via Library catalogue].
· Material looking at how the process of marital formation, and also marriage as a relationship, were different in the past (say, in about 1800) from the way that they are now.

Suggested reading: Gillis, or Stone, or Macfarlane, or Shorter (see Reading List).
Note on meaning of graphs within the Goldstone paper

Figure 1 on p13 acts as a point of reference for Figure 2 on p14. Its two parts illustrate the patterns of demographic change over time that would occur if (a) the fertility rate responds to the population growth or decline caused by a change in the mortality rate, in which case fertility is exercising a ‘preventive’ control over/check on population growth, and (b) the mortality rate responds to the population growth or decline caused by a change in the fertility rate, in which case mortality is exercising a ‘positive’ control over/check on population growth. (Note that movement along the black lines in the direction of the arrows indicates the passage of time).

Goldstone suggests that the kind of ‘clockwise’ loop visible in part A of Figure 1, which corresponds to (approximate) stability in population growth (homeostasis) caused by a ‘preventive check’ through changes in the fertility rate, can (broadly speaking!) be seen in Figure 2 for the period 1551-1751. Hence he suggests that the ‘preventive check’ model of population change is of relevance up until 1751. However, the stretch of the dotted line from 1751-1816 corresponds to (slightly) increasing life expectancies increasing population growth WITHOUT the fertility rate imposing a corresponding ‘preventive check’, but with fertility instead growing in a marked and sustained way. 

This period (1751-1816) corresponds to the first half or so of the second stage of the three stage ‘model’ described in the lecture – in this second stage employment-related changes were driving age at marriage down and hence fertility up, without the resulting population growth affecting the economic circumstances of the population in an adverse way that would drive age at marriage up (and hence fertility down) again.

