(europe)
[From Cambridge Anthropology, Vol.6 nos1 & 2 (1981)]

DEMOGRAPHIC STRUCTURES AND CULTURAL REGIONSIN EUROPE?
Alan Macfarlane

There is now a renewed debate within anthropology concerning the relation between 'culture’ and the
materid world. Even those who have been very heavily influenced by Marxigt thought now concede a
primary, or a least mgjor role to ‘culture however that is defined." The historical and contemporary
Stuation within 'Europe enables us to speculate further on these matters for there is a vast amount of
materia dready assembled concerning the relations between geography, economy, demography,
society and mentdity over the last thousand years. Thisisindeed arich laboratory for the anthropologist
and one tha is throwing up some intriguing chalenges. One of the curious findings of recent years has
emerged as aresult of work in demographic history. It is a pleasing irony that one of the 'hardest’ of the
socid sciences, concerned with the andyss of numbers of births, marriages and deaths, should be
nudging us towards thet redization of the importance of ‘culturé which, so some have argued, is the
specia contribution of anthropology.

The collgpse of many accepted beliefs about the nature of the European past can be seen within the
wider context of a retreat from arigid evolutionary framework in generd. It is very tempting for the
human mind to think in terms of 'dages, one of which will inevitably follow the previous one. This
gpproach, partidly modedled on Darwin's work on the evolution of species, has come to dominate most
of the socid sciences. In sociology the stages are called 'pre-modern or ‘traditiona’. From this societies
move through a 'proto-industrid’ or 'early modern’ phase to that of 'modern’ society. Within
anthropology the stages used to be cdled 'lower barbarism', "higher barbarism' and 'civilised. These
very roughly correspond to the more recent stages of "hunter-gatherer’, ‘triba’, ‘peasant’ and ‘industrid’
or urban. In the Maxis scheme the stages are some variant, within the context of Europe, of
‘pre-feudd’, ‘feudd' and 'capitaist’. If we add to this the other mgor theories of the mgor change from
community to association, from mechanicd to organic solidarity, from pre-industria to post-indudtrid,
we have schemes which conveniently map out the past and enable us to pigeon-hole the present.

One related scheme isthat elaborated within demography, namely that of the ‘demographic trangtion’,
an idea that fits shugly into these patterns. In what the sociologists call ‘traditiona’ societies, and
anthropologists include under ‘tribd' and 'peasant’, the demographers find the 'pre-trangtion'
demographic sage. During this phase there is a bdance maintained by high birth rates and high degth
rates. In the next period, when the 'traditiond’ and the 'modern’, or, in the Marxian scheme, the
‘pre-capitdigt’ and the ‘capitaid’ are in collison, we have an intermediary Stuation in which demography
aso combines some of the old and some of the new. Mortdity drops to the 'post-trangtion’ level, but
fertility remains high. There is consequently a population explosion. But when a society becomes fully
'modernised’, fertility also drops and a new, low-leve equilibrium with controlled fertility and controlled
mortdity is achieved.
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Although thismodel of demographic trangtion fits so nicely with generd theories in the socid sciences,
the recently acquired information we have concerning the demography both of nonwestern
contemporary populations and of populations in the past suggests that this modd is entirely inadequate.
We need at least three models to account for the demography of supposed ‘pre-trangtion’ populations.
Thereisthe classc case, described above, where perennia high mortdity balances high fertility. Thereis
a 'criss modd in which the norma dgtuation is for births to exceed deaths, the surpluses being
periodicdly eiminated by the Mdthusan scourges of war, famine and disease. Then there is a
‘homeodtaic mode, in which both fertility and mortdity are maintained below the possible celing.
Within Europe, it gppears that parts of France fit well with the ‘criss mode until the eighteenth century.
England from at least the fifteenth century appears to be the best documented example of the
'homeodtatic mode, in which both fertility and mortdity are maintained below the possible celing.
Within Europe, it gppears that parts of France fit well with the ‘criss mode until the eighteenth century.
England from at least the fifteenth century appears to be the best documented example of the
‘homeostatic model. Certain city populations fit the classic model of perennlai high mortdity. The
evidence to support these assertions has been briefly summarized esewhere® If they are true, they have
important consequences for the later patterns of population. In the case of the 'classic' pattern, it is
indeed likely to be improved nutrition and medica care which will lead to rapid population growth. In
the 'crigs pattern, it isthe dimination of war, famine and epidemic disease which will be most important.
Hence, for example, the introduction of new staple foods such as potatoes in western Europe in the
eighteenth century in the eighteenth century could be of centrd importance in diminating famine. In the
'homeodtatic' case, we are more likely to find, as the SSRC Cambridge Group for the History of
Population and Socid Structure are doing, that it is marita fertility petterns, and particularly the
reduction in the age & marriage, which is mogt significant. Until we know what the supposed ‘traditiond’
patternis, it is difficult to predict the results of socid and technica change.

We would be in a better position to understand changes if we knew why different parts of Europe and
the nonwestern world have had these different patterns. One theory that has been advanced is that
there will be an association between the 'homeodtatic' pattern and a certain sociad formation which we
might term 'individudigtic'. One manifestation of such a formetion is that of modern capitaist countries,
another is that of the Smplest hunter-gatherers of central Africa. Such societies are characterized by a
radical digtinction between economic production and socid reproduction. In other words the methods
of increasing wedlth and the ways to continue the society on the one hand, and, on the other, physica
reproduction. In such a Stuation, to maximize hgppiness, one does not have to maximize childbearing.
The contrast to thisis a 'group’-based system. This includes both those societies we may broadly term
triba’, which are based on corporate kinship groups, as in Africa, and aso those founded on the
domestic group, often termed 'peasantries. In such case, the basic unit of the socia Structure is larger
than the individua person. In each case the unit of politica, economic, socid and ritud life is dso the unit
of reproduction. This means that to increase any 'good), for example political power, it is aso necessary
to increase reproduction & the physica leve. In such a Stuation, fertility is likey to be at the maximum.
It will onIy be controlled by perennid or criss mortaity. This theory has been put forward in more detall
dsawhere

Unfortunately, the theory 4ill fails to answer the ultimate question of why these different arrangements
exist dongsde each other. It shows the mechanism whereby a complex set of interlocked features come
to bear on fertility. It stresses that we will not understand fertility patterns until we have investigated
concepts of ownership, the bounds of the family, the rules concerning the transmission of property, and
smilar topics. But having tentatively suggested that there were very different patterns in various societies
in the past, we need to move further. Here we are speculaing at a very high level of abstraction. It is
probably of more interest to do this than to keep to the safe but limited ground of one's own regiona
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specidiam, in my case, certain English parishes in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries and a tribd
group in the Himalayas.

Let us begin with afew of the strong impressions we now have concerning the demography of Europe
during the five hundred years before the nineteenth century. If we take the whole vast area north of the
Mediterraneen and stretching from Portugd to Russa and Turkey, there is clearly one huge
demographic ‘fault’ line, running down from north to south. This has been brilliantly demonstrated by
John Hajnal, who locates it roughly as'a line running roughly from Leningrad to Trieste”™ To the east of
this line there has for at least four hundred years, between the sixteenth and nineteenth centuries, been a
pattern of early and universal marriage and hence, in the absence of contraception, very high fertility. To
the west, there has been a pattern of ddayed marriage, for women in the mid-twenties, and with
perhaps ten to fifteen per cent of the women never marrying. Hgna has cautioudy refrained from
speculating on the reasons for a contrast which must have been related to many other features of the
economic and socia patterns of the respective aress. At alater point we shal hazard a guess as to why
the divison between two systems was located dong thisline.

A second demographic fault line runs across from west to eadt. It is fairly clear in France, but
becomes very complicated when it reaches Germany and Switzerland. It has recently been noted by
both Peter Laslett and Jean-Louis Flandrin.® To the north of this line, households in the past were small
and nuclear in gructure, consgting of parents, some unmarried young children and possibly servants. To
the south, households were a little larger and often 'extended or, as Le Play called them, 'sem’. In this
case, one son would marry and stay in the household with his parents. Although there were wide
regiond differences within each areg, it is still possible to spesk of two mgjor patterns. It is obvious thet
such household arrangements, for example the necessity of amale heir, will have consderable effects on
reproductive behaviour. As Bourdieu has shown, for example, the extended family stuatl on encourages
the search for one male heir, but also reduces the marriage chances of the other children.’

We thus have three demographic regions, the eastern, the western (north) and the western (south).
Within each of these were condderable differences, for example the patterns in Brittany were very
different from those in the Paris basin. These will have to be put on one sde for the moment. But it is
important to make one more digtinction, that between England, and possibly the Netherlands, and the
rest of the northrwestern region. While there are many features in common between northern France
and England in terms of household structure, the presence of servants, age at marriage, there isdso a
crucid difference. Northern France suffered until the middle of the eighteenth century from a ‘criss
demographic regime. That is to say, fertility was directly linked to mortdity and both were linked
directly to harvests. After an epidemic or other disaster, there would be an upsurge in marriages and
hence in fertility. Then another criss would occur. In other words we have an example of Mdthus
limiting case, the kind of world upon which Le Roy Laduries models are based? In England, in
contrat, the 'crisis pattern is hardly discernible, except, possibly, in the Cumbrian fells’ Notably, in the
high mortailty that occurred in Colyton in the middle of the seventeenth century, people did not rush to
marry when holdings were freed by the degths of their owners or occupi ers™® Malthus iron law, namely
that population would expand to absorb resources, did not operate in the century before Mathus' birth.
England grew wedthier for alengthy period and population either was stationery, or grew less fast than
the economy. Put in another way, England and Holland seem to have departed from a subsistence leve
economy. There was a reasongble buffer of wedth which somehow intervened between grain and

°*Hgnal, 1965:101

®Ladlett 1977:15; Flandrin 1979:72
"Bourdieu 1976

8Ladurie 1974

°Appleby 1973

YWrigley 1966,1968



harvest variables and the propensty to die or have children.

The importance of the variationsin Europe in the past change depending on one's vantage point. From
the African perspective of Jack Goody, the whole demographic and socid structure is part of an
Indo-European pattern, based on plough cultivation. It is the internd similarity of the vast area in
contrast to the hoe cultivated, sparsely population, African situation which is striking. ™ Looked at from
the east European perspective of John Hand, western Europe had a 'unique’ pattern which set it off
from eastern Europe. Looked at from the pers:)ecti ve of northern French demographers, thereis ahuge
contrast between northern and southern Europe. Looked a from England, what strikes one is the
immense difference between England and Holland on the one hand, and the rest of north-western
Europe on the other, including western Iredland and Highland Scotland. It is obvioudy partly a matter of
level. Y et the differences seem redl enough and they need an explanation. For while there is now some
consensus on what needs to be explained, there has redly been no satisfactory solution to the puzzles
thrown up by the growing information concerning past demography.

One problem is that in demographic facts we are merely dedling with epiphenomena. Births, marriage
and degth rates are the result of individua decisons which are, in turn affected by many factors which
have nothing directly to di with 'demography’. We may briefly review some of the plausible factors
which could account for the differences we have sketched in.

One candidate which we can rule out immediately is the boundaries of the present nation-states. The
only demographic line which aso runs dong anationd boundary is possibly that of England; even hereiit
could be argued that the 'English pattern split over into Lowland Scotland and the Netherlands. France,
Poland, Hungary and many other lands are cut in two and Germany is amess. Thisis hardly surprisng.
We are dedling with demographic zones which were present for hundreds of years before nation-states
reached their present form. We know that France and Germany, for example, were as different and
varied interndly in the nineteenth century as they werein the sxteenth They have only been 'unified and
become meaningful palitical entities during the last hundred years™ It would have been miraculous if the
demographic areas had by chance anticipated non-existent nationa boundaries. It is necessary to ignore
the present political geography of Europe if we wish to understand this phenomenon.

Another possible candidate, physica geography, can dso be ruled out. It isimpossible to explain the
north-south line between Eastern and Western Europe by any ecologica or geographica features, nor is
it possible to explain the line ether across France or between England and northern France in this way.
The demographic fault lines cross rivers and mountains. People who live in very different ecologicd
Stuations have smilar demographic regimes, while others who live in identical ecologicd Stuations have
entirely opposed demographic structures. Of course physica features may be extremely important. The
peculiarities of England and Holland were probably preserved because of water barriers, as were the
peculiarities of the Cdltic fringe by mountains and bogs. But these are only necessary, and certainly not
aufficient explanations.

The materid world could effect demography in a more subtle but equaly powerful way by means of
technology. The techniques of production, man's tools, would seem a fairly remote candidate for an
explanation of demographic differences were it not for the brilliant indghts of Marc Bloch who pointed
to the exigtence in Europe of two mgor, opposed, agrarian civilizations. He was particularly interested
in the manifetation of these sysems in France. He isolated a set of inter-linked features of the agrarian
system which were contrasted in northern and southern France. In the north there was a triennia crop
rotation, in the south a biennid one. In the north there were long narrow fields, in the south, irregular
rounder fields. This dtered the nature of the lay-out of the village and was linked to different attitudes to
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commund village land, to the nature of the community, to the patterns of the family, and many other
festures™ Thus he argued that the economic, physicd and socid characterigtics of these two
cvilizetions were very different. But the reasons for this divison were largely a mystery, a puzzle thet
was particularly intriguing since Bloch's line, 'North of Poitou we enter the domain of triennid rotation),
was dmogt exactly the same as that between the northern and southern demographic regimes
discovered by historical demographers.™

Bloch was fully aware that the differences could not be explained by physical festures: ‘it cannot be
explained by reference to geographica factors in their narrowest sense; the areas concerned are too
vadt, their physca characteristics too divers. Moreover, the boundaries of both zones extend far
beyond the frontiers of France.' Bloch admitted that he was my4tified.

The confrontation of the two systems in France represents
the collison on our soil of two mgor forms of agrarian
civilization, which may conveniently be caled the northern
and southern types; how these civilizations came to teke
ther diginctive form is gill amydery, though it is

likely that historical, ethnic and no doubt aiso
geographicdl, factors dll played their part.”

This contragt, 'the coexistence in France of agrarian inditutions belonging to both main types of
agriculture, the southern and the northern', Bloch believed to be 'one of the most striking features of our
rurd life’ He made only one serious attempt to explain the difference, in terms of technology. Bloch
pointed to the exigence in the two areas of two different kinds of plough. In the north the plough
mounted on wheds was 'a cregtion of the agrarian technology which ruled the northern plains, while in
the southern region there was the unwheded plough; ‘the area now occupied by the wheded
plough...corresponds very closdly to the region of long-furl ong open fields; the unwheded plough on the
other hand belongs to the country of irregular open-fields.™® He then points out that it was much more
difficult to turn the wheded plough, hence the long narrow grips and the whole differences in the socid
and economic organization.

It is certainly very tempting to trace the whole chain of

causation back to asingle technologicd innovation. The

wheded plough produced long-furlong fidds, long-furlong

fields provided a powerful and congtant incentive to

collective practices, and hey presto, a set of wheds fixed to a plough-share becomes the
basis of en entire socid

structure.”’

Yet Bloch is too intdligent a historian to fal into such an easy determinidtic trap. He points out
that there were other equdly atractive solutions to the problems posed by different kinds of plough.
Furthermore, there is the problem of why the different ploughs were accepted in the firg place.
Poughing reflects the organization of labour as much as the other way round: ‘we might say that without
communal habits of cultivation the wheded plough could never have been adopted.’ Bloch therefore
ends on a more modest correlation, leaving the causa relationship somewhat vague:
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for asfar back in time as we can go, the whedled plough
(parent of the long-furlong field) and a collective habit

of cultivation are the twin characteristics of one very
digtinct type of agrarian civilisation; where these criteria
ae Iacklng, the Givilization will be of atotdly different

type.

What mystified Bloch leaves us equaly puzzled. Bloch was convinced hat there were two
agrarian civilizations in France, which extended over much larger areas of Europe as well. He rgected
geography, politics and also race as explanaions. Concerning the last of these, he felt that any smple
explanation in terms of Celts, Romans, Germans and Slavs was inadequate in severa respects.’®
Unfortunatdly he aso rgected his own suggestion of technology. Thus, while we have seen through his
work one demongration of the fact that the demographic fault lines also run along economic and socid
divisons, we are little nearer a satisfying solution. If we add to the puzzle which Bloch posed, that
suggested by Hgnd's work and Wrigley's work, there is certainly no shortage of problems. Since the
mogt difficult task is to pose interesting questions, we are enormoudy in the debt of these writers. But
the fact that we are no nearer a solution to this type of problem than we were fifteen years ago when
Hand published his article, or over forty years ago when Bloch first made clear the divisons in Europe,
suggests that there is some curious inadequacy in our explanatory framework. We may wonder whether
it is possible that asolution is so Smple and so outrageous that we are blind to it, exidts.

It has been impossible to explain the differences between demographic zones in Europe before the
nineteenth century by physica geography, by political boundaries, or by technology. One other
possibility we may congder is what may be cdled the ‘ethnic’ or ‘culturd. This is an extremely dippery

and can only be examined indirectly, through its manifestation in such things as law, kinship,
religion. Let ustherefore briefly look at the first two of these.

Concerning law, | do not know as yet whether legal boundaries coincide with the 'Hgnd line, but
there is some evidence that they do fit with the other two divisons. In France, the country was split into
two by a line across the centre. To the south was the country of written Roman law, to the north the
land of unwritten 'customary’ law with a mixture of Roman and German influences. As Ladurie, for
example, has pointed out, the possibility of leaving dl the land to one child south of this line seems
connected to the pattern of extended households earlier described.® North of this line there was an
indeterminate band where the 'egditarianism’ of the north with respect to hers struggled with the
sngle-her sysems of the south. This band is dso the dividing line between Bloch's two agrarian
civilizations. North of this band the area of customary law of Northern France, and England produced
nuclear households.

There was a further difference, however, which coincided with the ggp between England and
northern-western Europe. It would be possible to argue that in the eeventh century, the lega systems of
the whole of the northern half of western Europe were amost identical, based dmost exclusively on the
Germanic law of the conquerors. But during the twelfth to sixteenth centuries much of northern Europe
was re-conquered by a renovated Roman law. As Maitland put it:

Englishmen should abandon their traditiond belief that from time to time the continentd
nations have been ruled by the civil law' (i.e. Roman law), they should learn how dowly
the renovated Roman doctrine worksitsway into the  jurisprudence of the parliament of
Paris, how long deferred was the 'practica reception’ of Roman law in Germany, how
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exceedingly like our common law once was to a French coutume®

By the thirteenth century, England was beginning to look distinctly different from most of the rest of
Europe, not because it had changed, but because Roman law had there made no conquest: 'English law
was by this time recognized as digtinctively English.?? This fedling of contrast was heightened because
athough 'Roman jurisprudence was but dowly penetrating into northern France and had hardly touched
Germany' by the thirteenth century, many Englishmen thought that the Whole of Europe now had written
Roman law, which 'served to make a greet contrast more emphatic.”> Certainly, by the sixteenth
century, England was an idand carrying an old Germanic legd system, which lay off a land mass
dominated by Roman law. The contragt is obvious in rdation to crimind law, the abisence of judicid
torture, the use of juries, process by indictment. But the consequences for economics and kinship and
hence demography are no less striking. We may briefly mention two of these contragts.

Oneisin relation to the concept of property, the basis of dl the rdations of production. The contrast
has been described by Stein and Shand:

The civil law tradition, reflected in the Codes of France,
Germany, Switzerland, 1taly, and even the Soviet Union,
tends to identify ownership with the thing owned, and to
limit its definition of things to movegble or immovegble
property, as opposed to more abstract rights. The common
law, on the other hand, has devel oped from the tenures of
medieva feuddism and has been more ready to analyse
ownership in terms of bundles of rights, obligations, and
inter-persond reldti onshuos arising from the control and
enjoyment of property.

This might appear to be an inggnificant difference, but the great comparative juris Sr Henry Maine
rightly argued that it was of fundamenta importance. He believed that the modern concept of ‘private
property’, held by the individua, the basis of a capitaist system, arise out of the difference.

Nothing can be more singularly unlike than the legd aspect
of dlodid land, or, as the Romans would have caled it,
land held in dominium, and the legal aspects of feuda
land. In passing from one to the other you find yoursdlf
among anew order of legal idess®

The basis of this new world was the concept of the impartible, individualy owned, estate which could
be bequeethed to specific individuas.

Thereis no symptom that a Roman lawyer could concelve
what we cal a series of estates - that is, a number of
owners entitled to enjoy the same piece of land in
succession, and capable of being contemplated together...
[a] long series of persons, dl having ascertainable rights
capable of co-exigting in the same property - thislong
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succession of partia ownerships, making up together one
complete ownership, the feodum of fee - could not have been
dreamed of t|II awholly new conception of landed property
hed arisen.’

Thus in England there emerged and was maintained over many centuries a new concept of individud
ownership. This was fully established by the middle of the thirteenth century a the latest. It meant that
any individud, whether man, woman or child, could have absolute rights in an object. This was in
complete contrast to Roman Law.

The link between concepts of ownership and demographic features needs to be worked out in detail,
snce it is subtle and complex. Bt it is obvious a a generd levd that the rdations between individuds,
and between those individuds and the physicd world, in other words the ‘relation of production’ in
Marxian terms, are enormoudy influentid on such matters as inheritance, marriage, returns from
children's labour and other features of a society which directly influence fertility srategies. For example,
if, as in England, children have a private property in what they earn, which they can defend againg dl
their kin, the atitude towards childbearing will be different to that in a society where the earnings of all
the family are hed in a common pool. It could thus be argued that the fact that England from the
thirteenth century had an individudist lega system, which was not modified in its basic structure before
the later nineteenth century, is clearly related to the fact that the demographic structure does not strike
us as filling into the dassic picture of a pretranstlon sage. The arguments in relation to property law
have been developed a more length elsewhere®’

The other single feature we may isolate from the complexity of the difference between Roman and
cusomary law is the method of reckoning kinship. It was earlier briefly suggested that where there are
groups of kin, formed by some kind of method of tracing descent which leads to permanent group,
there the pressure on reproduction will be greater than in sysems where the individuad forms the
condtituent unit of the kinship system. Such groups are formed by unilined systems, which cregte agnatic
and uterine descent groups. They can aso be formed by ancestor-focused cognatic descent. That is to
say, in some systems one traces descent through both maes and femades, but combines this with a
sysem of garting a some ‘gpica ancestor' and then dropping down to the present to see who is
descended from him or her. Such a system is dso demondrated in the kinship terminology. In the
completely ego-centric system of modern England one can speek of or refer to ‘uncles or cousms' in
traditiond Gaglic, one had to spesk of one's father's brother, or father's brother's son.? 8 Thus in
Scotland one had clans, while in England there were networks radia ng out from each individua. The
kinship system embodied in the customary law codes of northhwestern Europe was, as far as we can
See, an ego-centric cognatic one. This was the one that was established by the Anglo-Saxon invasionsin
the sixth century and later and which has changed little since; it once dominated much of France,
Germany and even Itdy and Spain.

On top of this there was superimposed another system in many parts of Europe with the re-conquest
affected by Roman law. Developing out of an origind agnatic sysem, the Roman terminology and
descent system wias by this period cognatic in the sense that relations were traced through both sexes.
But when working out degrees of relationship it operated on a principle smilar to the Cdtic one, that is
to say, the computation was made by tracing up to the nearest common link, and then working down to
the rdative in question. The difference between this and the Germanic (or canonical) computation can
be shown by taking one example. According to the Germanic system, a first cousin was two removes
away from ego, to use Robin Fox's metaphor, the cousin was in the second layer of an onion which
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formed radiating rings out from an individua. One did not need to know anything about the exact links
or the map of past kinship which connected one to a cousin. But in the Romen computation, a cousin
was a four removes, for he was ones father's father's son's son.® This hes dements of an
ancestor-focused system. It makes it essential to know a good dedl about one's ancestors. Although it
may not have been utilized much in dally life in northern France in the seventeenth century, for example,
the fact that it was the formad legd system, governing many aspects of crimind and civil law, islikdy to
have had far-reaching consequences. Its particular strength would vary, as would the hold of those other
Roman legacies, Roman language and Roman; Catholicism. Thus in the Netherlands, in parts of northern
Germany and Scandinavia, the hold may have been light and become even lighter when Catholicism was
rejected. But France retained its Roman language and its Roman religion.

Thus, when we speak of 'ethnic’ or ‘culturd’ patterns, we mean this in the broadest sense, for
concepts of property or of descent are neither immutable nor in the blood. Even with this cavest, it
needs to be stressed that to seek an explanation of the curioudy contrasted economic-demographic
regimes of Europe in the past in even vaguely ethnic terms is unfashiongble. Yet, looking from a very
long distance, one cannot help being struck by the association between the map of cultura/ethnic areas
which is beginning to emerge and the demographic/economic zones. Furthermore, if we follow the work
of physicd and cultural anthropologists earlier in this century, we may divide Europe into four separate
biologicd races. To the east are the Savs, and to the west the three European races are the Nordic, the
Alpine and the Mediterranean’, according to Kroeber and Boas.® They are differentiated by blood
groups, head measurements and hair colour dthough, in practice, there is obvioudy congderable
overlap. We may leave the Basques aside for the moment, but add the fact that dthough the Cdts are
denied the separateness of race, they are certainly culturdly distinct. The English, acomposite of various
types of Nordic peoples, are the extreme example of the northern type.

This leads us to wonder whether it is a pure coincidence that Hajnd's line seems to follow the
Sav/nonSav divison, that the extended household region is that of dominant Roman culture, that
northern mainland Europe should have features which seem to mingle the south and yet dso seem to
overlgp with England, that extreme example of a stranded Teutonic society? It is clearly neither
fashionable, nor, to some peopl€'s tastes, wise or politicaly safe, to even whisper such things. But if we
apply Occam's razor, the suggestion is certainly economica. One of its mgor defects is that it just
pushes the explanation back one stage further: what do we mean by 'Cdtic, 'Savic', and so on. Some
attempt to begin to answer this has been made in the discussion of property and kinship, but the analysis
of such subjects as language, ritua, art and other fidds.

Some stimulating suggestions as to what might be done are made by Peter Burke in his survey of
popular culture in early modern Europe. He points out that 'there was greet regiond varieion in the
popular culture of early modern Europe, but this variation was structured, and coexisted with other
kinds of variaion." Unfortunately, no one 'has tried to describe the culturad geography of Europe as a
whol€, but in two or three pages Burke sketches in some of the possible contrasts. He sums this up by
suggedting a 'digtinction between three Europes. northhwestern, southern, and eastern.’ For example,
'southern Europe, Mediterranean Europe, was Romancespeekl ng, Cathollc with an outdoor
culture...low literacy...and avalue-system laying great stress on honour and shame®* It is intriguing thet
these three Europe should coincide with the independently discovered three demographic regions
suggested at the tart of this paper. If we add kinship, law, technology to Burke's set of variables, it is
possible to see how an enormoudy suggestive and curious set of contrasts would emerge. As Burke
continues, relaively sharp cultura differentiation could be seen whenever a number of contrasts

2 andrin 1979:25
%K roeber 1948:133ff; Boas 1938:139

*Burke 1978:56-7



coincided.*

In one way | am advocating to the kind of problems that interested Bloch. But we are in a better
position than Bloch to find solutions. His great work on these subjects was written in the shadow of an
aggressive nationaism which stressed the superiority of al things German. Bloch was findly tortured and
shot for his opposition to the German re-conquest. It was therefore not surprising that he should fed an
aversgon for an ethnic explanation. Nowadays the pressures are the other way; al nationa differencesin
Europe are collapsed in the sunlight of the Common Market. It is easier for a historian or demographer
to soeak of these forbidden interpretations. Even so, we mlght Wd| follow BIode advice when he
warns that when spesking of the differences in France, ™ " and "people’ are words best left
unmentioned in this concept of ethnic unity. It is more fruitful to spesk of types of civilization* The
important point to stress is that whatever we call them, it is absolutely clear that we cannot speak of
‘pre-trangtion’ Europe. Just asiit is absurd to lump together different peoples on the arbitrary criteria of
being 'pre-indugtrid’ or 'pre-capitaidt’, S0 it is clear that every aspect of demography varied immensdy
in various parts of Europe up to the end of the nineteenth century. This, of course, made the genera
decline in fertility throughout Europe in the later nineteenth century even more myserious. But the
smilarities within Europe after 1900 make it even more important to redize the differences that existed
before then. It would be extremely mideading to lump England and France together, or even the whole
of France together, as if they were dl part of some prototype Common Market. However paliticaly
desirable it may be for usto think that this was the case, it makes nonsense of the historical record.
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LThis is an amended version of a paper on 'Some features of the early stages of the demographic transition in
Europe' presented at the Institute of British Geographers annual conference at Cambridge 1979. This explains the
demographic slant to the article. | am grateful to Richard Jenkins and Sarah Harrison for reading the paper and for
helpful suggestions concerning it. It should be stressed that it is far from a finished article. It is merely a set of
reflectionsintended to provoke discussion.
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