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% % % % %
30
1622—1821 8.5 72. 1 10.9 4.1 4.4
Lisswege ( 1739 1.9 85.3 10. 3 1.3 1.2
Hallines( 1773 6 81 8 2 3
Loffingen( ) 1687 0.8 82. 4 4.8 4.8 7.2

Considered Over Time"),

97

(Peter Laslett: “Characteristics of the Western Family
, 1977

(Journal of Family History)
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% % %
35 1599—1821 25.1 69.2 5.7
:Lisswege 1739 13.9 83.3 2.9
: Hallines 1773 13 77 9
: Grossenmeer 1795 12.6 70.1 17. 3

3 ( )
1/3 , ,
20% ) ,
, @

n@

, 50—70%

® : (Beatrice Gottlieb, The Family in the Western World from
the Black Death to the Industrial Age), Oxford Uni. Press, 1993, 15—16
® 82,
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, ( 12 )
(Canon Law), 14 12
1330— 1480— 1680— 1730— 1780—
1479 1679 1729 1779 1829
22. 4 24.3 28.6 28.6 30.5
17.1 19.5 22.2 24.0 24.17

the British Ducal Families), :

(T.H. Hollingsworth, A Demographic Study of
2 grap y
(Population in History), Edited by

D.V.GLass,London: Edward Arnold LT D, 1965 , 365
(Gentry) 1500—1629
25.8—31.3 , 23—28 @
i i , 14—15
16 , 1332—1333 R 14
, 12—18 ®
30 "
, 14 )
1608—1649 R 27.2 24. 8 ; 1650—1699 R
29.6 26.9 ;1700—1749 , 20.4 28 ®
( Giessen) , 1631—1640 , 29.8 26.1 ;1641—1650 ;
27.8 24.7 ;1691—1700 28.3 25.2 ®
©) . 1500—1650 (Sherrin Marshall, The Dutch Gentry 1500—
1650 Family, Faith and Fortune) » Greenw ood Rress, New York, 1987 , 36
® : (David Herlihy, Medieval Households), Harvard , 1985 ,  103—107
® .18 (P. Deprez, The Demographic Development of FLanders in the 18th
Century) , : . 615—616
@ : (E. Imhof, Historical Demography as Social History in

Germany) 5

(Journal of Family History), 1977

, 326
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12 . 1600—1649 , 28
26 ;  1650—1699 , 27.8 26.5 ©

, ?
1276—1300 24 1376—1400 21
1301—1325 22 1401—1425 19
1326—1348 20 1426—1450 24
1348—1375 21

(Josiah Cox Russell, The Control of Late Ancient and M e—
dieval Population), Philadephia, 1985 , 209

, 1348
2
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2 2
2 18 2
27.9 28.5
29.1 ©
, 12 , (
) :
2
2
2
2 2
2
2
2
2 2 2 2
0] : 1541—1871 (E.A. Wrigley and R. S. Schofield; T he Population
History of England, 1541_ 1871) ,Edward Arnold,1981 , 255
(@) : (Jurgen Schlumohm, From Peasant Society to Class Society),

(Journal of Family History), 1981, 17 2
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(Servants) ,

: Ealing 1599 166 25.5 34
Goodnestone 1676 —* 18.2 31
:Longuenesse 1778 145 12.6 19.7

Rouen 1770 8.2 —

Overijssel 1748 — 11.9 33.1

: Grossenmeer 1795 67 10.7 30.5

, 2 ,1977 2, 103
* £l
6
, 1599 1796 ,15—24 33% 1/3
13% @
10—20 , 5—10
17 s R
2/3 12 @
, (T erling)
0] . : (M igration and Society in Early Modern England,
Edited by Peter Hutchinson), ,1987 , 256

(@) : 1500—1750 (R. A. Houston, The Population History of Britain and

Ireland, 1500—1750) ; Cambridge Press, Cambridge, 1992° .~ 47
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% %
122 100 122 100
48 39.3 64 52.5
74 60.7 58 47.5

(1500—1700 ) (Keith Wrightson, Kinship in an English Village: T er—

ling, Essex 1500—1700) , (Land , Kinship and Life- Cycle, Edit—

ed by Richard M - Smith) » Cambrid ge Uni- Press, 1984 316—317
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Influence of the Differences in Chinese and Western
Inheritance of Property on the Growth of Population
in the Middle Ages

Wang Yuesheng

In the Middle Ages in the West, family property was inherited generally without
partition. Family property was bequeathed only to one of the children, usually the eldest
son. In normal case, other children could not inherit property from the family, nor could
they get married at their parents” home. They had to go out to make a living and to accu—
mulate fortunes for the expense of marriage- This, encouraging the movement of popula—
tion, late marriage and late child-bearing, was a great reason for low birthrate. But in
China in the medieval times, family property was usually inherited equally by the chil-
dren who could get married and continue to live at their parents” house. T his kind of sys—
tem encouraged early marriage and early childbearing, contributed to the rapid growth of

population, and obstructed the movement of population.

On the Studies of* Wonen’s Spheres”

Liu Jun

The article points out that some problems in the studies of “women’s spheres”merit
more attentions: ( 1) the social divided spheres between sexes are not fixed, but they have
been changed with social development; ( 2)even in traditional society,the implication of
women’s spheres was not only about family and personal, but social and public affairs as
well; (3) the increasing of women’s spheresis based on the development of society and e
conomy, particularly the progress of science and technolygy; (4) women’s spheres are

formed both by natural and social elements, and it would be one-sided approach to over—

stress any one of them.



