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Introduction

In 1998, Albania had the highest total fertilitygan Europe: 2.5 children born per woman.
Only the neighboring country of Macedonia had alttsrtility rate of more than 2 children
born per woman (2.1). All other European counthad fertility rates below replacement
level (UNICEF 2000:36). Albania was the last coynitr Europe to enter demographic
transition and has yet to complete it. Until recggdrs, knowledge about the demographic
characteristics of the Albanian population beford/Wwas rather scarce. A rediscovered
source, the census of 1918, allows us to invesgtidaiographic features of the Albanian
population in 1918. A project based at the Unitgrsf Graz aimed at entering the data for
scientific researchhftp://www-gewi.kfunigraz.ac.at/suedost/sejndihis data has already
been used for several conference papers and artiofee paper proved that the number of
children in Albania was lower than assumed bef@mier 2001). Almost one fourth of older
men had no son in the household and could therefardirectly continue the male line
(Gruber 2002).

Most research on family and demography in the Ballsdill concentrats on rural areas and
only seldom focuses on the urban population. Is plaiper, | shall concentrate on such a white
spot within scientific research. According to tlemsus of 1918, the urban population in
Albania only numbered 66,000 persons, which corepris2 percent of the whole population
(Seiner 1922:6). Only seven settlements qualifeedites in this region: Durrés, Elbasan,
Kavaja, Kruja, Shkodra, Tirana, and Berat. Shkodra the largest city with 23,000
inhabitants and the centre of Northern Albaniaai#, which later became the capital, and
Elbasan both had 10,000 inhabitants and were sduatcentral Albania. Berat had 9,000
inhabitants and was in the south of the territargupied by Austro-Hungarian forces during
WWI. Unfortunately, the census material for thity @nd the surrounding region was
destroyed. Kavaja in the central Albania near theesthad 5,500 inhabitants and Durrés with
4,000 inhabitants was the most important harbodhisfterritory. Kruja had almost 4,000
inhabitants and is situated a bit north of Tirafaree cities were outside the territory
occupied by Austro-Hungarian forces: Vlora, Gjirska, and Korca.

Sour ce

This source is the population census conductetéAtstro-Hungarian army during WWI.
The Austro-Hungarian army occupied the majorityhef territory of the newly created
independent Albanian state and established a nevinadration. The army registered the
population and livestock, but since it did not prde be satisfactory, the Austrians organised
a complete population census with scientific prapan. The 1918 Albanian population
census counted 524,217 persons who lived in ahBQ0Yillages, towns and cities on the
territory administrated by Austria-Hungary during/W\/

Due to the destruction of the material in the fdistricts of Berat, Fier, Lushnja and
Shkrapar, the count was reduced to 435,075 per$besesults of the census together with
the statistical forms of the global results onagk, town and city level, as well as the forms
for the statistical analyses, have been presemeédee stored in 47 boxes in the Archive of
the Austrian Academy of Sciences.

The research project “The 1918 Albanian Populaiensus: Data Entry and Basic Analyses”
(http://www-gewi.kfunigraz.ac.at/suedost/seiner/mténl) funded by the Austrian Science
Fund (Fonds zur Férderung der Wissenschaftlicheadhang) started in 2000 with the aim
of bringing the data into a machine-readable foonthsit anybody interested can use the data
for his/her specific research goals and to conthittél basic analyses concerning household
structures and demographic questions in orderdsgmt them together with the data on
national and international scientific conferendésst results have already been presented at
several scientific conferences.




This database is also an excellent source for mogratudies since it contains the place of
birth and the place of residence of each persoa.dhta is still on an individual level, which
allows much more research than aggregate dataeorilklge level. The researcher is able to
aggregate data in a way he/she wants to do itsandtibound to the categories of already
aggregated data. This also enables the reseacchembine different variables on the
individual level for research purposes.

The amount of work and limited funds have madedessary to divide the settlements of the
census into two groups: the settlements of thedmsup have been entered completely and
the settlements of the second groups will be edter&-percent-samples. The first group of
settlements contains all settlements, which areebomv different from the majority of the
settlements: cities, places with ethnic or religiotinorities, uneven sex-ratio, unusually
small or large average household size, and a cenraditk share of non-agricultural
population.

Up to now, 124,133 persons have been enteredhptddtabase and the first 5-percent-
sample is made up of 17,719 persons. The weighdictgr for the settlements in the first
group of settlements is 1 and the weighting fafdiosample 1 is 19, since this sample has a
slightly higher population than the average ofsamples. The study is therefore based on a
number of 443,075 persons after the weighting m®ce

Table 1: Data available for research

persong weighting factof population
group 1 | 106,414 1.0] 106,414
sample 1 17,719 19.0f 336,661
124,133 443,075

M easuring fertility in Albania in the beginning of the 20" century

There was no official registration of vital eveatghat time and therefore no data is available
for research on vital rates. This census has astata on the number of children, which have
been born by registered women. The only availabata & the number of children in the same
household. We can use this data in two ways: tiebeu of children at higher ages as a proxy
for all children ever born or the number of childtender an age of five years. Normally,
fertility is measured as the number of childrennyoer woman, but this census was
conducted in a patriarchal society and therefdreeldtionships within the family were
registered in relation to the head of the househalich was normally a man. The relationship
between a father and his children was definitelyexgyecisely registered than the
relationship between a mother and her children.fohewing table shows that almost no
stepmothers were indicated in the census, whileragtaundred people were registered as
living with a stepfather. In contrast the numbepebple with an age difference of less than
15 years to their parents is ten times higher fothars than for fathers. In addition, the
number of couples with very large age gaps betwespouses was high and increasing with
the age of the father. All these facts point todbeclusion that stepmothers were not
indicated in this census and that an investigatiche number of children born per woman
can be severely biased. Therefore the researttsipaper concentrates on the number of
children per man, since the relationship betwe#refa and their children is much clearer.



Table 2: Status of fathers and mothers in the dletfae Albanian census of 1918

status father n percent status mother n percent

no father 287,891 65.0/no mother 234,129 52.8
father 99,762 22.5 mother 150,654 34.0
stepfather 752 .2 | stepmother 2 .0
foster father 23 .0| foster mother - -
adoptive father 19 .0| adoptive mother - -
age difference less than 15 360 .1|age difference less than 15 3,821 9
years years
age difference of parents | 54,268 12.2|age difference of parents | 54,476 12.3
more than 10 years more than 10 years

443,075 100.0 443,075 100.0

Quality of data

The quality of relationships within the househ@goorer for women than for men, as we
have seen. Another problem is connected with tite alaout the people’s age. There is a
strong tendency to round ages to complete or leglhdes and therefore age groups are used
in this paper, that are centred around ages endihghe digits “0” and “5”. All information
about ages have to be seen as approximations.urhiean of own children is of the highest
importance for this paper and therefore its quddéyg to be checked. In figures 1 and 2 you
can see a comparison of the number of childrennem@age of 5 years, their cumulated
number and the number of all children in the sameskhold. The cumulated number of
children under 5 years should be the same as théerof all children in the household. Up
to an age of 40 to 45 years, there is almost rferéifice, for older people the difference
increases due to mortality and daughters who naardyleave the household. This means that
the data on the number of children should be ratbesistent. There are some exceptions
concerning old women with children under 5 yeanghkese cases, the ages given for women
seem to be exaggerated and also some old menm children may have exaggerated
their ages.

There is also the question of a decrease in tgrtlie to several years of war (two Balkan
wars and WWI). The age structure of the populaitimiicates a decreased fertility, at least for
the urban population, since there is no increaseamumber of the children of the youngest
ages. If there is a decrease in fertility, the clatead number of children under 5 years is
lower than the number of children in the same hioolsk This can be seen to a small extent
for women at younger ages, but not for men. Theeefi®o major decrease in fertility seems to
have occurred during the years of war.

Number of children

The cumulated number of children under 5 yearsdvasor men and 3.6 for women. In
figure 3 you can see the effect of the lower ageatiage for women, which resulted in a
higher number of children for women up to 50 yeaAtshigher ages, men had more children
because some of them married a second time.

Urban men at all ages had slightly fewer childtemtrural men (figures 4 and 5). This was
caused by the later age at marriage in cities,usscthe mean number of children of married
and widowed men was almost the same for urbanuatimen (figures 6 and 7). Only at
higher ages did rural men have more children irsdrae household. The difference in
cumulated children under 5 years was 0.5 childBehchildren for urban women and 3.7
children for rural women. This difference was altmse child for men: 4.0 children for
urban men and 4.8 children for rural men.



Age at marriage

Albania lies within the “Eastern European marriggéern” with a low age at marriage and a
virtual lack of celibacy according to Hajnal (Haji&65). The census of 1918 allows us to
calculate the singulate mean age at marriage, whgllts in 18.2 years for women and 26.4
years for men. Orthodox men and women married awauyears later than Muslim men and
women and Catholic men married about one yearegdhan Muslim men. Slavic women
married about 1.5 years later than Albanian wonmeh&lavic men married about one year
later than Albanian men. Roma men married fouryearlier than Albanian men and Roma
women married one year later than Albanian womed therefore the age gap between
spouses was the smallest for Roma. Literate penateied much later than illiterates: for
men the difference was about 5.5 years and for waabeut 6.5 years. There was also a
marked difference between the rural and the urlogulation: women married about two
years later and men about four years later inscthian in the countryside (figure 8). The
higher age at marriage of the Orthodox populatsotoinnected with the higher urban age at
marriage since half of the Orthodox populationhis region was urban. The six cities
investigated in this paper can be divided into graups: five of the them were rather similar
with an age at marriage for women between 18 angkafs, and for men between 26 and 28
years. Shkodra was different with the highest agesarriage: 22 years for women and more
than 34 years for men.

Table 3: Singulate mean age at marriage in Albeni®18

women men
all 18.2 26.4
Muslim 18.1 26.6
Catholic 18.1 25.2
Orthodox 20.0 28.9
Albanian 18.1 26.5
Roma 19.0 22.5
Slavic 19.7 27.6
illiterate 18.0 26.1
literate 24.6 31.6
rural 17.9 25.9
urban 19.9 30.0
Kruja 20.2 27.7
Shkodra 22.1 34.3
Durrés 19.3 26.2
Elbasan 19.2 29.9
Kavaja 18.1 26.9
Tirana 18.4 27.5

The higher ages at marriage in cities also predailaneighboring Serbia. In the period from
1891 to 1910, the average urban age at marriagaedarwas about 4 to 5 years higher than
the average rural age at marriage. The average admat marriage for women was about 2
years higher than the average rural age at mar(@gedhaussen 1989: 150).

Age at reproduction

The number of children under 5 years of age allosvio reconstruct fertility patterns over the
life course. One has to bear in mind that infororaibout age may be incorrect (especially at
higher ages); The number of children for womemdgshigh because it also includes step-
children, and only those children are included, wigoe born within five years before the
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census was taken and who survived until the ceNgasshall deal only with marital fertility
in this chapter since illegitime children were abhoompletely absent. The most important
time for bearing children was the decade from 255gears. It is interesting to see that
fertility from age 20 to 25 was considerably lovi@r rural women, but only slightly lower for
urban women. In cities the fertility of women wagtter up to an age of 35 years and
afterwards it was lower than in the countrysidee Time for becoming fathers was much
longer and the prime time was from 30 to 55 yeBngre was almost no difference between
married and widowed men in cities or rural areasy at higher ages were urban men less
likely to become fathers again. The cumulated stiohitddren under 5 years for married or
widowed men is considerably higher than for all pgnce age at marriage was high and a
considerable percentage of men were still unmagatddgher ages. This is in contrast to
women, because almost all of them married young.

Table 4: Number of children born in 5-year perifmtsmarried and widowed men and women
in Albania in 1918:

men women
age rural urban rural urban
15-20 years 0.15 0.17 0.24 0.39
20-25 years 0.34 0.33 0.52 0.65
25-30 years 0.50 0.55 0.73 0.74
30-35 years 0.67 0.65 0.67 0.71
35-40 years 0.67 0.71 0.57 0.48
40-45 years 0.72 0.71 0.46 0.28
45-50 years 0.65 0.64 0.19 0.12
50-55 years 0.64 0.53 0.20 0.06
55-60 years 0.41 0.38 0.06 0.02
60-65 years 0.33 0.29 0.08 0.01
65-70 years 0.21 0.10 0.06 0.00
70-75 years 0.20 0.07 0.03 0.01
75-80 years 0.04 0.05 0.01 0.00
sum 5.53 5.18 3.82 3.47

I nfluence of confession

The majority of the Albanian population was Muslii percent) and a smaller part Catholic
(18 percent) and Orthodox (8 percent) accordingegublished results (Seiner 1922:10). In
the used database, the proportion of Muslims was &igher due to the destruction of some
source material and the sampling procedure. Thesaiin be divided into three groups:
Shkodra had a population of one third Catholics,dities of Durrés, Kavaja and Elbasan had
a considerable Orthodox minority and the citieiodna and Kruja were almost completely
Muslim.

Table 5: Percentage of confessional groups in lation

Shkodra| Durrés | Elbasap Kavaja Tirana Kruja rural| Il a
Catholic 31.3 4.4 .0 - .3 A 13.1 13.1
Orthodox 3.2 36.9 17.1 20.6 7.9 A 2.0 3.1
Muslim 65.5 58.6 82.8 79.3 91.7 99.7 84.9 83.8
Other A A - .0 A .0 .0 .0

The difference between Muslim and Christian men araschild: Christian men had about 3

children on average and Muslim men more than 4ladil. At all ages, Muslim men had




more children than Christian men with the exceptibthe youngest age groups. The most
striking difference was at the highest ages, wheehnumber of children of Muslim men still
rose, while it remained almost constant for Chaistinen (figure 9).

Table 6: Cumulated number of children under 5 yé&arsrban men

Catholic 3.00
Orthodox 3.13
Muslim 4.27
All 3.98

Influence of ethnicity

The population of Albania was almost completelyakitan: only 4 percent of the population
were not Albanian. Almost 3 percent of Slavs amedcent of Roma made up the remaining
population in this territory. The Slavic populatisas centred in Shkodra and the surrounding
area and in the northeast of the country. The Roopalation was a predominantly urban one
and counted for a considerable minority in theesinf Durrés, Elbasan, Tirana and Kavaja.

Table 7: Percentage of ethnic groups in the pojomat

Shkodra| Durrés | Elbasap Kavaja Tirana Kruja rural] Il a
Albanian 94.9 82.5 91.5 94.2 92.1 99.0 96.4 96.0
Slavic 4.4 1.6 - .0 2 - 3.0 2.8
Roma .0 14.7 8.5 5.6 7.5 1.0 5 1.1
Other N 1.3 .0 2 2 - A A

The Albanian majority had the same pattern as th@ewrban population, while Slavic men
had 5 children instead of 4 children. Roma menrhadh fewer children with 3.3 children on
average. Up to 45 years, Roma had more childreausectheir age at marriage was much
lower. At higher ages the number of their childremained almost constant, while it rose for
Albanians and especially for Slavic men. This draoase for Slavic men at the highest ages
might also be the effect of the small number oksatherefore a number of 4.33 children may
be more likely. Nevertheless Slavic men had thadsggnumber of children (figure 10).

Table 8: Cumulated number of children under 5 y&arsirban men

Albanian 3.99
Slavic 5.00 (4.33
Roma 3.3(
All 3.98

The urban Roma population was completely Muslint,tbe ethnic influence was obviously
much stronger than the religious one, since Mustimaverage had more children than
Christians. The Muslim percentage was almost theedar Albanians and Slavs, but the
Catholic percentage was much lower among Slava &tsong Slavs, the ethnic influence on
the average number of children seems to be morertang than the religious influence.



Table 9: Religious confession by ethnic group efdinban population

Albanian Slavic Roma Other All
Catholic 13.8 3.8 - 46.3 13.1
Orthodox 10.8 17.7 - 15.8 10.5
Muslim 75.4 78.4 100.0 30.5 76.4
Other .0 - - 7.3 .0

Literacy

Albania was an almost completely illiterate couratyhat time. In rural areas less than 2
percent of the male population were literate, whiiy 0.1 percent of the female population
was literate. In the urban population, literacy wasch more frequent: In Shkodra and Durrés
36 percent of the male population and 12 percetitefemale population were literate. In
Elbasan, Kavaja and Tirana only 15 to 17 percetii®imale population and almost no
women were literate. The lowest literacy rate piledan the city of Kruja with less than 10
percent of the male population. Catholics had théabhighest rate of literacy within the
urban population, followed by the Orthodox popwatiwhile the Muslims had the lowest
literacy rate. Literacy rates for Albanians andvSlavere rather similar, while Roma were
almost completely illiterate.

Table 10: Percentage of literate persons in thellptipn

men women
Shkodra 36.3 12.0
Durrés 36.8 11.7
Elbasan 17.6 2.8
Kavaja 15.5 0.4
Tirana 15.G 1.5
Kruja 9.8 0.8
Catholic 56.4 32.6
Orthodox 33.6 11.4
Muslim 19.2 1.3
Albanian 26.4 6.6
Slavic 26.0 9.7
Roma 0.7 0.0
rural 1.8 0.1
all 4.9 1.0

Literacy had the opposite effect on male and ferfaatdity for the urban population in
Albania: literate men had more children than itete men, while literate women had less
children than illiterate women. At younger age®rite men had slightly fewer children than
illiterate men, while they had slightly more chedrat higher ages (figure 11). This is an
effect of the higher age at marriage for literanm

Table 11: Cumulated number of children under 5y&arurban men

literate 4.37
illiterate 3.90
all 3.98

Born in the city or migrant
The majority of the urban population was born i@ tbspective city. The data for Elbasan and
Kruja seems to be unreliable in this respect amdllitherefore be not used for the following
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analysis. Shkodra had the highest proportion ofignamts from outside Albania. The
majority of them came from neighbouring Montenegro.

Table 12: Place of birth of the urban population

Shkodra| Durrés | Elbasan Kavaja Tirana  Kruja rurall Il a
in the 78.4 66.1 0.0 85.6 79.1 99.4 73.2 72.3
city
outside 12.0 4.4 - - 1.8 - 0.4 1.1
Albania
Albania 9.6 29.5| 100.0 14.4 19.1 0.6 26.4 26.6

There was almost no difference in fertility ratesvizeen men born in the city they were living
in and men born elsewhere. Migrant men had sligietiyer children, which was an effect of
slightly lower fertility after an age of 35 yeafg(re 12).

Table 13: Cumulated number of children under 5y&arurban men

migrant 3.81
non-migrant 3.99
all 3.98
Cities

There was little variation between the six analysiéds: four of them show almost the same
number of children for men. Men in Kavaja had alim6tchildren less than those in these
four cities, but this was mainly an effect of lowertility at a higher age. In Shkodra, men
had fewer children earlier in life and more childiater in life. Durrés was very different
with an average number of only 2.4 children comgpaoean average of 4.0 children for all
urban men (figures 13 through 17). The comparigaheocumulated number of children
under an age of 5 years with the number of co-iggichildren in the same household
suggests that fertility in Durrés decreased sigaiftly in the years of war.

Table 14: Cumulated number of children under 5yé&arurban men

Tirana 4.14
Elbasan 4.07
Kruja 4.03
Shkodra 4.08
Kavaja 3.56
Durrés 2.37
all 3.98

Influence of occupation

The most challenging part of the analysis was ttet to investigate the influence of
occupation on urban fertility. The census also regabthe occupation of the polled persons
and sometimes even additional information likeustadr previous occupations. The
information on occupation was recorded partly imr@n and partly in Albanian. It was
necessary to code the occupations to make suchadyse. The coding was done according
to the HISCO-scheme (van Leeuwen, Maas, Miles 2032),133 persons were included in
the present database with 7,951 different occupailittles. In a first step, only those
occupations were coded, which occured at leadines. These occupations counted for 453
different occupational titles, but with all spetiinariations they amount to 5,018 different
occupational titles. Therefore, 63.11 percent bbetupational titles have already been



coded. These occupational titles account for 96r8gnt of all persons in the database, so that
only 3.7 percent (4,532 persons) do not yet havecanpational code.
The character of this source caused some probleewding the occupations. The major
problem was that only 16.0 percent of the poputefitbed into this coding scheme. The
remaining 84 percent were coded on the basis afiadal codes. The most important of
them is the code for missing information, which@aus for 60.2 percent of the population.
8.8 percent were recorded as doing domestic workeasbers of the family and 6.4 percent
were recorded as being co-working relatives. Inctrse of coding, several principles were
followed:
* Inthe case of two occupations, only the first waes coded.
* Inthe case of an occupation and property beingrded, the occupation was coded.
* Only those occupations were coded, which were beanged out, previous
occupations were not coded.
* Apprentices and journeymen got the same code asnlster, with the exception of
codes indicating working proprietors.

Almost no occupations were recorded for the ruoglytation and therefore all persons with
recorded agricultural property (their own or rentegre recoded as farmers. Members of
their families who were recorded as working in egjture were recoded as co-working
relatives (agriculture). Members of their housebaldho were recorded as servants or
shepherds in the column “relationship to the hoakEhwere recoded in these categories.
People who were recorded as living off their owopgarty and who had agricultural property
were recoded as farmers. The result of the recathngoe seen in the following table. People
with missing occupational information still countid almost half of the male population and
almost two thirds of the female population. Agrtané dominated among the rural population
while in the urban population there was a cleatirtdiion between men and women. Men
were most often recorded as working in productich{ percent), trade (10.4 percent),
services (7.0 percent) and agriculture (5.4 pejce#vdmen were mostly recorded as doing
domestic work (30.6 percent) and service work f&&ent). A considerable number of the
population was recorded as not working (8.6 peroétiie men and 3.3 percent of the
women). These people lived from their property,eva@n poor relief, in jail or in hospital, or
were pupils and students or without job.

Table 15: Major groups of occupations in Albanid 818

men women
rural| urban rural| urban
Professional, technical and related workers 0.2.6| 0.0/ 0.3
Administrative and managerial workers D.20.2 - -
Clerical and related workers 0.0/ 0.2 - -
Sales workers 0.4 10.4| 0.0/ 0.6
Service workers 1.3] 7.0/ 0.6/ 3.2

Agricultural, animal husbandry and forestry workdishermen 36.7, 5.4|11.4 0.1
and hunters

Production and related workers, transport equipropatators and 3.2\ 16.7| 0.4 1.6
labourers

Domestic work 0.4 0.4] 4.3] 30.6
Co-working relatives 12.4] 25164 0.5
Not working 1.7 8.6/ 0.7/ 3.3
Missing 43.6] 47.2| 66.2] 59.8




A second variable was created for the purpose mipesison between these major
occupational groups. People doing domestic workyorking relatives and people without
occupational information were recoded accordinth&émajor occupational group of their
respective household head. The following table shihw proportion of persons living on the
income of the major occupational groups. This rampdeduces the proportion of persons
with missing occupational information to about Hygent for the rural population and to
about one quarter for the urban population. Onetlioof the urban population lived from
production, almost one fifth lived from trade armbat 10 percent each lived from service and
agriculture.

Table 16: Major groups of occupations in Albanid 818

men women
rural| urban rural| urban
Professional, technical and related workers 0.2.5| 0.3] 2.7
Administrative and managerial workers D.50.4| 0.5| 0.5
Clerical and related workers 0.0/ 0.2 0.0/ 0.2
Sales workers 0.6| 17.9| 0.5/ 18.5
Service workers 1.7/ 8.7 1.6/ 8.3

Agricultural, animal husbandry and forestry workdishermen 76.00 9.0/76.8) 7.9
and hunters

Production and related workers, transport equipropatators and 5.1| 26.1] 4.1] 25.4
labourers

Domestic work 0.0/ 0.1] 0.6/ 11.0
Co-working relatives 3.3] 0.8 6.4 0.1
Not working 1.7/ 8.6/ 0.7/ 3.3
Missing 10.7| 25.6] 8.5| 22.1

The comparison of occupational groups is restritettie urban male population between 15
and 70 years in the following tables. The propodiof these groups allow us to depict a
preliminary picture of the economic profile of thi& cities under investigation, although the
high percentage of missing codes could changéeit gfey have been coded. Shkodra was the
centre of the north and by far the largest citye phoportion of professional, technical, and
clerical workers was highest there. People engag#dde and production were more
frequent there than on average. The service seet®ithe largest in all the cities and in
contrast agriculture was of very low significantle port city of Durrés had the highest
share in sales and production workers, but mayiksenhs also an effect of its having the
lowest percentage of missing codes of all citiesj&very much resembled the average
urban population, but the percentage of missingsasl still very high. In Elbasan,
agriculture was of higher importance, while produttvorkers made up the smallest sector
of all cities. The percentage of still missing cedehighest for Elbasan. In Kavaja, the
trading sector was the smallest, the service andudiyiral sectors were rather small, while
the production sector was the second largest. Tdyoption of non-working people was
highest there. In Tirana, the service sector wasé#tond largest and the agricultural sector
was the largest of all cities.
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Table 17: Major groups of occupations for urban nmeAlbania in 1918

Kruja| Shkodrg Durrés| Elbasan Kavaja| Tirana| all
Professional, technical and related 1.7 3.2 0.5 2.2 15 2.2 2.4
workers
Administrative and managerial 0.6 0.2 0.3 0.8 0.2/ 0.0 0.3
workers
Clerical and related workers - 0.6 - - - 0.0 0.2
Sales workers 15/4 16.7] 19.4 13,5 11.3] 15.2| 155
Service workers 6.6 11.3 7.1 8.5 6.7/ 11.2 9.7
Agricultural, animal husbandry 6.9 4.0 2.4 12.1 26| 17.7 7.8
and forestry workers, fishermen
and hunters
Production and related workers,| 23.8 27.2| 36.4 16.0f 30.3] 21.6] 25.1
transport equipment operators and
labourers
Domestic work 0.2 0.2 0.7 - 0.6 0.3
Co-working relatives - 5.3 6.4 0.3 0.5 2.3 3.2
Not working 3.7 5.3 3.9 4.3 76/ 3.1 4.8
Missing 41.4 26.1) 235/ 415/ 39.2] 26.1] 30.7
number of men 1,258 7,610 1,488 3,089 1,705 3,313/ 18,463

In comparing the different religious groups, one sae that the Muslims as the largest group

very much resemble the average urban populatiom Cdtholic population was much more
engaged in clerical and service work. Their sh&meworking relatives and of the non-
working population was also the highest. The Orthxogopulation was more engaged in the

production sector than the other religious groups.

Table 18: Major groups of occupations for urban nmeAlbania in 1918 by religious groups

Catholic| Orthodox Muslim| all

Professional, technical and related workers 3.0 1.1 2.4 2.4
Administrative and managerial workers D.2 0.1 0.3 0.3
Clerical and related workers Q.7 - 0.2 0.2
Sales workers 9.6 16.5| 16.5/ 155
Service workers 17.1 7.1 8.7 9.7
Agricultural, animal husbandry and forestry workers 3.0 6.0 8.9 7.8
fishermen and hunters

Production and related workers, transport equipment  27.0 30.5| 24.00 25.1
operators and labourers

Domestic work 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.3
Co-working relatives 4.9 2.6 3.0 3.2
Not working 7.9 3.8 4.3 4.8
Missing 26.4 32.0f 31.3] 30.7
number of men 2,537 1,948 13,967 18,463

Once again, there is almost no difference betweemverwhelming majority of Albanians
and the average urban population. Slavic men wexehmimore engaged in clerical and
production work and had the largest share of cdkimgrrelatives. Roma were almost
completely concentrated on production work andcadfure.
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Table 19: Major groups of occupations for urban mmeAlbania in 1918 by ethnic groups

Albanian| Slavic| Roma| all

Professional, technical and related workers 225 0.1 2.4
Administrative and managerial workers D.3 -| 0.1 0.3
Clerical and related workers 0.2 0.6 - 0.2
Sales workers 16.2| 13.1] 29| 155
Service workers 10.00 5.0/ 6.2 9.7
Agricultural, animal husbandry and forestry workers 7.1/ 10.0] 24.2 7.8
fishermen and hunters

Production and related workers, transport equipment 24.4| 29.0] 41.8] 25.1
operators and labourers

Domestic work 0.3 -| 04 0.3
Co-working relatives 3.1 86| 1.6 3.2
Not working 50, 45| 0.1 4.8
Missing 31.1) 26.7| 22.5] 30.7
number of men 17,261 359| 756|18,463

The literate urban population was much more freju@mgaged in professional, technical,
administrative, managerial and clerical work, sitfear education improved their chances for
these jobs. They were also more inclined to tramkta have co-working relatives and had a
much higher share of non-working people.

Table 20: Major groups of occupations for urban nmeAlbania in 1918 by literacy

illiterate| literate| all

Professional, technical and related workers 0.76.4 2.4
Administrative and managerial workers D.2 0.4 0.3
Clerical and related workers 0.0 0.7 0.2
Sales workers 14.00 19.1f 155
Service workers 9.8 9.6 9.7
Agricultural, animal husbandry and forestry workdishermen 10.6 1.1 7.8

and hunters

Production and related workers, transport equiprapatators and 30.5| 124 25.1
labourers

Domestic work 0.4 0.1 0.3
Co-working relatives 2.4 4.9 3.2
Not working 2.2 10.9 4.8
Missing 29.2| 34.4] 30.7
number of men 12,982 5,481 18,463

The smaller occupational groups were merged f@a@utation of the cumulated number of
children under 5 years. Four patterns can be disished: a major pattern of professional,
technical, administrative, managerial, clericaki@gtural, production workers, not-working
men and men with missing codes. Their cumulatedbsuraf children ranged from 3.5 to 4
children, the higher number in the merged firstugres the effect of the small number of
cases at higher ages. Sales workers on averagdrhast 5 children and their fertility was
higher at all ages. The other extreme were thaceworkers with less than 2.5 children or
half the number of children compared to sales wstKEheir fertility was lower at all ages
and it seems that it had decreased in the preyiears. Domestic workers and co-working
relatives had a low fertility at a younger age ardgher fertility at medium age, so that they
reached a number of 3.5 children on average (figj8je
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Table 21: Cumulated number of children under 5 yéar urban men by major groups of
occupations in Albania in 1918

Professional, technical and related workers 4.75 (4.08
Administrative and managerial workers

Clerical and related workers

Sales workers 4.93
Service workers 2.41
Agricultural, animal husbandry and forestry workdishermen and hunters 3.78
Production and related workers, transport equiprapatators and labourers 4.02
Domestic work 3.58
Co-working relatives

Not working 3.52
Missing 3.89
Conclusions

The Albanian census of 1918 permits demographeares for a period, which has not been
investigated before due to the lack of sourcess phper concentrates on the cumulated
number of children under the age of 5 years for agan indicator of fertility, since there is
no data available on the number of children even lamd the data on men is more reliable
than the data on women. The cumulated number @freni under 5 years was 4.7 for all men
and urban men had only 4.0 children on averages Whs an effect of the higher age at
marriage for urban men, since marital fertilityfedred much less. The highest marital male
urban fertility was from an age of 30 years to Bang and demonstrates the prominence of
older fathers in this patriarchal society.

Muslim men had more children than Christian mepeemlly at higher ages. Slavic men had
more children than Albanian men and Gysies hadiothvest number of children. Literate men
had more children than illiterate men. There wasoak no difference between men born in
the city and men migrating to the city. Men in taibes had a lower number of children than
the average: Kavaja with 0.5 children less and &uwith 1.6 children less. In Durrés,
fertility had obviously dropped during the yearsgeding the census. Within the occupational
groups there was no large variation concerninglifgrtonly sales workers had the highest
number of children and service workers had the &wember of children. Service workers
on average had only half the number of childernmamed to sales workers and their fertility
had dropped, too.

Religious influence was obviously of lower importarfor Slavic and Roma men. Literate
men had more children, but Christians with a highég of literate persons had less children.
In Durrés, the high percentage of Christians ansh&oorrelates with to the lowest number of
children, while the high rate of literacy does fibto the pattern of this city. Shkodra had the
highest age at marriage and a high share of Clmstbut an average general fertility, so that
a higher marital fertilty compensated for the lowercentage of married men. These
sometimes contradictory factors need further ingatibn so that the influence of the
different variables can be estimated more precigalyincrease in the percentage of coded
occupations will also add to our knowledge and gpshchange the fertility patterns of the
major occupational groups, since they will addedight shares to the existing distribution of
occupational groups. These uncoded occupationsneikase the number of persons engaged
in professional, technical, administrative, managgeclerical, service, and production work
to a higher degree than the number of persons edgagsales, agricultural, and domestic
work, co-working relatives, and non-working people.
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Map 1: Albania in 1918 and today
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Figure 1: Number of children of men in Albania @1B by age
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Figure 2: Number of children of women in Albaniali®18 by age
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Figure 3: Cumulated number of children under 5 yedimwwvomen and men in Albania in 1918 by age

/‘/‘

4,5

2,5 4

—&— men
—l—women

45

50

55

60

65

70

75 80+

18



Figure 4: Cumulated number of children under 5 yedurural and urban men in Albania in 1918 by age

4,5

3,5 1

2,5

—l—rural
—&—urban

1,5 1

0,5

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

70

75

80+

19



Figure 5: Number of children of rural and urban nreAlbania in 1918 by age
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Figure 6: Number of children of married or widowedal and urban men in Albania in 1918 by age
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Figure 7: Children under the age of 5 years of iredror widowed rural and urban men in Albania bg ag
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Figure 8: Percentage of married or widowed menlbaAia in 1918 by age
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Figure 9: Cumulated number of children under 5 yeduurban men in Albania in 1918 by age and religiconfession
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Figure 10: Cumulated number of children under 5ye&urban men in Albania in 1918 by age and ethffiliation
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Figure 11: Cumulated number of children under ye&urban men in Albania in 1918 by age andditgr
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Figure 12: Cumulated number of children under ye&urban men in Albania in 1918 by age and ntignastatus
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Figure 13: Cumulated number of children under Sye&urban men in Albania in 1918 by age and city
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Figure 14: Number of children of urban women inai@ in 1918
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Figure 15: Number of children of urban men in Alizaim 1918

3,0

2,5

2,0

15

1,0

0,0

R
V4 1

i

0

Kruja

Shkodra

Durres
Elbasan

Kavaja

Tirana

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80+

30



Figure 16: Number of children under 5 years of ariv@men in Albania in 1918:
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Figure 17: Number of children under 5 years of arbeen in Albania in 1918:
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Figure 18: Cumulated number of children under ye&urban men in Albania in 1918 by age and oatiopal group

—&— Professional, administrative, clerical
—l— Sales workers

Service workers

Agricultural workers
—¥— Producation workers
—@— Domestic and co-working relatives
—+— Not working
—=— Missing

15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80+



