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Introduction

Household structures have been a topic of scholatbrest for decades. The division of
Europe in four distinct areas with the predominaoficdifferent types of households (Laslett
1983) has been a stimulus to further research stelfia and Southeast Europe. Research on
joint families in Southeast Europe was meant tov@ror to reject the notion of the
predominance of this kind of households in thig paEurope (e.g. Todorova 1993). Most of
this research has been centred upon the housebatbidr on the creation of new households
through marriage or division of households. Butr¢hkave been no attempts to investigate
household structures from the point of view of ¢hédren. Besides the often used concept of
the household as a static element there is alsodeept of the household as something that
is undergoing changes over time. New members atledatb the household by birth or
marriage and other members leave the householdebyhdmarriage, migration, or the
division of households. One model for such reseerthat of the family or household cycle.
In this model there is a cyclical change in the position of the household following the
ageing of its members and the consequences ofatjgéng. Here the focus is on the
household or the family as the unit of research.ti@nother hand there is the possibility to
treat the individual person as the unit of reseaf@hce again you can apply a cyclical
approach in the concept of life cycles or you caa the approach of life course, which is
more interested in transitions between stages gluthie life of the individual than on the
different stages. Life-course analysis deals withgynchronisation of individual with family
transitions, the interaction between life-coursansitions and historical change, and the
cumulative impact of earlier life-course transisam subsequent ones (Hareven 1978).

J. Halpern has already applied this concept toi&erbata (Halpern 1986), but in a different
way than the one applied in this paper. His artitdals with different characteristics of the
people throughout their life course, but all thebaracteristics are defined in relation to the
person heading the household. S. 8dwas used relationship to household head and marita
status by age-groups to investigate Slovene liteses (Sowi 2001). In this paper | shall use
these characteristics concentrating on the reygeperson. | shall provide an example for
the difference between these two approaches. ppeHuals e.g. using the characteristic “son”
in his article, which indicates that this persordscthe position of “son of the household
head” within the household. In this paper this persvould bear the characteristic “living
with his father”. In addition this person bears tf@lowing characteristics “being
unmarried/married/widowed”, “living with his mothaot living with his mother”, “living
with child(ren)/not living with child(ren)”, “livig with siblings/not living with siblings”, etc.
Instead of being only characterised as “son” tieisspn can also be “father” in case it has at
least one child or “brother” in case it has at ieaee sibling.

One of the problems for such research is that efstiurces for such research. Censuses and
census-like lists provide information about the position of households at one point in
time. You need to invest much time in record link&gr obtaining information about the
composition of households in which the individuatgpns were living during their life-time.
In this paper age-groups of three census lists ldll used as hypothetical cohorts in
investigating the life course of children in Serbiathe 19 century and in Albania at the
beginning of the 2B century. It is clear that this usage of crossiseat data is not without



troubles and possible biases. In using hypotheticdiorts one has to assume that the
demographic characteristics of the people undesideration have been stable during at least
the previous fifty years In addition one has to assume that there has beesubstantial
migration or that in the case of substantial migraimmigrants and emigrants are of the
same number and share the same characteristicse Hssumptions may not be true in the
strict sense, but we can suppose that they maxwidg &ccurate. The creation of life tables
and the computation of life expectancy is normallyo done by using hypothetical cohorts
and only very rarely by using real cohorts anddf@e the usage of cross-sectional data in
the research of the life course should have movardgdges than disadvantages.

| shall use an age of 15 years as the terminabagkildhood in this paper, since there has to
be a consistent terminal age for all data-setsis ppaper. The questions of what childhood
meant, whether there was a difference betweenhatoldl and youth or not, when there was
this transition to youth, or whether there was dhing like youth in the perspective of the
Balkan peasantry in the second half of th& &&ntury or not, will not be addressed here. In
the absence of regular schooling and in a mosthsaiet society, where there was a shift to
regular agricultural work already at young ages ah@re young people normally did not
leave their parental households for occupationgdqees (there were almost no servants), the
age of sexual maturity and first marriages canesass/a terminal age of childhood. An age of
15 years is convenient, since it is a round ageiagproximately the age of sexual maturity
at the end of the focentury (Ehalt 1985) and the age of the youngestied people in the
Serbian data-sets was 16 years. The Albanian Hatasseven younger married people, but it
is not always reliable in this respect.

This paper is an expanded version of an articldirdpavith children and their parental
households in Central Serbia in thé"X®ntury (Gruber 2001). This article dealt onlywit
data of the Serbian census of 1863, while the basa for this paper has been expanded to
data of the Serbian census of 1884 and the Albacmmsus of 1918. This enables
comparisons over time and therefore provides dabaitapossible changes within about one
generation. On the other hand there is the poggilof comparison between neighbouring
societies and within the same society. This aspext not been dealt with in the
aforementioned article.

Used Data

The sources used for this article are the Serbmmsuses of 1863 and 1884 for nine
settlements of Jasenica County in central Serhialan Albanian census of 1918. The census
of 1863 has already been used in various publiestiny J. Halpern (e.g. Halpern 1972).
These nine settlements are not the whole of thusityp whose borders changed several times
throughout the 1® century, but they always belonged to it. Tablehdves the size of these
settlements and the total number of the Serbianlptpn for this study.

! Fifty years is only an approximate number, since tomposition of the population reflects the whole
demographic history of all people living at thatnian time.



Table 1: Population of nine settlements in Jase@manty

1863 1884
OraSac 1,083 1,322
Garasi 471 629
Jelovik 350 485
Bukovik 589 1,026
Topola 1,611 2,217
Vrbica 1,328 1,798
Kopljari 683 926
Markovaé 369
Stojnik 645 1,021

7,129 9,424

Problems with the source

In the census returns of the Serbian census of t&6®llowing characteristics of the people
were recorded: first name, relationship to houstthelad, and age. Additional information is
available for the household heads: last name andpation. In 1884 this information was
extended to marital status and literacy. Other ookl in the census forms were not always
filled in. In addition special characteristics adgple like disabilities, foreign citizenship etc.
were reported.

In this paper the separated units in the censugidie treated as households although some
of them consisted only of children, which obviouslyould have lived in some relative’'s
household. Therefore the share of people livingoint families was slightly higher than
according to the figures in this paper. The focthe research is on the individual child and
the other members of its parental household andndhe family or household. The most
important people besides the individual child asdsiblings are the parents. Several troubles
are connected with the data concerning researchtdbe relatives of the individual child:
There is no direct information about the maritakss$ of the people in 1863 and there is very
often no clear information about the parents ofdcan, therefore we have to use indirect
information.

Sample household 1:
Luka Joksimou, peasant, 30 years, wife Randjija 28 years, saePED years, daughters
Petrija 8 years, Milosava 6 years.

In a household like this it is obvious that botluka and Randjija, are married and that they
are the parents of Pavle, Petrija, and Milosavais lalso clear that Pavle, Petrija, and
Milosava are siblings. But it gets much more coogikd in a case like the following:

Sample household 2:

Mili ¢ 1li¢, peasant, 31 years, wife Milenija 30 years, soasSje 11 years, daughter Zivana 1
year, brothers Milutin 34 years, Zivko 27 yearsyafi 22 years, brother's sons Dimitrije 5

years, Ranko 3 years, brother's daughters Spaseggars, Stamenija 3 years, sisters-in-law
Marta 30 years, Randjija 25 years, Stanica 22 yeasther Andjelija 60 years.

2 Markovac was registered independently since 1827 was not treated independently from Stojnikhe t
census of 1884.



In households like Sample household 2 there islear anformation about who is married
with whom and who are the actual parents of a cfwilith the exception of Midi, his wife
Milenija, his children Spasoje and Zivana, andrhither Andjelija, which is also the mother
of Milutin, Zivko, and Zivan). Therefore severalles had to be established to reconstruct
families within households, i.e. groups consistaigparents or a widowed parent and their
child or children. Sisters-in-law and daughterdaw- were registered under the same term
(sna, snaha, snaja) and are assigned to brotheérsoss according to their sequence in the
source with the exception that their ages suggedifferent order. Brothers and sons are
considered to be married according to the numbeheaif possible wives and according to
their ages, i.e. beginning with the oldest on¢hdfre is more than one possible pair of parents
for the children in the household, the followindesuwill be observed:

* In case of an obvious sequence of children theyaasggned according to this sequence
(e.g. grandsons Sava 10 years, Svetozar 8 yearstrii# 4 years, Milisav 6 years, Milan
4 years, Mika 2 years, Jovan 2 years, Djurdje 4syeBava, Svetozar, and Dimitrije are
obviously children of the first married man in theusehold, Milisav, Milan, Mika, and
Jovan are children of the second married man irhthuesehold, and Djurdje is the son of
the third married man in the household).

» According to the mean age at first marriage thera minimum age for having children:
20 years for women and 22 years for men. If thereoi couple within the household with
this minimum age, the oldest couple will be consdeo be the parents of the child(ren).

» If there are children of the same age, they wiltbesidered as being children of different
parents. Only in case of only one couple within hlbeisehold they will be considered to
be twins.

The percentage of clear parent-child relationsigp86.0 percent for the 1863 census and
99.2 percent for the 1884 census, therefore theestfaquestionable data in this respect is
only 4.0 percent for the 1863 data and a mere 6r8emt for the 1884 data and possible
errors have not too much weight. According to ladise rules the results should differ in the
following ways from the actual situation in 1863151884

* The actual number of widowed people will be higtiem calculated.

* The actual age difference between husband andwilifee higher than calculated.

In January 1916, almost the entire territory of &ila was occupied by the Austrian-
Hungarian army with the exception of fringe areashie south of the country, which were
occupied by Bulgarian, French, Italian and Greebkps. The population census was taken on
March £, 1918 after some preliminary censuses, which seasepreparations for it. The
activities of checking and processing of the data o be stopped due to the planned
withdrawal of the army in October. The order to td®s the entire census material was
neglected with the exception of the district heattprs in Lushnja. Therefore, the material
concerning the Berat, Fier, Lushnja and Shkrapgions (89,142 persons) is missing (Seiner
1922b:5). The surviving material, which covers thajor part of the country, is as follows:
435,075 out of the 803,959 (this figure was calmdaoo high) persons counted in 1923 (54
percent) or 20,096 square kilometers out of thentrgls total area of 28,748 square
kilometers (70 percent). The military administrationit responsible for the delivery agreed
to hand out the material to the Austrian Academysoiences along with the permission to
publish and to work with it. The Academy asked t¢leasus director, Franz Seiner, to work
out the basic statistics. These tables were pudalish 1922, supported by funds from the
Albanian government (Seiner 1922b). Instructed iy Albanian government, Seiner also
separately published the results of the censusnglto the tribal areas of northern Albania.
On the basis of these results, he prepared therfap on the distribution, size and borders of



the tribal territories (Seiner 1922a). One yeati@arthe director of the Balkan Commission
of the Austrian Academy of Sciences, Eugen Oberhemrublished first preliminary
statistical results (Oberhummer 1921). At that tithere were also plans to publish the
village level data, but the Academy was not ablin adequate funding for the publication.
The research project “The 1918 Albanian Populat@ensus: Data Entry and Basic
Analyses” aims at making the data of this censuslabe for scholarly researéhThe
research project started in August 2000, and westdfeadding new data, which means that
the results presented in this paper are still makry. This article is based on the details of
82,449 people who lived in 233 settlements in Alaaburing the data entry, we divided the
settlements into two groups: “normal” settlementsd &deviant” settlements. Deviant
settlements will be entered completely, while ndrestlement will be entered in 5-percent-
samples. The following criteria serve as markersdeviant” settlements:

» ethnic minorities: more than 20 percent of the pajen is made up of non-
Albanians.

e occupational structure: more than 20 percent ofphpulation is engaged in non-
agricultural activities or more than 150 people @amgaged in non-agricultural
activities.

» cities: settlements that are cities.

* sex ratio: more than 60 percent male or less tBgpedcent male population.

* household size: the household size is more thagrefsbns or less than 3.5 persons.

» size of the settlement: more than 2,000 inhabitants

* Orthodox Christians: more than 20 percent of theupadion is made up of Orthodox
Christians.

These criteria often overlap, e.g. size of settl@m&ccupational structure and cities.

Table 2: Data according to criteria

Criteria Settlements Persons

ethnic minorities 42 17,106
sex ratio 53 7,768
Household size 49 12,975
Orthodox Christians 57 20,206
Cities 6 18,650
Occupational structure 16 24,043
size of settlement 6 22,031
all “deviant” settlements 179 64,730
5-percent-sample 54 17,719
all settlements 233 82,449

These 82,449 persons represent according to thghtieg factors (20 for the 5-percent-
sample, 2.5 for cities, occupational structure, simd of settlement) 462,817 persons.

The effects of World War |

The census was taken in 1918, i.e. the last yedvarfd War | and including both Balkan
Wars the seventh consecutive year of war in th&@e. Which effects can be seen from the

® The team of the research project consists of Helmarhart, Karl Kaser, Siegfried Gruber, Gentianaake
and Enriketa Papa. The research project is finangethd Austria Science Fund (Fonds zur Forderung der
wissenschaftlichen Forschung). We are gratefuléoyBNicholson, who has drawn our attention to gosirce
and to the Austrian Academy of Sciences for thepeaation.



demographic data in 1918? The median age of thelaogpn was 23 years and with the

exception of the rounding effects the largest ageigs are to be found up to an age of 10
years. Up to an age of 8 years all the yearly ageps have almost the same size, which
indicates a small drop in fertility or a slight rease in infant or childhood mortality or a

combination of them. The age groups around ages@d®5 are smaller than those following

them, which could be the effect of war casualtieg, it appears for both sexes. Much more
important is the effect of an increased mortaldydll ages, which is not so evidently seen in
the age-structure. It leads to lower numbers dirglb and a higher number of children, who
have already lost parents or grandparents.

Structure of the population

Share of the children in the population

The structure of the Serbian population in 1863 aaery young one: half of the population
(50.3 percent) was younger than 16 years in these settlements in Jasenica County. This
age structure resembles much more the presentitd@fian in Africa than the present day
situation in Serbia. The age pyramid was actualbpyi@mid (see chart 1), the small basis is
due to the fact that the first age group in thiartis smaller than the other age groups, which
are made up of five years, whereas the first agepcontains only the ages 0 — 2 years. The
age groups used in this chart are different froenahes normally used, because there is much
rounding in the ages recorded in the sources dftime. Most of the adult population was
recorded with an age ending in the digits “0” ot &nd therefore the age groups have these
digits in their centre (e.g. 8 — 12 years insteltilo- 14 years), which leads to more accurate
results. This is the reason why all the ages i gaper have to be considered as being
approximate ages, although the younger ages sheuhdore precise than the older ones.

20 years later, in 1884, the population had alrdaelyome a bit older: 45.5 percent of the
population were not older than 15 years. The Al@arpopulation, recorded one generation
later, shows a further decline in the percentagehdfiren: 40.9 percent of the population
belonged to this group. There was quite a rangidennumber of children in the different
settlements: from 46.1 percent in GaraSi to 53r¢qrd in Jelovik in 1863 and from 39.7
percent in Kopljari to 47.8 percent in Vrbica. Theflects different developments in these
settlements in Jasenica County in the second héieold” century. These figures are in line
with published data about the age-structure of gemo populations around 1900: in all
Balkan countries about 50 percent of the populatiware younger than 20 vyears
(Sundhaussen 1989:116). These were the highestsshkathin Europe, only Russia had
similar figures.

The high share of young people, i.e. children, wwitthe population means that at that time
people were seeing children everywhere in high rers1bAlso in the eyes of children society
must have consisted mostly of young people. Theeshiaolder people was much lower than
nowadays: in Albania in 1918 only 9.0 percent & gopulation were at least 60 years old.
The Serbian data shows even smaller numbers: 2c@qtein 1884 and 1.7 percent in 1863.
In some of the settlements these people were graseven lower numbers: 0.6 percent in
Jelovik in 1863 and 1.2 percent in Vrbica in 188%ese numbers indicate a rather small
chance for children to ever see their grandparaivs.

Sex ratio

The Balkans are an area with a traditional maleoritgj within the population. The 1863
census of Serbia shows a ratio of 107.3 men forwO®Men for these nine settlements. In



1884 it had become more equal: 102.6 men for 10ewo The ratios for the whole of
Serbia were 106.5 men for 100 women in 1863 and716#n for 100 women in 1884
(Sundhaussen 1989:80). In 1918 in Albania the ra#is in between these values: 104.3 men
for 100 women. Sex ratios in childhood show differes to the whole population: the 1863
data show a higher inequality with 109.6 men fof 1@men while the 1884 data has a
female majority with 99.5 men for 100 women. Thelagopulation on the other hand was
female by majority in the 1863 data and male in1&84 data. High inequalities in sex ratios
for children could be the consequence of femaleetmegorting, especially at very young
ages. The Albanian data does not show higher $ms r@ younger ages, the pattern is rather
consistent throughout childhood. The 1863 datathashighest inequalities for ages 9-11
years, which may be by chance or the effect ofdmghortality within the last 10 years.

The Albanian data has an extreme inequality witB.9Inen for 100 women. The Muslim
majority (85.2 percent) in Albania fitted almostngoletely to the average of the whole
country (119.2 men for 100 women), while the Roratholics of Northern Albania (11.5
percent) showed the highest inequality (129.7 man 100 women) and the Christian
Orthodox population in Southern Albania (3.2 petpémad an almost equal distribution of
the sexes: 104.5 men for 100 women. The small numb®rthodox people in the data is
due to the fact that most of the Orthodox Albaniarese living outside of the territory
occupied by Austro-Hungarian forces and that thta,dahich has been destroyed, covers a
major part of the Orthodox population. There is miess difference between the urban and
the rural population, where the urban populatios aslightly more equal distribution than
the rural one. The ethnic minorities also showighlly more equal distribution of the sexes
within the child population. The regional distritmut of unevenness is accentuated by the fact
that the region of Puka in the north, predominaRiyman Catholic, had the highest sex ratio
for men: 135.8 men for 100 women of up to 15 years.

The following questions shall be addressed in dlewing pages:

* The high share of young people suggests that miosheo children should have
siblings. Were there also children without siblings

 The small number of older people indicates high tality rates and a low life
expectancy. How many children experienced the deftheir father or their mother
or of both of their parents?

* Were there children living with grandparents desgie high mortality?

* In which types of households did these childrea?iv

Living with siblings

Living in a society with half of the people undé years of age (1863) or under 23 years of
age (1918) suggests that almost all of the childtesuld have siblings. Charts 2-4 and 8-10
and table 3 show that this is actually true: therathelming majority of children had
siblings. In the Serbian data more than 90 perattite children had a least one sibling and
in the Albanian data three fourth of the childreadhat least one sibling. In 1863 only two
settlements and in 1884 only three settlements \betew this percentage. The lowest
percentages were to be found for children of 1 péagé, which is clearly the effect of first
children. The percentages rose to almost 100 pefaethe following ages up to 15 years for
the Serbian settlements, while there is a clederdifiice to the Albanian data. In the Albanian
settlements the percentage reached at the most 8Dopercent. Albanian children at the

* There are no children of less than one year ircémsuses of 1863 and 1884. It is not intendedstouds the
consequences of this situation in this paper.



beginning of the 20 century experienced therefore to a much highecgmtage living as a
single child in contrast to the Serbian case. Thegee almost no differences between the
ethnic and confessional groups, the cities andvilteges. Regional differences were much
more accentuated: in Southeast Albania the prabalmf living with siblings was 81.2
percent, while in Northwest Albania it was only Ipercent.

The mean number of siblings reflects this patténe: children in Jasenica County in 1863
had on average 3 siblings, while Albanian childien1918 had on average less than 2
siblings. There was always an increase in the numibgblings throughout childhood due to
the effect of younger siblings being born, althoughvas by far less pronounced in the
Albanian case. At the end of childhood the trencerged due to the effect of older siblings
marrying and leaving the parental household. Thas aimost universal the case with sisters,
because married brothers tended to remain in trenfz household. Divisions of households
among brothers occurred normally some time afteriage.

In the Serbian cases it was only in the first yadrthe life of children that a considerable
part (20 to 25 percent) was living with only onblisig. After this time at least half of the
children were living with at least three siblingghile in Albania half of the children were
living with at least two siblings.

There was considerable variation in the numberildfngs between the settlements: from
2.47 siblings in Garasi to 3.44 siblings in Kopljar 1863. In 1884 the differences had
become less pronounced: from 2.31 siblings in GanaZ.98 siblings in Vrbica. The decline
in the number of siblings was much higher in thitlesaents, which had the highest numbers
in 1863. In the Albanian data we almost do not filifferences between the religious groups
and the number of siblings in villages and citieexactly the same. The ethnic minorities
have slightly higher numbers of siblings and thgiageal variation is much higher than the
religious variation. The most marked difference banseen between the various household
types: in joint families children had only 1.611Isigs, in extended families 1.89 siblings, and
in nuclear families they had even 2.25 siblingse Towest number of siblings in joint
families is the effect of younger brothers livimgthe households of older brothers or of sons
living in the households of their fathers. Thesanger fathers had less children than their
older brothers or fathers and therefore the nurabsiblings in their households was smaller,
too.

In the 19’ century and the beginning of thet%bntury living as a child in the Balkans meant
therefore living with siblings and for a lot of tlekildren living with several siblings. The
experience of being a single child was almost abaethat time (with the exception of the
first years of life for some of the children, etlge oldest one).



Table 3: Living with siblings

Jasenica County 1863asenica County 188/lbania 1918
living with siblings, 92.7 percent 90.3 percent 74.9 percent
all children
living with siblings,| 76.8 percent 75.1 percent 63.4 percent
1-year-olds
living with siblings,| 94.8 percent 90.5 percent 69.6 percent
15-year-olds
living with five or|21.3 percent 16.3 percent 6.0 percent
more siblings, all
children
average number 08.01 2.76 1.85
siblings, all children
average number 02.05 1.93 1.48
siblings, 1-year-olds
average number 08.36 2.96 1.67
siblings, 15-year-olds

Living with parents and without parents

In present time it is rather normal for childrenEnrope that their parents are alive. Living
with both biological parents is not so common sinates of divorce have increased during
the 20" century and before that it was rather uncommomatreven possible. In the 19
century and the beginning of the"2€entury not living with parents was in most of tieses
due to the death of the father or the mother drofi of them. The small number of people of
higher ages in the data for this paper suggestsgh mmortality rate and therefore a
considerable proportion of children whose parergd avhile they were still children. Charts
2-4 show the decreasing percentage of childrendiwiith their father and their mother. In
the first years of life more than 90 percent of ¢héddren still had both of their parents. The
percentage was steadily decreasing throughouthsoldl The 1884 data show the highest
probability of living with one’s parents while tfdbanian data show the lowest probability.
At an age of about 15 years only 72 percent ofSbian children still had a father and only
83 percent of them still had a mother in 1884. &ficent of the 15-year-olds had no parents
at all since the death of the father and the dedtithe mother was neither occurring
simultaneously nor completely separated. The higkerentage of mothers still alive may be
resulting from the fact that in most of the marrsalples the husband was older than the
wife (80 percent) and in an additional 15 perchritwere of the same age. A further reason
should be the higher percentage of widowers whoriethia second time as compared to
remarried widows. In 1863 all these probabilitiesrevabout 5 to 10 percent lower, which
may indicate higher mortality or less accuracyha process of census taking. The data of
1863 showed much lower percentages for the vilidgdarkovac and higher percentages for
the village of OraSac. In 1884 these differencekdimost disappeared.

In Albania in 1918 these figures were even lowet anly three fourth of all children still
had a father. At the end of childhood more tharf bakhe children had already lost their
father and one third of the children had alreadst liveir mother. Christians had higher
chances of living with their parents than MuslirAs. urban environment or being a member
of an ethnic minority had almost no positive effeat the probability of living with one’s
parents. The most marked regional variation wasldie probability of living with one’s
father in the region of Puka. We have to take aansideration the effects of several years of
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warfare in the Balkans when comparing this muchelopercentages for Albanian children as
towards Serbian children one or two generationsreef

Table 4: Living with parents

Jasenica County 1863asenica County 1884lbanian 1918
living with father, all 85.0 percent 90.7 percent 74.0 percent
children
living with father, 15162.4 percent 72.0 percent 46.0 percent
year-olds
living with mother, all 89.7 percent 94.5 percent 86.0 percent
children
living with mother,74.0 percent 83.6 percent 65.1 percent
15-year-olds
living  with  both|80.2 percent 88.4 percent 69.9 percent
parents, all children
living  with  both|53.8 percent 66.8 percent 41.9 percent
parents, 15-year-olds
living with at least94.5 percent 96.7 percent 89.7 percent
one parent, all
children
living with at least82.7 percent 88.8 percent 69.3 percent
one parent, 15-year-
olds 1

Comparative data from France in thé"X&ntury show that at an age of 27 years half ef th
people still had a father and at an age of 32 ykalfsof the people still had a mother (Le
Bras 1973:26). In the beginning of thé"agntury only 8 percent of the children in Germany
had already lost their father at an age of 10 yaadsthe percentage of children, who had
already lost their mother was even lower (Lautenb&©95:30f.). These data show much
higher survival rates for parents than the datanftioe Balkans, which might be the effect of
worse living conditions there.

Living with grandparents

Was it possible to live with grandparents desgite liigh mortality rate of that time? Charts
2-4 show the percentage of children of differenesa@f living with their grandparents.
Despite the high mortality rate it was possibledbout one third of the youngest children to
live some time with at least one grandparent. 16318e possibility declined steadily to a
mere 3 percent at age 15 and the possibility afidiwith a grandmother was always almost
twice as high as that of living with a grandfathEne reason for it is the same like living with
one’s mother and with one’s father. The possibiityiving with a grandfather was less than
10 percent already at age 6 while it was only & @dor living with a grandmother. The
possibility of living with both grandparents felelow 10 percent already at age 5 and of
living with at least one grandparent at age 120884 the situation had already improved and
now a quarter of all children was living with aagt one grandparent and 10 percent were
living with both grandparents. There were cleafedénces between the villages in 1863:
only 2.1 percent of the children were living witreir grandfather in Jelovik as contrasted to
17.9 percent in OraSac. The reason for this enosrddterence is mostly the highest share of
joint families in OraSac and the highest share wflear families in Jelovik. In 1884 the
highest share of joint families was found in Kopljand this village had also the highest
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number of children living with their grandpareri8.2 percent of them were living with their
grandfather and 32.5 percent were living with tiggandmother.

The Albanian data show a different pattern: thebphality of living with one’s grandmother
was similar to the Serbian data of 1884 and théadsiity of living with one’s grandfather
was lower than in the Serbian data of 1863. Onsoredor such a difference larger than in
the Serbian data is the higher age-difference anspogses in Albania at the beginning of
the 20" century. There is almost no difference between rédigious groups in Albania
despite the fact that the Catholics had much nare families. In cities children were living
to a lesser degree with their grandparents thafdrehi in villages. Children of ethnic
minorities were to a much lesser degree living whikir grandmothers than ethnic Albanian
children. The highest percentages of children gwwvith their grandparents could be found in
the region of Kruja, where one third of the childitered with their grandmother. The lowest
percentage of children living with their grandpdseoould be found in Southeast Albania,
where only 3.1 percent of the children lived witleit grandfathers.

Table 5: Living with grandparents

Jasenica County 18§3asenica County 1884Albania 1918
living with | 9.3 percent 14.3 percent 7.2 percent
grandfather, all
children
living with | 16.2 percent 23.4 percent 23.1 percent
grandmother, all
children
living  with  both|6.2 percent 10.8 percent 5.3 percent
grandparents, all
children
living with at least19.3 percent 26.6 percent 24.6 percent
one grandparent, all
children

Demographic research about France in th® dénhtury showed that only 16 percent of all
new-borns had no living grandparent and that aagm of 10 years only 38 percent of the
children had no living grandparent (Le Bras 1973:Ahese figures are in contrast to the
data about children in Jasenica County in the sebaif of the 19 century and in Albania at
the beginning of the #Dcentury, where there is already at birth a majodit children
without grandparents. But we have to be aware efdifferent measures here: in the data
from the Balkans we are dealing with children lyiwith grandparents and not with the
probability of having living grandparents. This pemtage was clearly higher since children
were normally living with their paternal grandpaierand therefore we have almost no
information about maternal grandparents. Anothentpo consider is the effect of neolocal
households or divisions of households: the graretgarcould only reside with one child and
therefore only one set of grandchildren could iwth their grandparents, while the other sets
of grandchildren were living without grandparersit it does not seem reasonable to get
rates as high as quoted for France in tH2cehtury.

Living with other members of the household

It is astonishing that the category of “other mersbef the household” accounted for the
highest number of all categories in Jasenica Coumfy884 and in Albania in 1918. Only in
the Serbian data of 1863 the category “siblingsd haore members than this category of
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“others”. How was this possible and who were thagseple? This is the effect of the high
number of joint families within the data and ingkgoint families always lived some people
who were not close relatives to all other peopleesk joint families were also the largest
ones and therefore the experience of such cortgdeba had much more effect than

constellations of smaller families, e.g. nucleamifees. The most important dyadic

relationships for these other members of the haldelvere uncle/aunt-nephew/niece and
cousin-cousin. Unrelated persons, like servantsg nagher rarely found in these households.

Table 6: Living with other members of the household

Jasenica County 1863asenica County 188/Albania 1918
average number 08.01 2.76 1.85
siblings, all children
average number o0f.75 1.85 1.60
parents, all children
average number 00.26 0.37 0.30
grandparents, all
children
average number 02.71 2.81 3.61
other members of the
household, all
children

Living in joint families

There was a lot of variation in mean household aording to the age of the children, but
there was no clear trend towards increasing oredeang household size during childhood. In
1863 in Jasenica County mean household size waseimange of 8 to 9.5 members per
household, as experienced by the members of theehold. In 1884 it was a bit lower and in
Albania in 1918 it was in the range of 7.5 to 9sp@ss. It seems to be that there was a slight
trend towards smaller households at the end ofllebdd. The increasing number of siblings
during childhood was counterbalanced by the deergathe number of parents, grandparents
and other members of the household.

Charts 11-13 show the percentages of the three nypes of households throughout
childhood. Extended families were rather stableal@ut 10 percent in 1863 in Jasenica
County. Nuclear families showed a tendency of iasieg during childhood from 30 percent
at birth up to 50 percent at age 13 where there avesversal of the trend. Joint families
showed as a consequence a tendency of decreasmgbit percent at birth to 33 percent at
age 13 where the percentage of children livingintjfamilies started to increase again. Age
13 was according to this data the turning poird tapid increase in the share of people living
in joint families, which reached his maximum in ts&rly twenties. This maximum suggests
that it was the consequence of marriage withouvihegthe parental household. The
subsequent decrease was the result of dying paaredtdivisions of households. The turning
point already at age 13 is understandable by ttea@ mentioned fact that most of the
children had several siblings and so the oldesthbre were already marrying when their
younger siblings were still children. Childhood waee of the two phases in the life course at
that time where a considerable part of the peogiewving in nuclear households, the other
one was the age around 40 years where the chitdees still unmarried.

In 1884 the trend was quite similar throughout diindlod, but the proportion of extended
families had risen to almost 14 percent. Nucleanilias had their peak already at age 10
with 43 percent and joint families had at this patill almost 40 percent. The shift of the
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turning point from 13 to 10 years is astonishingt, imay also be the effect of more accurate
data in 1884 since the charts show a much smoatbeelopment in the 1884 data as
compared to the 1863 data. The Albanian childret9h8 experienced somehow different
household constellations during their childhoodaréhwas less variation in the share of the
different types of households and these types wereh more equal distributed among the
children since extended households were twice & dhan in the 1884 Serbian data and
more frequent than nuclear families. These exteldedeholds increased from 20 percent to
more than 30 percent during childhood. The peakimiear household was already at age 7
with almost 30 percent and afterwards the percentlegreased almost to 20 percent. The
share of joint families was always more than 4@eet, with the exception of age 12, where
it fell below it.

The highest share of joint families among childveas in OraSac in 1863 and in Kopljari in
1884 with more than 60 percent. In Albania 55 petroé the Catholic children were living in
joint families, while only 30 percent of the Ortledchildren were living in joint families.
The relative majority of the Orthodox children wiasng in nuclear households (almost 40
percent). In cities and among ethnic minoritiesleaicfamilies were dominating with more
than 40 percent. The Catholic pattern is refleatedhe higher share of joint families in
Northern Albania, but also Muslim children were masften living in joint families in
Northern Albania than in Southern Albania.

Table 7: Living in joint families

Jasenica County 1863asenica County 188/Albania 1918
nuclear families, all39.0 percent 37.3 percent 26.6 percent
children
extended families, all0.5 percent 13.7 percent 26.8 percent
children
joint  families, all 47.9 percent 48.1 percent 43.8 percent
children

Experiencing marriage, birth, death, and household divisions

Major changes in the composition of households weereto vital events like the birth of new
members of the household and the death of existembers of the household. Marriages led
to the moving of young female adults from theirgrdal household to the parental household
of their husbands and divisions of households dethé reduction in size and complexity of
households and the establishment of new househbdldee these events also experienced by
children within their parental household? It isacl¢hat due to the high fertility and mortality
rates of that time birth and death were common tsvand it is also clear that due to the high
number of siblings most of the children should haxperienced the birth of a younger
sibling (with the exception of the youngest ona). dddition children would very often
experience the death of a sibling at young agetduie high infant and child mortality.
About half of the children also experienced thetlled at least one of their parents during
childhood. In 1863 in Jasenica County the probighdf losing one parent up to an age of 15
years was almost 50 percent und within the nexhtyvgears it fell to almost one third. In
Albania in 1918 almost 60 percent of the childrest lone parent during childhood, which is
much more than in the analysed Serbian data. litiaeldhose 40 percent of the children
which lived for some time with their grandparentavsmost of their grandparents dying
during their childhood. Therefore a clear majoofychildren had to cope with death among
their closest kin during childhood. The number bildren who saw an older brother or an
older sister marrying is not easy to assess froim sburce. The same is true for the
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proportion of children whose parental household diggled while they were still children.
The slight trend to smaller households towardsetiek of childhood suggests divisions due to
the fact that a considerable number of siblingsewkorn in this time. The decreasing
proportion of joint families during childhood alsoggests divisions of households although
the death of parents may have also led to simmeséhold structures. More sophisticated
procedures will be necessary to find more preaissvars for these questions.

Conclusion

Looking at households and their members from thatmd view of children is a possibility

of enhancing our knowledge about the structuretaeademporal changes of households and
of the environment in which children experienceeé first phase of their life course. A
similar useful task would be to look at older peophd their households and to compare
children, young adults, middle-aged people, an@roftople — always considering possible
differences between men and women. Comparing &iteses of children of different parity
(first, second, ... last child) goes beyond thecepa such a paper as is the case with in-depth
comparisons over time and space. Neverthelessstieyld be one focus for future research.
Another focus should be research about possibleetpuences of such events like the death
of a parent or of a sibling for the future life @fildren. Although many of them were only at
the beginning of their life and could not fully werdtand what was actually happening, it was
happening at a much closer distance than nowagaypgle were born at home and they were
also dying at home.

15



Bibliography

Hubert Christian Ehalt (1985): Uber den Wandel Besnins der Geschlechtsreife in Europa
und dessen Ursachen. In: Saeculum 36, pp. 201-253.

Siegfried Gruber (2001): Children and their PareHtuseholds in Central Serbia in thé"19
Century. In: Slobodan Naumadayi Miroslav Jovanovi (Eds.), Childhood in South East
Europe: Historical Perspectives on Growing Up ia i9th and 20th Century (Zur Kunde
Sudosteuropas 11/28, Udruzenje za drustvenu isterideje 2). Belgrade, Graz, pp. 31-44.

Joel M. Halpern (1972): Town and countryside ind&em the nineteenth century, social and
household structure as reflected in the censu8@8.1n: Peter Laslett (Ed.), Household and
family in past time: Comparative studies in theesand structure of the domestic group over
the last three centuries in England, France, Sedbijpan and colonial North America, with
further materials from Western Europe. Cambridge 401-427.

Joel M. Halpern (1986): Life Course: A Balkan Pexdpve. In: Current Perspectives on
Aging and the Life Cycle 2, pp. 211-235.

Tamara K. Hareven (1978): Introduction: The Higstali Study of the Life Course. In:
Tamara K. Hareven (Ed.), Transitions: The Familyd ghe Life Course in Historical
Perspective. New York etc., pp. 1-16.

Peter Laslett (1983): Family and household as wgookip and kin group: areas of traditional
Europe compared. In: Richard Wall (Ed=gmily forms in historic Europe. Cambridge etc.,
pp. 513-563.

Wolfgang Lauterbach (1995): Die gemeinsame Lebensom Familiengenerationen. In:
Zeitschrift fur Soziologie, vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 22-

Hervé Le Bras (1973): Parents, grand-parents,daigain: Population 29, pp.9-38.

Eugen Oberhummer (1921): Mitteilung Uber die erStkszahlung in Albanien. In:

Anzeiger der Akademie der Wissenschaften in Wiehilopophisch-historische Klasse
57/1920. Wien, pp. 61-68.

Franz Seiner (1922a): Die Gliederung der albanis@tamme. Graz.

Franz Seiner (1922b): Ergebnisse der Volkszahlimd@lbanien in dem von den Osterr.-
ungar. Truppen 1916-1918 besetzten Gebiete (Sshrifder Balkankommission,
Linguistische Abteilung XIII). Wien, Leipzig.

Silvia Sovt (2001): Peasant Communities, Local Economies amasehold Composition in
Nineteenth-Century Slovenia. PhD-thesis, Universitizssex.

Holm Sundhaussen (1989): Historische Statistik i8ag 1834-1914. Mit européischen
Vergleichsdaten (Stidosteuropdaische Arbeiten 87ndWén.

16



Maria Todorova (1993): Balkan Family Structure @hd European Pattern: Demographic
Developments in Ottoman Bulgaria. Washington.

17



Chart 1: Age pyramid of nine settlements in Jase@iounty in 1863
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Chart 2

Jasenica County 1863

1,0

,8 7

,6 1
< Siblings
= 4
g Mother
=
= Father
> 5. S
% Grandmother
o
o
o 0,0 Grandfather

19



Chart 3

Jasenica County 1884
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Chart 4

Albania 1918
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Chart 5

Jasenica County 1863
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Chart 6

Jasenica County 1884
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Chart 7

Albania 1918

4

3 -

2 -

Siblings

w 11 Others
o -
8 Parents
5 —
Z 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Grandparents

24



Chart 8

Jasenica County 1863
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Chart 9

Jasenica County 1884
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Chart 10

Albania 1918
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Chart 11

Probability living in
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Chart 12

Probability living in

Jasenica County 1884
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Chart 13

Probability living in

Albania 1918
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