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166 The End of a Cycle

changes, was one of demographif: recovery fed by t_he econpmli
boom in western European countries, and of renewed internationa
as well as internal migration. The energy and manufacturing (ﬁ*lsltles
of the early 1970s marked the end of this phase, together E;mt t f_:
decline of migration within Europe and from several nearby Co‘uilh
tries. The third phase covers the last three decades of the_tjvlvenn?
century and is marked by extreme_ly low fex;tﬂaty, a rapidly agllgg
population, and the gradual closing to migration fgor}? outsi §
Europe. The economic and demographic situation of t e seg?lnd
period made possible the creation of a generous and promifle— L 'ed
social welfare state, while the demographg: evolution of the thir
phase has made revisions and reconsiderations necessary. .
In the last chapter I examined at length the nature a}nd causes {))
the nineteenth century transition, and s0 can fairly briefly descrlhe
its development and conclusion, leaving room to reflect on ?
impact it has had on European society. Five phenqmena in %artlcd
ular are worthy of careful attention: the. almost u.mnterrugte , an
greater than expected, decline in n_lortah't).(; the widespread practice
of birth control and the plunge in fertl.l:ty to below re;;)lacpmfent
levels; the end of mass transoceanic emigration aqd thef }izgmnmg_
of immigration from poor countries; the rffl.pld aging of the pogul
lation and its economic implications; and finally, changes in socia

Table 7.2 Life expectancy {men and women} in major European countries,
1920-94

Country 1920 1930 1950 1970 1994
.8
United Kingdom 57.6 60.8 69.2 732 ;—j :
France 54.0 56.7 66.5 72, 76.3
Germany 53.6 61.4 67.5 71.0 77.5
Ttaly 50.0 54.9 66.0 72.1 .
Spain 45.8 54.6 63.9 72.9 ZZ;
Soviet Union 42.9 - 67.3 68.2 .

Note: United Kingdom: before 1950, England, after 1950, United Kiéxgddom;.
Germany: before 1950, borders at the time, after 1950, present-day borders;
USSR: before 1950, borders at the time, after 1950, borders of Russian
Federation. Values for 1920 refer to 1920-2 (England), 1920-3 (Franc;),
19246 {Germany), 1921-2 (Italy), 1926-7 (USSR); values for 1923()Irei erl to
1930-2 (England), 1928-33 {France), .1932—4 {Germany}, 1930-2 {ktaly);
values for 1950 and 1970 refer respectively to 1950-5 and 1970—5: y
Sources: Before 1950: Dublin, Lotka, and Splegc.lman, Length of Life, Rolna.
Press, New York, 1949. After 1950: United Nations; 1994 (1993 for Spain):

national sources
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rules and conventions regarding marriage and the stability of
procreating couples; traditionally those rules governed reproduc-
tion and cohabitation, but today in many cases they no longer
apply.

Briefly, mortality has evolved along these lines: over the course
of the entire century there has been a continual decline in mortality
{for men and women alike) illustrated by an increase in life
expectancy at birth (see table 7.2) from about 50 years in 1914 to
about 75 years today. There is virtually no break in the decline if
we exclude periods of war and the unusual developments in eastern
Europe, of which more below. Put another way, life expectancy has
increased by close to four months per calendar year, an extraordi-
nary gain, and one which shows no sign of slowing in spite of the
fact that today an average life expectancy of 80 years, not long ago
considered the biological limit, has been exceeded by many female
populations.

Several important aspects of this process of mortality decline
deserve mention: (a) until average life expectancy reached 65-70,
gains were chiefly the result of declining mortality for both infants
and adults, while recent gains have been almost exclusively due to
improved survivorship of the elderly; (b) in the earlier phase much
of the gain in life expectancy was the result of the gradual control
of infectious diseases both through vaccines and pharmacology
{sulfa drugs and antibiotics} and disease prevention and improved
hygiene; while more recent gains in old-age survivorship have
mainly been the result of a lower incidence of noninfectious disease
(e.g., cardiovascular) because of better information about their
causes, bealthier lifestyles, and effective treatment for them; {c) life
expectancy has improved more for women (over 82 years in some
countries) than for men, and the gap is currently between 6-8 years;
and (d) there have been some interesting variations in the
geography of life expectancy: significant pre-First World War dif-

ferences between countries were primarily a function of economic
development. Life expectancy in a country like Russia was barely
over 35, while in Sweden and England it was well over 50 {see table
6.4, on p.135); over the next 50 to 60 years national life expectan-
cies evened out {in 1970 more or less between 70 and 75 ), but a
gap has reappeared in the last 20 years due to worsening mortality
in Russia and other former eastern-bloc countries as against
continued progress in the rest of the continent.

Fertility, like mortality, declined steadily over the course of
the long nineteenth century, reaching replacement level between
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is case, too, fertility decline (;lose!y
;hfl 19338 211113 t}égljrzgosc-)fl IleJ:c(}:ionomic development:' earhzr in
“(zld?f‘:;ced” northern and western Etéere, anlil l;xtffi'1 ;1511 ;)r:a fgg

I nean zones and in much o >
g?l?(t)l yen:lrr?(li {i\lfscll;:ilr(]fns. In parts of western Europe 1th.e bll‘t}ll'l i:t;
recovlzr;d slightly after the Sec_ond World War, while in o; 0ef s
leveled off, but from the 1970s it began to fall to elllnbaxireragre Iac‘e -
children p:er woman in all of Europe, a level well below rep
mfg)lt (:l?z fzzfl:i(? fgzz;el the trend seems straightforward, but rlllatu-
rall nit conceals complex mechgnisms and models. ifh(fu{gj t\ﬁz
ann t discuss them at length in these pages, they inc ude

?gﬁg\?ving: (a} a dramatic restructuring of female rqpr%du(;:;ll:rézig;
terms of the number of offspring produced: today, in the

Table 7.3  Average number of children per woman in selected European coun-
tries, 192195

Years England  France  Germawny Italy  Spain Sov;:; Slj:zton/
1921-5 2.39 2.42 2.62 3.50 ;3? o
1926-30 2.01 2.30 2.10 3.30. .50 oo
1931-5 1.79 2.16 1.84 3.07 ;.77 4.66
1936—40 1.98 2.07 2.24 3.00 2.72 4
o630 219 ass 200 a7 2 3.13
- 2.19 . . .

gigjo 2.18 2.73 216 2.32 ;5‘;_ ;2;
1955-60 2.49 2.71 2.30 2.35 2.;’9 2.43
1961-5 2.81 2.85 2.49 2,55 2.93 2.02
1965-70 2.52 2.61 2.32 2.49 .39 1.98
1971-5 2.04 2.31 1.64 2.28 ;.63 1.92
1975-80 1.72 1.86 1.52 1.92 .86 1.99
1980-5 1.80 1.87 1.46 1.55 1.46 2.10
1985-90 1.81 1.80 1.43 1.35 1.18 1.39
1995 1.71 1.70 1.24 117 ; .

1950, United
: Uni i : 1931-50, England and W?les, after , ]
NOR’& Umtf}ig(r;r;%l?f?efore 1946, borders at the time, after 1946, pres?}: d;g/an
E(l)?ge;r'n[.ISSR- before 1950, borders at the time, after 1950, borders of Ru
omeration i ional sources (1994 for Russian
: — ited Nations. 19935, nationa s?u ) :
gce)zllg:ii.olrgsgeig:,e[?gS% Chesnais, La t;‘ansitionha'e[rcnogmp{jzg?t:, igg; Il’:ris,
. | ij, T. Kharkova, “L’histo
; USSR, E. Andreev, L. Darskij, X , “L’histo
;gﬁf&iaftoif);h;e PURSS 1920-59,” Annales de Démographie Historigue, 1992
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with the lowest fertility, there are more WOmen in a given genera-
tion with one or no children than with two o more; while for the
generations born in the nineteenth century there were more women
with four or more children than with zero to three; (b) a decline ig
the average age at the birth of a first child corresponding to g
decline in the 48¢ at marriage between the 1930s and 1960s,

commercial availability of traditional birth co
first half of the twentieth century {thou
much of Europe unti] fairly recently)

modern and secure ones since the 1960s have made possible the
precise planning of fertility. At the same time, legalized abortion
offers a safe option for correcting planning errors,

Mortality was stili a strong selective force at
century, so that out of 100 births only about
of their reproductive cycles, and these survivors were responsible
for the continuation of the species. Today, almost all women (99
percent) survive to the end of their childbearing years, and

mortality no longer interferes in the replacement process.
Nonetheless, today’s 1.5 children

replacement, and so the road to decl
accustomed to abundant human r
at the end of the millennium in a

ntrol methods in the
gh prohibited by law in
and the introduction of

Demography in the Twentieth Century: Migration,
Structures, Models

Mass migration was the single most striking demographic event of
the nineteenth century, in terms of scale and its implications for the
development of several continents. Following the First World War,
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million between 1921 and 1930, and bgrel_y over 1‘00,00(.) between
1930 and 1940. Migration grew again in the 1mmed1at§ post-
Second World War period but that trend was slhctrt—ln‘fed. "l;l e Hé[O'St
effective controls to emigration were the restrictions introduce Au;
the United States and culminating in the 192§ thzonql Origins Ac
that not only imposed a quota on annual immigration (]us.\gv vaé
150,000 down from the 900,000 per year befo;e the Eirst Wor d
War), but was designed in such a way as to penalize the “new ];rr;glr -
gration,” namely that from southern and eastern Euro?{)se. e t
the war, for example, Italy was responsible for almos}l : f_percetr:l
of total immigrants to the US, but the quota reduced t is lgureh 0
less than 4 percent. In part because of the 'Great _Df:presscliqn, ot eé'
destination countries also adopted restrictive Pohaes an 1rn[;(.)se:
quotas: South Africa in 1930, New Zealand in 1931, Australia in
1932, and Brazil in 1934. Whayever the reason - the presspri 1to
exclude groups deemed ethnically or culturally undtlalsl_ra (?z
econormic hardship, a feeling that nations createc'i throug 1r;1mlt
gration had reached stability — the era of mass migration, at ej‘sd
for Europe, had come to an end. Transoceanic emigration di
resume briefly after the Second World War, but less for the pu;po}s:e
of finding work abroad than for family reunification ﬁm the
settling of war refugees. America .and Europe, par:‘adomca Y, V\;:are
more closely linked at the beginning of the twentieth century than
ing i ond half. _ .
du:?%ég Zicearlier events helps complete this picture. With thg
opening of ocean routes to the Americas, Europe was transfor;nlc;
from a continent of immigration — through the large gatevx;ay of the
Eurasian steppes or across the Medl.terranean — to one o en(ilgra&
tion. The second half of the twentieth century has. re:ntré) uceE
immigration, partly as the legacy of lost colonial empires an partly
in response to a demand for la.bor not met by‘a slowly gfrowull{g
population increasingly unwilling to do certain types o lwg'r .
About 20 million foreigners live in Europe today (exch} ing
Russia), and over half are non-Furopeans: there are nort_h A gpans
in France, Spain, and Italy; Turks in Germany; Pakistanis, Indians,
and Caribbeans in Great Britain. While throughout Europe lslt:attes
have adopted zero immigration policies, there seems little chance
that those policies will change the general course of a phenomenon
that in all likelihood will characterize the twenty—first century.
Age structure is another important demqgraphxc phenomencfm,
and though we have neglected it in our 'dls(fussmn thus_ far, for
reasons which will become clear, it is of vital importance in popu-
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lation issues today. Age structure itself depends on mortality and
fertility: when those factors are more or less constant, as they were
in the earlier centuries, then age structure does not change much,
Of course stability in this case is relative and no longer holds in the
face of age-specific crises or migration. Since fertility and mortality
began their decisive decline in the second half of the nineteenth
century, that is also when age structure began to change. Fertility
decline reduces the relative size of the younger age groups and so
increases that of the older, automatically bringing about the
“aging” of the population. Increased life expectancy instead has a
“net” effect depending on which age groups are affected. If, for
instance, life expectancy is equally improved for all age groups,
then age structure does not change, but if instead it improves
disproportionately for infants or children (as it did up until the
middle of this century and beyond), then age structure changes
favor that age group and the popuiation becomes “younger.” And
if life expectancy increases more for the elderly (as it has in the past
few decades), then that group grows relative to the others.

Until 1910, changes in the birth and death rates had relatively
little effect on the age structure of European populations. Taking
the total populations of Great Britain, Germany, France, and Italy
we find that from 1870 to 1910, the total population under 15
stayed at about 32 percent, while that over 60 was about 9 percent.
After 1910 the percentage of young people began to drop and the
percentage of elderly to rise: in 1950 in the same four countries 24
percent of the total population was younger than 15, while the
figure for 2000 is about 17 percent ; by 1950 the percentage over
60 had risen to 14 percent and at millennium’s end it was up to 20
percent. The average age of the population, 29 in 1910, has risen
to 39 in 2000, and the aging process shows no signs of abating,

Even though chronelogical age is too rigid an indicator of the
phases of a human life span, the above statistics indicate a
profoundly important transformation in the ratio of generations
and age groups, in family structures, and in the distribution of
social roles and duties. We shall return to this topic again later in
the chapter.

The final point to consider in this background discussion are the
changing rules governing reproduction. Traditionally these rules
included: marriage as the “locus” of procreation; the stability of
that union; and the simultaneous occurrence of separation from
one’s original family, the formation of a new nuclear family, and
the occupation of a fairly fixed economic and social “niche.” The
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once monolithic system, needless to say, has been altered andhl'n
some cases undermined in the last few decades, and c!emographlc
indicators are clear in this regard: more couples live toget eé
without marrying; the divorce rate is 'hlgher; there are more snn
more single-parent families; and Fhet;e is an ever greatsr separa 1%?
between “economically productive” life and “reproductive 1eci
Because these changes vary Widely from country to country, a'nz !
the picture is constantly changing, I mgke no attempt to _sumtmatrﬁ 7
them; which, moreover, would require a lopg e?ccuilon }? 1
micro level we have generally avoided up to this point. ) onethe gss(i,
 this change in the “rules” of the game will need to be ept in r;nttlll
when evaluating the importance of the reproductive crisis of the

late twentieth century.

Politics

The twentieth century brought with ita new demographic develop;
ment, the attempt by governments to influence thel course ﬁ_
demographic growth and the 1ntF0duct10n of true population [t).?'st
cies. In truth, this was not an entirely new concept; the'melrlcan ili :
notion of “governar es poblar” was fairly widespread in the sevlen
teenth and eighteenth centuries, and measures more or egs
designed to encourage large families and stlml_ﬂate marriage cag e
traced to that period. Nonethe;less, ‘populanon. policies in t esef
earlier centuries primarily consgtec.i in the p_hysmai movement 0
people for the purpose of establishing colonies or occupying new
land and border territories. While some of these.measuresiv., as ze
have seen, failed miserably and others suq:eeded, it was only ;n the
twentieth century that there emerged the idea of tfruly manipulating
demographic events through pubi}c measures demgned t% lc:_::nvmcleCi
motivate, discourage, or prohibit certain behaviors. llS 'Cmtlh
~never have happened if not for two developments: early mH de
century it became clear that bxrths were not only b_emg c}(l)ntro bel C,
but planned, and at the same time it was recpgmzed that puT li
health measures were successfully increasing life expectancy. c}
course of demographic development was no longer at the m};:rcy 0d
natural and unyielding forces of constraint, ‘_but could be change g
and controlled. In addition, the distressing pheqomﬁnon .01
declining fertility struck many as a sign of weakness in the soc}llg
fabric rather than the inevitable adjustment to the demographic

transition.
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Before we discuss population politics, though, it is worth pausing
a moment over the brutal consequences of warfare for European
populations, both in terms of deaths and the forced relocation of
people after national boundaries were redefined. These too were
the legacy of “politics” and profoundly marked the demographic
history of the twentieth century. Approximately 58 million
European men, roughly one-half of the active male population,
were mobilized during the five years of the First World War, and
about 9 million, or 15.5 percent of those mobilized, did not survive.
In addition to soldiers, warfare also claimed civilian lives, both
directly and by means of resurgent infectious diseases, the gravity
and spread of which was favored by the chaotic conditions created
by war; the 1918-19 influenza pandemic, for instance, killed over
2 million, In addition, the war generations suffered the long-term
effects of injury and disability and of deprivation. Mass mobiliza-
tion also lowered the marriage rate and separated husbands and
wives, causing a dramatic drop in the wartime birth rate. Attempts
have been made to estimate the “ growth loss” for various countries
by calculating excess deaths and the birth deficit, but they are crude
at best, in part because of the rallying of the birth rate in 1919-21,
and so estimates reflect the arbitrariness of the hypotheses chosen.
Nonetheless, it is estimated that 22 million people died in Europe
(excluding Russia) as a result of the war, a figure equal to about 7
percent of the 1914 population. The numbers for Russia are still
less exact, and include casualties incurred by the Revolution.
Lorimer has estimated that, not including emigration, war and
revolution together cost 10 million lost births and 16 million
deaths, both military and civilian. Losses in the Second World War
were of a similar order, and the estimates — over 20 million — are
equally uncertain because of the large share of civilian causalities.
The birth deficit for 1939-45, though high, was considerably lower
than for 1914-18. The two world wars had a particularly dramatic
effect on age structure immediately following the war in those
countries that suffered the greatest fosses {Germany, Poland, the
Soviet Union). The generations born during the war years were
small, and the Second World War further reduced the generation
born in 1914-18; the age groups corresponding to the ages of the
majority of soldiers serving in the two wars were abnormally small
(those born in the 1890s, and between 1915 and 1925); and the
ratio of men to women was sharply out of balance.
The impact of the two world wars (especially the first) was
important not only because it affected the growth, structure, and
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distribution of European population, but als; be(;lalisgi;t ;geltréfvc‘);izi

e imé) relS e tlhatclii ugosgilzisosfpaerfxil:g( iz some countries
hic decline, already a s

g;ﬁ?eg raliglll. Gradually, and in some cases1 not so rii'jtdhualill(};

Malthusian doctrines — the .fea:’r of popu at101:1 %0 e et

controlled by virtuous “preventive checks - gz;ve w fy“too P,

i f potentia} demographic decline: a fear 0 ‘
o cli) by a fear of “too few.” The earliest and most dramatic
“iralslsr igi(;efrozn France, where the birth rate had cleiriypbeggz i)l
iifcline carly in the nineteenth century. Th]i dgfea; isﬂinru\ritality
1870 dramatically heightened concern for the ¢ flmé heav;gi iy
of France: on one side of the Rhine a strong, un}11 ie t,h heav (g; popu
e e grOWini‘;} Gzrrzigiﬁ:zntig lli;laenge of’population
Friince ‘E}i::z: S(ll(i)ﬁcil;?lvztboft trl):le demographic weakness, or even
zc:lii:lclisnoep of Frz.mce grew, and by the beginnicringof‘tlgg nt;tt r:::gnatz‘r%

’ i roposed. beliet in
conseqn pl‘Oﬂa;? léinﬁe;i]gﬁ?cwﬁzfnefs persists st.ili today, in an
COIéSiqlcllC;l;(ZlS revised form, and encompasses mii%tary, pOhthil_
S?plzrflatic, cultural, and economic concerns. ]_:}rlefly21 f;??n :hz
ilitary point of view, as long as wars are heavily eper;1 e n the
I}?umany element, to be numerically smaller than otder na ons

(Anglo-Saxons, Germans, or Slavs) meant th(;1 abarll1 :11111?5:;1@ o
expansionist aims, and the search for security ¢ r(l)ugGermany) at
the risk of encouraging other powers (in par.tlcgfgr‘:l S
attack France. Demographig fee’(-)l.eness also Tlgm 1eterrit(mies city
for colonial expansion, the inability to peop efnegy e
Spread B e aﬁ? Culi?l?i)iﬁfi?iﬁﬂ?pf)fif}& of France.

ive i ct on :
gg:ﬁi::ii?;?ﬁ?iié?fﬁd high fertility in other countries attr‘ac;?ic}

immigrants and so weakened French culture andd~ msi(;lf:é ?18311;2 o
grants tended to settle in boundary areas — ugl erm ped natona
security. Demographic frailty also weakene'd the eigguce c sy Save:

as reflected in the supp'iy of labor, the capacity to p
anﬁﬂiﬁ?iﬂ?ﬁﬁ%&aphic decline spread sl.owly thr(;}flghouﬁ
Europe fgllowing more or less the.birth rate decline — tgerz a(f::}clt:;i 0a

which were exacerbated b}f téle '1]:"1}1;? ;z(;lli t\fgir ;()EE:: } reached 2

peak in the interwar pertod. opulation poicies o) rst

fascism, and then Nazism, were nothing  than distoriec
i f fear over demographic decline (whic
zi(riraedsys/l(r)r?;dg less sensational attempts to combat) and took root

married men and heads of large famil
propaganda. Nazi population policy,
pursued energetically be
defense of “Ar
(between Aryans and non
the sterilization of individuals considered «
duction. In addition, the policy was backe
incentives that encouraged marriage, fertili
will not deal here with Naz genocide and
it claimed; for it has more to do with the h
ness than the history of policy.

policies were adopted or i
“neo-Malthusianism?”
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in already fertile ground. These policies included a wide spectrum
of demographic measures attempting to modify deeply rooted
behaviors concerning procreation, marriage, and even mobility,
and were consistent with a totalitarian ideology. Not surprisingly,
in addition to Italy and Germany, they also flourished in Vichy
France, Japan, and even the Soviet Union, where in the 1930s the
“liberal” laws on marriage and procreation of the preceding decade
were overturned. Population policy was officially announced in
Italy by Mussolini in his Ascension Day speech of 1927:

Lassert that a prerequisite, if not a fundamental aspect, of the polit-
ical power of a nation, and so of jts economic and moral power, is
its demographic strength. I et us speak clearly: what are 40 mjllion
Italians in the face of 90 million Germans or 200 million Slavs? Look
to the west as well: what are 40 million Italians as compared to 40
million French plus a colonial population of another 90 million or
compared to 46 million Britons and 450 million colonials?
Gentlemen! In order to count for something in the world, Italy must

greet the second half of this century with no fewer than 60 million
inhabitants,

The first concrete steps were taken in 1926 with the prohibition
of the sale of contraceptives, and in 1927 with the bachelor tax
(affecting men between 25 and 65), followed by tax deductions
for large families, and birth and marriage prizes; the policy was
reinvigorated in 1937 by the introduction of no-interest family
loans with progressive debt cancellation on the birth of each
child, the consolidation of carlier measures, and the introduction
of a host of minor ones regarding wages, job preferences for

ies, and the organization of
fundamentally racist, was
ginning early in the regime. Based on the

an” racial purity, it outlawed “mixed” marriages
Y

-Aryans, especially Jews} and promoted
unsuitable” for repro-
d up by hefty financial
ty, and large families, I
the 6-7 million victims
istory of criminal mad-
In Germany and Italy, and everywhere that fascist population
mitated, laws were passed to counteract
and the trend to smaller families: penalties



176 The End of a Cycle

for abortion were increased, and migration to the cities - bg?(ei((:!in:lg
rounds ¢ f neo-Malthusianism — was discourage'd or for vidde d
gfl:“lﬂds Os anereat emphasis on country life, and its healthiefj alio
Prl;loer]:ee f‘fl?itfulglifestyle was exai;ed;‘ (ﬁtrt;eggtz f\h{iléleiv?iisl;)a 1111;;111 f; fo
Strengt'he:n theiiilm’ihifaﬁg::stsitblz to re%foiutionize flf?eply rooteg
hedOH}SUC 'egoas a-t Jeast necessary to ensure that families produce
pobavor, ltggree offspring required for thei‘r own replacemer}llt.
o tWOhOY' dependently inspired, there is 11't1§1e: dou'bt that t ie
ol Cﬁl I})l’s stance on the non-permissibility of bl'rth cont? 8
Cathlgﬂflicatlgcf in Pius XI's 1930 encyclical Casti connubii,
soco i anda. . ‘
Se%(;;zlizf jiilciitagf (;(szlzgcies were, again, charactﬁ:{:sulclzyoi é?:eg}ggi;
demographica
e thlglt Pfr()d;:cz(:ut:ih:lfé. tléllrgc:? I3)Cfe’intt=_nsi§e immigration, a clear
S rom tl'ot ::ance also emerged. In 1920, antiabortion lawdf. vb\fe:;i
Pf.OY;’dta 15[ and neo-Malthusian propaganda Was_outlc?we ; ut'
con 01’10'3 classified with abortion as threatening the greater
ights, fwﬁs nation” by depriving France of potential new c1t1261;ls.
e 3 1f: X erly private family allowances were taken over by tIe
ot ’d%n::lamz a benefit available to all employed workers, 3
103 aﬂh ero—nataiist position of the state was requrced, an
19%235 t?lepCode de la Famille (family law) was pass,(?cii mcri?rs;gg
ai familics, especially those with at least three children. ¢
;1;3:123 g?;lch’population policy came to resemble the fascist poli-
3
T i ion is highly unusual and complex. The
l'bThelca:ergggée ﬁi(zf‘g:::g gnd abor%ion laws introduced follown:lg:
lhejf{i n;lution \,?vere replaced between 1934‘and 1944 i}y a pcg)ighe
fafion?zt policy that limited abort}ilon- and dnéorcizﬁ,t rr(;-“:cllrllm(:g:e | the
i i ority, an
o Uﬂi} ragliidggrie:rtfil faexlllllitly allgwances. Stalin announced
all'owances 15: in May 1935 in a speech entitled “Man, the most
e ﬂe“; I1?25013;*03.” Unlike the cases of other European nfatlo&sé
ﬁz(l:iir?il;g fertility could not explain this transf'orm_atli)i,d (13211: he
Soviet birth rate was still high. The explanati?nsénlsi ;st : glicy
the devastating demogra%licngcrg}iieggﬁﬁ;esan% theabeginning ey
- E
Hself;' e iréid ;rilt)}ilfii:‘ﬁndﬁtﬂalization, which fed Jarge-scale
arbanizati and required stockpiling product from Fhe couriltxffy
u'rbamza'l:i;;7 8 and 1928-9 these efforts at stockpiling fell far
zf(;;t {)nf their goal, and it was necessary to ration bread in the cities.
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place in three waves and continued until 1932. According to
Molotov, 6 or 7 million people (other estimates are closer to 10
million} were deported, and many did not survive the strenuous
journeys or the labor camps, dying from cold, starvation, sickness,
violence, or at the hands of firing squads. Rigidly supervised agri-
cultural collectivization instead seemed to be the ideal method to
guarantee wheat deliveries from teng of millions of previously
independent (and protesting} households.

Wheat stockpiling in 1930 appeared to have been successful
thanks to a good harvest, and it was mistakenly believed that even

inevitable, though, as farmers who had been forced to collectivize
their estates sold their reserves and their tools, butchered their cat-
tle, sowed little and harvested even less. Forty-five percent of the
much reduced 1932 Ukrainian harvest was earmarked for delivery;
shortage and famine followed, hitting all the wheat-growing
regions, the Volga river area, and the northern Caucasus. The
resulting famine caused huge number of deaths, and mortality for
the whole of Ukraine tripled in 1933: this was a demographic
catastrophe comparable to the most severe old-regime crises.
Outside of the Soviet Union, the Great Famine and high mortality
were hidden from or denied to the outside world; they were the
price of gross planning errors and a project of brutal rural re-
pression. The combination of the December 1926 census and the
suppressed January 1937 census (later discovered in archives) plus
other demographic data suggests that an extra 9 million people
died during the decade of kulak resettlement and agricultural col-
lectivization. Prior to the release of the 1937 census, Stalin, a
convert to populationism, had triumphantly announced that the
population of the Soviet Union had reached 170 million; he could
not then accept the lower censug figure of 162 million (which
would have uncovered his earlier concealments), and so in
February 1937 Pravda declared that “the glorious Soviet police
had wiped out the viper’s nest of traitors in the Soviet statistical
apparatus.” The politics of power had wiped out close to 10 mil-
lion people, canceled 2 census, and eliminated the people
responsible for it.

Generally speaking, pronatalist population policies had modest
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lages

results. Incentives and awards managed to‘accelerate m§£;;a§§e

and bi.rths to some extent; especially dm I\ilazx Germggze;; re the
d produced some re .

investment was the greatest an : :

151111‘2)erst—livecl though and did not affect the fundamental chozcese g:jailo

by married couples. Then the Second Wlogld Vgar tP?t ;nn e

lation politics left at least tw
m. Yet the era of popu st e
fil;acieS' first, many European goverrillmeln9t§7 énamtilm:i ;)I?criis o
' i i 1l into the s; an ,

reproductive choice we . . e

frtizmpf to exorcise the past left the enduring notion tgat tdf;;l(l)m
;raphic variables are practically neutral and independen

other social phenomena .

Fconomics

The economic transformation of Europe .betweelrll 1914t igé:ltstl;eé
early 1990s has been extraordinary, 1r}1l spitel (})f the i;)x;fj  costs of
litical upheaval. Per-ca
two world wars and much po pheaval. Per capita income -
i t those countries that had socialist regir
ifavl‘;eolfe ?}Y‘: é:;tury — has grown fivefold, whereas during the alrezlléisz
ery dynamic preceding century (1820-1913) thelmcreellse Wafl 58
Zha}i; tﬂreefold. While economic growth was particularly stro glso
the postwar period, 1950-73 (4.3 percent annually), it was a s
ongderable in the decades that included both wars (1.2 p:ltrcien
3 ring 1913-50), and has continued growing at 2 percent urhi%
tl?e lagt two decades (1973-92). To what extent have demograp
ffected economic ones? ‘ .
Ch%[}ll%eusgé}ll the relationship between population and CC}(l).nomgl lis
complex, several factors emerge ciearlyl. The demf%fiielzag; o
, i mente
i ast two centuries has greatly aug ‘ ]
2? gofutlg{taigns to make choices ~ to control morta!ltji and dlszilrsliec,
ili i d mobility — that are vital to econ
fertility and reproduction, and n tare vital to economic
ini lity, by reducing the risk of prem:
development. Declining mortality, ; g the rislc of prema-
th and leveling dramatic and unexp . '
tmuf)?:tjﬁiy created greater stability in mterpersl(n;ai reiatri(())r;;klléii
? .
lish long-term goals for emp
and allowed people to establish mployment
i factors for economic develop
and career, two decidedly positive lovelop-
it lity, the general state o
ment. In addition to lower mortahty, ral state of health
ignifi i ticularly in the twentieth century. The
AR TN faria, for example, left the victim
were fewer disabling illnesses {ma ama,d . ,1 : i
i i tiveness), less frequently
ilitated and reduced his or her produc . ju
fgflir;;:lg temporary disabilities, and a greater physical efficiency
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illustrated by, among other things, a pronounced increase in height
{roughly 10 c¢m. for young males between the early nincteenth
century and today). In other words, illness became progressively
less dominant in people’s lives while at the same time physical effi-
ciency was fortified by improvements in diet, medicine, and
environment. In the third place, fertility decline cut the amount of
time, energy, and resources devoted to childrearing and so allowed
these resources (particularly in the form of female employment) to
be spent on more directly productive activities. The fourth change
was greater mobility thanks to expanding labor markets, faster and
more economical communication, and the elimination of instity-
tional barriers (such as different forms of bondage which still
persisted in rural Russia, for mstance, well after the 1861 libera-
tion of the serfs); all of which allowed human resources to be better
allocated, another boost to economic development. Fifth, for the
50 or so years leading up to the 1930s, changes in age structure

favored the more productive ages, reducing the ratio of non-
producers (children and the elderly) to producers (adolescents,

young- and middle-aged adults). Finally, demographic growth had
a positive effect on economies of scale because it led to expanded
markets, stimulating the creation of large infrastructures and
encouraging entrepreneurship and the invention of “new” knowl-
edge.,

Taken together these changes had a strongly positive effect on
economic development; and though their contribution was grad-
ual and cannot explain the major cycles of modern economic
growth, without a doubt they increased the average level of effi-
ciency of the population. This process unfolded over most, though
not all, of the twentieth century; during the last decades, however,
the positive impact of demographic evolution on efficiency has
been used up and cannot be replicated in the decades to come.
Further decline of the already low birth rate will create serious
problems; further extension of life expectancy might translate into
a disproportionate amount of time marked by ill health and
impaired autonomy; and changing age structure is radically reduc-
ing the ratio of producers to nonproducers in society and
curtailing mobility. Finally, accepting that positive effects have fol-
lowed upon demographic growth (of course only in certain
contexts), these have surely been exhausted by now. Considering
the overall “net” impact of demographic change over the past cen-
tury (and the one before it as well), there have been many benefits
derived from increased ctficiency, though the returns have been
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1992
17,160
17,165
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16,229
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21,036
15,738
10,314
11,711
11,130
12,498
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17,953
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3,731
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1,951
3,518
2,132
2,397
5,077

1913
3,488
4,130
3,764
2,050
3,452
3,833
2,507
3,950
2,275
3,096
4,207
5,032
1,621
2,733
1,354
2,255
3,316

i — lars
Table 7.4 Per-capita gross domestic product in European countries, 1913-92 (1990 dollars)

United Kingdom
Arithmetic mean

Country
Denmark
Finland
France
Germany
Netherlands
Norway
Sweden
Switzerland
Greece

Italy
Portugal

Austria
Belgium
Ireland
Spain
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diminishing in the last 25 years, and have perhaps already become
negative,

A look at the three
inter-war period, recov
slow down of the last q
ship between populati

petiods we have already identified — the
ety after the Second World War, and the

uarter century ~ helps to clarify the relation-
on and economy.,

Between the wars

The First World War, the Great Depression, post-Depression
protectionism, and the e

xclusion of the Soviet Union from the
world economy so deeply marked this period that it would be
pomntless to try to trac

e the specific effects of demographic
phenomena on economy. Keynes offered a general interpretation
of inter-war stagnation, linking it to demographic slowdown:
An increasing population has a very important influence on the
demand for capital. Not only does the demand for capital . . ,
increase more or less in proportion to population. But, business
expectations being based much more on present than on prospec-
tive demand, an era of increasifig population tends to promote
optimism, since demand will in general tend to exceed, rather than
fall short of, what was hoped for. Moteover a mistake, resulting in
a particular type of capital being in temporary over-supply, is in such
conditions rapidly corrected. But in an era of declining population
the opposite is true, Demand tends to be below what was expected,

and a state of over-supply is less easily corrected. Thus a pessimistic
atmosphere may ensue.

Demographic deceleration in the 193 0s — co
growth up to the First World War — may have
quences. In the 50 years that preceded the Gre
growth stimulated the demand for capital inv

tion, the creation of infrastructures, and so o

the exact opposite may have happened, and

slowed down. Another

the slowing down of demo
the demand for investment
industrial structures was hi
lations above § 00,000 in 1

mpared to vigorous
had just these conse-
at War, demographic
estments in construc-
n. Between the wars,
European economies

relevant demographic factor was
graphic growth in urban areas, where
s in housing, railroads, highways, and
gh. The European cities that had popu-
910 had grown in the period 1870-1910
at an annual rate of 2.0

percent, while between 1910 and 1940
growth slowed to 0.9 percent. Other factors may also have had a
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negative impact: the Great Depression, fc.)r example, not 0|1{11§
rgvoked a general backlash of protectionism but also curtaile
fnigration within Europe (as well as intercontinental rmg_ratlonsi
i iscussed), and in some cases, interna
which we have already discussed), : :
migration (anti-urbanism measures), which had strgng f:epife
cussions on the labor market. This change too was a ras(;xc ) °
compared to the prewar period characterized by‘ great gee (?jmt}(:é
ili hic transformations affecte
mobility. Lastly, geodemograp _ f ted the
iti i tion of Europe. Before the
olitical and economic organization o ¢ th
%Vorld War (and excluding Russia}, five Iargedclcm?trles Gé::é
itai tria-Hungary, and Italy —accou
Britain, France, Germany, Aus . | counted
lation of the continent and do
for three-quarters of the popu : | domi,
; the rest of the population was divi
nated the European scene; t . !
among Spain and a dozen smaller countries with fewer thsnh6
million inhabitants each, The Treaty of Versalciles tra;sformie) toc;
i ional entities, and cut the number
space of Furope into 22 national : : :
lfrge countries from five to four with the dismantling of the Austro
Hungarian empire. Europe was further fragmente@ and econoxm:j*i
development suffered from the barriers to international trade an

migration.

From reconstruction to the energy crisis

The 25 years between the end of thg Second World];}(/ar ancfir;t)}:;:
early 1970s, which saw the e?ccluswn of eastern urogeto om
the market economy, meanwhile brqught strong growt  the
west. From the demographic perspective there was andmc.rez.i e in
the birth rate that peaked in the mid-1960s, renewe mlg;eral
(especially strong from souther_n Europer), a?d greatein%imitEd
mobility. Economic reconstruction benefited romd an nlimited
supply of labor that held down the costs of labor an ?goter.ests he
stronger countries, immigration gliowed cominercia Hcli eots ¢
self-finance and compete intematlona?lly, and promote Pm ; &f/
between sectors. In weaker countries {Italy, Spalm, ort ugné
Greece), emigration ea}slecli ti{le b}lrderltag;fl a?crl}:mgf 0¥$§; and
i ittances helped raise s
zglxitglfi?a?ltteéi?economic development. A similar process took plagff:
within “dual” countries s?ch as Ita};l{ and tipaun by means
ive i migration from south to north. _

mE:;;V:tiﬁiiizialsogfavored the creation in this period of generous
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state welfare systems that provided pensions and a wide spectrum
of social services; as there were far more workers who contributed
to the system than aged retirees who withdrew from it.

The last quarter century

While recent demographic history has indeed been marked by
demographic slowdown, at the same time the workforce has
swelled with the coming-of-age of the fairly large generations born
through to the end of the 1960s. Population aging has accelerated,
and Europe has closed its borders to immigration. The specific
effect of demography on the economy can be seen from two points
of view. The first is high unemployment among the young, which
some attribute to the entry into the labor market of those large
generations cited above, creating a supply of labor that exceeds
demand. There is however a problem with this explanation: in
North America, where the “baby boom” was much more
pronounced than in Europe, unemployment has remained low even
though there has been greater competition for jobs among those
born in the 1950s and 1960s. The explanation offered is that in
North America the adjustment was made by lowering relative
wages and, in effect, the standard of living for young workers. In
Europe instead, wages have been protected and have remained
high, and so the adjustment of supply to demand has been made by
means of high unemployment.

Second, the generous welfare state has emerged as the primary
victim of the demographic changes of the last few decades. In
pension systems, normally pay-as-you-go, the group paying in
(workers) continues to decrease substantially with respect to the
group that takes out ( pensioners). The current difficult adjustments
being made, such as raising the retirement age, cutting benefits, and
increasing contributions, are the consequence of adopting systems
in the postwar period that could not hold up in the face of the
demographic changes that have come to pass.

Values

Individuals, couples, and families and their motivations, behaviors,
interpersonal relationships, and values have al] been left out of this
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book, which has instead concentrated on th; ma;(ﬁ‘ CQHEC‘SE
trends of the past millennium. In conclusxop, a little re (lﬁ:ftlon d1 i
order regarding the impact that demographic §hange mbt. 1; ageath
previous century has had on persogai values lmkecii to birt » death,
sickness, solitude, family, and society. The popu ?igmnhcyc o that
began with the Industrial Revolution has Qrofoun yc a?gin e
individual journeys that link the two most important eveil s haé
birth and death. Those journeys i}ave multiplied as pop}tlx ation
grown and have become considerably longer as the Tai;/erage
distance between birth and deqth lilas.more than doufbleci. ey e;z
journeys, however, much iessj richin hfg events. Qur ore eallrs V\; e
born into large families with extensive kinship r'letvw;r ks, 1
within this dense context death came like the dropping of a nee fl
from an evergreen, a detachment _frgm a greater whole as concilpag -
to today’s world in which the ind1v1dual-tends to be more anh m e
isolated in both birth and death. Whap is more,.anyong én tt ;13 peitth
surviving to middle, or even oid,_ allge.wmnessed birlth ain dea} ;Vi h
a repetition that created a famgharlty - 1_)0th painful and joy }Jus
with life events: that familiarity has given way to an anxio
nt.,
eszifzn}‘;;: I:Lere, these changes have deeply atfected Fhe way we }l:)ooli
at life and death and, as a result, the way we perceive otht;r(:s1 (al bou
whom there are at once fears of too rapllcf gr.ovxf'th a|nd of dec 111116).
Some reflection on these topics maylprowde 11*;51tghltl into the collec-
i a and their numerical representation. ‘
twﬁi&iﬁﬁ?ﬁ? end of the eighteenth and the end of th.e t\;\?gtleth
centuries, the Western world has gone from a system of dme 1c1ergi)f
and disorder to one of economy and Qrgier. Societies toh ay cari e .
ciently maintain themselves with a minimum waste of udmgn :lxlrefs,
mortality crises diminished and ther} disappeared, an ; (;)a s
increasingly less frequent, less precocious, less une)q;le‘cte . gois
have gradually become less afraid that something SenoXt,
inevitable, and unpredictable is likely to happen this year, ord nel1 ,
or the one after that. Disorder became less' frequent and gra ifiihz
disappeared. There is another even more important 3spect 0 the
transition from “disorder” to “order.” In old Emogrip c
regimes, the likelihood that the natu_ral chronolpgical icrarchy 0t
death would be inverted — that a child would die before ﬁts Eal.:;ge
or grandparent, younger siblings before older — was 1‘1g b
higher the mortality and the more frequent the mortality cr h,
the more serious the inversion of the hierarchy. In Eur(})lpe in f:1 3
eighteenth century the probability that a 30-year-old mot rrer wou
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outlive her newborn child over the course of the next 2

0 years was
four in 10; that a 50-year-of-

old mother outlive her 20-year-old
child over the nexr 20 years was one in five. Given today’s mortality

levels, the likelihood of the same occurring is slim indeed. Thege
examples give an idea of the disorder in the natural chronological

hierarchy caused by the “unpredictable and capricious unfairness”
of death,

Here is some more food
passed from a state in whic
and subverted the natural ¢
death is predictable, reliabi

for thought. European societies have
h death was capricious, unpredictable,
hronological hierarchy, to one in which
¢, orderly. The consequences have been
twofold. Modern societies have indeed lost their fear of disorder
and the random nature of death, and the resulting stability of inter-
personal relationships is a prerequisite for economic development,
As Camus observed, “No one will be free so long as there is pesti-
lence.” On the other hand, the very rarity of a child dying before
his parents makes that event, when it does happen, unbearable and

irreparable, and is a source of anxiety and fear in today’s world.
Chekhoy described this scene over 4 century ago:

Krilov and his wife were silent and did not cry, as if they felt the
total pathos of their situation in thejr loss [Andrei, their son, has just
died from typhoid): as they had once lost their youth, they now, with
the boy, forever lost their right to have children! The white-haired
doctor already seemed an old man at 44 years old, and his wife,
wizened and ill, was 35. Andrei was their only, but also their last,

child.

The modern view of death — rare, remote, and late in coming —
has deeply transformed jts nature and image. Death is no longer
the medieval domestic affair described by Arigs ~ where the dying
person presides over a quasi-public group ritual that includes

friends, relatives, and children — but is instead remote and hidden
from view.

The dying person’s entourage tried to spare him and hide the gravity
of his condition from him . . . The first motivation for the lie was
the desire to spare the sick person, to assume the burden of his
ordeal. . . . But this sentiment very rapidly was covered over by a
different sentiment, a new sentiment characteristic of modernity:
one must avoid ~ no longer for the sake of the dying person, but for
society’s sake, for the sake of those close to the dying person — the
disturbance and the overly strong and unbearable emotion caused
by the ugliness of dying and by the very presence of death in the
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midst of a happy life, for it is henceforth given that life is always
happy or should always seem to be so.

Dying should be dignified, upsqtting the e_qulhbrlurél ofh fa}mili)z
members, friends, and society as little as posszble. The ecritt ?tula :
once presided over by the dying person a_nd in the hands o ;:le l;l
tives has become an anonymous lns‘titutlonal event manage hy
doctors and taking place in the hospital, where it becomes a tech-
mc’lfllll:—cllaétrfé.graphic rationalization of death — less f¥eque1.1t, cor;lung
late in life, and respecting the natural chrogoioglcal hler'artiz y &
goes hand in hand with a remoteness that is l_)oth technliia and
physical (a hospital death, out of view from family anfd frl‘fll.ﬂ Sc)[ a?h
psychological (hiding death from the dying). The less fami 1?; ea
becomes, the greater the effort.t'o remove it and isolate nil ec;gsg
of its uniqueness and inevit:f\bihty. The thpught of cileat ,dw ic
once impregnated eve;ydlix;:ng H}O;Iflent, is now relegated to a
i ircumscribed phase of life.

prlerilf)ij Itlicclnfr::;graphic regiI;nes thq disprdqr. of degth was acc;lom~
panied by the unexpectedness and 1nev1tai‘)clhty of c,ljlsease. \;f/e ave
discussed epidemics at length, but even “normal” mortality ;vasi
unexpected and dominated by infectious diseases. The gr}a: ula
control of these, and the concept of recovery f{rom disease — thanks
to human intervention — has surely revolqtlomzed our relaponship
to sickness and death. The degenerative diseases that prevail today;i
such as cancer or cardiovascular disease., are often foretold an
have a long course of illness. A cancer patient who has had surgfafry
or a person suffering from circula?ory problems ff.:ars the speci ic
action of his disease, even though it may never stnice or may on );
do so after many years. Susan Sontag sees these “new sorts o
illness — tuberculosis in the nineteenth century and cancer in the

twentieth — in metaphorical terms:

In contrast to the great epidemic. diseases of the past (bubomj:?
plague, typhus, cholera), which strike each person as a merpbci:r o
an afflicted community, TB was understoogi asa filsease 'that isolates
one from the community. However steep its incidence in a pop'ula—
tion, TB ~ like cancer today ~ always seemed to l;e a mysterui)lus
disease of individuals, a deadly arrow that could strike anyone, that
singled out its victims one by one.

Today sickness, even if it does not lead to death, is V%ewed asa
great failure. And the attempt to rationalize failure is perhaps
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connected with the tendency to blame illness on individual charac-
teristics or behavior. Sontag, again, explores the implications:
“[W1lith the modern disease (once TB, now cancer), the romantic
idea that the disease expresses the character is invariably extended
to assert that the character causes the disease — because it has not
expressed itself.” Both the myth of tuberculosis and, today, that of
cancer regard the individual as responsible for his own illness; TB
was the disease of hypersensibility and passion, while cancer is the
disease of repression and the inability to express oneself. In this way
the burden and responsibility of iliness fall on the patient and push
him into isolation. Similarly, a greater risk of heart attack ig
attached to one’s psychological state or fast-paced and stressfyl
lifestyle; the burden of the illness is transferred to the patient,
taking the weight of failure and inadequacy away from medical
science. Still more striking, AIDS is our grimmest metaphor for
catastrophe, much greater than syphilis once was: it is disease
which carries with it an implication of “guilt” for its link to anom-
alous sexual behavior and illicit drug use; it is identified
(denounced), drags on through time, and leads to the inevitable
punishment of death.

Medical advances have attenuated the random and lethal nature
of diseases, and prolonged their course; but the inadequacy of those
advances has also contributed to personalizing disease, shifting
responsibility to the patient, and socially isolating him.

The victory of orderliness and predictability in survival has come
at a price, and that price is solitude. Take an elderty man or woman
in the old demographic regime. His or her spouse had most likely
died, but several children survived — two, three, perhaps even four
—who were themselves married with children. Third-degree nieces
and nephews — the children of siblings — and kin of the same degree
from the spouse’s side filled out the family tree; and in all, the old
man or woman had a few dozen close relatives, Over time, this
family network is added to or subtracted from through births and
deaths; and some relatives may have migrated, but most have prob-
ably not gone very far away.

The same elderly man or woman in today’s world may have two
surviving children, who in turn have spouses or companions, and
two, three, or maybe even four grandchildren. There may be living
siblings as well, and their children. There are stmilarly fewer rela-
tives on the spouse’s side, and the resulting family network is less
dense. Greater mobility in recent times will also likely mean that
family members are more geographically dispersed, at distances
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that modern communications can only in part bridge, Moreover,
this network undergoes less modification over time by births and
deaths.

Upon reaching the last phase of life’s course, people are more
alone than in the past. Less often do the lives of family members
follow parallel and intersecting paths, and the solidarity between
generations is often sorely tested. Solitude and a keen awareness of
“fragility” are two major themes of old age and the price paid for
living a long life.

The meaning and significance of birth as well as death has
changed. In twentieth-century Europe, the child has moved from
the periphery to the center of family life. The history of fertility
decline, as we know, coincides with the greater investment of
parents, families, and society in children, and the shift from quan-
tity of offspring to quality, measured by well-being, nutrition,
health, and learning. Childbirth itself has become an increasingly
planned and prepared-for event, a function of family budget,
expectations, and conceptions of ideal family size. The timing of a
pregnancy has come to reflect future projects and plans, just as the
day and hour of childbirth come to conform to doctors’ or hospi-
tals’ schedules. The biophysical characteristics and the sex of the
unborn child are known in advance. The great medicalization of
pregnancy and childbirth may indeed be excessive and risks
creating new syndromes of anxiety. Up until the end of the 1960s,
despite already quite low fertility, couples still practiced fairly
imperfect birth control and in the end a fair number of births were
unplanned ones: one might say that parents had still left the door
open to chance and the unexpected. But since the 1960s and 70s,
the availability of reliable birth control methods has allowed for
petfectly planned conceptions, and legalized abortion has made it
relatively easy to correct any possible errors. Pregnancy and child-
birth today are programmed and preordained; some of the unborn
child’s characteristics are known in advance of birth; medicaliza-
tion is pervasive. Such a heavy investment in children — even before
their birth — raises proportionately high expectations and leads to
serious frustrations when those expectations are unmet.

We have reached the end of a population cycle, and not only
because the end of the twentieth century marks the terminus of
many centuries of growth. A major transformation has also
occurred that makes demographic behaviors subject to control, and
largely a function of subjective choices. The material quality of old-
regime factors of constraint — space, food, disease — that once
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directly affected demography has given way to an immaterial and
less immediate quality. The factors of choice, which were so limited
in the old regime, have won the final match. There is more choice,
more knowledge, less room for chance, but on the other side of the
scale, more responsibility, more fear, and greater worry.




