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Endogamy and Social Class in History: An Overview*

Marco H.D. vAN LEEUWEN AND INEKE Maas

INTRODUCTION

The social identities of marriage partners [...] are among the most sensitive and
acute indicators of community or class feelings. Who marries whom, without
courting alienation or rejection from a social set, is an acid test of the horizons
and boundaries of what each particular social set regards as tolerable and
acceptable, and a sure indication of where that set draws the line of membership.”

It took a marriage to reproduce a class structure, or to alter it, as
Thompson claimed for England in the nineteenth century. Kocka too, in
his study of class formation in Germany, noted that the essence of class
formation is the process of simultaneous closure of marital barriers
between certain social groups and the blurring of barriers between others.

Given the importance for social history of marriage patterns by social
class, it is remarkable that historians have studied endogamy by region and
age much more than endogamy by social class.> Endogamy by social class
is also known as social endogamy or social homogamy (we use the terms
interchangeably here, although, strictly speaking, social endogamy refers
to marrying within the same class — and thus assumes the existence of a
limited number of discrete classes — while social homogamy refers to
marrying someone of approximately the same status — and thus assumes
the existence of a continuous status scale). Scholars from other disciplines,
notably sociology, have written more on social endogamy. Sociologists

* We are grateful to Jos Dessens, Chris Gordon, Wim Jansen, Jan Kok, Frank van Tubergen,
Lex Heerma van Voss, Richard Zijdeman, and members of the editorial committee of this journal
for their comments.

1. FM.L. Thompson, The Rise of Respectable Sociery: A Social History of Victorian Britain,
1830—1900 (London 1988), p. 93.

2. J. Kocka, “Family and Class Formation: Intergenerational Mobility and Marriage Patterns in
Nineteenth-Century Westphalian Towns”, Journal of Social History, 17 (1984), pp. 411—433;
idem, “Problems of Working-Class Formation in Germany: The Early Years 18001875, in L.
Katznelson and A.R. Zolberg (eds), Working-Class Formation: Nineteenth-Century Patterns in
Western Europe and the United States (Princeton, NJ, 1986), pp. 279-351.

3. See for example Guy Brunet, Antoinette Fauve-Chamoux, and Michel Oris (eds), Le choix du
conjoint (Paris, 1996); Christophe Duhamelle and Jiirgen Schlumbohm (eds), Ebeschlieffungen
im Europa des 18. und 19. Jahrbunderts. Muster und Strategien (Géttingen, 2003); R. Gehrmann
(ed.), Determinanten und Muster des Heiratsverhaltens in Europa in der Neuzeit: Ausgewdihtle
Fallstudien, special issue, Historische Sozialforschung, 28 (2003).

© in this web service Cambridge University Press www.cambridge.org



http://www.cambridge.org/9780521685467
http://www.cambridge.org
http://www.cambridge.org

Cambridge University Press

978-0-521-68546-7 - International Review of Social History: Supplement 13: Marriage Choices
and Class Boundaries: Social Endogamy in History

Edited by Marco H. D. Van Leeuwen, Ineke Maas, and Andrew Miles

Excerpt

More information

2 Marco H.D. van Leenwen and Ineke Maas

have dealt with contemporary patterns and their determinants to a greater
degree than with the long-term historical trends that escape survey data.
Nonetheless, their valuable work — notably on the determinants of social
endogamy — can be usefully consulted, since it yields insights that can be
tested against the historical record, thus furthering our understanding of
processes of class formation in the past and also establishing, or
questioning, the validity of theoretical notions.

By and large, a few groups of key questions recur in the literature on
marriage and social class, and, for that matter, in much of the literature
dealing with social inequality. One set of questions in the literature on
endogamy by social class focuses on geographical and temporal variations
in patterns of endogamy. Were there regional differences in who married
whom, and did these change over time? If so, did these regional patterns
converge or diverge? A second set of questions focuses on determinants of
endogamy. What factors determine who marries whom? And has the
relative importance of these factors changed over time? A third set of
questions relates to the durability of social inequality, as measured by the
mobility a society allows it members.

Stratification sociologists often look at the degree of intergenerational
class mobility, or indeed of marital mobility, to judge the “social fluidity”
or “openness” of a society.* Equipped with such information, it is
possible to look at a fourth and final set of questions on the consequences
of differences in processes of class formation for social and political
relationships. One can speculate, for example, to what extent major
differences between countries in patterns of inequality, labour relations,

4. P.Sorokin, Social and Cultural Mobility (New York, 1959), pp. 138—141; D.V. Glass, Social
Mobility in Britain (London, 1954); S.M. Lipset and R. Bendix (eds), Social Mobility in Industrial
Society (Berkeley, CA, 1959); C. Tilly, The Vendéé (Cambridge, MA, 1964), pp. 93-99; P.M.
Blau and O.D. Duncan, The American Occupational Structure (New York, 1967); A. Sharlin,
“From the Study of Social Mobility to the Study of Society”, American Journal of Sociology, 85
(1979), pp- 338—360; M. Hout, “The Association Between Husbands” and Wives” Occupations in
Two-Earner Families”, American Journal of Sociology, 88 (1982), pp. 397—409; H. Sixma and W.
Ultee, “Marriage Patterns and the Openness of Society: Educational Heterogamy in the
Netherlands in 1959, 1971 and 19777, in B.E.M. Bakker, J. Dronkers, and H.B.G. Ganzeboom
(eds), Social Stratification and Mobility in the Netherlands (Amsterdam, 1984), pp. 91—108; P.M.
Horan, “Occupational Mobility and Historical Social Structure”, Social Science History, 9
(1985), pp. 25—47; F.L. Jones, “Marriage Patterns and the Stratification System: Trends in
Educational Homogamy since the 1930s”, Australian and New Zealand Journal of Sociology, 23
(1987), pp. 185-193; Robert D. Mare, “Five Decades of Educational Assortative Mating”,
American Sociological Review, 56 (1991), pp. 15-32; LK. Fukumoto and D.B. Grusky, “Social
Mobility and Class Structure in Early Industrial France”, in A. Miles and D. Vincent (eds),
Building European Society: Occupational Change and Social Mobility in Europe 1840—1940
(Manchester, 1993); A. Miles, “How ‘Open’ Was Nineteenth Century British Society? Social
Mobility and Equality of Opportunity”, in ibid.; W. Uunk, Who Marries Whom? The Role of
Social Origin, Education and High Culture in Mate Selection of Industrial Societies during the
Twentieth Century (Nijmegen, 1996).
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and social unrest can be explained by differences in social stratification
and class mobility. This type of question has been posed notably with
regard to intergenerational mobility, but it can also be asked with regard
to marriage patterns according to social class. For example, from Karl
Marx and Werner Sombart onward, scholars have attributed the absence
of a large socialist party in the United States — in contrast to many
European countries — to the greater permeability of social class
boundaries there.s

Given the importance of social endogamy for social and labour history,
it is fortunate that so many scholars have contributed to the present
volume. Each contribution is a case study that sheds light on a number of
key questions. The findings are much more comparable than was
previously the case in this type of research, since all the contributors have
used the same social-class scheme. This also makes it possible to undertake
a comparative analysis of the data underlying these case studies (see the
conclusion to this volume). Is it a permissible exaggeration to claim that
these studies mark the commencement in earnest of the global comparative
study of partner choice according to social class in the past?®

A prime reason why no comparative study on this central theme in
social history has hitherto appeared is the fact that until recently it was
impossible to allocate the same occupations in different regions and

5. Karl Marx, The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Napoleon (New York, 1852); W. Sombart, Why
Is There No Socialism in America? (New York, 1976), first published in German in 1906, esp. p.
115; S. Thernstrom, The Other Bostonians: Poverty and Progress in the American Metropolis
1880-1970 (Cambridge, MA, 1973), esp. pp. 258—259. The question of how to explain American
exceptionalism has continued to arouse interest. See for example K. Voss, The Making of
American Exceptionalism: The Knights of Labor and Class Formation in the Nineteenth Century
(Ithaca, NY [etc.], 1993), and the special supplement to Historical Materialism, 11 (2003). It
remains to be seen, of course, whether the social fluidity in the USA during the nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries was indeed greater than that in Europe. See J. Long and ]. Ferrie, “A
Tale of Two Labor Markets: Intergenerational Occupational Mobility in Britain and the US
since 1850”, NBER Working Paper No. 11253 (April 2005).

6. Of course, valuable historical single case studies of marriage patterns according to social class
do exist. See for example A. Daumard, “Les relations sociales I’époque de la Monarchie
Constitutionelle d’apres les registres paroissaux des mariages”, Population, 12 (1957), pp. 445—
466; A. Daumard, “Structures et relations sociales: Paris au milieu de XVIIIe siecle”, Cabier des
Annales, 18 (1961); R.D. Penn, Skilled Workers in the Class Structure (Cambridge, 1985), pp.
158-182; P. Borscheid, “Romantic Love or Material Interest: Choosing Partners in Nineteenth-
Century Germany”, Journal of Family History, 11 (1986), pp. 157—-168; D. Mitch, “ ‘Inequalities
Which Everyone May Remove’: Occupational Recruitment, Endogamy, and the Homogeneity
of Social Origins in Victorian England”, in Miles and Vincent, Building European Society, pp.
140-164; A. Miles, Social Mobility in Nineteenth- and Early Twentieth-Century England
(Basingstoke, 1999). For a study comparing mobility patterns in several German regions using
the same social-class scheme see R. Schiiren, Soziale Mobilitit: Muster, Verinderungen und
Bedingungen im 19. und 20. Jabrhundert (St Katharinen, 1989). As far as we are aware, no studies
comparing patterns of homogamy among historical populations in different countries have ever
appeared before.
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languages to the same classes.” This problem has recently been tackled by
developing two comparative tools: HISCO and HISCLASS. Both
HISCO, the standard occupational coding scheme, and HISCLASS, the
social-class scheme based upon HISCO, were conceived to meet the need
to find a way to undertake international social mobility analysis.® Both the
coding and the social-class scheme can, however, be used for many other
purposes. Occupations form the heart of the world of work, and the world
of work is central to social and labour history.

All the contributions to this volume have used the same social-class
scheme — more information on HISCLASS is presented in the various
contributions as well as in the conclusion to this volume — and as a result
their findings can be compared. These contributions cover the past three
centuries, with a focus on the nineteenth century, and they take in large or
small parts of Austria, Belgium, Brazil, France, the Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and Switzerland. While this coverage is heavily biased towards
Europe, one of the essays in this volume thus deals with a Latin American
society.

Social homogamy in the past can be studied using historical sources,
notably censuses and vital registration data, including marriage certificates,
which are available not just in Europe but also in other parts of the world.
Both HISCO and HISCLASS can be used as instruments of global history
and have already been tested and applied in different parts of the globe.?
We hope, therefore, that this volume will be seen as an invitation to
historians and other scholars around the world. Even as it is, these essays
cover a wide range in terms of chronology and subject: Belgium, the

7. The issue of the non-comparability of the various historical studies on social mobility has
been raised, for example, in H. Kaelble, Historical Research on Social Mobility: Western Europe
and the USA in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries (London, 1981), and idem, Social
Mobility in the 19th and 20th Centuries: Europe and America in Comparative Perspective
(Leamington Spa, 1985).

8. Marco H.D. van Leeuwen, Ineke Maas, and Andrew Miles, HISCO: Historical International
Standard Classification of Occupations (Leuven, 2002); idem, “Creating an Historical Interna-
tional Standard Classification of Occupations (HISCO): An Exercise in Multi-National,
Interdisciplinary Co-Operation”, Historical Methods, 37 (2004), pp. 186-197; M.H.D. van
Leeuwen and I. Maas, “HISCLASS?”, paper presented at the sth European Social Science History
Conference (Berlin, 24—27 March 2004). See too the individual contributions and the conclusion
to this volume for more information on HISCO and HISCLASS, as well as the History of Work
Website mentioned below. These three projects originate with the long-established research
project HISMA (Historical International Social Mobility Analysis).

9. The History of Work website of the International Institute of Social History (see http://
historyofwork.iisg.nl) contains occupational titles coded into HISCO from the following
countries: Belgium, Brazil, Canada (Quebec), Finland, France, Germany, Greece, The Nether-
lands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, UK, and Switzerland. Work on coding occupations in
other countries, such as India, Italy, Russia, and the Philippines is currently underway. See, for
example, V. Vladimirov (ed.), Istoricheskor professiovedenie. Shornik nauchnikh statie (Barnaul,
2004).
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leading industrial nation outside Britain; France, which has experienced
many major social and economic transformations over the past two
centuries; traditional Nordic farming communities; a mountain commun-
ity (in Austria); and a slave-owning society (Brazil). This wide variety may
provide a window on regional and temporal variations in social endogamy
and a testing ground for theories on its determinants.

DETERMINANTS OF SOCIAL ENDOGAMY

Determinants of social-class endogamy can be clustered in various ways. A
threefold division between individual preferences, third party influences,
and the structural constraints imposed by the marriage market is often
used.’® We will use the same framework, although we distinguish a total of
five clusters. The first and second group of determinants deals with the
marriage market. A distinction is made between factors influencing the
likelihood of encountering marriage candidates in a given locality, at least
long enough to have some sense of whether they would be suitable
spouses, and factors dealing with the degree to which geographical
marriage horizons shrank or expanded. A third cluster relates to the social
pressure from parents, peers, and the community favouring partners from
some social classes and rejecting others. The fourth group concerns
personal autonomy - the degree to which one can resist such pressure.
And, finally, there is a fifth group, that of personal preferences.

Likelihood of meeting on the marriage market

The opportunity to meet a potential spouse is often seen as an important
factor explaining why people marry individuals similar to themselves.'*
The marriage market is limited to certain contexts, for example to the
neighbourhood where one lives, and these contexts are to some extent
already socially homogenous. Thus people end up marrying people similar
to themselves even if they have no special desire to do so. The likelihood of
meeting may be dissociated into two components: the likelihood of
meeting within a certain geographical region, and the likelihood as a
function of the size of that region — in other words the “marriage horizon”.
We begin with a discussion of the first component.

1o. M. Kalmijn, “Status Endogamy in the United States”, American Journal of Sociology, 97
(1991), pp. 496—523, and M. Kalmijn, “Intermarriage and Endogamy: Causes, Patterns, Trends”,
Annual Review of Sociology, 24 (1998), pp. 395—421.

11. See, for example, P.M. Blau, T.C. Blum, and J.E. Schwartz, “Heterogeneity and
Intermarriage”, American Sociological Review, 47 (1982), pp. 45—62; M. Kalmijn and H. Flap,
“Assortative Meeting and Mating: Unintended Consequences of Organized Settings for Partner
Choices”, Social Forces, 79 (2001), pp. 1289—1312; Kalmijn, “Intermarriage and Endogamy”.
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Mating requires meeting. In the contemporary world, young people
might meet at kindergarten, at family gatherings, at school, in the
neighbourhood, at church, through sports clubs and other associations,
during public celebrations, leisure activities, work, and on the Internet - to
list but a few of the more important meeting places that exist. It has been
said that, today, school and work are more important in producing socially
homogamous marriages than family networks are, and that neighbour-
hoods do not seem to have this effect.”?

Young people spend a large part of their youth at school, and thus the
people they meet at school form an important pool of those they get to
know well enough to consider forming a relationship.’> Schooling has of
course increased dramatically in virtually all countries in the world over
the past two centuries. Primary education has become compulsory in
many countries, raising participation rates to extremely high levels. More
importantly for endogamy, access to secondary and tertiary education —
where participants might begin to look for a partner — has generally
increased and in many countries become more universal, covering the
whole spectrum of society to a larger degree than was formerly the case.
One would expect this to lead to higher rates of exogamous marriage, the
more so the older the age at which children are stratified into different
school levels.”* Furthermore, many leisure activities are in some way
connected with school,” either because schools organize them -
compulsory swimming classes for example — or, for example, because
children from the same school support the same football team (perhaps
more so today than in the past). Even if they are not organized by schools,
leisure activities are important meeting places for adolescents — all the
more so if both boys and girls are actively involved.

The effect of educational expansion has actually been even greater than
one might suppose. Whereas schools in Europe in the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries instructed children in the virtues of class im-
mobility,'® they did so to a lesser extent in the twentieth century. It has
been argued that pupils who were taught non-conservative values were

12. Kalmijn and Flap, “Assortative Meeting and Mating”.

13. At least in the case of co-educational schools.

14. See Jutta Allmendinger, Career Mobility Dynamics: A Comparative Analysis of the United
States, Norway, and West Germany (Berlin, 1989).

15. See, for instance, M.P. Atkinson and B.L. Glass, “Marital Age Heterogamy and Homogamy,
1900 to 19807, Journal of Marriage and the Family, 49 (1985), pp. 685—691; F. van Poppel and
A.C. Liefbroer, “Leeftijdsverschillen tussen huwelijkspartners. Een interpretatie van verander-
ingen en verschillen in de negentiende en twintigste ceuw”, Tijdschrift voor Sociale Geschiedenis,
2 (2001), pp. 129-152.

16. H. Chisick, The Limits of Reform in the Enlightenment: Attitudes Towards the Education of
the Lower Classes in the Eighteenth Century (London, 1991); M.H.D. van Leeuwen, Logic of
Charity: A Simple Model Applied to Amsterdam 1800-1850 (London, 2000).
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more likely to develop an appetite for non-traditional marriages.'”
However, important differences might have existed between countries
such as Britain — with a higher degree of class-specific education, due to
the existence of expensive “public” schools — and the Netherlands — where
education was less influenced by class and more influenced by religious-
based divisions.

Many people find their spouse at work, and in this respect the varying
and historically changing forms of the labour market will have had an
impact on endogamy patterns, although as yet we know very little about
how this worked. A young man employed at a small workplace will meet
fewer women than one working in a large factory or a modern institution
such as a post office or a bank, where not only are the “birds” more
numerous, they are also of a different feather. The rise of industry and of
other large, meritocratic internal labour markets from the mid-nineteenth
century onwards led thus, ceteris paribus, to a higher likelihood of
marrying outside one’s social class.'’® Other developments in the labour
market, such as changes in labour-related migration patterns, might also
have influenced social homogamy."?

In cities, the social composition of neighbourhoods is another factor
influencing marriage patterns by social class, because many people marry
someone living close by. So even if they have no intention of marrying
within their own class, many will nonetheless do so if their neighbourhood
consists of people working in the same trade or type of factory, for

17. DJ. Treiman, “Industrialization and Social Stratification”, in E.O. Laumann (ed.), Social
Stratification: Research and Theory for the 1970s (Indianapolis, IN, 1970), pp. 207-234;
E. Shorter, “Illegitimacy, Sexual Revolution, and Social Change in Modern Europe”, Journal of
Interdisciplinary History, 6 (1971), pp. 237-272; idem, “Female Emancipation, Birth Control,
and Fertility in European History”, American Historical Review, 78 (1973), pp- 605—640.

18. Treiman, “Industrialization and Social Stratification”; C. Kerr, ].T. Dunlop, F.H. Harbison,
and C.A. Myers, Industrialism and Industrial Man (Cambridge, MA, 1960); Miles and Vincent,
Building European Society. The studies by Shorter cited in the previous footnote offer a similar
argument: increasing market contacts. A recent survey is offered by John C. Brown, Marco H.D.
van Leeuwen, and David Mitch, “The History of the Modern Career: An Introduction”, in
David Mitch, John C. Brown, and Marco H.D. van Leeuwen (eds), Origins of the Modern
Career (Ashgate, 2004), pp. 3—41.

19. In the case of an increase in seasonal migration, for example, one would expect a decrease in
homogamy according to social class. For a survey of migration in Europe, see Leslie Page Moch,
Moving Europeans: Migration in Western Europe since 1650 (Bloomington, IN, 1992). In
societies where it was common for girls to seek employment elsewhere as a servant before
marriage, such service could broaden the marriage horizon, not just geographically but also
socially, as the girls acquired the social and other skills valued in the social circles of their
employers; perhaps the girls also developed a taste for another way of life. See L. Broom and J.H.
Smith, “Bridging Occupations”, British Journal of Sociology, 14 (1963), pp. 321-334; T. McBride,
“Social Mobility for the Lower Classes: Domestic Servants in France”, Journal of Social History
(1974), pp- 63—78; H. Bras, Zeeuwse meiden. Dienen in de levensloop van vrouwen, ca. 1850—
1950 (Amsterdam 2002). A decrease in service over time would, in that case, mean an increase in
social homogamy, while an increase in service would mean the opposite.
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example.>® Over the past two centuries, a growing share of the world’s
population has lived in cities; currently, for the first time in history, more
people now live in urban areas than rural areas. The social composition of
urban districts might thus have had a considerable impact on social
endogamy worldwide.

We know very little about long-term changes in spatial social
segregation in cities, however. It is thus possible, for example, that in
some cities neighbourhoods were more alike two centuries ago (with
spatial segregation within wards being more prevalent than between
wards, with, for instance, the upper classes living on the main streets, the
middle classes on side streets, and the poor on side streets of side streets)
than today (with a few rich neighbourhoods, a large number of mixed
neighbourhoods, and mostly poor neighbourhoods). If so, then for those
cities the changes in spatial social segregation will have increasingly
favoured social endogamy, all other things being equal. We cannot tell,
however, in which cities such a process has occurred.

The likelihood of meeting a partner from a particular social group also
depends on the size of the various social groups and on their degree of
geographical isolation.*" If meeting is a random phenomenon, the chances
of meeting someone from a particular social class are the product of the
relative size of one’s own group and the relative size of the other social
class. The more heterogeneous a population, the lower the chances of
meeting someone from the same social class. If meeting implies mating —
which of course it does not invariably — a higher degree of social
heterogeneity would imply more exogamy. It is not just the sizes of the
various social groups that matter; so too does the degree to which they live
in geographical isolation. The chances of marrying a coastal fisherman are
obviously less for a woman living inland than for one living on the coast,
and the likelihood of marrying a farmer is greater for farmers’ daughters
(since they too live in the countryside) than it is for either coastal
inhabitants or urban dwellers.

Further, a population that is religiously (or ethnically) heterogeneous is
more likely to be socially exogamous because prospective marriage
candidates are selected first on the basis of religion (or ethnicity), thus
leaving fewer, if any, marriage partners in the same social group. This

20. P.M. Blau and J.E. Schwartz, Crosscutting Social Circles (New York, 1984); William R.
Catton, Jr and R.J. Smircich, “A Comparison of Mathematical Models for the Effect of
Residential Propinquity on Mate Selection”, American Sociological Review, 29 (1964), pp. 522
529; Gillian Stevens, “Propinquity and Educational Homogamy”, Sociological Forum, 6 (1991),
pp- 715-726.

21. Blau and Schwartz, Crosscutting Social Circles; Peter M. Blau, Terry C. Blum, and Joseph E.
Schwartz, “Heterogeneity and Intermarriage”, American Sociological Review, 47 (1982), pp. 45—
62; T.C. Blum, “Structural Constraints on Interpersonal Relations: A Test of Blau’s
Macrosociological Theory”, American Journal of Sociology, 91 (1985), pp. 607-617.
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would lead one to expect that a country that is more religiously (or
ethnically) diverse would have higher exogamy than a country that is less
diverse, and that a country that becomes more diverse in the course of time
will witness an increase in the proportion of exogamous marriages.

Geographical marriage horizons

The likelihood of finding a suitable marriage partner depends not only on
the degree to which one becomes acquainted with the possible marriage
partners in a region but also on the changing boundaries of what
constitutes a region. A great many studies, on all parts of the globe, have
demonstrated that most people tend to marry someone living close by.*?
On foot in accessible terrain — that is, no mud, rivers, mountains, and
gorges — one can perhaps walk 20 kilometres to another village and walk
the same distance back on the same day. This distance comes close to the
limit of trust that separated the known universe from the “unsafe” world
beyond. If marriage “horizons” expanded, young suitors would be able to
meet more potential marriage partners. The increase in the means and
speed of transportation brought about by new and improved roads and
canals, and by new means of transport such as the train, the bicycle, the
tram, and the motorcar brought a wider range of potential spouses within
reach. These new means of transport increased the distance one could
travel during the same day, and thus expanded the geographical marriage
horizon.?

In the course of the past two centuries, the average unmarried citizen

22. See, for example, Alice Bee Kasakoff and John W. Adams, “Spatial Location and Social
Organisation: An Analysis of Tikopian Patterns”, Man, New Series, 12 (1977), pp. 48—64;
Wesley Andrew Fisher, The Soviet Marriage Market: Mate-Selection in Russia and the USSR
(New York, 1980), pp. 200-203; Barrie S. Morgan, “A Contribution to the Debate on
Homogamy, Propinquity, and Segregation”, Journal of Marriage and the Family, 43 (1981), pp.
909-921; Thomas W. Pullum and Andres Peri, “A Multivariate Analysis of Homogamy in
Montevideo, Uruguay”, Population Studies, 53 (1999), pp. 361-377; Stevens, “Propinquity and
Educational Homogamy”.

23. J. Millard, “A New Approach to the Study of Marriage Horizons”, Local Population Studies,
28 (1982), pp. 10-31. Rosental sets the limit at 25 km; see Paul-André Rosental, “La migration
des femmes (et des hommes) en France au XIX¢ siecle”, Annales de Démographie Historigue, 1
(2004), pp. 107136, esp. p. 109. Frans van Poppel and Peter Ekamper suggest a lower limit of 20
km in “De Goudse horizon verruimd. Veranderingen in de herkomst van Goudse bruiden en
bruidegoms”, in J. Kok and M.H.D. van Leeuwen (eds), Genegenbeid en gelegenheid. Twee
eenwen partnerkeuze en huwelijk (Amsterdam, 2005). Kok and Mandemakers found that the
degree to which a town or village was isolated had an cffect on the degree of social homogamy;
see Jan Kok and Kees Mandemakers, “Vrije keuze uit een beperkt aanbod. De huwelijksmarkt in
Utrecht en Zeeland, 1840-1940”, in Kok and van Lecuwen, Genegenbeid en gelegenbeid. For a
discussion of the effect of changes in transport on migration, see, for example, Collin Pooley
and Jean Turnbull, Migration and Mobility in Britain since the 18" Century (London, 1988),

pp- 64-71 and 303—306.
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will have met more marriage partners from his own social class and from
other classes than previously. He or she will also have engaged more
frequently in the gentle art of writing love letters. In the past two centuries
the number of letters and postcards written per head of the population
increased greatly.?* In a more recent phenomenon, millions of people —
even in geographically remote villages — are contacting one another on the
Internet. Dating sites, where men and women specify their wishes and
present what they have to offer in a favourable light, abound, but these are
by no means the only way contacts are established using the Internet.
Friends and potential marriage partners, however remote, are just a mouse
click away, and their number seems almost unlimited. In the past, another
important factor in bringing together young adults from different regions
was the army. Conscription broadened the marriage horizon of the young
men of a region by bringing them into contact with young women from
elsewhere, and from other classes, notably when farmers’ sons were
barracked near the city. This geographical expansion of the marriage
market could well have increased contacts between social classes, and so
led to more exogamy.

While this might well have been the general rule, the broadening of the
marriage horizon could also have had the opposite effect. Members of
small social groups — or groups fair in size but dispersed over the country
— could have been able to travel far enough to meet potential marriage
partners from their own class, whereas previously they would have been
prepared to settle for someone from another class. This scenario implies a
strong desire to marry within one’s own class, a desire frustrated by the
lack of suitable candidates. While one can imagine various kinds of groups
for which this was perhaps true — notably religious and ethnic minorities*S
— it is more difficult to imagine it being the case for social classes, except
for the elite, and wealthier farmers, where the desire to preserve the
family’s property or social status was an overriding issue.?

Social pressure

Parents, peers and other individuals or community institutions all play a
part in the marriage process. In every country, past and present, the
permission of parents has been required if children wanted to marry before

24. D. Vincent, The Rise of Mass Literacy: Reading and Writing in Modern Europe (Cambridge,
2002).

25. This can be seen as evidence of the fact that social-class relations were complicated and
sometimes overridden by other allegiances. See Lex Heerma van Voss and Marcel van der Linden
(eds), Class and Other Identities: Gender, Religion and Ethnicity in the Writing of European
Labour History (New York [etc.], 2002).

26. One wonders to what extent it was also true for social groups with a modest amount of
property, such as shopkeepers.
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