BEADB@E, £+ % FHR (1989)
The Journal of The Population Association of Korea, Vol. 12, No. 2(1989)
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*o] ¥k = FH7F 1988~894F [~Hica W2 2 Cambridge Groupoll A HE S He] —HAE 93] Fuh
1) Umea University, Demographic Data Base . Individual Demographic Data.
A HQl HRAES RE el A= Aol A aAAIS] #AgE Aol
2) Jacques Dapaquier et al, Histoire de la Population Frangaise, Presses Universitaires de France, Paris(1988)
3) E. A. Wrigley, R. S. Schofield, The Population History of England 1541~ 1871, Edward Arnold, London(1981)
4) M. Fleury, L. Henry, Des Registres Paroissiaux d'Histoire de la Population Manuel de Depouillement et d’Exploitation
de I'Etat Civil Ancient, INED, Paris(1956), E. A, Wrigley (ed.), An Introduction to English Historical Demography,
Weidenfeld & Nicolson, London(1966)
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Trojul FUERE UV REFEALRS BRERG
HAS A FRol M= &, i, il Ml 2]
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Folvlol REEEgHEANA 4o 94y
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& AAA Y] &= #H %M (linkage problem) 3= H] 2
M e Jik o Mk F7h ok

el REEER A M = ol ¢ ERMEE

5) Albion M, Urdank, “English Nonconformity in the Demographic Transition : The Case of a Gloucestershire Pa-
rish, Horsely-with-Naaisworth, 1775~1838", 19844 10 A 2] Social Science History Association ¥ #3332
6) Jacques Dupéquier, Pour la Démographic Historique, Presses Universitaires de France, Paris(1984), p. 81 ¥ Pi-

erre Guillaume, Jean - pierre Poussou, Démographie Historique, Libraire Armond Colin, Paris(1970), pp. 89~94

i

7) Ronald D. Lee, “Estimating Series of Vital Rates and Age Structures from Baptisms and Burials : A New Te-
chnique, with Applications to Pre - industrial England”, Population Studies, Vol. 28(1974), pp. 495~512
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8) Charles Tilly, As Society Meets History, Academic Press, New York(1981), p. 70 ¥ “Automatic Record Linking for
Family Reconstitution™, Local Population Studies, No. 40(Spring, 1988) p. 11 &1

9) E. A, Wrigley, R. S. Schofield, “Nominal Record Linkage by Computer and the Logic of Family Reconstitution”,
E. A. Wrigley(ed.), Identifying People in the Past, Edward Arnold, London, (1973). p. 68
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11) Kevin Schurer, Jim Oeppen, Roger Schofield, “Theory and Methodology : An Example from Historical Demog -
raphy”, Peter Denley, Stefan Fogelvik, Charles Harvey(ed.), History and Computing 11, Manchester Univer -

sity Press, Manchester(1989), pp. 130~142

12) Edward W. Wagner, “A Computer Approach to Genealogical Research in East Asia”, Spencer J. Palmer (ed),

Studies in Asian Genealogy, Brigham Young University Press, Provo, (1972), pp. 260~269
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13) Michael Drake(ed.), Populution Studies from Parish Registers, A Selection of Readings from Local Population

Studies, Open University (1982), pp. xxxii~xxxiv

14) P. Beauchamp, H. Charbonneau, B. Desjardins, J. Légaré, “La Réconstitution Automatique des Familles ; Un

Fait Acquis”, Population, numéro special (1977)
constituted Families : A Package of SAS Programs”,

: R. Leboutte, G. Alter, M. Gutmann, “Analysis of Re-
Historical Methods, No, 20(1987), p. 20

15) Ronald D. Lee, “Inverse Projection and Back Projection : A Critical Appraisal, and Comparative Results for
England, 1539 to 1871," Population Studies, (July, 1985), pp. 233~248 ¢ E, A. Wrigley, R. 8. Schofield, The
Population History of England, 1541~ 1871, Edward Arnold, London(1981), pp. 192~199, pp. 715~738 %1
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(3) Wi#ET (back projection)
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{(Summary in English)

The Methodology in Historical Demography
at the Cambridge Group

Hung-Tak Lee
(Hankuk University of Foreign Studies)

The methodology in historical demography comprises the three core areas: the family
reconstitution method at the Institut National d’ Etudes Demographiques(LN.E.D), the
back projection at the Cambridge Group for the History of Population and Social Struc-
ture(HPSS). and the household-pattern analysis at the Cambridge Group and at the
California Institute of Technology. The paper presents an outline of the family reconstitu-
tion method and discusses the problems. both theoretical and methodological, arising
from the problematic back projection vis-a-vis the usual inverse projection developed
by Ronald D. Lee at Berkeley.

Recent developments in the field of the generalized inverse projection method designed
to supplement the defects in the back projection and the inverse projection are presented.
and for case of explanation of the parish register data for the family reconstitution form
(FRF). pre-modern Korean household register data are presented along with the parish
register data of England and Wales that constitute the backbone of historical demography
in pre-modern Europe. Possibilities of exploring the household pattern analysis method
based on the Laslett-Hammel classification scheme for the mid-eighteenth-century Ko-
rean houschold register data are suggested.



