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K MCTOqueCKOVI TMnonornmm cnctem TEpMMUHOB poacCTBa PoPOV

[Scan of article that originally appeared in Sovetskaia Etnografia (Soviet Ethnography)
Volume 2, pp. 43-54. Publication ceased at the time of the breakup of the USSR.]

B.A.MMonos

K UCTOPUYECKOH TUMOJIOTMM CUCTEM
TEPMMHOB PO/JICTBA: TUIMbl KPOY U OMAXA

PaspaGoTka tumosorun cucrem TepmuHoB poncrBa (CTP) u wuccaemo-
BaHHe HCTODHUECKOIO COOTHOILEHHS THIOB CHCTEM SIBJSIeTCS OIHOH H3
BaxKHBIX npobsem 3THorpacduu. B mocienHue rofsl THIIOJIOTHYECKHE HCCJe-
J0BaHHS CTaJH OAHHM M3 OCHOBHBIX HalpaBJIeHUH B H3yUEHHH CHCTEM pOJI-
crBa. Co3faloTcsi HOBble H YCOBEDIIEHCTBYIOTCSI CTapble METOAHUKH CTPYK-
TYPHOrO aHaJu3a TELMHHOJIOTHH POJACTBA, HCCJAENYIOTCS MeXaHH3Mbl TpPaHC-
tdopmauun CTP passuunbix THmoB. TeM He MeHee ellle MHOTHE acCHeKThl
3Toif MpoOJ/IeMbl OCTAlOTCS HESICHBIMH M TpeOyIoT HdajpHEeHIIHX H3BICKAHHM.
B 3Toii cBsi3u GoJsibllioe 3HAUEHHE HMeeT ONpefeeHHe MeCTa CHCTEM THIOB
Kpoy H oMaxa B HcTopuyeckoil Tunosoruu CTP.

BosabminaerBo cyuectByomux kiaaccupukanuit CTP  Gasupyercs Ha
IBYX OCHOBHBIX NMpHHUHNAX, BoiAesneHHux JI. I'. Mopranom:

1) causiHue/pasrpaHHUeHHe NPSIMOH U OOKOBBIX JIHHHMH DOJCTBA;

2) cnusinue/pa3rpaHHYeHHe JHHHH OTIA U MaTepH.

3a OCHOBY CBOMX THIIOJIOTHH IOYTH Bce Hcc/efoBaTesNd Opaju Tpymu-
POBKH TEPMHHOB pOACTBa A/ 0OO3HAueHHs DPOACTBEHHHKOB II€PBOrO BOC-
xoasumero (+1m) u HysneBoro (Om) moOKoJieHHH, B KOTOPBHIX peaH3yTCs
06a mpuHuuna. B + 1o BeIAesAOTCS C/AeAyIOIMe THIBl CJAHSIHUS U pasrpa-

HHYEeHHUd !
I[Pu= OmPPm =JOmMPPx]; [Px= OxPPx = xPPnm]
I1I Pu*= [OAmMPPMm == [ImPPx; Px = OxPPx ==J1xPPm
111 [Pm= OmPPMm] = AMPPx; [Px= dxkPPx]==IxPPum
1V Pu== [AMPPM = IMPPx]; Px# [AxPPx = IxPPum]

V pasupix aBTOpoB 3TH yeTeipe THna CTP HMeIOT pasiuyHble Ha3BaHHS.
CooTHOIIEHHe 3THX HauMeHOBaHHi B Haubosee paclpocTpaHeHHbX THIO-
JOTHSIX MOKeT GBbITh MpelcTaBJeHa B BUe TaOJHIb *.

Tunw CTP Mopran Jloyn Pusepc Kupxrod
I Maugnaiickuit [eHepallMOHHBIH TaBaiickuit 8 C
11 = BugypkaTHBHO- PopacTBeHHBIH A
KOJ1aTepaJbHbli i 5
11T TypaHo-raHoBaHcku#t | BudypKaTHBHO- KnaHoBbIA
CJHBIIHHACSA o
v Apuiickuit JIuHeHHbIH CeMeliHBI I
(onucaTesbHBIH)

1 3nech W gajee AJIsi 3AMACH OTHONIEHHI POACTBA HCIOJb3yeTCs CHCTEMA 6yKBe§H;x :1;
AekcoB, npeanoxennas 0. W. JleBuHbIM (cM. Io. H. .Heau.n.P06 onuca:;:l E?Eie;{nm %_
HOB pofctBa.— «CoB. atHOrpadusi», 1970, Ne 4, c. 18, 19); P — ponureds, i
3r0; M, XX — JeTeDMHHATHBbI 110JI4. )

2'Cw. M. B. Kprokos. CucteMa pOACTBA KHTAHLEB. M, 1972, c. 39.
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KINSHIP

Lx. T1. Méprok ycoBeplleHCcTBOBaJ npeanoxennywo JI. Coupom * Tumo-
goruio CTP Ha OCHOBaHMH TPYNIHPOBOK POACTBeHHHKOB Om, T.e. Ky3eHOB
¥ cnbauHroB 3ro“ B On BhAeNAIOTCS c/eldylllue BapHAHTH CJAHAHHS U
pasrpaHuyeHus *:

I [X!=1=/\] — ra.aiickuil;

II X=s=/\  — cymaHCcKuil, MypHTHHCKHII 6;
I [x =:lI]#/\] — sckumocckuil ;
IV X == [ll= /\] — upoxkesckuii, kKpoy, omaxa’.

Tunosoruu I'. Hoyan® u M. B. KpiokoBa® orpaxaior KOMOGHHALHH TPYI-
NHPOBOK POACTBEHHUKOB B ABYX NokoJeHusx (4 1m u Om). Tak, M. B. Kpio-
KOB OObeIMHHJ TpaTHIMOHHYIO THIIOJOTHIO, ONHpalollylocs Ha 4+ lm, ¢ Tu-
nosoruedt k. Il. Méproka (Ha 6ase Om), W NpeANOKHI CBOH Ha3BaHif
L7151 THIIOB:

~+1n On M. B. Kpwkos
I I —raBaickuil (MaJafcKuii)
11 11 —apabCcKuit
11 IV —HPOKe3CKHH (aBCTPaIHHACKHIT)
v III — aHTJIHACKHH

Hcropnueckass tunoJsoruss M. B. KprookoBa yxe noayuusa IpH3HaHIeE
B COBETCKOH 3THOrpa(uyeckod JuTepaType, HO Ha3BaHHS MAJs THIOB, Ha
Hall B3TJsJ, He COBCEM YAAUHBl, IOTOMY YTO KaxkAbIH THI NPHBS3aH K OI-
pelleleHHOMY 3THOCY. YMECTHO HaNOMHHTb, YTO CHauaja apabCcKuil THI
HocHJl Ha3BaHHMe KuTaiickoro'’. Ilpu omucanuu TpaHchopmanuu CTP xu-
TafileB '' aBTOp 3aMeHW/ Ha3BaHHe, YTO, IO-BUAMMOMY, CHeJaHO H3 OIa-
CeHHsl cO3[aTh NMyTaHHIy, nocKoabKy CTP kuraiines 3BOJIONHOHHpPOBAga COT
aBCTPAJUHCKOrO THNA K KHTalckoMy (apa6ckomy). OpHako y Hccaenoa-
Teast CTP apaboB u/IM aHI/IMYaH BIOJHE peasjlbHO MOTYT BO3HHKHYTb aHa-
JIOTHYHBIe 3aTpyAHeHHs. BoJsee npaBoMepHbIM mpelcTaBiaseTCst TAKOi MPHH-
LM CO3[aHHsl TEPMHUHOJIOTHH IJ/151 HauMeHoBaHHsl THNOB CTP, KoTophlil Gul
OCHOBBIBAJICSI Ha CTPYKTYDHBIX IIpH3HAKaX, XapaKTepHBIX MAJS KaxKA0ro
KOHKpeTHOro tuma. Tak kak Bce ueTblpe Tuna CTP BuigensioTcs mo AByM
CTPYKTYypooOpasylolluM NpH3HAKaM, TO HMEHHO 3TH [Ba NpPHU3HAKA, HMEo-
uge HanGOJbINYI0 TAKCOHOMHYECKYIO I€HHOCTb, M JOJKHBI CTaTh Ha3Ba-
HusiMu Aas tunos CTP.

Eciu 0603HaYnTb pasrpaHuueHHe POJLCTBEHHHKOB MO MPSIMOH U GOKOBBIM
JIHHHUSIM TEPMHHOM <«JIHHEHHOCTb» '?, a pasrpaHHYeHHe POJCTBEHHHKOB IO
DTLHOBCKOX H MaTePHHCKOH JHHHSIM Ha3BaTb «Oudypkauueii» *, To ¢ io-

3 L. Spier. The distribution of kinship systems in North America.— «University of
Washington. Publications in anthropology», 1925, v. 1, Ne 2.

4 G. P. Murdock. Social structure. N. Y., 1949.

5 X — mepekpecTHEle Ky3eHBI (KDOCCKY3€HBI) — HETH CecTpsl OTHa H 06paTa MaTepH

(AO0xPPv=[MPPx); || —mapaieisHbie KyseHbl (OPTOKy3eHH) — AeTH 6paTa oTua H
cectpel MaTepu (AAMPPm=[{xPPx); /\ — cubannrd — 6patea u cecTpnl sro (AMP=
= JIxkP).

¢ B MypHrHHCKOM THIe MaTpHJaTepajbHble H NaTpuUjaTepajbHble KPOCCKY3eHbl HA3biBa-

10Tcs pa3nuyHbiMH TepMHHaMu (JIxPPm== I AMPPx).

" Kpome Toro, Mépaok BeIes Gypsarckuil Tur, B kotopoM [JIxPPm=IIMPPu] =+
% [AOxPPx = OOmPPx] 5= I1P.

8 @. Dole. The development of patterns of kinship nomenclature. Ann Arbor, 1957.

9 M. B. Kprokos. ¥kas. pa6., c. 39, 40.

10 M. B. Kptoxos. THTBI CHCTEM POACTBA H HX HCTOpHYECKOoe cooTHoumeHHe.— «[Ipobae-
MBI HCTODHH JOKaNHTaJHCTHUECKHX o0uiecTB», KH. [. M., 1968, c. 371.

11 M. B. Kproxos. CucreMa POACTBA KHTaileB.

12 VIMeHHO B 3TOM 3HaUeHHH TePMHH «JIHHeHHOCTb» ymorpebaser M. B. Kpiokos. Cm. ero
kH. «ChcTemMa poficTBa KHTaiiueB», c. 107, 111, 126; ezo sce. DBoonHsa CHCTEM DOACTBA: Me-
XaHu3Mm Tpancdopmanuu. M., 1973, c. 4.

'3 Bupypkauus (ot sat. ci. bifurcatio — pasnsoenne, passersienue) — GHOJOTHYECKHIT

TepMHH. B sTHOrpaduio sT0T TepMuH BBeleH P. Jloyu. IIpumenseTcs B COBETCKOH 3THOrpadu-
Yeckoii siurepatype (cM., Hanpumep, JI. B. Mapkosa. TparcdopMauus I0KHOCIABIHCKOH CH-
CTeMbl DOACTBA M €e COOTHOIIEHHe C CceMefHO-DOACTBeHHOH cTpyKTypoii. M., 1973, c. 8).
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MOLIbIO 3THX TEPMHHOB MOXKHO OmHcaTb Bce ocHOBHble Tunbl CTP, ykaswl-
Basl OJHOBPEMEHHO Ha TJIABHHIH CTPYKTYpoOOpasyrolui NPH3HAK KaXJOro
THna. [l uamocTpaluy BOCIOJb3YeMCsi BecbMa YAa4HOH cXeMO#, mpef-
Joxennod M. B. Kpiokosbim *
(cMm. puc. 1).

ITockosbKy XapaKTepHBIM TpH- I -
3HakoM THna | (HpOKe3CKOro) siBJsi- i
eTcss OudypKauus, TO €ro MOXKHO b bid
Ha3BaThb 6udpyprkarusunm X = - +
THnoM, cootBercTBeHHo III (apa6- /i
CKHH) THD—OHUQYypPKaAaTHBHO- + +
JHHeHUHB M H IV (aurauickuii)

THI — J HH e HHb M. II THn (raBaii- Puc. 1

CKHH) HTHOpHpYyeT 00a NpH3HAKA, U €ero HeBO3MOXKHO ONpPENeJHTb HCXOAS U3
uux. Ho ocobennocrteio CTP pmaHHoro tuma sB/seTCa pasrpaHudyeHuHe poj-
CTBEHHHKOB II0 MOKOJieHHsiM, mo3tomy Il Tum moxeT ObITh Ha3BaH MOK O-
JeHHDBIM (FreHepalHOHHBIM).

/151 BCSIKOrO comoctaBJseHusi He0OXOANMa OCHOBHAs €IHHHIA COOTHOIE-
HHS HJIH KOHKPETHBIN KPHTEPHUI OIEHKH — 3TaJOH, OT KOTOPOro OTTaJKHBa-
IOTCSI IPH OIHCAHHM H XapaKTEePUCTHKE SIBJIEHHUS B IJIaHE erO THIIOJOTHUECKOH
cnenuduru. Cjelyer OTMETHTb, uTO npH Jaio6oM cpaBHeHnu 1Byx CTP Bcerna
NPUCYTCTBYET Takas cucteMa-stasoH (uvame Bcero 3to Ta CTP, koropoit
nosb3yercs HccaenoBatesb) . Haubosee JIOTMYHBIM H HayyHO 00OCHOBaH-
HBIM 3TaJoHoM (MerassbikoM) siBasietcss kox lO. M. JleBuHa '*, B cumBOJax
KOTOPOro BOo3MOxKHO onucath Jwo6yio CTP, nsbexas OCHOBHOIO NPOTHBO-
peuHsT B ONHCAHUHM HOMEHKJATypPbl TEDMUHOB POJACTBA, KOT/la TEDMHHBI OJHOH
CHCTeMBbl OMHCHIBAIOTCS B TEPMHHAX JApyrod ‘. B ocHOBe Koma — reHeaJsiory-
yeckasi MaTpPHILA, OTpaxKarliass 6HONOTHIECKHe OTHOLIEHHUS [POJCTBA.

HUcxonss uz toro, uto tunel CTP —s3T0 «HayuHas abCTpakuusi, KOH-
cTpyHpyeMasi Ha OCHOBAHHMH OIpeJeseHHbIX TMPUHIHUIIOB COYETaHHs CYyIIecT-
BEeHHBIX NMPH3HAKOB»*|, T. e. HJleajbHasi MOAe/]b, IIOCTPOEHHAs HCCJel0Ba-
teaem **, ormeabubit THn CTP MoxHO paccMarTpuBaTh B KadecTBe 3TaJIOHA
(mpuyeM 3TOT 3TAJIOH y2Ke APYroro ypPOBHSI OTHOCHTEJNbHO Kona JleBHHa).
Torga u obmyto Tunosoruto CTP, mpeacrasasmooulyro co60H psif THIOB,
KOTOpblEe HAXOASATCS MeXJAy Co60H B CTPOrO OMNpeJeseHHbIX OTHOLIEHHSX,
oTpaxkatolmux ucropudeckoe pasputue CTP, Takke BO3MOXKHO paccMaTpu-
BaTb B KauecTBe 3TasoHa. CooTHeceHne koHKpetHoll CTP ¢ ompenesnenHbiM
THIIOM IIOYTH BCErja B HEKOTOPOH CTeNeHH YCJIOBHO H IPOH3BOJIBHO, HOO He
CyLIECTBYeT TaKOH CHCTEMBI, KoTopas 6B abCOJNIOTHO IO BCeM IapaMeTpaM
coBmajaJja Obl ¢ THUMOM-3TajoHoM. UTo6bl yka3aTh Mmecto jganuoii CTP B
o6umeit Tunosnorun CTP, Heo6X0QuUMO BBISICHHTb BCe CTPYKTYypooOpasyouue
NpU3HAKH CHCTEMbl, YCTAHOBHUTb MX HEPapXHI0 H, BBIIEJHB TJIaBHEIE, COOT-
HEeCTH MX C TeMH IpH3HAKaMH, Ha OCHOBAHHH KOTOPBIX CKOHCTPYHPOBAHBI
THIIBI-3TAJOHHI.

* * *

OGpatumces K cuctemaM Kpoy u omaxa. Ocobennoctb atTux CTP coctout
B creuuduuecKol KJIacCHPUKALUH NEPEKPECTHBIX KY3eHOB M HX NOTOMKOB.
ITo rpynnupoBKe pPoACTBeHHHUKOB OI CHCTEMBl KPOy M OMaxa sABJsAIOTcs On-

14 M. B. Kproxkos. CucteMa poACTBa KHTaileB, c. 65. 3HaAKAMH «ILIIOC» H «MHHYC» 060-
3HayaeTCs HaJHuMe HJH OTCYTCTBHe GUGYPKALUU H JHHEHHOCTH.

15 H. M. T'uperiko. CucTeMa TepMHHOB DOJCTBA H CHCTEMAa COLHAJbHBIX KaTerOPHH.—
«CoB. sTHOTpadus», 1974, Ne 6, c. 45.

16 Cm. M. A. Yaenos. ®@opmanbHbie METOIbl H3YYEHHS CHCTEM DOJICTBAa B COBPEMEHHOH
amepnxaﬁcxou 3THOrpaHU.— «DTHOJOTHUECKHE HCC/Ie0BaHus 3a pybexxom». M., 1973, c. 168.

A. Toxapes. K Bompocy 0 MeTOJIHKE H3y‘{eHI/Iﬂ TEPMHHOJIOTHH pOlICTBa—«BeCTH

MTY, HCTOpHKO ¢usonoruueckas cepusi», 1958, Ne 4, c. 189—194.

18 M. B. Kprokos. Cuctema poJcTBa KUTAHIEB, c. 222.

19 Tam xke; M. B. Kproko8. DBomonysi CHCTEM POACTBA..., C. 1.
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(GypKaTHBHBIMH: CHOJHMHTH H IlapaJjJeJbHble Ky3eHBl HasblBalOTCA OIHHM
TEPMHUHOM, a IlepeKpecTHble Ky3eHbl ONpeNe/sOTCs OCOObIMH TepMHHAMH
(X =~[||=A *. OcHoBHOe orTanuue ot Apyrux OucdypratuBHbix CTP co-
CTOHUT B TOM, YTO IIepeKpPeCTHble Ky3eHBl He HMEIOT CIeLlHaJbHBIX TEPMHHOB,
IOCKOJIBKY 3Ta KaTerophsi POJICTBEHHHKOB OTHOCHTCS K CMEXKHBIM IIOKOJie-
HUSIM: U060 K BOCXOASIUUM (== 1m), qubo K HucxoZsWHuM (<<—In)—u
opopMmasieTcss B TepMHHAX 3THX I[OKOJEHHH. DTO sIBJEHHE Ha3bIBaercs

R R IR
i ——

=710 0O +710 014

Puc. 2. Tun omaxa Puc. 3. Tun kpoy

NOKOJeHHBIM cKamuBanueMm (skewing). B cucremax omaxa maTpu/aTepalb-
Hble MepeKpecTHble Ky3eHbl H HX MOTOMKH CUHTAIOTCS POACTBEHHHKAMH BOC-
xoasamwux nokosdenuit (I=!AMPPx=>=41), marpunartepaJbHbie IepeKkpect-
Hble Ky3eHbl M HX IIOTOMKH OTHOCATCS K HHCXOISAIUHM IOKOJIEHHSIM
(I>*IxPPu<<—1) (cm. puc. 2). B cucremax Kpoy HaoGoOpoT:
= ImMPPx<<—1, 1= IxPPMm>=+1 (cM. puc. 3).

TepMHHBI «KpPOY» M «OMaxa» OBIIM NpeNJNoXKeHbl aMePHKaHCKUM 3THO-
rpadom JI. Cnupom, KoTopsiii B 1925 r. omyGanKOBasJ CBOAKY HOBEHIIHX
MaTepHaJjioB IO cucTeMaM pojacTBa HHAelneB CeBepHOil AMEPHKH M CBeJ Bce
5TH CHCTEMBI B HECKOJbKO THIIOB, BbIAEJEHHBIX Ha OCHOBe IPyHNNHpoBOK Uil
Kaxneiii Tun Obl1 HasBaH 3THOHHMOM TOTO IJIeMeHH, Y KOTODOTO BIEpBbIe
SbM OOHApYKeHBl XapaKTepHble 4epThl JaHHoro tuma *'. Kpoy n omaxa —
3TO JBa NJIEMEHH CeBepPOaMEpPHKaHCKHX HHJeHIeB, OTHOCALIUXCS MO SI3BIKY
K ceMbe XOKa-cny. Omaha B OyKBaJIbHOM IlepeBOJe O3HAuaeT <JIOJH, ZKH-
BylllMe BBepX Mo TeyeHHio» (up stream peoples). Onu oburanu B XIX B.
B nosauHe p. Muccypu. [Inems kpoy Has3BaHO TakK II0 HX TOTEMY — BOpOHE
(anra. crow). CamoHa3BaHHe KpOY — alCapoOKH, OHH XKHJM Ha| TeppPHUTOPHH
COBpeMeHHBIX mTaToB MouTana u Baiiomunr 2. TuatensHoe onucanne CTP
omaxa ocrasua Jx. Hopcei ?, CTP kpoy usyuan P. Jloyu *.

Tunsl Kpoy W OMaxa SIBJASIOTCS OLHONOPSiAKOBHIMH. Ilo cyuiecTBy r.as-
HO€ pasjiHyde MeXkJAy HUMH COCTOHT B XapakTepe IOKOJIEHHOrO CKOca, Ha-
npaBJeHre KOTOPOro 3aBHCHT OT ¢uinanuu. CHcTeMbl KPOy BCTpeYaroTCA
IPEUMYILIECTBEHHO B MAaTpPUJIHHEHHBIX oOOIlecTBaX, CHCTEMbl OMaxa —B
natpuauHeiinbix. [lo momcueram P. Mak-Kunau, 85,7% Bcex CTP kpoy
KOPPENHpYIOT ¢ MaTpPUJIHHEHHbIM cueToM poxacTBa, 89Y% Bcex CTP omaxa —
C MaTpHJIMHEHHOH puaHanued *°.

20 B HeKOTODHIX CHCTeMax Kpoy W oMaxa B On HaGmopaioTcs 6ndypKaTHBHO-JHHeHHble
yepThl (X 7= [#N).

2t [, Spier. Yxas. pab.

22 [ H. Morgan. Systems of consanguinity and affinity of human family. Washing-
ton, 1871, p. 178, 185, 284—285.

28 J. 0. Dorsey. Omaha sociology. Washington, 1884.

24 R H. Lowie. Social life of the Crow Indians.— «American Museum of Natural Histo-
ry», 1912, v. 9, Ne 2; ezo ace. The Crow Indians. N. Y., 1935.

25 R. McKinley. A critique of the reflectionist theory of kinship terminology; The Crow-
Omaha case.— «Many, 1971, v. 6, Ne 2, p. 231.
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ITockoNIbKY CcHCTeMbl KpPOy M OMaxa B3aHMHO MPOTHBONOJOMKHBI 110
CTPYKType, SBJSASCh Kak Obl 3epKaJbHBIM OTpaxKeHHeM Jpyr Apyra-*
(cMm. puc. 2, 3), B cmeuyuasbHOH JuTepaType HX INPHHATO OODBEAHHSTL B
OAMH THI Kpoy—omaxa. ¥. Illanupo mnpensarai Ha3blBaTb 3TOT Tilll
«110M0O» Ha TOM ocHoBaHuH, 4yTo CTP kpoy u omaxa 3aMKCHPOBAHBI Y }jaz-
JHUHBIX TPYNIN KaaupopHuicKUX HHAelleB nomo*’. OfHAKO 3TO mpeio-
JKEHHE He ITOJTYYHJIO NOALEpIKKH.

[Tpobaema CTP xpoy u omaxa, NIOJ KOTOPOH OOBIYHO NOHHMAETCs
npo6semMa couuaNbHOR 0OYCIOBJIEHHOCTH IOKOJIEHHOrO CKallMBaHHUSI M 3a-
BHCHMOCTH HanpaBJeHHsI cKOoca OT (DUJIMALHM, BOT yxkKe B TeueHHe MHOIHX
JecsATHICTHH cOocTapJsieT IpeAMeT Helpekpallaowuxces auckyccuid. K. Jle-
Bu-CTpocc cyHTaeT, 4TO 3TO OJHA U3 Tex NpobJeM, KOTOpble 3aTPyAHSIOT
IBUKEHHE BHepel *’, a aMepukaHcKue 3THorpagsl ropopsatr: «OoObscHuTe
CHCTeMBl KPOY — OMaxa, M OCTaJbHBle CHCTeMbl IOKaxKyTcCsS MNPOCTBIMH» 2.

Hauano usyuenunio CTP TumoB xpoy u omaxa, kak u BooOuie Bcex CTP,
Ob10 noJoxkeHo paboroit JI. I'. Moprana «CucTeMbl poACTBa H CBOMCTBA
4eJI0OBeYECKOH ceMbH». B cBoeM 0030pe TaHOBAHCKOH HOMEHKJIATyphl Tep-
MHHOB DOJACTBA Yy CeBepOaMepHKAHCKUX HHJeilleB OH BIepBble 0OpaTHII
BHHMaHHe Ha TO, 4TO y psila a/JITOHKHHCKMX H CHY TJIeMeH IepeKpecTHble
Ky3eHbl CYMTAIOTCS POACTBEHHHKAMH CMEXHBIX NMOKoJeHHil. Mopran He aaJ
HHKAaKOTO OObSICHEHHS TaKOMY CMeEIIeHHI0 INOKOJIEHWH, JHIIb TOJbKO OINH-
caJl M OTMETHJI, YTO 3TOH OCOOEHHOCTbIO AaHHBIE CHCTeMbI OTJHYAIOTCA OT
HPOKe3CKOH — THNHYHOI TypaHo-raHoBaHckoit CTP *. Josaroe Bpems Ta-
KHe CHCTeMBbl CUHTAJHCh AHOMAJbHBIMH, U NPHU YNOMHHAHHH O HHUX OOBIYHO
ynoTpeO/IsMHCh XapaKTeDUCTHKH THNA «CTPaHHble», «aTHIHUHBIE», «3K30-
THYHBIE» H, KaK NPaBHJ/IO, CBA3BIBAJHCH TOJBKO JHIIb C HEKOTOPBIMH IljIe-
MeHamu uHIelineB CeBepHoil Amepuku. OnHako B koHUe XIX— Hauaje
XX B. mofo6Hble cHCTeMbl ObLIH OOHAapyKeHbl Y MHOTHX HAapOJLOB B pa3HBLIX
yacTsix cBeTa, a mocsie pabor P. Jloyn® u JI. Cnupa ®® crajno sicHO, uTO
CHCTEMBI KPOYy H OMaxa — ocoOble THIIBl CHCTeM pOJACTBA, HYXKAAOLIHECH
B OObSICHEHHH.

Bcex uccienoBateseit npo6/eMbl KpOy U OMaxa MOXKHO JOBOJbHO YETKO
pasfeNuTb Ha JBe KaTerOPHH: 3THOJOIrOB M 3THOJHHIBHCTOB. [lepBnle 3a-
HHMaJuCh NPEHMYLIEeCTBEHHO M3bICKAaHHeM Tex YC/JI0BHH H (DaKTODOB, KO-
TOpble ONpeNeNH/IH IPOHCXOXKAeHHe IOKoJeHHoro ckoca B atux CTP *.

26 B ecTeCTBeHHBIX HAyKaX aHAJOTHYHble ABJEHHS HA3bIBAIOTCS KHPaJbHOCTBIO. DTOT Tep-
MHH, Ha Hall B3rAsiJ, yA00eH 1Jsi 0003HaueHHs] HAEHTHUYHbIX 110 CBOEH CYIIHOCTH 3THOrpadu-
YeCKHX fIBJIEHMH, MMEIOLIHX B TO Ke BPeMsi B3aHMHO NPOTHBOIIOJOXKHble CHMMETPHUHBIE (HOP-
Mbl BHEUIHEro NpOsIBJIEHHS.

27 W. Shapiro. On the classification of bifurcate merging systems.— «Anthropologi-
ca», 1966, v. 8, Ne 1, p. 147, 148.

28 C. Lévi-Strauss. The future of kinship studies.— «Proceedings of the Royal Anthro-
pological Institute», 1965, p 18.

29 | R. Buchler, H. A. Selby. Kinship and social organisation. An Introduction to
theory and method. N. Y., 1968, p. 276.

% [. H. Morgan. Ykas. pab., c. 179, 188, 189, 191, 197, 198, 217, 262.

3t R. H. Lowie. Culture and ethnology. N. Y., 1917; eco ae. The Omaha and Crow
kinship terminologies.— «Verhandlungen des 24 Internationalen Amerikanisten-Kongres-
ses». Hamburg, 1930.

32 L. Spier. Ykas3. pab. .

38 J. Kohler. Zur Urgeschichte der Ehe.— «Zeitschrift fiir Vergleichende Rechswissen-
shaft», 1897, Ne 12; cm. peuensuro J. Ilopkreiiva Ha kuury V. Kénepa B «Année sociologi-
que», 1898, Ne 1; L. A. White. A Problem in kinship terminology.— «American Anthropolo-
gist», 1939, v. 41, Ne 4; R. Lane, B. Lane. On the development of Dakota-Iroquois and
Crow-Omaha kinship terminologies.— «South-Western Journal of Anthropology», 1959,
v. 15, Ne 3; D. B. Eyde, P. M. Postal. Avuncolocality and incest: the development of uni-
lateral cross-cousin marriage and Crow-Omaha kinship systems.— «American Anthropolo-
gist», 1961, v. 63, Ne 4; C. F. Moore. Oblique and assymetrical cross-cousin marriage and
Crow-Omaha terminology.— «American Anthropologist», 1963, v. 65, Ne 2; C. Lévi-Strauss.
Les structures élémentaires de parenté. Paris, 1949; R. McKinley. Yxas. paﬁ.; e2o ore. Why
do Crow and Omaha kinship terminologies exist? A sociology of knowledge interpretation.—
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Puc. 4. Bapuanrtsl cHCTeM TEPMHHOB DOACTBA THIOB KpPOy H oMaxa Yy HaponoB AdQpukH.

Tune: I —kpoy, Il —omaxa; Bapuaute: III — Gudyprartusubi, IV — 6udypKaTHBHO —

6udypraTuBHO-HHeHHb, V — GudypKaTHBHO-MUHefHbH, VI — 6HdypKaTHBHO-TIOKOJIEHHBIH,

VII — nokosennsiit, VIII — GudypKaTHBHO-THHEAHO-IOKONEHHbIH (yC/IOBHEIE 0603HAUEHHS Ha
NOC/IeAYIOMUX KapTax — Te Ke)

BTopble B OCHOBHOM M3yYaJu BHYTDEHHHH MeXaHH3M H OCOOEHHOCTH CTPYK-
typpt CTP kpoy m oMaxa, HCIOAb3ysT MeToAbl (OpMaJbHOIO aHaJ/J H3a

«Many, 1971, v. 6, Ne 3; A. M. 3osorapes. U3 uctopuu panHux GopM IPymnoBoro Gpaka.—
«Yu. 3anucKH HcTOpHYecKOoro dakyiabretra MockoBek. 06/, med. uH-ta», T. 2, 1940; . A. Oae-
depoeze. KoubueBasi CBS3b POJNOB HJIH TPeXponoBoi corwo3.— «KpaTkue coobimenus Hu-ta
stHorpadun AH CCCP», B. 1, 1946; e2o ace. OcHoBHBIe YepTH Da3BHTHS CHCTEM POACTBA.—
«CoB. stHorpadus», 1960, Ne 6; ezo oace. Cucrema poxcrsa 6akouro B XVII B.— «Tpyam
Hu-ta stHorpadun AH CCCP», 1. 52, 1959; eeo sce. Cuctema HKHTa (B3aHMOOTHOIIEHHS DO-
InoB y HKyHAY).— «Tp. HMH-Ta atHOrpaduu AH CCCP», 1. 54, 1960; H. B. buxbyraros. Cu-
creMa pojctBa Gamkup. M., 1964; H. A. Byrunos. Tlanyacst Hoso#t TI'Bumen. M., 1968;
B. M. Muctoeun. O6 OTHOIIEHHH aBCTPANHACKUX GpPauyHBIX KJACCOB K TYPAHO-TAHOBAHCKOH CH-
cTeMe TepMHHOB poJAcTBA.— «OcHOBHBIE mMpobiembl adpukanuctukus. M., 1973; H. M. Tupen-
Ko. TpamunuoHHasi ColiajibHas OPTAaHH3ALHs HbsIMBe3H (OCHOBHBIE TEHIEHIHH TOKOJOHHAIb-
HOTO pasButHs). ABTOpedepat Kauni. guc. J1., 1975.

48

Volume 1, No. 2 152



K ncropnyeckor TMNonormm CUCTeM TEPMMHOB POACTBA POPOV

=

Hosue [ebpugs

Puc. 5. BapHaHTHl CHCTeM TepMHHOB POJACTBA THIIOB KPOYy H oMaxa y HaponoB Asuu, ABCTpa-
snn U OKeaHMH

CTPYKTYpPHOH JMHTBHCTHKH **. O630p BceX KOHUENUHH H rumore3 o6pasoBa-
uuss CTP .THNOB: KPOy M OMaxa BBIXOAHT 3a paMKH AaHHOH cTaThu **. [as
Hac celiyac NpeACTaBJSIOT HHTepec JHLIb Te PabOThl, KOTOpPHIE CBSI3aHBI C
tunosiorde#i 3Tux CTP. BrepBhle Ha pasiuudsi MeXJAy HEKOTOPHIMH CH-

3t W. H. Goodenough. Componentional analysis and the study of meaning.— «Lan-
guage», 1956, v. 52, Ne 1; F. G. Lounsbury. A formal account of the Crow-Omaha-type
kinship terminologies.— «Explorations in Cultural Anthropology». N. Y., 1964; E. A. Ham-
mel. An algorithm for Crow-Omaha solutions.— «American Anthropologist», 1965, v. 67,
Ne 5, pt. 2; 1. R. Buchler. Measuring the development of kinship terminologies: scalogram
and transformational account of Crow-type systems.— «American Anthropologist», 1964,
v. 66, Ne 4; ezo sce. Measuring the development of kinship terminology: scalogram and
transformational account of Omaha-type systems.— «Bijdragen tot de taal-, land-, en vol-
kenkunde», 1969, deel 122; K. H. Baspa. CemaHnTHueCKH# aHA/IM3 TEDMHHOB DOJACTBA yTOp-
ckHx 513bIKOB.— «COB. (UHHOyrpoBeleHHe», 1966, Ne 3.

35 Mctoprorpaduu mpobiembl KpOy — OMaxa IOCBsiuieHa HeGoabluias craths P. Mak-

Kunau (cM. npum. 25).

4 Coerckasi STHOrpadHs, N 2 ' ' e T S 9
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cTeMaMH Kpoy o6paTus BHH-
manHe ®. Irran*, Kortophiii
BBIIEJIHJ  LIECTb  MOATHIOB
3THX CHCTEM, Pas3/HyaioluXcs
TEPMHHOJIOTHUECKHM  0hopM-
JeHHeM  NaTpHJaTepasbHbiX
nepeKkpecTHbIX Ky3eHoB. Ha-
npumep, B CTP wuHpueiiues

Kpoy: JmIxPPv=Py,
Jx1xPPMm = JI:xkPPu,
IO AmIxPPm — NP,
Ik IxPPv= Pwm/IxPPy,
a B CTP KPHKOB —
ImIxPPymMm — Py,
JxxJ1:xPP = PxPw,

OO0:xPPm = Pwm/IxPPy

u T. A. [Tonobuble ke MHKpO-

THHOJ0THH co3aaan ®. Jlayuc-

6epu * ¢ NMOMOILBIO CHOPMY-

JJUDOBAHHBIX UM Tpe€X NpPaBHI

npeBpalleHdsi (CKalIHBaHHS,

CJMSIHUSL U MOJYCHONHHIOB) H

A. P. BakJ/ep, npHMeHHUBIIHIL

HIKaJOrpaMMHBIH MeTo1

JI. T'yrTmMaHa u mpaBHJa mpe-

Bpawennss . JlayncGepu.

@. JlayHcOepn BBIAEIHI 4e-

Toipe noaruna CTP tuma xpoy

H omaxa, a baknep crpymmi-

poBax 41 cucremy Kpoy B 16

LWIKaJbHBIX THIOB %, a 14 cu-

CTeM oMaxa — B 7 IIKaJbHHX

TunoB **. OJHAaKO BCe OHH OI-

pPaHHUYHJIHCL JIHIIb KOHCTAaTa-

LHel pasJuuHil, He clesaB 1a-

JKe TONBITKH [1aThb OOBsCcHe-

HHE 3TOMY sIBJIEHHIO, B TO Bpeé-

Ms  KaK OTJHYHSA B TPYINIH-

pPOBKe DOJCTBEHHHKOB + Im i

2 Om uMeT NpPHHIHIHAJIbHOE

3HaueHHe AJs HCTOPHYECKOH
tunoJgoruu CTP.
Puc. 6. Bapuantsl CHCTEM TEDMHHOB POJCTBA THIIOB B GouabmmuHCTBE H3 BCeX
KpOY M OMaxa y HapojoB AMepHKH H3BECTHBIX CHCTEM KpOy H
oMaxa pOACTBeHHHKH +In
rpynnupyoorcs no 6udypkraruBHoit Mogenn ([Pm=JmPPm] =£MPPx;
[Px=JIxPPx]7 1:xxPPMm). K stomy Bapuauty (I) ornocarca CTP caenyio-
LIHX HApo#oB *’:

3 F. Eggan. Historical changes in the Choctaw kinship systems.— «American Anthro-
pologist», 1937, v. 29, Ne 1, p. 37.

31 F. H. Lounsbury. Yxas. pa6., c. 360—379.

38 |. R. Buchler. Measuring the development of kinship terminology: scalogram and
transformational account of Crow-type systems, p. 769—772.

3 I. R. Buchler. Measuring the development of kinship terminology: scalogram and
transformational account of Omaha-type systems, p. 44, 45.

40 THmoOJIOrH3alHsl CHCTEM KPOy — OMaxa NpPOHM3BeldeHa B OCHOBHOM Ha 6a3e HaHHBIX
Hx. Méproka (cm. ero «World ethnografic sample».— «American Anthropologist», 1957,
v. 59; eeo ace. Kin terms patterns and their distribution.— «Ethnology», 1970, v."9) u otpa-
xKaer coctosiHMe Ha cepefudy XX B. Jlauusle JIx. Mépaoka gaiotcsi 6e3 cchliok. CCblik2
HeslaeTcs TOMbKO B TOM C/Iy4ae, eC/IH MaTepuas B3AT M3 APYroro Hctounrka. Kaprorpagupo-
BaHHe BapHAaHTOB THMOB KPOY H OMaxa OCYIIECTBJIEHO aBTOPOM HACTOSIIEH CTATbH.
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Kpoy: no6u (3)%, 6upucdop (4), apsu (5), abpon (7)%2, akBamy (9)4, auem (9),
MOHTO (24), komro (25), menpe (26), cykyma (38), monameanus (67), moty (71), TpoGpu-
aulel (72), poccemunr (73), mora (78), apate (83), kpoy (87), mannan (89), xumarca (89),
upokd (102), uokraser (104), xomu (110), akoma (110), synu (110), anuuaite (115), THMGHU-
pa (116), Gopopo (120), cupuono (121);

Owmaxa: ur6upa (13), xagapa (19), Ganna (22), amba (27), ayo (28), mysp (29),
Gapu (30), axoayo (39), mxarra (42), teura (43), Txago (59), cema (59), aiimonb (59),
kaunn (60), xakauun (60), myiry (69), ascrpamuiinnl o. I'pyr-Afirenn (74), Tokenayan-
upt (76), amGpum (81), smu (82), omaxa (93), oro (93), dorc (95), Menomunu (95),
maiiamu (97), mayuu (100), wepenre (117), ces. kasmo (119).

B nexoropnix cucremax (BapuauT II) rpynnupoBka pOJCTBEHHHKOB
+1n xapakTepusyercsi OHbypKaTHBHO-JIMHEHHBIMH ocobeHHOCTsIMH (PMms&
= [IMPPMm=£ [IMPPx; Px IxPPx==1xPPm):

Kpoy: yamba-naka (20)%, yamba-nexon (21), manyc (68), ceubsiur (79), kpuxu (103),
sanno (107), 1ox. nomo (107).

Owmaxa: rypare (33), xafis (37), kukyiiio (40), Tonra (47), wona-sesaypy (48), kasa-
xu (54), ys6ekn-kourpar (55), xanxa-mouroast (57), umepnsl (58), penrma (62), ao (62),
axota (62), mypym (62), apamem (70), kBoma (70), BunueGaro (96), moraBatomu (96),
BuHTYH (108), matsun (108), Boct. momo (108), masante (118), meanpranu (119), apayxka-
Hel (122).

B Tpex cucremax THna omaxa OH(YpPKaTHBHO-JIHHeHHbIe YepThl HaObJI10-
JalTcst He TONbKO B + 11, Ho u B Onm (mnéx-cemnan (1), qanro (32), aH-
ramu (62)).

[Tokosenusie ocobenHoctd B +1n ([Pm=IMPPMm=OMPPx];, [Px=
=J1xPPx=][xPPwm]) umeror cucremb Bapuanra III:

Kpoy: Tpykust (66), 6aukcus 4> (77), nenrekoct 46 (80), toun (101).
OmMmaxa: ur6o *? (17).

B ormenbHbix cucreMax (BapuaHT IV) couerarorcs OudpypkKaTHBHBIE
0c00eHHOCTH ¢ OUdYpPKaTHBHO-THHEHHBIMHU:

Kpoy: awantu (8), ayrypy (46), xaiima (86), tumykya (106), cemunonm 8 (106),
xaxo (111).

Owmaxa: r6apu (14), marakam (18), urb6anmu (23), auoau (31), xouco?*® (34),
ubopo (36), akyTnl (52), kaameiku (53), muok (109), roaxupo (114).

CucreMbl Kacka (84), taunkutoB (85) (Tum kpoy) u mopo6o (35) (tun
omaxa) uMeloT B + ln 6udypkaTuBHHe, a B On — OHGYpKaTHBHO-JTHHEHHbIE
YepTHl.

Psan cucrem (BapuaHT V) ob6sanaer oZHOBpeMeHHO OH(YpKaTHBHBIMH
H NOKOJIEHHBIMH OCOOEHHOCTSMH:

Kpoy: daunru3 (10), sonryna® (15). mmopo (16), anuwt (64), apuxapa (88), may-
mH (90).

“ JTucdpsl B ckobKax 03HAa4yalOT HOMED Ha KapTe.

2 F @G. Lounsbury. Yxas. pa6., c. 367.

43 M. Mead. Twi relationship systems.— «Journal of the Royal Anthropological Insti-
tute», 1937, v. 67.

& C. K. Meek. Tribal studies in Northern Nigeria. London, 1931, v. I, p. 402, 403.

45 R. B. Lane. A reconsideration of Malayo-Polynesian social organisation.— «Ameri-
can Anthropologist», 1961, v. 63, Ne 4, p. 712.

6 | R. Buchler. Measuring the development of kinship terminology: scalogram and
transformational account of Crow-type systems, p. 770.

41 E. W. Ardener. The kinship terminology of a group of Southern Ibo.— «Africay,
1954, v. 24, Ne 2, p. 92—94. ) )

48 F G. Lounsbury. A formal account of the Crow-Omaha-type kinship terminolo-

ies, p. 375.

& "g C. R. Hallpike. The Konso of Ethiopia. Oxford, 1972, p. 344.

50 D. B. Kronenfeld. Fanti kinship: the structure of terminology and behavior.— «Ame-
rican Anthropologist», 1973, v. 75, Ne 5, p. 1579.

51 C. K. Meek. Yxas. pa6., c. 344, 345.
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Om™ axa: Bau’? (2), makxep (61).

CucreMmbl MOyrBe (44), mHou rap (63), narues (105) (tum kpoy) u
‘KoukoMmG6a (12) (THII omaxa) XapaKTepH3YIOTcs couyeTaHHeM OH]ypKaTuB-
HO-JIMHEHHBIX H MOKOJIEHHBIX uepT (Bapuaut VI).

HasoBeM KaKABIH H3 BBIAEJIEHHBLIX BapHaHTOB COOTBETCTBEHHO: I— Gu-
¢ypkaruBHblM, II— OudyprartusHo-nuHefinsM, III— nokoasenneM, IV—
O0u(ypKaTHBHO — OH(DYyPKATHBHO-JHHEHHbIM,  V — OH(pypKaTUBHO — IOKO-
‘JIeHHBIM, VI— 01(ypKaTHBHO-JHHEHAHO — ITOKOJ/EHHDBIM.

OcraJibHbBle CHCTEMBI, OTHOCSALHECS K THIIaM KpPOy H oMaxa, He IpeJCTas-
JsieTcst BO3MOKHBEIM KJ1acCH(HUHPOBATh, TAK KaK B JIHTepaType OTCYTCTBYIOT
IaHHble, HeOOXOANMBIe AJ/151 6eCCIIOPHOrO OTHECEeHHsSI HX K KaKOMY-IHOO Bapu-
aHTy. TakoBbiMu sBasioTcss CTP cienyromux HapoaoB:

Kpoy: soBunau® (6), rypma (11), upaks (45), yautuanus ¢ (65), unkacase > (99),
JqaryHa 5¢ (110).

Omaxa: macau (41), cora (46), mmay’? (49), uyonu3® (50), xautel ®® (51), Kupru-
3bl (56), Bopopa ®® (75), Bynambas ¢ (75), HrapuHaxuH® (75), kausac® (91), moH-
‘Ka 8 (92), aitoBa 85 (94), ocanxku ¢ (98), kukamy ¢ (112).

Hexkotoprie nccnenoarenu oTHocsAT CTP npeBHuX repMaHieB *® U puMJIAH
‘K cucTeMaM Tuna omaxa *. Oguako 3. Byw orpuunaer Ha/juuue uepT THIA
omaxa B CTP pumasu ™.

% % %

B pasBuTHH CcHCTeM POACTBa ClaeAyeT, NO-BHAMUMOMY, pa3/judyaTh ABe CTa-
Iuu ™ cTafiyuio IEPBHYHBIX CHCTEM POJACTBA, XapaKTePHbIX [JIsl OOLIECTB Iiep-
BHYHOH (IOKJaccoBoit) ¢opManuu u npencrasieHHbix BapuantaMu CTP Ou-
(ypKaTHBHOTO THIA, H CTAAHIO BTOPHUHBIX CHCTEM pPOJACTBA, CBOHCTBEHHBIX

52- YVcJIOBHO, TaK Kak JaHHble HCTOYHHMKA, HAa KOTOphl cchmaerca Ilx. Mépaox (F. Ron-
nefeldt. Die Heiratssitten der Vai.— «Zeitschrift fiir Ethnologie», 1935, Ne 67), He aalT
ocHopanuii otHectn CTP Bam K THny omaxa. [pyrue aBtopnl (M. Delafosse. Les Vai—
‘«L’Anthropologie», 1899, Ne'10; M. C. McCulloch. The peoples of Sierra-Leone Protectorate.
London, 1950; C. E. King, E. O. Fahnbulleh. The kinship system of the Vai people of Li-
.beria, Africa.— «Sociology and Social Researchs, 1957, v. 41, Ne 6) npHBOAST TepPMHHOJO-
FHIO, B KOTOPOH TaK¥Ke OTCYTCTBYIOT IPH3HAKHM cCHCTeMbl omaxa. OcrajibHas JHTepaTypa OKa-
3aJ1aCb HeJOCTYIHOH.

%3 J..K. Goody. The social organisation of the LoWiili. London, 1956, p. 68.

 I. R. Buchler. Measuring the development of kinship terminology: scalogram and
transformational account of Crow-type systems, p. 770.

55 L. Spier. Ykas. pa6., c. 74.

56 Tam xe.

57 F. G. Lounsbury. Yxas. pa6., c. 374.

58 Tam xe.

.39 K. H. Baspa. Yxas. pab6. : .

60 P. Lucich. The development of Omaha kinship terminologies in the three australian
aboriginal tribes. Canberra, 1968.

81 Tam xe.

62 Tam xe.

83 L. Spier. ¥kas. pa6., c. 73.

64 Tam xe.

5. Tam xke.

66 Tam xe.

o7 TaM xKe.

; 3}‘5? F. 6. Lounsbury. A formal account of the Crow-Omaha-type kinship terminologies,
p- 375.
69 JI. A. Oavdepocee. Cuctema poactBa Gaxouro B XVII B, c. 16; F. G. Lounsbury. The
'structure of the Latin kinship system and its relation to Roman social organisation.—
«Tpynn VII MKA3H», M., 1964, 1. 4, c. 261.

70 A. C. Bush. Latin kinship extentions: an interpretation of the data.— «Ethnology»,
1971, v. 10, Ne 4, p. 429.

7t Ha Heo6XOAMMOCTb BbilejeHHss ABVX CTalHWil B Da3BUTHH CHCTEM DOACTBA B Haluell
auteparype ykaseBad [l. A. Oabpeporre. Cm. [. A. Oavdepoeze. HeKOTOPEE BONPOCH H3Y-
yeHHs1 cucTeM poAcTBa.— «CoB. atHOrpacdus», 1958, Ne 1, c. 7; eeo ace. OcHOBHbIE uepTHI pa3-
BUTHs cHCTeM poictBa.— «CoB. aTHOrpacdus», 1960, Ne 6, c. 29.
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oblecTBaM BTOPHYHOH (KJIaccoBO#) (GOpMALHU U SIBASIIOLIUXCS Pe3ybTaToM
9BOJIIOLHH NMEePBHUHBIX cHcTeM. [IpuueM pa3BUTHe BTOPHUHBIX CHCTEM POACTBA
NPOXOAHUT Yepe3 JBa 3Tala, NepBbIHl H3 KOTOPHIX COOTBETCTBYET HayaJbHBIM'
(rokamuTasHcTHUECKHM) (HOpPMAM BTOPHUHOH (GopMauun. DTOMY 3Tamy co-
orBeTcTBYIOT CTP noxoJsieHHOro u OGudypKaTHBHO-IMHEHHOTO THIIOB, a BTO-
pomy stany — CTP auneiinoro tuma. OGe BbIIeJeHHbIE CTaJHH BO3MOKHO
TakxKe COIOCTaBHTb C JBYMs 3I0XaMH, Ha KOTOpHIE pasfeusa HCTOPHIO
pasButHs cucTeM poactsa M. B. Kpiokos. [TepBast u3 HUX XapaKTepu3yerT-
Cs TIOJIHOCTbIO KJacCHOHKAUHOHHBIMH CHCTeMaMH OH(YpPKAaTHBHOTO THIIA,
BTOpasi 00beAHHSeT YaCTHYHO KJIACCH()UKALMOHHBIE CHCTEMbI, K KOTOPHIM
OTHOCSITCS ocTaJJbHble TpH THa CTP ™.

Takum o6Gpasom, npHHHMAasi BO BHHMaHHE MCTOPHUYECKYIO [OCJIeL0Ba-
reJibHOCTb  OnypKaTHBHOTO, OH(YpPKATHBHO-IHHEHHOTO, IMOKOJEHHOrO |
auHedHoro tunoB CTP, a Takike yuHTBIBasl, UTO COUYETAHHST CTPYKTYPHBIX
NPU3HAKOB Pa3/IMYHBIX THIIOB B CMeXHBIX NoKogeHHsix oaHod CTP naiot
BO3MOXKHOCTb CUHTaTh HX IPOMEXKYTOUHBIMH, T.€. pacCMaTPHUBATh HX B Ka-
yecTBe IepPeXOJAHBIX CTaluii pasBHTHA OT OJHOTO THNA K Apyromy ”, mpea-
CTaBJ/IsieTCsl BO3MOIKHBIM BBbICKa3aThb MpeNNOJIOKeHHe O CcJeAyiolleil cTa-
IHaJbHOH IOCJEeL0BAaTeNbHOCTH PAa3BUTHS BapHaHTOB CHCTEM THIIOB KpoOy H
oMaxa: OH@QYpKaTUBHBIH—-TIOKOJNEHHBIH; 6H(YpPKATUBHBIH—-0HGbYPKATHBHO —
O0H(YpKaTHBHO-JHHEHHBII—0U(pYypPKATHBHO-THHEHHHBII; 6ucdypKaTHBHO-JH-
HeHHbIH—-TIOKOJIEHHBIH.

CaenoBatenbHo, Bce CTP THIOB Kpoy M oMaxa NpeICTaBJSIOT cO6OH
pa3JHYHBble COCTOSIHMSI 3THX CHCTeM, KOTOpble NpeNJoXKeHHas THIOJOTHS
BapHAaHTOB KJacCHQHUUDPYeT KakK PsAA CTaAuil 3BOJIONHH, TaK KaK OCHOB-
uple npusHaku CTP TumoB Kpoy u omaxa He Hcue3alT ¢ TpaHchopmalHel
OHbypKAaTHBHOH CTPYKTYPHl B CTOPOHY IOKOJIEHHOH M OU(ypKaTHBHO-IHHeH~
ol monesed. UepTsl 3THX CHCTeM NpPONAfaloOT Ha CJIENYIONIed CTaTHH 3BO-
JIOUWH IPU TpPaHC(HOpPMALHUH MOKOJEHHOro H OGHbYpPKAaTHBHO-JIHHEHHOTO TH-
noB B JHHeHHBIH. Bo Bcakom cuayuae, k. Méprok He 3aduKcHpOBaT HH
onno#t CTP, B KoTopo# 651 KOMOHHHPOBAIHUCH OCOOEHHOCTH JHHEHAHOTO THINA
C IpU3HAKaMH CHCTeM KpOy M oMmaxa.

He xacasicb npo6iembl o6pa3oBanuss CTP TumoB kpoy W oMmaxa, MOXK-
HO BBbICKAa3aTb INPEANOJOXKeHHe OTHOCHTEJbHO COXpaHeHHS ocoOeHHOCTeH
3THX THIIOB Ha IepPBOM 3Talle BTOPHYHOH CTalAUU Pa3BUTHS CHCTEM pPOACT-
Ba. [lo-BHAMMOMY, BO3MOXKHBl ABa a/JbTePHATHBHHIX OODBSCHEHHS 3TOMY
aBJeHHI0. JIMOO 3TO NMepexHTKH NpellIecTBYIOLlell cTafHH pPa3BUTHS HaH-
HBIX CHCTEM, KOTOpble COXPAHHJIHCb B CHJIY MHEPTHOCTH M CTaAHaJbHOH re-
TEPOTEHHOCTH CHCTeM POJCTBA, YTO COOTBeTCcTBYeT moJoxkenuio B. M. Jlenn-
Ha O TOM, YTO IpPH pacCMOTPEHHH JI060r0 OOIIEeCTBEHHOTO SIBJEHHS B
npouecce ero pas3BHTHS B HeM Bcerfa (UKCHPYIOTCS «OCTaTKH MPOLIJIOLO,
OCHOBBI HAcCTOSILIlero ¥ 3avyaTKH Oynayuiero» '*. JIn6o mpousolsa 3BOJIOLHA
(GYHKUMA ¥ TePMHHOJIOTHH THIIOB KPOY M OMaxa y¥Xe OTparkaloT ApPYrHe co-
MaJbHbIe SIBJEHHS, OTJIIHUYHBIE OT TeX, KOTOpble ObIM B MOMEHT HX TeHe3H-
ca. I XoTs1 TepMHHOJIOTHSI B OCHOBHOM Ta e, ee COJepXKaHHe H3MEHHJIOCh,
T.e. OHAa MNpEACTaB/seT c000# KOMOHHAIMIO CTapHIX 3JeMeHTOB, MPHOGpeT-
LIMX HOBOE KauecTBO.

Bosee BepOSITHEIM IIpelcTaBisercss NepBoe OObsicHEHHE, HO B OTHEJb-
HEIX cJydasiX He HCKJ/I0YeHa BO3MOKHOCTb NPOsiBJeHHs BTOporo. Tak, BHOJ-
He BepOSITHO, UTO B3aHMOOTHOUICHHS MeXJy OpaToM Marepu U AETbMH €ro
cecTpbl MOIVIH NPHHATb (GOpPMY OTHOLIGHHH HacJle0BaHHsS B YCJIOBHAX
6osblIeceMeHHON OOLIMHBI, UTO SIBUJIOCH CJEJCTBHEM CE€MaHTHUYECKOro mnepe-

72 M. B. Kprokos. Cuctema poacTBa KHTaiies, c. 270.

73 G. Dole. Generation kinship nomenclature as an adaptation to endogamy.— «South-
Western Journal of Anthropology», 1969, v. 25, Ne 2, p. 105—123; M. B. Kprokos. JBomo-
UHs CHCTeM POACTBA: MeXaHu3M Tpanchopmanu, c. 1.

74 B. H. Jlenun. Tlonu. cobp. cou, T. 1, c. 181.
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OCMBIC/IEHHs] TepMHHOJMOrHH. Torna Heab3s He corsacutbess ¢ M. Mug u
Y. Mukom, KoTtopble 0ODbACHAIN 4epThl cHcTeMbl Kpoy B CTP aksamy ™,
JoHryna u uamba  JdeficTBHEM MaTPHJIHHEAHON CHCTEMBbl Hac/el0BaHHs:
OumIxPPM — nacaenHuk Pm u mocie cMepTd PM 3aHuMaeT ero coumaln-
HOe IOJIOXKeHHe, N03TOMY €ro HasblBaloT TeM JKe TepMUHOM, 4To u Pwm, a
I JI:>xPPM cOOTBeTCTBEHHO NpupaBHUBaOT K Px. M Kak ciencTBue 3To-
ro — 3anpelieHne KpocckyseHHoro Opaka c¢ IJI:kPPm y uyamb6a-nekon ™.
ArTa ke MBbICAb MOATBep:xkaaercs u BoiBogaMu [1. A. Oubpieporre o cucreme
HKHTa y IJieMeH HKyHAy. OH ycTaHOBMJ, YTO cHCTeMa HKHTa Jaja HOBOe
060CHOBaHHe IpenMyllecTBeHHOMY moJoxkeHuto JIJI:kPPwu .

B kauecTBe NpHMepa K IepBOMY H3 ABYX Ipel/IOXKEeHHBIX OO0DbsCHeHHH
ykaxem Ha CTP amanTH, B KOTOpOH HaOJ/iofaeTcsi TEHAEHLUHS K HCUE3HO-
BEHHIO TPH3HAKOB CHCTeMY Kpoy. MaTpuiaTepaJbHble NepeKpecTHble Kyse-
uel (JJIMPPK) y:Ke He BXOASIT B OAHY rpynmy c geTbMu 3ro (I), a cun-
TaloTcst poicTBeHHHKaMu 0 mokoJeHHs. [laTpusiaTepaJibHBIA IepeKpeCcTHBIH
kysen (OmxxPPwm) nasweiBaercs TepmuHoM agya (Pm) TOMbKO B TOM
caydyae, ec/ld eMy XOTST OKa3aTh yBaxKeHue ™.

Kak H3BeCTHO, THIOJIOTHSI HE TOJbKO CIOcOO IpeNcTaBJeHHs] CHCTeMa-
TH3HPOBAHHOTO MaTepHaJsa, HO M OJHUH M3 HHCTPYMEHTOB HAay4yHOro IIO3Ha-
HHUs, cHOCOOCTBYIOUINE NMOHHMAHHIO CYILHOCTH siBJeHHH. [Ipolecc cosmanus
THIOJIOTHH BJIHSIET Ha PACKpPLITHE HX cOJep:KaHusi u naeT GoJee yriyOJeH-
HOe NpelCcTaBJeHHe O SBJEHHH, UTO MO3BOJseT HaMeTHTh AaJbHeHlIue MyTH
uccnenoBanus. IlpensoxkeHHasi 37ech THIIOJOTHS BapHaHTOB CHCTeM Tep-
MHHOB DOJCTBa THIOB KpPOy H OMaxa HMMeeT HeNOCpPeICTBEHHOe OTHOIIEeHHE
U K npobJjeMe o6pa3oBaHHUsl 3THX CHCTeM, NOCKOJbKY 06e3 yyeTa Xapakrepa
pasqH4Yuil MeXAy BapHaHTaMH — CTaJHaJbHOIO IOPSAKA — HEBO3MOXKHO
HCCJIe0BATh HX COLMAJbHYIO 00YCJOBJIEHHOCTDH .

TO A HISTORICAL TYPOLOGY OF KINSHIP TERM SYSTEMS:
THE CROW AND OMAHA TYPES

An attempt is made to detzrmine the place held by the Crow and the Omaha types
in the historical typology of systems of kinship terms. Attention is centred upon struc-
tural differences between individual systems within each of these types. The author
eroups all these differences into six variants and advances the view that they should be
considered as stages in the development of the Crow and Omaha systems. All the vari-
ants are mapped. Two suppositions are made to explain the preservation of the pecu-
liarities of the Crow and Omaha systems in the earliest phase of the secondary stage in
the evolution of kinship systems. The author regards it as the more probable explanation
that certain features of these systems survive from the preceding stage of development
in the course of evolution. However, another possibility should not be dismissed, namely
that in the course of evolution the terminology of the Crow and Omaha types acquires
2 novel content and, in fact, represents a combination of the same elements but posses-
sing a new quality.

The author also emphasizes that to attach the names of types within the general
typology of kinship term systems to particular ethnoses is unwarranted. This is espe-
cially true since these types are identified on the base of two structure-forming charac-
teristics: bifurcation and linearity. Taking this into consideration the author proposes
that the types should be named by terms denoting these characteristics.

75 M. Mead. Yxas. pa6., c. 299.

76 C. K. Meek. Yxas. pa6., c. 596.

7 Tawm Xe, c. 381.

78 JI. A. Oav0epoeee. Cuctema HkHTa, c. 190—192.

7 M. Fortes. Kinship and marriage among the Ashanti.— «African Systems of Kinship
and Marriage». London, 1950, p. 271.
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