B. A.lNMonos

K MCTOPMYECKOM TMNONOIrMM CHUCTEM
TEPMMHOB POACTBA: TUIMbl KPOY MU OMAXA

Paspa6oTtka Ttunosiorun cucreM TepMuHoB poActBa (CTP) u wuccaeno-
BaHHe HCTOPHYECKOTO COOTHOIIEHHSI THINOB CHCTEM SIBJAsIETCS OIHOH U3
BaXXHbIX npoObJieM sTHorpacuu. B mocieaHue rofsl THIOJOTHYECKHE HCCTIe-
JIOBaHMs CTa/Jd OJHUM H3 OCHOBHBLIX HAaNDaBJEHHUHl B H3yUEHHH CHCTEM pOJ-
crBa. Co3Ja10TCsI HOBLIE M YCOBEPLIEHCTBYIOTCS CTapble METOAHKH CTPYK-
TYpHOrO aHa/u3a TeLMHHOJOTHH POACTBA, HCCJAEAYIOTCS MEXaHH3MBI TpaHC-
topmanuu CTP pasauunblx THmOB. TeM He MeHee ellle MHOTHE aCHeKTh
3Toli mpo6JeMbl OCTAlOTCS HesACHBIMH U TpeOYIOT AaJbHEHIINX H3bICKAHUH.
B sToii cBsisn 60JiblIOe 3HAYeHHEe HMeeT ONpefesieHHe MecTa CHCTEM THIIOB
KpOy U oMaxa B HcTopuueckoii Tunosoruu CTP.

BonpmuHcTBO cymecTByloliux Kaaccudurauuit CTP  6Gasupyercs Ha
JABYX OCHOBHBLIX NpHHUUNAX, BblAeseHHbX JI. I. MopraHnom:

1) caussHue/pasrpaHuyeHue NpsMoil U GOKOBBIX JHUHHH POACTBA;

2) causHue/pasrpaHuYeHHe JHHUI OTIA U MaTepH.

3a OCHOBY CBOHX THIOJIOTHI MOYTH BCe HccJeAoBaTeu OpaJid Ipynnu-
POBKH TE€PMHHOB pPOACTBA [Js 0003HAUEeHHS POACTBEHHHKOB MNepBOr0 BOC-
xopsero (4 1n) u Hyseoro (Om) mnokoJeHHH, B KOTODBIX peaJIH3yIOTCS
0o6a mpuHuuna. B +1n BuensoTcs caefyoliHe THNBL CJAUSIHHSA M pasrpa-
HUYEHHSI

[[PM= OmMPPM =MPPx]; [Px= OxPPx =JxPPwm]
II PMm*~= OMPPM ==JMPPx; Px# JdxPPx =JIxPPwum
III[PMm= OMPPM]==IMPPx; [Px= HOxPPx]==xPPum
IV PMm== [IMPPM =]IMPPx]; Px# [AxPPx = JxPPwM]

Y pasHblx aBTOpoB 3TH ueThipe Tuna CTP umeloT pasinuHble Ha3BaHHS.
CooTHOILIEHHE 3THX HaHMeHOBaHUH B HauboJjee pacHpoCTpaHeHHBIX THIIO-
JOTHSIX MOKeT ObITh MpeAcTaB/ieHa B BUAE TaGJIHIbI 2.

Tunet CTP Moprax Jloyn Pueepc Kupxrodp

I Maunaiickuit [eHepauHOHHBIH laBaiickuit C

11 - BudypkaTusHo- PocTBEHHbI A
KOJIJIaTEPaJIbHBIHA

11 TypaHno-raHoBaHcKuit | BudypkaTusHO- KaanoBbiit B

CJIMBIIHHCSH
v Apuiickuit JluHeAnblit CeMeiHbli iy
(onHcaTenbHBbli)

! 31ech ¥ Aajee AJd 3aIHCH OTHOILEHHH DOACTBA HCIOJb3YeTCsl CHCTeMa OyKBEHHBIX MH-
nexcoB, npepioxennas [0. W. JlesunbiM (cM. fO. H. Jlesun. O6 onHcaHHH CHCTEMBI TEPMH-
HOB pojcTBa.— «CoOB. sTHOrpadus», 1970, Ne 4, c. 18, 19); P — poxutens, [ — autsd, d —
3T0; M, XX — JeTepMHHATHBHI NOJIA.

2 Cm. M. B. Kproxos. Cuctema pojactBa kutaiines. M., 1972, c. 39.
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k. TI. Mépnok ycosepiueHcTBOBaJ Npeljoxenuyio JI. Coupowm * tumo-
jgoruio CTP Ha ocHOBaHHMH TPYNNHPOBOK POACTBEHHUKOB Om, T.e. KY3e€HOB
u cubaunros sro ‘. B Om Bheasd0TCs ciaedyiolliue BapHAHTHl CJAHSHHS U
pasrpaHuyeHus °;

— raBalCKui;
II — CYHNaHCKHH, MYPHTHHCKHII §;
HI{X = |l]# /] — ackumocckuit ;
IV X == [li= /] — upokesckuii, Kpoy, omaxa’,

Tunosnoruu I'. Toyn® u M. B. KpiokoBa® oTpaxkaloT KOMGHHALUUH TPym-
NMHPOBOK POJCTBEHHHKOB B JBYX mokoJenusx (4 1m u Om). Tak, M. B. Kpio-
KOB OOBeJHHHJ TPafAULMOHHYIO THHOJOTHIO, onmupamliyioocs Ha -+ lm, ¢ Tu-
nmonorueit k. [1. Mépnoka (na 6ase Om), u OpelJiOKHJI CBOM Ha3BaHHA
JJISL TUIIOB:

~+1in On M. B. Kpokos
I ~rapaiickuil (MaJalickuit)
II I1 —apabcekui
111 10\% —HDPOKe3CKHUH (aBcTpasuiicKuil)
v 111 — aHTIHACKHH

Hcropnueckass tunoaoruss M. B. KpiokoBa yxe mosyuuia NpuU3HaAHHE
B COBETCKOIl 3THOrpaduuyecKOH JuTepaType, HO Ha3BaHHs LJs THIOB, Ha
Haml B3IJISIL, He COBCEM yAauyHBI, MOTOMY YTO KaXXABIH THUN MpHBs3aH K OI-
peNeJEeHHOMY 3THOCY. ¥YMECTHO HAaNOMHHTb, 4TO CHauaja apalCKHi THI
Hocusl Has3BaHue KuTalickoro'®. [Ipu omucanuu Tpanchpopmauuun CTP ku-
TalileB ' aBTOp 3aMeHMJ Ha3BaHHWe, UTO, NO-BHAMMOMY, CAEJTAHO H3 OIla-
CeHHs €03JaTb MyTaHHLy, MocKoabKy CTP KuraiilileB 2BOJIIOLIMOHHPOBaJa OT
aBCTpaJuiCKOro THMa K KHTaHcXoMy (apabckomy). OnHakKo y HcC/IeloBa-
tesasi CTP apaGoB WJAH aHIJIHYaH BIOJHE peaJibHO MOIYT BO3HHKHYTh aHa-
JIOTHYHBIE 3aTPYAHEHuUsl. Bojiee mpaBOMEpHBIM NPENCTABJASETCS TaKOH NPHH-
LUI CO3MaHUs TEPMHUHOJOTHH IJs HauMeHoBaHusi Tunos CTP, koTopniil Gbl
OCHOBBIBAJICSI Ha CTPYKTYPHBIX INPHU3HAKAaX, XapaKTEPHBIX [IJs KaxIOro
KOHKpeTHOro THma. Tak kak Bce uerwipe tuma CTP Buigensitorcs mo ABYM
CTPYKTypooG6pa3ylolluM NpPH3HAKaM, TO HMEHHO 3TH [Ba NpHU3HAKa, HMelo-
e HaubOoJbLIYIO TAKCOHOMHUYECKYIO LEHHOCTb, H JLOJIKHBI CTaTh Ha3Ba-
HusaMu aas tanos CTP.

Ecnn 0603HaunTh pasrpaHuyeHHe POACTBEHHHKOB 11O NMpPSIMOH H GOKOBBHIM
JHHHAM TEDPMHHOM <JMHEHHOCTb> ‘2, a pasrpaHHueHHe DOJCTBEHHHKOB IIO
HTLOBCKOH M MAaTCPHHCKOH JIMHHUAM Ha3BaTb «Oudypkaunueir» TO ¢ Lo~

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

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

5 X — mepekpecTHble Ky3eHbl (KPOCCKY3€Hbl) — JeTH CecTpbl OTHA M 6pata MaTepu

(AO0xPPM=OMPPx); || — mapaanencHble Ky3eHbl (OpTOKy3eHH) — AeTH 6paTa OTuIa H
cectpl Matepu (IAJAMPPm=J1xPPx); A — cubnunru — 6pates u cecrpul aro (IuP=
= [IxP).

8 B MypHTHHCKOM THII€é MaTpHJaTepajbHble M NaTpPHJaTePaJbHble KPOCCKY3€HBI HA3LIBA-

10TCA pasauuyHbiMH TepMuHaMu (O JxPPwm==JIMPPx).

7 Kpome Toro, Mépaok Buigensa Gypsrtckuit Tun, B KotopoM [JAxPPm=IMPPwM]
7 [A0xPPx= OOMPPx] 5= 1P.

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

* M. B. Kprokos. Ykas. pa6., c. 39, 40.

10 M. B. Kpiokos. Tunbl cucTeM POACTBA H HX HCTOPHYECKOe cOOTHOIeHHe.— «[IpoGie-
Mbl HCTOPHH JOKANHTAJHCTHYECKHX 00uecTBy, KH. I. M., 1968, c. 371.

11 M. B. Kprokos. CHcTeMa pPOACTBA KHTAMIeB.

12 JIMeHHO B 3TOM 3HAYEHHH TEPMHH «JHHeHHOCTb» ymotpebaser M. B. Kpiokos. Cm. ero
kH. «CHcTeMa poAcTBa KuTaiiues», c. 107, 111, 126; ezo sce. DBosouHs CHCTEM POACTBA: MC-
XaHu3M TpaHchopmanuu. M., 1973, c. 4.

13 Budypkauus (ot aat. cia. bifurcatio — pasnsoenne, passeTsiieHHe) — GHOMOTHUECKHUIE
TepMHH. B sTHorpaduio ator TepmuH BBefleH P. Jloyu. IlpumeHnsieTcst B cOBeTCKOH 3THOrpadu-
yecKoil Jutepatype (cM., Hanpumep, JI. B. Mapxosa. Tpanchopmauus 10XKHOCAABSIHCKOH cH-
CTeMbl POJACTBA H ee COOTHOLIEHHE C CEMeHHO-POJACTBEHHOH CTpykTypo#. M. 1973, c. 8).
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MOLLbIO THX TEPMHHOB MOXHO OmHcaTb Bce OcHOBHble THnbl CTP, ykaswi-
Bas OJHOBDEMEHHO Ha TJaBHBIH CTPYKTypooOpasywuil NpH3HAK KaXIOTo
tuna. Jas HIAMIOCTDALMH BOCHOJNb3yeMCst BecbMa yJauyHOH cXeMOH, mpe-
jgoxenHoii M. B. Kpokosbm *

(cMm. puc. 1).

[TockoabKy XapaKTepHbIM IIpH-
3HaKOM Tuna | (Hpoke3cKoro) siBais-
ercsi OGUQypKaUus, TO €ro MOXKHO _’
Ha3BaThb 6HPYyPKATUBHBIM i
THIOM, cooTBercTBenHo III (apab-

CKHif) THN—O6HGYPKAaTHUBHO-
JuHeifHBM U IV (aHrauiickuii)

THI — AU H e H H bl M. 1] Tun (raBai- Puc.

CKHil) HIHOpPHUDYeT 06a NpU3HAKa, H €ro HEBO3MOXHO ONpPEIEeJHTb HCXOAS U3
Hux. Ho oco6ennoctbio CTP manHOro Tuma siBAseTCss pasrpaHHyeHHe DOX-
CTBEHHHMKOB IO IIOKOJEHHAM, mo3ToMy Il Tunm moxer ObITb Ha3BaH M OKO-
JEHHBIM (T€HEepaHnuOHHE M).

Jas BcAKoro comocraBJieHus] He06X0AMMa OCHOBHAsl €IMHHIA COOTHOLIe-
HUSI M/ KOHKPETHBI!l KPUTEpHil OHeHKH — 3TaJIOH, OT KOTOPOro OTTaJIKHUBa-
JOTCSL IPH OTIMCAHHMHU U XaDaKTEDUCTHKE SIBJEHHS B IIJIAHE €r0 THIOJOrHYECKOH
cnenupuku. Caenyer OTMETHTb, 4TO NIpH Mo6oM cpaBHenHu AByx CTP Bcerna
NPUCYTCTBYET Takasi CUCTeMa-3TajoH (uame Bcero 3to Ta CTP, kotopoi
noJb3yeTcs uccaenoBarens) '*. Haunbosee JOrHYHBIM H HAy4YHO OGOCHOBAH-
HbIM 3TaJOHOM (MerasisbikoM) sBasercs kox FO. WM. Jlesuna '®, B cumBoJax
KOTOPOTO BO3MOXHO omucath Jiobyio CTP, usbexaB OCHOBHOTO IPOTHBO-
peurs B OMHCAHHH HOMEHKJATYPHl TEDMHHOB POJICTBA, KOIJa TEPMHHbI OLHOH
CHCTEMBI ONUCHIBAIOTCS B TepMHHaxX Apyrod ‘. B ocHoBe kolJa — reHeaJoru-
yecKasi MaTpHIa, OTpaXkalomas GHOJOrHYeCKre OTHOLEHHUS POACTBA.

Hcxons us toro, uro tunsl CTP —3T0 «HayuyHas a6CcTpakuus, KOH-
CTpyHpyeMasi Ha OCHOBAaHHH OIpeJleJeHHbIX NPHHIHUIOB COYETAaHHS CyIIecT-
BeHHBIX NPH3HAKOB» ‘%, T. e. HIeasnbHass MOJesb, IOCTPOEHHAs HMCCJenoBa-
reqem ¥, orgenbHbiit THnD CTP MOXHO paccmaTphBaTh B KayecTBe 3TaJjoHA
(mprueM 3TOT 3TAJOH yXKe JPYroro ypOBHSI OTHOCHTEJbHO Koja JleBuHa).
Torma 1 o6myto tunosoruto CTP, npexcrasasiomyio co6oit psii THIOB,
KOTOpbIE HAXONSATCS MeXJAy CoO60H B CTPOro OINpefeseHHBIX OTHOLIeHHAX,
orpaxatomux ucropuueckoe pasputve CTP, Takke BO3MOXKHO paccMaTpH-
BaTb B KayectBe 3TajoHa. CoorHecenue KoHkperHoii CTP ¢ onpeneneHHbIM
THIOM TOYTH BCerja B HEKOTOPOH CTelleHH YCJOBHO U NPOHU3BOJbHO, HOO He
CYLIECTBYET TaKOM CHCTEMbI, KOTOpasi 6bl aOCOJIOTHO IO BCEM IapaMeTpaM
coBmajaJja 6bl ¢ THOOM-3TajlloHoM. Uro6nl ykasatb mecto mnanHoit CTP B
obueit Tunosorun CTP, Heo6X0OUMO BBHISICHHTb BCE CTPYKTYpPOOOpasylouixe
NMPH3HAKH CHCTEMBI, YCTAHOBHTb HUX HEPAapXHUIO M, BBINIEJHB TJaBHBIE, COOT-
HECTH MX C TEMH IIPH3HAKAMH, Ha OCHOBAHHH KOTOPbIX CKOHCTPYHPOBaHbI
THIIBI-3TAJOHBI.

* * *

O6patumcsi K cucreMaM kpoy u oMaxa. Ocob6enHocts 31X CTP cocrout
B crnenuduuecKoil K/AacCH(PHUKAUUU NEePEKPECTHBIX KY3€HOB M HX IOTOMKOB.
[To rpynnupoBKe poiAcTBeHHHKOB Om cHCTeMBl KpPOy M OMaxa SIBJAAIOTCS OR-

ts M. B. Kprokos. Cuctema poicTa KuTakues, c. 65.-3HaKaMH «ILUIIOC» H «MHHYC» 060-
3HAYaeTCs HaJHyYHe HJIH OTCYTCTBHe GHGYypKalHM H JHHEHHOCTH.

15 . M. I'upenxo. CucteMa TepMHHOB DOACTBA H CHCTeMa COLMAJbHBIX KaTeropuit.—
«CoB. stHorpadus», 1974, Ne 6, c. 45.

16 Cvm. M. A. Yaenos. ®opMmasibHble METOABl M3YYEHHS] CACTEM DPOACTBA B COBPEMEHHOM
amepHKchxoﬁ 9THOTpadun.— «DTHOJOTHYECKHE HCCleoBaHus 3a pybexom». M., 1973, c. 168.

17 C. A. Tokapes. K BONpPOCY O MeTOAMKE H3Y4eHHS] TEPMHHOJOTHH pOE.CTBa—«Be(:TH
MI‘V HCTOpHKO ¢unonoruyeckast cepusi», 1958, Ne 4, ¢. 189—194.

8 M. B. Kprokos. CucteMa pojcTBa KuTailes, . 222.
19 Tam xe; M. B. Kprokos. DBosonust cuCTeM POJACTBA..., C. 1.
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GbypkaTHBHBIMH: CHONMHIM H NapaJjJelbHble KYy3eHbl Ha3bIBAlOTCA OJHHM
TEPMHHOM, a NepPeKPecTHble Ky3eHbl ONpenessioTcss OCOOLIMH TepMHHAMH
(X#=[|| =Al) *. OcnoBHOe oTsiuuue oT Apyrux GucbypkatuBueix CTP co-
CTOMT B TOM, YTO NepeKpPecTHble Ky3eHbl He HMEIOT CIelHaJbHbIX TePMHHOB,
MOCKOJIbKY 3Ta KaTeropHs pPOACTBEHHHKOB OTHOCHTCS K CMEXHBIM IOKOJe-
HHAM: q160 K BocxoAawuM (==+1m), au6o K HucxoAAuM (<K—Iln)—mu
opopMmisieTcs B TePMHHAX 3THX INOKOJEHHH. DTO sABJEHHE Ha3blBaeTcH

—T— ——— ! 1

+7 +/

=110 ¢ /

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

MOKOJIeHHHIM ckaliuBaHueM (skewing). B cucremax omMaxa maTpuaatepanb-
Hble TepeKpecTHhle Ky3eHbl H HX MOTOMKH CUHTAIOTCA POACTBEHHHKAMH BOC-
xopawux nokoseHudt (O>'IAMPPx>=>=+1), narpunartepasibHble NepeKkpecT-
Hble Ky3eHbl H HX TIOTOMKH OTHOCATCA K HHCXOJALIHM IOKOJEHHAM
(1> AxPPM<{—1) (cM. puc. 2). B cucremax Kkpoy Hao60poT:
0= ImMPPx<<—1, 1> AxkPPM>=+1 (cM. puc. 3).

TepMHHBL «KpOy» H «OMaxa» OBLIM NpelJOXKeHbl aMEPUKaHCKHM 3THO-
rpacdom JI. Coupom, Kotopwiit B 1925 r. ony6/auKOBaJd CBOAKY HOBEHIIHX
MaTepHAJIOB MO cucteMaM poiactBa uuIelneB CeBepHO AMEDHKH U CBeJ BCe
9TH CHCTEMBHI B HECKOJbKO THIIOB, BHIJEJEHHBIX Ha OCHOBe TpynmupoBok Om.
Kaxapiii Tn Gbl HAa3BaH 3THOHHMOM TOTO IJIeMeHH, Y KOTOPOro BIepBHIE
Sblnn 06HapYIKeHBl XapaKTepHble yepThl AaHHOro Thna*'. Kpoy u omaxa —
3TO ABa IJIeMeHH CeBepOAMEpPHKAHCKHX HHAeHleB, OTHOCSLINXCA MO ASHIKY
K ceMbe xOKa-cHy. Omaha B O6ykBaJbHOM INepeBOJe O3HAYaeT <JIOAH, HH-
BylllHe BBepXx mo TeuyeHuio» (up stream peoples). Ouu obutanu B XIX B.
B goauHe p. Muccypu. [laemMs kpoy HasBaHO Tak IO HX TOTeMY — BOpOHE
(anrsn. crow). CaMOHa3BaHHe KpPOy — ancapoKH, OHH JKHJH Ha' TEPDHTOPHH
COBpeMeHHBIX ITaToB MoHTaHa u Baiiomunr %, TulateasHoe onucanune CTP
omaxa ocraBua [x. Hopceit ?*, CTP kpoy usyuan P. Jloyn *.

Tunel Kpoy ¥ omaxa ABJAAOTCS ofHonopsaakoBuiMH. Ilo cymiecTBy raas-
HOe pasJHuHe MeX/Ay HHMH COCTOMT B XapakTepe IOKOJIEHHOTO CKOca, Ha-
npaBjeHHe KOTOPOro 3aBHCHT OT ¢uiuannu. CHCTeMBl KpOy BCTpedaloTcs
NPEHMYUIeCTBEHHO B MaTpHJHHEHHBIX 0OLlecTBaX, CHCTeMBl OMaxa —B
natpununeinsix. [lo noacueram P. Mak-Kuuau, 85,7% Bcex CTP kpoy
KODPPEJNHPYIOT ¢ MaTpUJAHHEAHBIM cueToM poacrBa, 899% Bcex CTP omaxa —
¢ NaTpUJHHeHHO ¢uananuen ».

20 B HeKOTOPBHIX CHCTeMaX Kpoy M oMaxa B On HabmopaioTcs GudypKaTHBHO-JHHeHAHbE

yepthl (X #|#=A).

2t L. Spier. Yxa3. pa6.

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

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

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

2 R. McKinley. A critique of the reflectionist theory of kinship terminology; The Crow-
Omaha case.— «Man», 1971, v. 6, Ne 2, p. 231.



ITockosbKy cHCTeMBI KpOY M OMaxXxa B3aHMHO IPOTHBOIOJOXKHBI MO
CTPYKType, sBJfAsCh KaK Obl 3epKaJbHbBIM OTpaKeHHeM Jpyr jnpyra
(cM. puc. 2, 3), B cHeuHaJbHOH JHTepaType HX NPHHATO OOGBENHHSATH B
OfMH THN Kpoy —omaxa. Y. Ulanupo npenJsaraj Ha3bBaTb 3TOT THII
«1OMO» Ha TOM OcHoBaHHH, yTo CTP Kpoy u omaxa 3aduUKCHPOBaHH y pas-
JHYHBIX TPYNN KaJduQODHHHCKHX HHIAeHueB nomo *’. OZHAKO 3TO NpelJo-
XeHue He MOJIYYHJIO NOAAEPKKH.

ITpo6nema CTP kpoy u oMaxa, NOA KOTOpOM OGBIYHO MOHHMAETCs
npo6jemMa cOLHAJbHOH OOGYCJOBJEHHOCTH MOKOJEHHOro CKallHMBaHHA H 3a-
BHCHMOCTH HanpaBJieHHsi CKoca OT (HJHALHH, BOT yXKe B TeueHHe MHOTHX
AeCcATHJETHH cocTapjseT NpeAMeT Henpekpallalolluxcs Auckyccuit. K. Jle-
Bu-CTpocc CYHTaeT, YyTo 3TO OJAHA M3 Tex NpoGJeM, KOTOpble 3aTPYAHAIOT
ABHXKeHHe BIlepell*®, a aMepuKaHCKHe 3THOrpadsl roopar: «O6bscHuTe
CHCTEMBl KPOY — OMaxa, H OCTaJbHble CHCTeMbl IIOKaXKYTCS IPOCTBIMH»

Hauano usyuennio CTP TunoB kpoy H omaxa, Kak u BooGie Bcex CTP,
Ob10 moJsioxkeHo pabotoit JI. I. Moprana «CucTeMbl pPOACTBA H CBOMCTBa
yesloBeyeckod cemMbH». B cBoeM 0630pe raHOBAaHCKOH HOMEHKJATyphl Tep-
MHHOB DOJCTBAa y CeBePOAMEDHKAHCKHX HHJeHlleB OH BIepBble O0OpaTHJ
BHHMaHHe Ha TO, YTO y psfia aJrOHKHHCKHX H CHY IJleMeH IepeKpecTHhIe
Ky3eHbl CUHTAIOTCA DOJACTBEHHHMKAaMH CMeXHbIX NOKoseHHH. MopraH He jaJn
HHUKAKOTo OO'bsICHEHHSI TAKOMY CMeIIeHHIO IIOKOJIEHHH, JIMIIb TOJBKO OIH-
caJ ¥ OTMETHJ, YTO 3TOi OCOOGEHHOCTbIO JaHHbBIE CHCTEMBI OTJIHYAIOTCA OT
HPOKe3CKOH — THNHYHOH TypaHo-raHoBaHckoii CTP *. [lonroe Bpems Ta-
KHe CHCTeMBbl CYHTAJHCh aHOMAJbHBIMH, H NIDH YIOMHHAaHHH O HHX OOBIYHO
ynoTpebasiuch XapaKTePHCTHKH THIA «CTPaHHbIe», «aTHIHYHBIE», <3IK30-
THYHBIE» H, KaK [PaBHJIO, CBA3BIBAJHCh TOJBKO JHIUIb C HEKOTOPBIMH ILje-
MeHamu uHpaelineB CeBepHoH Awmepuku. OnaHako B KoHiue XIX— Hauaje
XX B. nofo6GHbIe cHCTeMBbl OblIH OGHApYKEHBl Y MHOTHX HapoAOB B DasHBIX
yacTax cBeTa, a nocjae pabor P. Jloyu* u JI. Cnupa ** crano scHo, 4TO
CHCTEMBI KPOy H OMaxa — ocoOble THIBI CHCTeM pPOJACTBA, HyXKJalollHecs
B OObsICHEHHUH.

Bcex uccienoBaresieil npobjaeMbl KpOy H OMaxa MOXKHO JOBOJIbHO 4eTKO
pa3feJHTb Ha JBe KAaTErOPHH: 3THOJIOTOB M 3THOJHHIBHCTOB. IlepBrie 3a-
HHUMaJIUCh TNIPEHMYIIecTBEHHO H3bICKAHHEM TeX YC/IOBHH H (hakTOpOB, KO-
TOpble ONpeNeuIH IPOHCXOXAEHHe [OKoJeHHoro ckoca B stux CTP ®.

26 B ecTeCTBEHHLIX HAYKaX aHAJIOTHUHbE SIBJIEHYs HA3BIBAIOTCSA KHPAJbHOCTBIO. 3TOT Tep--
MHH, Ha Hall B3IIAA, yA00eH s 0603HaYyeHHs WJIEHTHYHBIX IO CBOEH CYIIHOCTH 3THOrpadu-
YeCKHX SIBJIEHHH, UMEIONUIMX B TO K€ BPeMs B3aHMHO NDOTUBOIOJIOXHLIE CHMMETPHUHLIE (op-
Mbl BHEIIHETO IPOSIBJIEHHSI.

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

28 C. Levi-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.

3% L. H Morgan. Yxas. pa6., c. 179, 188, 189, 191, 197, 198, 217, 262.

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

32 L. Spier. ¥xa3. pab.

% J. Kohler. Zur Urgeschichte der Ehe.— «Zeitschrift fur Vergleichende Rechswissen-
shaft», 1897, Ne 12; cM. peuenano 3. Ilopkreiima na kuury M. Kénepa B «Année sociologi-
ques, 1898, Ne 1; L. A. White. A Problem in kinship terminology.— «American Anthropolo-
gists, 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. Levi-Strauss.
Les structures elementaires de parente. Paris, 1949; R. McKinley. Ykas. pa6.; ez ace. Why
do Crow and Omaha kinship terminologies exist? A sociology of knowledge interpretation.—
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Puc. 4. BapHaHTH cHCTeM TepMHMHOB DOACTBA THNOB KPOYy M OMaxa y HapoloB AdpHKH.

Tunbl: [ —kpoy, 11— omaxa; Bapuautn: III — Gudypkatusubifi, IV — GHbYpPKATHBHO —

6HdypKaTHBHO-THHEAHBH, V — GHdypKAaTHBHO-IHHEAHBIHA, VI — GHdypKaTHBHO-NIOKONEHHBIH,

VII — nokonennwiit, VIII — GutypKaTHBHO-JHHEAHO-TIOKOJNEHHBIH (yCJIOBHBE 0603HaueHHS Ha
MOCJTeAYIOUNX KapTax — Te Xe)

BToprie B OCHOBHOM H3y4aJsH BHYTPEHHHIl MeXaHH3M H OCOGEHHOCTH CTPYK-
Typel CTP &Kpoy u oMaxa, ucCOOJAb3ys MeTOABl (OPMAJbLHOTO aHajH3a

«Man», 1971, v. 6, Ne 3; A. M. 3o10rapes. U3 vcTopuu paHHHX (OPM TPYNIOBOro Gpaka.—
«Y4. 3aNHCKH HCTOPHYECKOTO (hakyabTeTa MOCKOBCK. 064, mel. MH-Ta», T. 2, 1940; [. A. Ob-
depozze. KonbueBasi cBSi3b POJAOB HJIM TPeXpoAoBOfi cowo3.— «KpaTkue coobmenuss HMu-ta
stHorpacdun AH CCCP», B. 1, 1946; e2o ace. OcnoBHble uepThl Pa3BHTHA CHCTEM DPOACTBA.—
«CoB. sTHOrpadusa», 1960, Ne 6; ezo ace. CucteMa pomctBa 6akonro B XVII B.— «Tpyanl
Hn-ta atHorpagun AH CCCP», t. 52, 1959; e2o ae. CucTeMa HKHTAa (B3aHMOOTHOIUEHHS pO-
noB y HKyHAy).— «Tp. Hn-ta atHorpadun AH CCCP», 1. 54, 1960; H. B. Bux6yaaros. Cu-
creMa poactBa Gawmkup. M., 1964; H. A. Byrunos. Tlanyace Hosofi ['Bumen. M., 1968;
B. M. Muciozun. O6 OTHOUIEHHH aBCTPaNHACKMX OpauHbIX KJAacCOB K TYyPaHO-TAHOBAHCKOM CH-
CTeMe TEPMHHOB poAcTBa.— «OcHOBHbIE npoGaeMbl adpHkanucTHKE». M., 1973; H. M. Tupen-
k0. TpanunMOHHAs cOUHMAJbHAsl OPTaHU3alUUs HbAMBE3H (OCHOBHBIE TEHJEHUMH NOKOJOHHAJb-
HOTO pa3BHTHs). ABTopedepaT kaun. auc. J1., 1975.
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Puc. 5. BapuaHTHl CHCTEM TePMHHOB DOACTBA THIOB KPOY H omMaxa y HapofoB A3suu, ABcTpa-
nun 1 OKeaHHH

CTPYKTYpHO! JMHrBUCTUKH *. O630p Bcex KOHUeNuUu# U runore3 o6pa3oBa-
uusg CTP TumoB kpoy M oMaxa BLHIXOJAMT 3a pPaMKHM JaHHOH cTaTtbu *. Ilad
Hac ceffuac TpeACTaBAAIOT HHTepec JHIIb Te paboOTH, KOTOpble CBSI3aHBI C
tunonorueit 3Tux CTP. BnepBele Ha pasjuuusg MexXAy HEKOTOPBIMH CH-

% 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 me. 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. CeMaHTHUeCKHil aHaJH3 TEDMHHOB DOACTBA Yrop-
ckux a3biK0B.— «CoB. (DHHHOYrpoBeAeHHe», 1966, Ne 3.

% Hcropuorpaun npoGieMbl KPOy — OMaxa mocBsiieHa HeGoJabwias cratbs P. Mak-
Kanau (cM. npum. 25).

4 Coserckas stHorpadus, Ne 2 49
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Puc. 6. BapuaHTbl CHCTEM TEPMHHOB DOACTBA THIOB
KDPOY U OMaXa Y HapoAoB AMepHKH

TPYNNHPYIOTC MO OHQYPKATHBHON MOAEIH

cTeMaMH Kpoy o6paTH/ BHH-
manue ®. IOrraH *®, KoTOpHIi
BBIAEJIHJ  1LIecTb MOJTHIOB
3THX CHCTeM, pa3/IHYyalolIuXcs
TEPMHHOJIOTHYECKUM  O(OpM-
JeHHeM  HaTpHJaTepaJbHBIX
nepekpecTHelX Ky3eHoB. Ha-

npuMep, B CTP wuHzefines
Kpoy: Am1xPPu=Pw,
OxIxPPm =  [xPPw,
OAmIxPPm = P,
OIxIxPPm= Pwm/IxPPwm,
a B CTP KPHKOB —
AmIxPPMuMm = PwMm,
Ox1xPP = PxPwMm,
A0 0xPPM = Pwm/OxPPm

u T. A. [lono6Hble XKe MHKpO-
tunoJoruu co3naau ®. Jlayue-
6epu ¥ ¢ nomoiubio chopmy-
JIHPOBAHHBIX UM TPeX NpaBHJ
npeBpallleHus (CKalllHBaHHA,
CJIUAHUA U NOJYCUOJHHIOB) H
A. P. BakJep, npuMeHHBLIN#
IIKaJOrpaMMHBII MeTOoL
JI. T'yTT™MaHa u mpaBusa mpe-
Bpaulenus @®. JlayHc6epu.
®. Jlayncbepu BBIAETHN UYe-
Teipe noaTuna CTP Ttuna kpoy
U oMaxa, a Baksnep crpymnmu-
poBaJa 41 cucremy kKpoy B 16
IIKAaJbHBIX THNOB %% a 14 cu-
CTeM OMaxa — B 7 IIKaJbHBIX
THnoB *. OxgHako Bce OHH Or-
PaHHYUJINCh JHIIb KOHCTaTa-
uuell pasJiuyu#, He cleaB Ja-
Xe NONBITKH JaTb O0ObsCHe-
HHe 3TOMY SIBJIEHHIO, B TO Bpe-
MfA KakK OTJIHYMA B TpYNIH-
POBKe POJCTBEHHHKOB —+ lm u
On uMelOT NpHHUUIHAJIbHOE
3HayeHHe I HCTOPHYECKO
tunosorun CTP.

B OGosbuinHCTBE H3 BCex:
H3BEeCTHBIX CHCTEM KpOoy H
oMaxa PpOACTBEHHHKH ++In
({PM=OMPPM] =£=IMPPx;

[Px=xPPx]==1xPPuM). K stomy Bapuaury (I) otHocsates CTP caenyo-

IIUX HAPOJAOB **:

3 F. Eggan. Historical changes in the Choctaw kinship systems.- - «American Anthro-

pologist», 1937, v. 29, Ne 1, p. 37.
37 F. H. Lounsbury. Ykas. pa6., c. 360—379.

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

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

40 TumoJIOrH3auMsi CHCTEM KPOY — OMaxa TNpOMsBeldeHa B OCHOBHOM Ha 06a3e AaHHbBIX
Ix. Mépaoka (cum. ero «World ethnografic sample».— «American Anthropologist», 1957,
v. 59; e2o ae. Kin terms patterns and their distribution.— «Ethnology», 1970, v. 9) u otpa-
Kaet coctosgHHe Ha cepeiuHy XX B. Jlawnbie k. Mépnoka naiorca 6es ccobuiok. Cebiika
nenaercs TOJILKO B TOM CJydae, ecliH MaTepual B3AT H3 JAPYroro uctounuka. Kaprorpagupo-
BaHHe BapHAHTOB THNOB KPOY H OMaxa OCYILECTBJIEHO aBTOPOM HACTOALIEH CTAaTbH.
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Kpoy: no6u (3)%, Gupudop (4), mban (5), abpon (7)42, akBamy (9)*?, auem (9),
Monro (24), kouro (25), menge (26), cykyma (38), nomaneasus (67), mory (71), Tpo6pu-
anue (72), poccemuin (73), mota (78), apate (83), kpoy (87), manpan (89), xumatca (89),
ynpoku (102), vokraewl (104), xomu (110), akoma (110), 3yuu (110), anunasie (115), THMGH-
pa (116), 6opopo (120), cupuouno (121);

Omaxa: urbupa (13), xanapa (19), 6anma (22), am6a (27), ayo (28), mysp (29),
6apu (30), mxoayo (39), mxarra (42), teura (43), Txamo (59), cema (59), aitmMoan (59),
kauun (60), xakauun (60), myiy (69), ascrpanmiubl o. Ipyr-Afinenny (74), tokenayan-
ubl (76), am6pum (81), snu (82), omaxa (93), oro (93), dokc (95), Menomunu (95),
madamu (97), wmaynn (100), mepente (117), ceB. kasmo (119).

B HekoTopwix cHucTremMax (BapuaHT II) rpynnupoBka pOACTBEHHHKOB
+In xapaktepusyercss O6H(YpKaTHBHO-JHHEHHBIMH oco0eHHOCTsIMH (PM==
5= [IMPPM == IMPPx; Px==IxPPx= IxPPuM):

Kpoy: uamba-naxa (20)%, yamba-nekon (21), manyc (68), cenbsiur (79), kpuku (103),
sanno (107), wx. nomo (107).

Owmaxa: rypare (33), xais (37), kuxyiilo (40), Tonra (47), wona-sesypy (48), kasa-
xu (54), ya6eku-konrpat (55), xanxa-monroas (57), wepnel (58), penrma (62), ao (62),
axora (62), mypym (62), apamewr (70), xBoma (70), Bunne6aro (96), noraBatomu (96),
BuuTyH (108), nateun (108), soct. momo (108), wamaunte (118), meapramu (119), apayxa-
Hbl (122).

B Tpex cucreMax THma oMaxa OHdypKaTHBHO-JHHeliHble YepThl HabJlo-
HnawoTes He ToJabko B +1m, Ho u'B On (mnéx-cemaan (1), sanro (32), an-
ramu (62)).

[Tokonennsie ocobendnoctd B +1n ([Pm=AMPPm=/IMPPx]}, [Px=
=JIxPPx=J:)xPPwm]) uMmelor cucremsl Bapuanrta III:

Kpoy: tpykun (66), Gaukenn 43 (77), nentekoct 46 (80), toun (101).
OmMaxa: ur6o 4’ (17).

B ormeabHbix cucTeMax (BapuaHT IV) couerawTcsi 6udypKaTHBHBHIE
0co6eHHOCTH ¢ 6HpYPKATHBHO-JIHHEHHBIMH:

Kpoy: awantu (8), ayrypy (46), xaina (86), tumykya (106), cemunosn *® (106),
xaHo (111).

Owmaxa: r6apu (l14), marakam (18), ur6anmn (23), awoam (31), kxoHco*? (34),
ubopo (36), akyTel (52), kaameiky (53), muBok (109), roaxupo (114).

CucreMbl Kacka (84), TauukutoB (85) (Tunm kpoy) u mopob6o (35) (tun
oMaxa) uMeloT B + ln 6ucdypkatuBuble, a B 0n — 6HypKaTHBHO-JIHHeHHbIE
YepTHL.

Pan cucrem (BapuaHT V) o6namaer oXHOBpeMeHHO OH(pYDPKaTHBHLIMH
H IMOKOJIEHHBIMH OCOGEHHOCTAMH:

Kpoy: dantus® (10), nouryna®t (15). mpopo (16), snubl (64), apukapa (88), nay-
uu (90).

4 JTudpbl B cko6Kax 03HAYAIOT HOMEP HA KapTe.

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

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

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

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

% | 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.— «Africas,
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.

¢ “? 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.

81 C. K. Meek. Ykas. pab., c. 344, 345.
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Om™ axa: Ban %% (2), nakxep (61).

Cucrembl MOyree (44), mHOH rap (63), natue3 (105) (Tum Kkpoy) u
koHKoMOa (12) (Tun omaxa) XapaKTepH3YIOTCSl coueTaHHeM OudpypKaTHB-
HO-JIMHEeHHbIX U NIOKOJIEHHBIX yepT (BapuaHT VI).

HasoBem KaxKAblii U3 BblAeJeHHLIX BapHAHTOB COOTBETCTBEHHO: |— Gu-
¢ypkaTuBHbIM, [I— 6udypkatuBHO-1MHeHHbIM, [II— nokosneHubiM, [V—
OupypKaTHBHO — O6M(YPKATHBHO-JHHEHHBIM, V — OH)YPKATHBHO — MOKO-
JIeHHBIM, VI— 6H(pypKaTHBHO-IHHEHHO — IIOKOJIEHHBIM.

OcranbHble CHCTEMBI, OTHOCSILIMECS K THIIAM KPOY H OMaxa, He IIpelcTaB-
JisieTCsi BO3MOXKHBIM KJ1acCH(MHUHPOBATh, TaK KaK B JIUTEpPAType OTCYTCTBYIOT
JaHHble, HeOGXoAHMbIe AJs1 6ecClIOPHOTO OTHECEHHs] X K KaKOMY-1udo Bapu-
anTy. TakoBeIMH siBasitoTcsi CTP caenyromux HapoaoB:

Kpoy: noBunau® (6), rypma (11), upaks (45), yautuanub % (65), unkacasbl % (99),
Jaryua®® (110).

Omaxa: macan (41), cora (46), umay®’ (49), uonu 38 (50), xauThi 3® (51), KuUpru-
3bl (56), Bopopa 8 (75), BynamGana ® (75), HrapuHaxHuH®? (75), Kamsac® (91), mou-
ka 8 (92), aiioBa % (94), ocanxu %8 (98), xukany 67 (112).

Hekotopsie ucenenoBatenn otiocat CTP apeBHux repMaHIeB ® 0 puMJsH
K cucTeMaM THna oMaxa *. OgHako O. Byw oTpunaer HaJauydHe 4epT THIA
omaxa B CTP pumasu ™.

B pasBuTuu cucrem poAcTBa CJeAyeT, MO-BUAMMOMY, pa3/juyaTh JBe CTa-
Auu ™': cTafiMio MepBHYHBIX CHCTEM POJACTBA, XapaKTepHBIX JJs1 0OI1eCcTB mep-
BHYHO# (AOKJaccoBoit) ¢opmaluy H NpeicTaBiaeHHbx BapuantamMu CTP 6u-
(GYpKaTHBHOTO THIA, U CTAAHI0O BTOPHYHBIX CHCTEM pOJACTBA, CBOHCTBEHHBIX

52 Yca0BHO, TaK Kak AaHHble HCTOYHHKA, HAa KOTOPbH cchinaercsi k. Mépaox (F. Ron-
nefeldt. Die Heiratssitten der Vai.— «Zeitschrift fiir Ethnologie», 1935, Ne 67), He aaioT
ocuoBanuil otHectd CTP Bam x tuny omaxa. Jlpyrue astopni (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 Research», 1957, v. 41, Ne 6) npHBOASIT TEPMHHOJIO-
THIO, B KOTOPOH TakxKe OTCYTCTBYIOT NPH3HAKH cHCTeMbl omaxa. Ocra/ibHasi JHTepaTypa OKa-
3aJjacb HeJOCTYNHOMH.

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

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

55 L. Spier. ¥Yxas. pa6., c. 74.

56 Tam xe.

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

58 Tam xe.

58 K. Y. Baspa. ¥Yxas. pao.

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

8t Tam xe.

62 Tam xe.

83 . Spier. ¥xas. pa6., c. 73.

84 Tam xke.

85 Tam xe.

8 Tam xe.

87 TaMm xKe.

8 F. G. Lounsbury. A formal account of the Crow-Omaha-type kinship terminologies,

. 375.
P 69 JI. A. Oab0epoeze. Cuctema poacTtBa Gakouro B XVII B, c. 16; F. G. Lounsbury. The
structure of the Latin kinship system and its relation to Roman social organisation.—
«Tpyan VII MKA3H», M., 1964, t. 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 HeoGXOAMMOCTb BBIfeSTeHHs1 [BVX CTALWRA B Pa3BHTHH CHCTEM DOACTBA B Hawei
autepatype ykasbiBaa [. A. Osbpeporre. Cm. [. A. Oabdepocze. HekoTopbie Bompockl uay-
yeHHusi cHcTeM poactBa.— «CoB. stHorpadus», 1958, Ne 1, c. 7; e2o se. OcHOBHbIE YepThl pa3-
BHTHS cucTeM poActBa.— «CoB. aTHOrpadus», 1960, Ne 6, c. 29.

52



oflecTBaM BTOPHUHOH (KJaccoBo#) GpopMalHK U SABJASIOLMXCSA Pe3yabTaTOM
3BOJIIOIIHH NEPBHYHBIX CHCTeM. [IpHdyeM pasBHTHe BTODHYHBEIX CHCTEM DPOACTBA
MPOXOJUT Yepe3 ABa 3Tana, NepBHIH H3 KOTOPBHIX COOTBETCTBYET HadaJbHbIM
(mokanuTanHcTHYeCKHM) ¢dopMaM BTOPHYHOH dopMaluu. DTOMYy 3Tamy co-
orBercTByloT CTP mnokoJseHHOro u 6udypKaTHBHO-JIHHEHHOrO THIOB, a BTO-
pomy srany — CTP usmuHeiiHoro tuna. OGe BbIeNeHHBbiE CTaJHH BO3MOXKHO
TaKXe CONOCTaBHUTb C JABYMSI 3M0XaMH, Ha KOTOpbIe pas3fesjus HCTOPHIO
passutus cucrem poacrsa M. B. Kprokos. IlepBasi u3 HUX XapaKTepusyer-
Csl MOJIHOCTBIO KJAcCHPHKAUHOHHBIMH cHcTeMaMH OudypKaTHBHOrO THIA,
BTOpasg o0belHHsIeT YACTHYHO KJACCH(PHKALHOHHBIE CHCTEMBI, K KOTOPBIM
OTHOCHITCS OcTaJdbHble TpH THna CTP ™.

Takum o6pasom, npHHHMasi BO BHHMAaHHE HCTODHYECKYIO MOCJEN0Ba-
reJlbHOCTb OHYpKaTHBHOrO, OHGYPKATHBHO-JIHHEHHOrO, IOKOJEHHOTO H
JauHedHoro tunos CTP, a TakKe yuMuTHIBasi, UTO COUETAHHS CTPYKTYDPHBIX
NPH3HAKOB PAa3JHYHBIX THIOB B CMeXHBbIX NokoseHusix ojgHoii CTP maior
BO3MOXKHOCTb CUHTATb X NPOMEXYTOYHBIMH, T. €. pacCMaTpHBaTb HX B Ka-
yecTBe NMEePeXOAHBIX CcTaAWil Pa3BUTHS OT OJHOrO THNA K Apyromy ™, mpen-
CTaBJSETCSl BO3MOXKHBIM BbICKa3aThb IpPEANOJOXeHHe O cJaefyioulei cTa-
JAHAJbHOH MOCJaeN0BaTebHOCTH Pa3BUTHSI BADHAHTOB CHCTEM THIIOB KpOy H
oMaxa: OudypKaTHBHBIH—TOKOJNEHHbIH; 6HYPKATHBHBIN—-01(pYPKATHBHO —
6ubypKaTHBHO-THHEeAHbIfi—>6H(bYPKAaTHBHO-JHHeHHBbI; 6udypraTUBHO-JIHU-
HeHHBIH—-TIOKOJIeHH BIH.

CnenoBarenbHo, Bce CTP Tunos kpoy W omaxa mnpeiacTaBasioT coGoi
pas/iuuHble COCTOSIHUSI 3THX CHCTeM, KOTOpble IpelJoXeHHas THIIOJOTHs
BApHAHTOB KJacCHPHLUHPYeT Kak psAJd CTaAHil 3BOJIOUHH, TaK KaK OCHOB-
Hple npu3Hakn CTP Tunmos Kpoy M omaxa He Hcye3armT ¢ TpaHchopMauuei
6uypKaTHBHOI CTPYKTYPHl B CTOPOHY NOKOJIEHHOH M O6HYypKaTHBHO-JIHHEH-
Ho#t Mofenelt. UepThl 3THX CHCTeM MNpONazaloT Ha cjaeldywoolled CTagHH 3BO-
JIOUUH TIpH TpaHcHOpPMAaUUH NOKOJEHHOro W OHU(pYpKaTHBHO-JHUHEHHOro TH-
noB B JuHedHblA. Bo Besikom cayuae, k. MéEpnok He 3adHKCHpOBaJ HH
oanoit CTP, B koropo#t 66l KOMOHHHPOBAJNHCh OCOOEHHOCTH JIMHEHHOrO THIA
¢ IPH3HAKAMH CHCTEM KpOy H oMaxa.

He kacascp npoGaemsl o6pasoannss CTP Tunos kpoy H omaxa, MOX-
HO BBICKA3aTb [PEANOJIOKEeHHe OTHOCHTEJbHO COXpaHeHHS OcoOeHHOCTeH
3THX THUIIOB HA NEPBOM 3Tane BTOPUYHOH CTaJMH Da3BUTHA CHCTeM POJICT-
Ba. [lo-BHANMOMY, BO3MOXKHBI JBa aJbTePHATHBHBIX OODBSACHEHHS 3ITOMY
fBJEHHIO. JIM6O 3TO NMepeXHUTKU MNpellecTBYIOIled CTaIuH DPA3BHTHA [daH-
HBIX CHCTEM, KOTODble COXPAHHJHCh B CHJY HHEPTHOCTH H CTaJHaJbHOH re-
TEPOreHHOCTH CHCTEM pPOJCTBA, YTO COOTBETCTBYeT nojoxenuwo B. M. Jlenu-
Ha O TOM, YTO NPH PACCMOTPEHHH JIOOOro OOILeCTBEHHOrO SBJEHHS B
mpoluecce ero pasBHTHS B HeM Bcerja (HKCHPYIOTCS «OCTaTKH MNpPOIUJIOro,
OCHOBBI HAcCTOSLIEro ¥ 3auaTku Oyayuiero» . JIn6o npousomaa 3BOJIOLHSA
(QYHKUHE U TEPMHUHOJOTHH THIIOB KPOYy M OMaxa yXe OTpa)KarT ApPYyrHe co-
UHaJbHble SIBJEHHS, OTJIHYHBIE OT TeX, KOTOpble ObIIH B MOMEHT HX TeHe3H-
ca. 1 XoTs1 TepMHHOJIOTHS B OCHOBHOM Ta Xe, ee COLepXKaHHe H3MEHHJOCh,
T.e. OHa NpeicTaB/iseT co060ii KOMOMHALHIO CTaphiX 3JE€MEeHTOB, MPHOOpeT-
LIMX HOBOE KauecTBo.

Bosiee BeposiITHBIM INpeicTaBJasieTcss NepBoe OO0BbsACHEHHe, HO B OTAEJb-
HBIX CJYYasix He HCKJIOUeHa BO3MOXKHOCTb NposiBJeHus BToporo. Tak, BnoJ-
He BEepOSITHO, YTO B3aHMOOTHOUIEHHs] MeXAy OpaToM MaTepu H AEeTbMH €ro
cecTpbl MOIJIM NPHHATb (OPMY OTHOIUEHHH HacJelOBaHUs B YCJIOBHAX
GoablieceMelHOM OGLIMHBI, YTO SBHJIOCH CJEACTBHEM CeMaHTHYECKOro nepe-

72 M. B. Kproxos. CncreMa poacTBa Kurafines, 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. dBoJo-
IS CHCTEM POACTBA: MeXaHM3M TpaHcdopmauuy, c. 1.
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ocMblcyieHHs1 TepMHHOJorun. Torna Heanb3s He corjacutbesi ¢ M. Mun u
Y. Mukom, KoTopble 00BsicHSIN 4epThl cucTeMbl Kpoy B CTP aksamy ™,
JOHTyAa U 4aMba * JelicTBHEM MaTpPUJIMHEHHOH CHCTEMBl HacJelOBaHHS:
HIMxPPM — nacnennuk Pm u nocae cmeptu Pm 3anumaer ero couualb-
HOe IOJIOXKeHHe, NMO3TOMY ero HasblBaloT TeM e TepMUHOM, 4To U Pwm, a
HxJ1xxPPM coorBercTBeHHO npupaBHHBalOT K Px. U kak ciaencteue sto-
ro — 3amnpenieHne Kpoccky3eHHoro Opaka ¢ JJxPPm y uamba-nekon ™.
Ita xe MBICAb NOATBepknaercs u BeiBogamu . A. Ouabmeporre o cucreme
HKHTa Yy mJeMeH HKyHAy. OH yCcTaHOBHJ, YTO CHCTeMa HKHTa JaJjia HOBOE
000CcHOBaHHe NpeuMyLlecTBeHHOMY noJioxeHuio [[J[xkPPwm ™.

B kadecTBe NMpuUMepa K NepBOMY H3 ABYX MNpeNJOXKEHHBIX OODbICHEHHH
ykaxeM Ha CTP amanTu, B KoTOpO#i HabJionaeTcss TeHAEHUUsS K HCUE3HO-
BEeHHIO NPH3HAKOB CHCTeMY Kpoy. MaTpujaTepasbHble NepeKpecTHbIE Ky3e-
el (JJMPPx) yxe He BxoIAT B OLHY rpymnny ¢ AeTbMH sro (1), a cuu-
TaloTcst poAcTBeHHHKaMu O nokoJsenusi. [laTpunartepasbHbIi NepeKpeCTHHIH
Kysed (JAmJxPPwm) HaswiBaercs TepmuHoM agya (Pm) Tonbko B ToM
caydae, ecJiH €My XOTST OKa3aTh yBaxKeHue ™.

Kak n3BecTHO, THNOJIOTHSI He TOJBKO Cnocol TNpeiCcTaBJeHHsl CHCTeMa-
TH3HPOBAHHOI'O MaTepuaJsa, HO U OJHH M3 HHCTPYMEHTOB HAy4yHOTO MO3HA-
HHS, CNOCOOCTBYIOIIUA MOHMMAHHIO CYLIIHOCTH siBJeHuil. [Ipomecc co3nanus
THIIOJIOTHH BJIUSIeT Ha pacKpBITHE HX COJep:KaHud U faer GoJee yraybJeH-
HOe INpRACTaBJeHHe O SIBJEHHH, YTO MO3BOJseT HAMETUTh JAajbHelline NyTH
uccaenosanus. Ilpensoxennasi 3lecb THIIOJNOTHS BapHAHTOB CHCTEM Tep-
MHHOB POJCTBa THIIOB KPOy M OMaXxa HMeeT HeMOCpeACTBEHHOe OTHOLIeHHe
H K npoOJieMe oOpa3oBaHHsl 3THX CHCTEM, NMOCKOJbKY 0e3 ydueTa xapakTepa
pasjuuuii MeXJAy BapHaHTaMH — CTaJHAJbHOTO IOPsJKa — HEBO3MOXKHO
HCC/IeIoBaTh MX COLHANBHYI0O 00YC/JAOBJIEHHOCTD .

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

An attempt is made to determine 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
groups 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-
iiarities 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. Ykas3. pa6., c. 299.

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

77 Tam xe, c. 381.

78 J1. A. Oav0epoeee. CrucTeMa HKHTA, ¢. 190—192.

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



