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HEZAOHE, 2hicEMOEEELELE, Z0WThh—HK, JEEPBWTBLED
NTEl. ZOVWThOEICHE2BICE X, E3RRZNLRBELBIHNERICL»DD .
508, WHIETHRL. WFhb VAR, HRXFNITORRR, TOBLNERICIZW
UT, DEENERZEBT S T TRV TWEW., CLTRESENSHOBFED 1S E
UTC, HEHNHERZ LY 17 5. EFOHEE L LEICOWT, HEHNEELS EnIZ O %
b5, ZOSWORREEEDL > KBRLLINIEZ LV 2MEET 5.

WEHFEOEZD > b, 22008 2MEET 5. 1 RBEOERTH 5. WA
B2 3 C & b HFETE. HEREBRILONWT, FRINTOERYS, X5 IicoML
3% &S REL b, BREOUMSRIcE Y bR TH 3. 2 ORIEEY, HZEHOH
WAL R BERZ 1256 TH. ZhREREOBEROBRE, ERD cycle 2 U Tics EFE
h, ZOFRELLT, HABZO IV IRENSEEZMELTACLERE. LOHAEROD
HEZEYDDTBC L E, HEFBEDEF NV NND A B 51T %2 DREEIERE structural form
PRIBEE 95 L ERETIRSV. HEHTHEOEREDS b, H21k, HROFREFEET
ZEELELTORETIIRNL, COBERERZLEYHITICLICETS.

COMBEREE UTOHE L, KEDUKOME o0 2o0#EtNAEOEREIE, 2R
OB ERAN D S £ & o TV, HETER, DEZPNERZHRTI 2L - T,
2ODFEFHGA LD &9 5. HRIFODWY, HEHNHEKETIT213E, BRNE
REDEENERLED, WIhb 6 BTOATL 3. UL, Z0RKER, X HLEHNE
HeDBELUATIZE WS L EWTEBELES .

1

&I, BONCHEHIHE %2 A Utz @1 Durkheim & % Durkheim I3[ B35 | Dicis
W, 50D, —EHEC LI, —ERDOAZBERT S DL, BACHNET ZEESH
77 force collective Th % T & 23 fELI.. BHERODA %23y, HWKE%E &3 % Durkheim
X, BRICBWTT S, DENERZETHRT 2. COMHNICE S 2oz ARR LK
LiFED L S IKEZ LN

BREIX, AZOESOHEME & i, HKEAICENT 2. SEAMPESEZMASZCE
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i, BRICHES LB 0D, 2R AR BRITED U 28, fRric, NcB&ET
A5 ThA. BHIIHINTIR® 2, BRICE > TEELERTH 5. KEVEROEA
WERA T 2R, 58 temporisation® Td % LHiHET 5. ERD S LENERZHRL , K
R % 5% & iR 9 2 $hEF s %, Durkheim 3k D T & { comment 3 3. [ - D¥Et
Ok, AHOHLWAEEOHBAPEEL RN E2EBLBTNILELR. LA, B
HEEOMER, MAZHEKBEROBRREETELID Y, BEA»ICZOTIRELTBL. BE
2, BENRBROBRUBEORRBIZATHA S LY, COREPEEFT S LLATIRNICZ
ORERPEAIZTISIERATS. ek diE, Suhil, chboBREIB—-THS &
LTh, REICENTZ2»5THA. b LChLDOERAMBEAICHETZ3OTH B85,
ZNIIBRINCZ DJRRZE U TV AEARRET 2133 TH S, LIThi->T, TORRKIC
BWTIE, 3 - EEBRRERZERTIEIFELS V. Lo i, AOENT
— 2 OEEESBENCHNET A NP oEETAETHIE, B-TL 5. Tokdik, B
EDHBEANZHRELIILLN. ZONNEH2BOTRO—EBZERT 2, 20560178
DREDEAIC K - TiTsbh s CERERLIZV. 20Uk, % b DixCOiciEiL, i
D OEBNEDICT S L2BETS. EBE, bltLOEATIR, WEN, {LEH, £YF
#, DEMFEIC, chb ol Rk, N> 5 ARICER T 2 8971 % BUcHiing 5 ic
TELN. 3 LEIEOENIVARD BHZHRL WSS, HERTICO>WT RT3 L
s, MEICE 5T, MERR—-0£E2EET S, 1P

AFAZEEM T — 2 D consistency X, BARNET ZHEIOEREIELIZEE, BUDT
Durkheim i%, etiologieal 7z 3D EBD & 4 7P 2AIHT B C EMAEETH > 72, Fi5D#H:
20, NEOHHERICE 2 BREOHIMOY 2, BRIZ B THINIBLRTHS L0
SWrEICIE, [EBIEFEEICEA LAWY 05 FEEDERATW A, Wk i iuE, BT
BRIz A8V, LDa=—2s7 — <, BREPHRULIC & &, Hx O BREDEREFIX
ex post facto ICHIEHSAIRETH b, Durhkeim iX, Galton % Pearson &7 5 AT, Lewin
DWW 3, $HEFEICE1T 3 “Galilean period” DIEEZED—A L2 h AT END CEWTE S
Durkheim ® 5%, méthode des variations concomitantes & %, [—EIHOEHFICHB AT,
2> DHEEHBHITENT Z CEMTEPEINZ L 61, ATz U ic—o0EEIIKERL > %9
EWVWSTETHB. LTI, WELINIZEFLUNOHMODO T NTOERL, »Eo3TUE
BICBEINZDBREIRZWD. T2UIT, 2RI [ 200FEEY, DL 2zhnEIcET2
DTHAED, HEICHENICESLH> L ER2LDTIOTHY, COBEIR, ZhEk
T, 2ODHEENHEEFZR TN & 24713 5. ] ? méthode des variations concomit-
antes, 3 /5b LEEETUMEENL, BROBEEDIE & 5 AT T, méthode de concordance
& % it méthode de différence X H 8-> T 5.

T DOFREERIC & - T, Durkheim »s3FRHL X 5 & Uiz @&, 113781372 — 2 354t

— 54 —
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My causes extra-sociales d'une grande généralité 2>, H BV IIDH X b pITHSNTE
1 WFhrOAIEKFET 2. FFHRNERE B & OBE%IE, Durkheim i & - Ti,
BROAREDIHHTH 5. L L, UA [ ZOFEE, 225U TNTHENTIRS
V. R, bhvbhid, EAOEBROENZEEIC L >TE, IPENREOHEICL > T
b, HALASVWEED BROEADY, ZNZFhOEKXEMICHEEL TVWEL L %2d 3 bhic
Uiz, ZD#ER, 2h o 2BRETECEICE T, BROBEME, DRINICHXNERICKE
THIETOLDY | Lis 5.

FHEMERDBREY, X dic, ZOFIHRXMWEROEFUC link 85 &2
5 ULHTWADIX, Durkheim DU 5 [E#25EERE: expérimentation indirecte ,1® 3 72 B
#E1E indirect method OB TH 5. T T TiX, BEROBFEVHEEINS TR TOERMSR L
INBT L%, BPLLEETS. [bhbhid, LIM¥->T,BxOBEROERICHEE» 5%
BT NTCORBOTEBREIRESEBRZIERLL S L0 0TIV, TZAK, bhbhds
HRMERE L IANEOEEBERFT 2RH2HELLS LS5 DTHE. TD2>0DMH
B, 20T BRPEREL D 3Ic8 L, DI oMICESTEL Bt DTH 3 .Y

MR, 1o0ERIIMOERICL > TREI®AIT LD T & 3 L0IFHRICTIZ-> TN
%. Durkheim o [ B%Gh | OEARNERIE, [0 2 00HEMNELIIKET 2, BN
2N o O OENEHIL) 5 2E3OHEKOBEICETFP | LIt T AitH 5. méthode des
variations concomitantes & i, VWA B 561E, 3DOOEHKEOBEBZRREICE Y HOh
5 C Lz bz,

FTEHR ] Ksi75, AREESOBERKIE, LIFLIEE3IOBERE0BRICB T, R
EhdobbhTng. BIDERE LT, L L3R5 OOER, BHER, &R, BIR
LoHh, BEE, BAREAACENTES. B Th, BRLEOM, 1B ARDBERIC
3517 % coefficient de preservation 1%, %5 & OERICEIT A2 OHITHBNT, HEFICBIT3
BHOHENAEE NS L EMTE 3. BHicziiicd ¥/ coefficient d’aggravation 0
cEx, BFORELE, CCTIRMEEE L.

HERROAZ LY DT 2501, RIFEIFIBEIVLERT S LOBDVLIITHASB.
I8, FELEFIIEROKEREINI Y2 5. BIESIIRIBZICHLT, 3T VEETH
5. RIEZICE, I6FTLUTOZHOFHZELATVS. RIBEDO L hDVERIL, HBLT
WV B TR L, AREOWSERZHL TN itk > TWwa. 1672 EOFRIEE &
BEIEE O BREOHBGBETH S. UL, BB T, AKIGFUT R sbh/k
V. BEIEE OBGL, ESOBEMcoON TS 5. RIEE LEEBEICOE, LdicleFbe
UTh, SBM#EDOHIFETIIA—TIR/Z.

RIEE LBEEEDZNZhOEEESOERZERETIE, RIBEEDBRIZBIEE D 350 2
Lish. LdL, DhbERIBEDOERDVEBEL VI VSN C L 2HM TV, b LIEIE
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PEELUIWIZ 5T, BIBEDOBARIE, ZOESDOWEI, REEHEL DZ L BTER 5.
I b b TEBEE O BRIL, XXIEn. b E b hie, BHEE, ARIciL L THREE
2hoTW05. UL, COBEOR ORI, RIBS L BIEE OFHESICB T 5 ARE
DoDHETH 5.

D220 T V—FOYHESOEREOLEICIE, RIFEEEEEVWAAC IO T, BHEHE
D b OREMEIL, BRERIDIELFHHEIN TS, COBRERBRT SO, 12171
DOEULM»EINTWEN. [ Chsofr D8 S » BT 2—DFEIX, 2hZFho v
—7DE%, ZNZHOESHNIC, BLRICRETHLETHS. TOXIITLT, 2L AIF25
T o30FETORIBE L, A—ESOBBE LKL, R, OESFICONTS KT
AZLEDTETHS. BIREOHMIOEEL, L THOTNTORE» L SHEsh, 20T
NTOEHE5h EBT2A5. Thid Bertillon 2SFET-H &R L1z U THEAL
rHETH . BRICVETHRESIE, CohBichELER EbhbhciBELsw. 2hi
B E DAL & IZEEIRICEHBEDES 2 LD L TWVWE. bhbhoMa» D, BlOEE»
BLR>TWAM—DHREIX, ANVFUINVTRAEBDZNTHS. ZHlx1871 — 85 4FITDN
T, BESHOEBERRZ, 2N ZhOBEEOHMBIZ LD LTWA. L L O/pEITEN
T, 154ERIC, DLk ERIZI9ICE EF 5 TWE. TDX 5 BDHOEHD» 51X, i
VHENZ DR EIZREBVDT, bhvbhid 7 70 2IToWNWT, BRENEDERREDT
g5, COMFEREFLEZ. bhbh OB, 1889, 1890, 18914 DWVWTTHB. LD
k31U T, 131325,0000 BB 2 Uz, CAIZTORFIE, 205 CHROERE 55
W) Tsl, bhvbho#HER? X HEIIICHARS ¥ 3 BEIX/5h - 7. SESOEIEEOH
PAIDORIL, BEFEAERA—TH3. LIth->T, L WYEFEAOIEP»HEET 2 BEIEE
Ligin, B |

FNF TNV AEOBR LI OAT, 77 AENEEER®, Durkheim i & 2 HEFH D
BRIX, BRED, RIE, KE, FEHORBOMAINICE 5, ESERIBETHS. Ly
Us ZNF T de, 1871854, $7/8b HLISEMICK T 213690 HETH D,
77 ADE DL, 1889—91E, DI hic 3FEMITH T 5 HBEKI25,0000 B THB. LT
i, BHEOZ Db N EET S, ANVFUTNTDIED, 1EDOFEETILE L 164E
FOBRDOBEICONT, 7 702D EHWI1IEDOFEEICDNWT, 2hZMBEEINTH
. DT LY, TTTIXREE L.

ANVT o TNTET T ADZNZFNORFIL, RIEZ LFERIL 12 RIRIciznd 3, REOD
FHEIE, 2hZh LI LIRS L LT 5. Durkheim OF5ERIE, FIFH 5101358
BILIZRIBCTH B &Itk 5T, FliE%R 558, HRiCk>TRIZY, BLOFHEDE
1, Fize% 5 2HOHEICL - T, BOTHLRELE, LWHLETH3. chbid, FEX
MBItk > TRE D AFIIER 5 T B, 5080, ZREKEEFEISELROBEEIEE T,
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ZNZENEE S THBR2BEATHA0ItHE 6720, [ 22082 >TTHRITEWT, KK
DELICES STEAZB XTI IKBRIN TR ik, LEVIEEETS. bhbh
O T 2 HEOEELFERIL, FEERMOBED SIS Ly bhRdssizn. ¥ |

ORI/ > TV, UL, TOEMmICIE, 75 TBNTIE, 1889—914ED 34
Mick i35, Rif, KiE, FEHORBORPZESERIc—ETH2. X HRFEAOFG%
BT ABERBEELLY, EWIFRBALINATVE. COFRIRA VT T TiTon
THRAETHE. CORPRICT DL EDHIRBNT, RUDT, RIBHICIZIWT 3RIBOTHE
BETECEDTE, Z2LT[ 3 LdaHEIDONWT, EIEEFEEEVPERIC, WhiEsH
Bl TOWE»DEoNE551E, brrURFHI LR EEDREG VDS D2
BLENTERD DOTHA.

rUbic, 3Ed 3 VIZIERIIC, SESHOIBRERS—ETH 2 LHRT S C &IIRYT
g, UL, hEWEHIRSWTIE, EFHIEREEZO 3 DIIEH T2 0TH5. &
hEHOERZAFULS 2 &30, RKIROFHEZNES, IREHL2RII3 2L,
Iz ¥ 51E, T T T constant & {UEINIESHIBHEEZD 3 DIX, FEOBRItEIITT
Bz 1o E» 5 b, INZNZTNORER DZhZNE L >Ttta» 6 b, EEH%2 5,
BEINZLLINE LV, Uk b sk, ES5FEEEIL, RFCZORKERAO#EHEZOD
OB ABLIRBEDTH 3.

LD ERDELMICUIZDIR, DYBEOHRFICHEIHEITNHFERZEALVZFHEZD
[ FEHR ] Th 5. REOEFHBR EOBKOE, —REOKGILSERSN DL
NZNIDO——C Lk > THET A &1, EENCRAEETH 3, EEMNIZRETDH 5.
LDFER, FEOHENREOKRNEHODZE, BREDOHABOR/IG X BROEEOZ DT L >
THET 5.

FEDOKGEHBBERIN TV S 7T, ERESHALUTH» L2 2REL b § LM E
DOV LRBFRENZNEZLZL N 5 W5, BEIEZMALLE» S B 3XEOBIZEDYT
D UIehio T, HREOERBREMALED 8 OT, AMC—REOBEE LY 5 21
dV, FHETS, ULBVWRRALLT, 2OMWRESRPHET 2 BEND 3. COH, T, &
SHARULD b OBE—FKERICHY 5 2Ed0NE, BEZOTFIIEROBOFLE, TLOH
OF EVBRABICEEL TN I EDNTH 5.

COtwiT, [ KENJUEURNC P IISESICZ L TR Y, Bii— AN EOF2ET
Be2Ths5EEA0NBEOF2—AULERDIFS C LTk > TESBIIKREMFICKR TR
MU LDETICELUTEZETHS 5028031, Z2hiEDL L A HEDHOTFOH, REE
FETHAEVSHAEUVIEL D BBEICRT, 204K EEMEES ICEL CBLLZTTRIh
72 5 BB 2 A< & b RIE/JUEEICRY 3 BT OFEIIBES KM T 2 E0 e, 2
ML OB % KIESUAE & bl - 124U 2 BT O LB ES (X 3 2 & 24 LT



6

EPL EOESIKREIFIRTELTCEIZTFTRINEZ bR, SHES EOHE RS T

ZICKREOBEZWHEMICR 2 FEOBFESOEBR2E 5 L 2RO L > T 5.
BRFAEE KEFEE KE/VE KEZE BRBRNHFZE RS =48E)

B 27.33 27.09 27.43 27.09 26.88 (26.42)

% 23.21 23.12 23.30 22.80 22.92 (22.63)
REOVEIBES BN+ EED $ OEEEIN TN A, ZTNLUFO b OREHY LN TE

B, TRHICHICIRIBRIEA L b PAE LIS 2 B0 VEIEESE T OB 2Ry, HER

BERURNIC BN TRES DL RIEL T, RS+ 2=8E, LXK EAEL h NEHEROFEY

BESZHEU, WHEFCIAELRIBHVE L TH A H 0, FHIBEESEIEWIERICE > TH

THEPOEND BT THEH, LOOBENHZEUTE, FROWSERORFOESZEHET

AL, BICTHBELIZ L OTEFABVEEALNS. 9]

L ONEMIBES OHE X, BODIMCRENSREIZ I LTS, BOF2EL TOHK
BPATVWATHAS LEZALNBFOESIE, TExANIE S, FHBESI, E£55
HEER EAFEPERT 5. UL, 2hoofEOESE, ZHAUELOERB2E45 5K
BHOK & 31T, TOLEOIBESDS determinant IKVEFT 5. Wb A 372518, &FE
AW S 3 =R EOERE 284 5 2 FEROINE, FEHIBESOBEIC L -
T, WHFILTREINZ» 5 THS. 2 U TEEFERE=MAL LD $ O 578 2 KIEE
OHEIE, ¢ DEHAL EOERE LRSS 5 FERORNCERHIT 2. ZHALEOER
Beard 2 RBEOKEDE, BEEZHRUEDOIO» B IRETHS. LW -T, F
FEZWARULED § Ob 572 2 FKERO KNG, SEEIIBES DREIKIC X - TR ICRE
Ihs.

C OREROBTRIZ, W5 E~TA424E, 1 1I220E/M 1B T 5 LIOMIBESETOMEE T H
4. COMEMPZOEE, KIELED S M- TEIF0EROHA 22,3 FOBEES 2 HEE L
2. TOEDDTHEPDZETOHN —TB—YOHEOEBTH . COH—TI3ELH TR
H5H, REPEETHIE, TI3RBICZOETIRELY. R ATERBENERLUED 3 0%
BA5 AHREOIE, WEEEOZFOGUBFES 2MIST REMEL T, HETLC L
tisn,

CORBOLOBAZ, FHIZLISERL QN LZDEO»THE. [ KRBED
EHR DR, FKEPICH % F#EIERB ORI O FIEN O RBIROER NS XS 5 T
b330, ZHRULEDED L Z > TEIFREROR/MIE L UTAL DBIRFES OEKICX
STHHEFNCED bNTES 3D EELLNE. © ] [ RERIFREEDCHEM 2 -
TR LD TEZ I b5, ERICRCIHERZENDDHEDTIZE» 550
EVISMEREM BB BEIOTH B, o KIS ERIIELICEAIZTHAS. HRE
ZHARULOED S 2 - TEIREBVHBRERONZERG L2 - TR DL, BRBFR
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BEOE@RZRNDDH L5 &b, XIIXED 2 1rdb b FTRREME TN ETHRIRAE
D OEENTEIGBEVDZ VDL LDV IS EHEICHLS X D I3ES, RRPWETNETE
WU TCOREERTELEOREVBBOTLERIGICL»/E LTV ETH S ENDNGS.P ]
UtzdSos T, [ EEHBALE U TORBIZBL NI WEN &b, EREFSEED B 68
TOEFEIZELAWEINTE L3512 THAIP] L0 FHIRERE UTRET 3.

CTiItEY BTN DIR, FREMADOEE—20 6 RFEDOKEEALIC DN TORERIT
RN A — T, MRCHHN S REOBRER—TEN s FZERE A
KIh——IThV s 5. Fifi% z OERE ORBECTTERR— CHENERZ2HR T3 Lic
$oT FERIUD THBIZEE UTHRNICE D BT C DA -1cOTH S, —5E
BT 2 LEIIBES OEE N, REOHEBIERICO»/E 2B IT LI, 3
ICHRZICB T A HETNAEOEATH 5. HEVEEIN 20, Colific, SEOuE
EESRETH AV ERESERERZ I EVIHETH . ChLRBRNERE Lifh
Z20DD—D2THAITAS.

FES BIIBIAE & 2\ VE EEIBES 1t o T, Durkheim 1 & 2 i C h 2 —E & AR
U, FHIZ®AMERCh2EEHT 2O LAHELI.. T h L OHHROB EHRRET 50
X, ZNZNOBEENERTHS. WINORHENSZY TH 201k, T CTIXMETIIZN.
EHICHAHM R, ISOMEE UTUR LIz & T A1, HEHEIXO B VERO R E
H2&ED)HOD»D T EMBAERIZ-T.DTHA.

B ANERTORYEAER, Durkheim 2B W TR ERITTIWNT 25 IED § DR, =M
KBV TIRFROEABR LOBKDE, 2hb2lBIlcTsizniciy, L3320
B & ) dodd T & 2EBEL Tz, Durkheim 120 Cid, B EES LIBIE, SEHIC
BOWTIE, HHEEREOMAREEES LPE. VA 3251, WIhd 3 20EHMDE
ROHBTH 5. 3 HO>OEHKMOEERKIZ cycle TH 3.2 CREHEROAH2EAREI 3
BAITN, ZDEHN, WHIETEEL, 300FHEHORHNER IS X0 Th 2. £513
WIBH 5 VIXIERICBIRT 5. FERICESITEBR D 5\ 03B  BIf%R T 5. Durkheim %
FHY, WINIESIBBEZEBEL T, B2 VIHERBUCERT 2 LMLz, —HI34E
45 LB DB %constant & L, fif5id % DERDO—EDEE % b - T, £HI3E, HE%E
BN THOE VIR RV, WEE bic, ESIEEEB2ELT, B30 HI/EHT A
EVOI KRR EE AT, EM»ELNYEONRETH S, FANEBROBELHNERD»S B,
F13 6 IO EENERD? S b, BEHTH -2 & LEBEKTIZV. Durkheim 3 FH 3
EHIODHE F I B RNPERNICHR UL, R 2 EHINAEOEA &, ODEENE
HE TV 2BBRICTIZODBROMETH 5 HBEFEEL UTORKIZZOROMETH 5.

i
1) Durkheim, Emile, Le Suicide : Etude de sociologie, 1897.



2) Ibid., (nouv. édit, 1960) p. 367.

3) Ibid, p. 368.

4) Madge, Johon, The Origins of Scientific Sociology, 1962, p. 48.
5) Young, Pauline V,, Interviewing in Social Work, 1936, p. 1.
6) Durkheim, E., Les Régles de la méthode sociologique, 13%, 1956, p. 132.
7) Ibid, pp. 129—130.

8) Suicide, pp. 15—16.

9) Ibid, p. 139.

10) Régles, p. 124.

11)  Suicide, p. 15.

12) Régles, p. 130.

13) Suicide, pp. 179—181.

14) TIbid, p. 191.

15) TIbid, p. 206.

16) FHEZ [FiE#ER] ., W24, 538—539HE.

10 FL, 550—551H.

18) ML, 575H.

19 HEE, 49H.

200 [, 576H.

2

HEtA I & - T, HEBIOLEENER 2 EB U 5 & Ut 13, Homans & Schneider
OIS FER-BERY | ca 325 Tx% Homans & Schneider | Murdock o+ 5
N2 B 5 —% & LT, cross-cousin marriage 12 DWW T D DRI 2 EREES 5. #4113 linearity
& laterality & OFHEITH 2. ZNIFHEIRICEZE TH b, linearity 13 unilateral cross-cousin
marriage O D determinant TH 3. Ub L, linearity & laterality & Officid, BIEHS
FETAEVIRFERPRET ALV TEE0E S5 b, Homans & Schneider 13, linearity &
laterality ORI, BIfE3D 2 ERETAC LI E ST IR UD CLHEBENERN ZEBA TS C &8
AEEIZ 512D TH 5.

Homans & Schneider 2387 DERE & Uz Murdock O > e oWnWT, #H%)5 random
sample THADE 5213 TREEE L . 2hid Murdock ®ZD#E 0 “*World
ethnographic sample” ® L DWW T FARKETH 2. 2hbid, WFhdbsvild, #ENIcRE-
THDh, wit &L LTOHED [EROFMIHEENTH2LD 8, MY ] Lvhz &}
DTHAEP5THAB. TTTIEY VD randomness PFHETH A L H b, linearity &
laterality 12D C, unit & UTOHEEWDEIEBR 251 6N TV A00METH 3.
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laterality ORI AT2A Th %. bilateral ¥ X, unilateral lc¥t, Fi: symmetrical
& XiEh, asymmetrical bzt X, Zhbid diagram & UTCHRUL S 3, iRz
JREDORIEETH 5. Uh» L, Homans & Schneider D& by dop>H cross-cousin (L, ZiLds
blood cousin T& % %> classificatory cousin T % 213 EZE I N Tu2L.  kinship terminol-
ogy DB 2 137s T, person & LT Tld78 L, status & L TD cross-cousin DFEE 2 & h H
W, MRz 2 RED, laterality ORIEICEIGL T, & U TZNIIHENRIEONSR &0 5.

U»UEH5, TOC&iFiztZbic laterality &, BAR2MEIN 2 linearity DRFEDR
Bl 75 %. Homans & Schneider |Td - TlX, kin-groups O linearity Th->T, Ms5N 3B
%k descent @ linearity Tikiz\». [ Ly EHINTEETH B kin-groups 2Rz &
CAT, Biciihzils C & idBENICEEAEBEKRDENEDTHS. ¥ |Homans & Sch-
neider |3, unilineal descent groups &%, #HEHYICE %, unilineal kin-groups % #EEHHIBNL
s, R LHARNEMS NS descent groups &, Kin-groups &1X, 7z UdIcEHEDRHE
BERBLEVAL. UL, % iidtitfis o~ 515 descent DYJHT & W 5 FERDS D>
{ 3N T3, Homans & Schneider 1%, descent 2tJii3 % C &ick - T, Kin-groupsic, %
DOFE» 5, DRI, determinant IC/FAT 2 LEEIN S, LEFNERZEAT 3.

Z D0 20 ERIX, ego 1C72\vd 5 jural authority OFFZEICH¥ET A, C it jural
authority & Li¥h 3 8 @id, Barnard ® > 5 DEFHTH B, [-reeeeee HEOANED B ALIC

e, R, S RHEICETTIBEEICE TZOARICHER% & DiXdHi e U
U, MEERITHET 2 AR, TOEHRICL-T, BENEREZTELUIZL K. weev jural

authority | legitimate or constituted authority »ZEd 5. ZDEMDEE - 72 norms T
Lichio T, ZOANMPBMICRT2E5A 2285, 2OARERES HEHEZ LI, £
DANEIEABIC T2 U T jural authority 2 #5539 5. norms DSIREDITE & H 2 BEDORIL%
b0k 5it, de jure authority 13 de facto authority &G 21ZTDIDTHY, ZDHE
Rl E DAL % 3 D AMMBEE, RUMc» >Eflichiz > T, E2BEZTHETS 45
i, % OEEIRIERZ S QI3 T %, bNONEIHKTS L LW T2, P o jural
authority OFFEDWIAIC & - T, linearity |3 patrilineal complex & matrilineal complex D
22X 3T oA,
Homans & Shneider ¢, unilineal kin-groups &3, descent %4l T, unilineal
descent groups %, jural authority DFFfEIT X - T, ‘unilineal complex” |TE# X120
BEEMEM D C & TdH %, unilateral cross-cousin marriage |, prescriptive marriage Tid7’s
{, preferential marriage TdH 3. % L C unilateral cross-cousin marriage |3 ¥ 72 HIEHT
BYOUEITdH 5. preferential marriage & HIFMTITEIE # link I8 5% & DIk, sentimental tie
Tdhs. CTitik, [norms CHEDITE)E DBIRPH MR D D THY, BEELIZED
TRV EFERT . UL, fREIBNT, F—WELICE T, 7825 norms %2 HIE
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TrCEbE, bhbhdFRT 3 ®] &5 Homans DEAMNTEN LD SN TS,

Homans & Schneider @ Kin-groups »30HEEZEMERITH 2 T E1X, ZDOFHEIL IR,
[mother’s brother’s daughter (LI MBD &9 %) & DBV HED 5 WILEIRI 1, father's
sister’s daughter (LI F FZD &33) & DOWEEHEILED 2 VIBRINSHEIL patrilineal
kin-groups % $ DR TH 51255, %L TFZD L OEENHED 3 0 id#ERSh, MBD
LD ZN B BBV IIBREI 3421 matrilineal Kin-groups % 3 oHE&THAITA
59 | —— T ONWTOELEB®D 550 comment 23¥3E > T 5. i) HT Dlineage FID
KEIBIC DWW T D taboo %> 5 EEEICHE T 5 & D Tit/2W, i) unilateral cross-cousin marriage
@ determinants Tl375 {, Fi5® unilateral cross-cousin marriage T TWFNDOER %2
BIRT B0, 2N BHRET S OREIKHIMETH 5. iil) first cross-cousin HSFETH -
T, distant cousin Tl¥7g\>, iv) unilateral cross-cousin marriage DERIL, HEHEEICk -
TEEI N 5 ARBRD system, & L1IT ego T2\ 9" % jural authority DFRFEIC L - Tk
EINBITAS, WS DA general theory Td 5. general theory Tid/g <, special hy-
pothesis ##3EL & 5 &3 AHAIIZIT1->oTH 5. AEEDOF —41%, ARBBEZRD system i
DN TEDY &, linearity itk h&E/ix7T— &% % $>, v) Lévi-Strauss 19 D3, matrilateral
cross-cousin marriage | patrilateral DJEF X D ¥ organic solidarity 2/ A773 Dic L b better
THHEOZI, FHBERRELY LV ZAOHRIKALNS., Dhvbhid, better TH B E
5 bk & Uigw. Lévi-Strauss |3 generalized exchange (Z D&\ matrilateral cross-
cousin marriage) OfEE I3 linearity ICIKTEL 2V, Z D regime D harmonic character iZ®
HIEET B, EEZ 5. bbb restricted exchange »5 dysharmonic regimes & BE{% % §
DT ERSZRBIEAL UV, bbb EET 5 DI, matrilateral cross-cousin marriage 3

linearity & EEARTH % &5 ERTH 510,

Homans & Schneider o E{E it Lévi-Strauss #t¥]ic » 5. Needham |3 Lévi-Strauss 0
SLBictc o T, B ¥I A, i) Lévi-Strauss |3 linearity &% IS AIOR] 1< Rps/s
WERWV STV, [l HORICH REVSREF D SRIFEELLY, o7 Bl EHOEWT
HBENWSITE EE B, ii) matrilateral DA patrilineal DHRITETF BEHE D B &0
5 HETHUHEES % Lévi-Strauss 1ZHE $ BE & L. LéviStrauss O dvy, BL 50T
% OIIFEERTIEERE  structural possibility or feasibility T %. iii)) Homans & Schneider
DFIRT 3, »AEEORAUZHFIRT 2R E VI BFZAAFOALYE artificiality, i3 Lévi-
Strauss OEAFNIT 5 & T ATiF/AN. P

Needham D#5%%3 % artificiality 75, Homans & Schneider O.OEEEMERMD 3 - & 31
LU % UWEETH A. patrilineal complex 2%513 3 male mother, female father D % 75
¥, E#HIT, Radcliffe-Brown (ffkfild 5. [REFHERITHSWTIE, BEIOIBELDFHIET %
EHICEAZER I 20V E U5 ULWEAID S 5. kinship $BIELT, Z ORI, £



K]

HOTNTOHEITZNLT, ZDEHDO—-ADREDOHREICIZNT 2BRIGERT 5, %
RED 2 A FOITE ZIART 2 HAVEET 5. o R 5 VEREEE OBRRICI W TARRS
BLNLDNRE—F, RdBVIGEWFNLD kindred ic—fL3h, kI Hh 3. ¥
[RIFER & 2 OHREFEOWEICL - T, ZORKERICHER UIEANDITEH D/ R4 — 13,
ZHCE I D UVWER 2L - T, BOMitkE RHIC, DWTHITOTRTORBIC - ¥k
Rahz. FHkC, RKiciong 2138005 —2 4, RORH, Hitkic, £ U TRKOEHEHE
[T oeeeeenes kA, W | Radcliffe-Brown @ “extension” theory 2k - C, Homans &
Schneider I, patrilineal complex {23517 % male mother, 9725 mother's brother |3
ZDAB Tk L, %20 status 2B L, AT matrilineal complex |2331J % jural authority
DFFTEIL, I TIid7s ¢, mother’s brother (& 3. ZiEdsHEMIC, —fRICZ LT de jure I
BT, HET A2 E It T, matrilineal 75#-4x3 patrilineal O DOEFETIZ/LWV. U
L, ego & mother’s brother & @ tie ¢ $ % motivation—— [MBD & O#5iEl%, male
ego L& 5> Th, female ego €& - T, sentimentally iC appropriate TdH %9 | — &
matrilineal 72#£1cdk13 3 FZD & OEBOBIRZEL+AaE70 55, EHEETS.
T (D motivation W 7% |, Homans & Schneider |3 first cousin @ AIZfRE L T, second
or third @ distant cousin % & b HDhb75L . ego male & mother’s brother & OEARDS
“close” Tad b, father's sister & OEF{%Hs *distant” TdhH % &9 HiF, MBD & O#EIE»HAF
L, %@ roles »#i’z 51, FZD L OIEBERMET 2. [WVWHFThaL, ‘close’ &
‘distant” &5 X, EEHE D shorthand descriptions 123 ¥z, | UL L5, T
@ motivation 1T % - Tl%, bilateral cross-cousin marriage %3489 3 C &I ARARETH 5.
[bhbNid 7212 2 O unilateral DM ZHHIT 2 C LicDHBILYH H, bilateral DOHF
AliconTidicd ERLTWERW. V| Us L, bilateral cross-cousin marriage % ¥ 7
unilateral cross-cousin marriage & ¥ U ¢, Homans & Schneider ®\» 5 Bk B8 ClE, —
DOHETH Y, ZOMBIFIENTEE DA IDTHEIIS).
7s975 51, Homans & Schneider iz & - Tid, sentimental tie |7z A I IT5EiTT 5
£ H T, [sentimental tie DSHIE % EATTL, 25T 5 &ITBWT, sentimental tie
HEZsbha %% $ 5% | »5TH%. [sentimental tie i3, RRAMICIITT S &
WO BIDOER T, #EIEDBEIN preference O+ TIdRWic LT, REZERTH S
BEN 2L, MEEDENIS 2Rliccn s D CREO) fRIHFERELIL, Zhd LI hic
norm &7 Y, sentimental tie & XBIOIXFEEDOHEIE LIEFDNIZIIT. oo U S KR
DOREFUCONT, RS LD shicThiE, BEFERIL, sentimental tie &105 kb 3,
norm %, Z0 (HRWEEL DI PO %, ZOFERTEATHICAS. OFHIE & OFES
DS OWEDS, sentimental tie ZHHEBID 3, HEKI-TEB ENWIEELL, bhb
T3 sentimental tie 25, L DEBIITHORENTH 2RI, LHBEETH S C L 2HE



|5/ S VR TEPEPRD birbhOFEET 529X TiE, unilateral cross-cousin marriage @ Z N ZHD

JERE L, interpersonal relations D ZHMZNDERED ego T2 g % jural authority D%
NZENOFEZLLDT, ZOFFOBRTH 2. bhbhid, COBENEHROLES. 5
DIKTBENICERETE. dLHEOERIL, BHREVEAING, EOBRE» DD
LIENICULT Y, ZORREHMHL TS =2 VT —1E, ZRBEVIILIZECADEDTH
5. LORT, REOHIEOELX, AAltbhbhic s > T, Kbhiz L EikT 5 Radcliffe-
Brown i3#R->TW3. bhbhid DT & 2ET2, Zh2HBTIZLES »Eb» 6
VW, 2N COBRET AHIE DR ZRTIC L Tid, irrelevant K TH 5. 9] Homans &
Schneider ¢ sentimental tie i€ & 2 H|EOEFIL, P LALHTH 3.

DX 572 Homans & Schneider O#|E DESICiz 3 5 efficient causes DEEHHITIZ,
BIZUTERED S > T2 E VA B ES b DRE DT~ 2 OBIFVTTIX, U5 [EIRHD ]
EWnwdicE EE A, T OAT, Mandelbaum i3, Homans & Schneider |t Radcliffe-Brown
O extension theory %#AELZ T3 LIEfHT 5. [H% %4 SO patrilineal DL N
T, sister's son & mother’s brother & O DOEEDITEID 1S4 — 13, ZHEHESE T LEKE
BT 5 Z DFRENICIR T 2 HRETEOHETH S L LAD, FLBHOMOTED <4~
ViefKT 5. 2] ¢ 0 RadeliffeBrown OHICI, BEOREOMEBICD N TORROE
B, WA 520 dREOREFICONT, #kZshTdvEen. MELINTWE0
i, —EOKBEHBOERAICE TS, 12& 213D 5 brother's son ~DITEID /S % — L D
TIARENS L EDHATH%. Homans & Schneider X, T D extension theory 7% §lE DT
WWETHARUTZ. [ efficient cause 7% Uiz final cause |37Z7E L7z, Lévi-Strauss @
B E LA TIZ RV, 2 ORIFICH T, “worse” OFEIEDEEED “better” DIFREICTIEFTL
TR EREU TRV, I8 b5, Zhid/zick Lamarck icfliz & T A2 E AL TN

Z . e . (Lévi-Strauss) OB DI, D Lamarck iz LT Darwin O
HerbhbhicETZ L E %25 Ebfl/fbﬂé .2 | U» U, [Lamarckian Tl37z {, Darwinian
Th5 T, BEROCEIEEELZHTTHECLEDXIELTH B, e Homans &

Schaeider 3 & b &1 1o DEZEMIEE I D HLo, HBASESIERIRE & /2 > T 5 sentiments
HWD 2 VIZBITREDS, T b D sentiments HSERE U ALV, W/ % AR & @M 5
ENS B ERTHICABIETH B, LIXRERLTIZNEWN. D

Homans ¢ functionalism (272079 2 B, 2 OS0ERNEIBIEERIc s s h T
5. W RSEHBECOWCOEZOREER 2AH0ICTCED ], Tabb [ZA LD
R OFIRZIRET 5 b Diz/2icv 25 € L1, RKEMIKEEICOWTHES c s 3.
U UL7Ed36, TO genetic Sficiznvg 2EEE L Thh b (Homans & Schneider) 25i2
i U7z specific hypothesis 1%, —EOIIBOIEME L, hOHET 2 HEHE L OMIc, RET
BERICOVWTORFHTH 5172, LT, phoOmElE, dLrhbdns ko, BHET
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AERIZEROEE2H 5 bicT 5561, ZORIKMLEDY, BHROL3DELE. IHIT,
BHECNS 50, COmBEZRABLIZELTS, b OGNS 2 4 7O function-
alism %2R 95C LiidLb0. mEasiE, 200K TIEROVTAY, HIH
EREELZ L THET S A VF—2BR L2 02bRDNICEY X L EWVWHETD
3. COfEIY &S0, bhvbhid, 31 Homans & Schneider 25HE$T % L5
D, %@ functionalism O 2 FIET S L EHBTE 30 3 HNZND |

Homans & Schneider O3 2 functionalism &1%, » AFIEIZZ0HESDBEEICE -
T, MOFEIEL D 3 better THBZHE> b 2HEE T5, Lévi-Strauss ONFTH3. Uy
U, Lévi-Strauss i1x, ¢+ 5 Homans & Schneider DO#tYNiciznUT, BEAEELLS
LV DELICHR P I UTIZHEE ® THNEDATHS. [ SEAERYIC, 2
DFREIBD Z 4 FH, WTFH»DZ 4 7D descent & & LIFUISEHRZ $ D i, THETD
b, BB VIFZITHBIZA5. b ULZOVEEETNE, ZOMETHMHEET GRErEEE & B
AXA~NETHV) JZHHRZBEE TS, bzl (Lévi-Strauss] &, Zh’% matrilineal ®
HED >—EW cycle OXBOFR% & b REhc LT3, %L T—J5 patrilateral O
IBD X b THELW cycle 1%, matrilineal OHLICDRICANIZINBNILICL > TEESH
BLEWDVIES ) ——E VS REE/SHER (Les Structures i g Cic DTz 7 —=) 12 &
HE35EULI. bzt 5 Tid, Homans & Schneider OEERIBRIZE 5724 5 17
LM EBDbNRS. bt patrilineal O£ D matrilateral DFEIBEDEIRNEZ, FH
FEHHOREOH X OBF ORXOEMNDOER L5, DEPENERIK L > THATE. $ UL
CNWEE E$hiE, matrilateral OFEBIZI D LIZFLIZANWIZINB L ERBIE55. UL
U % OIS IE prescribed D 3 D &2 513 FIZENIZAS S BRED S — R it2W\W T, Homans
L Schneider X, incest taboo %%ifH 9 %tz iz Westermarck (T & - CEFIEI hioDESSE
KIzb b EoTnd. bbb ANEENZOENWI I~ 2L h KXV DIKLIZC E2HE
LTWizoThs., @]

Lévi-Strauss @O Z OEZEIICTZWN LT, Homans 13d 572D THTHLDONERH X 6hiC
5. [RErT i, AHOTEICOWTOBBOEENE, WMETIXL LT, BE, W
HENTHAS ERh»5) &, Z CRBRPFETILVI BRI > TELL3DTH 3.
--------- DIz VI3HSFIRICB T 2005 25HE, A, 7405, BEOHZOHE L LT
kb, LU SspeciesDE & UL TOABDITENCONWTOMBITKILL T B IEEHV, Zh
LB ES. bhbhOMEBIic DN TOFIR, B, AR & UTAMY, phbdici
WUTCHER R b ONEBEICH 5 AR 28, F#L, ZOFECH 2R 2BRT 2 EHA»H 3,
VI MBEIRILT 2 L LI W TLEENTH 5. R, Lévi-Strauss OFHE, £ L Ot
£\ T patrilateral OEIEEL h § matrilateral OFEIBOEIEENS L VB BT RO TING
L3 01k, ABELT, ANABREDHIER ZODRHRCE > THEALLOEKRTIV DL
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By, ZOHEHAIKL>T, ZORIERRNT2H2HmE L > T3, L) mEICEILT
W5, 72U, Lévi-Strauss ibhbh &izfloBEEO OHEENHNATH h —=K, dbh
bhiz—2>O0HEZENFEIL, OOEENFHEL LD LV L 2ETHH Zzhi
species DFE & UTOABDITENICONWT, REIhIZERCEIL T2 TR QDHE
RHTHE. ABTEHICOWTORBEOT~TIE, EHENICZCOBKRTOEFNTHZNE
THBENIDOBDIZLDEZTHA.9] ¢ Homans i, #7955 D methodological
individualism ONFEEHEE NS kb b, EHT 3.

BIBOLENSERE, BABOTIEZL, EMMOKHELTE S AT Lévi-Strauss @
7o —F 1k, HEENCIE Marcel Mauss3 (25 TWwa. ZDHD Leiden ZJkiCE %
“circulating connubium” ~® “ATHL” T L A BRI HS Lévi-Strauss O HETH - 72 &0
ST, 2120, HOTHOWRIE, ZORIKIINT 25HE UTORBICREIN TS
I TIRZN, ZBRCOWTOZHFO—HEE UT, MBEOVAT LMD 2=~
2 v DR EDBEZE»BEL T, structures élémentaires %> 5 structures complexes F T,
L > THBELA SN AWMEEHE2EK TS, 32 O KHOEIFEORIF, bilateral cross-
cousin marriage 1t, £’ % 2 H 2 2 DREBD section i Ed % W A 1T échange restreint
L& HN, unilateral DEHV, FFIAHESHORBERIC 2N 5L 55
%> 5 échange généralisé &\ vbia. % U C matrilateral OFEIEIZ, 3 - 3FBEDZL
TRERBTWDER TH b , Z 1k structure globale jcD7/5h5% $ D TdH 5. L > U patrilateral
DI HVik, forme limite> de la reciprocité THbH, FEZICBNTOAEH%Z linkd
¥, ZhZNOMEINZHERD >IN TD yecle DEFERR & L ATV A. P patrilateral
DiEIEDS édifice précaire® & JFh, system T1E/5<, FHEETHE EVDODNAHEEATH 5.

Needham |z & hif, cross-cousin marriage |cE83 % 2> X ), preferential £#5IBIZEZZ N
T, 2N 513 TXTC prescriptive DRSNS & A7z T NiE L 5 ¥a. % LT prescriptive unilateral
cross-cousin marriage |3, ethnographic evidence IcE83 2 X 0, 127 HE— DTN, matrilateral
BEETLDATHS. ZDEKRT, system & L TO patrilateral D#EIE% & h % - 72 Homans
&t Schneider ®#T7c<{, Lévi-Strauss § F7:8->T\%. Lévi-Strauss itk 3 formal
analysis 12 U705 > T, {RFMY7’s patrilateral @ system 2E%2 k5. 2Tk FZD &
MMBDD (2% L. MMBDD itid 7z U T patrilateral relative &V A2 % 5> & 5 %>. 3% Homans
& Schneider % distant cousin Tl ¢, first cousin DA ®FIE & Uiz. Needham D
#%, Homans & Schneider {7, unilateral cross-cousin marriage D K bHN TN B HSR
X, BEOBAL»OERE 2S5 D>h> B HEIE Tld /s { ——lineal descent system 2> 5 F /@
U, EVSRERBWTOAERZ b > TW5. ZOFRIEMARTI S figurative 75 DiC
FTELNWCELREIBRAILN. D

Homans & Schneider |3, Lévi-Strauss O0#7%, [HF bic formal TH h RN E T
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V] EHREIT 5. 2D hig, linearity & laterality (2 DWW T OMEEHFEE 2, OHEEHER
Tk ->T, REOBRELUTHBELI S & LIz. 2D d W, laterality 12D T first cousin
ICBRE L, linearity 122\ Tt descent groups #» 0IZ2AY7 Kingroups [CEHIE 3, C
D2oDHHRD % &ic, &% kingroups 1351 5 sentiments &, 72171 DOER, jural
authority MFFTEDS determinant TdH 2 E{REIN TS, UL, sentimental tie H5 *close”
TdH 5 ‘distant” Th20k, ZNoOE—OERICL > TREINZED Y Tid/el, %
DOMEDOREE U\ 2 #EEE, linearity & laterality OEIRE2 ¥ SicELI7THEEICL > Th
PREING 3D THS. Lévi-Strauss 1, & h HESFEEC»»D 2 EBOHEFIC, ZOEEN
TREMEICIEE U7sd5H, /5% échange généralisé, matrilateral & patrilateral OFIRED cycle
DN TONH %, HEE, b elaborate LTV 3 &iZuindstzyy, Homans & Schneider
b3ERE9 % X 5 iC, [ cross-cousin marriage DT ¢ X rare KIWR T %, HIOD crucial test
REET A 0] LT, ZhoOHEHENER TR, MENER, WEKN, HFENe
FOVDBIRD 2T, 512 OHENER O PR, Durkheim izt $ &6 517 fud’s 5.
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3

Durkheim i3 incest taboo D%, ZDIEHE, /b LIEH» GHHHEL LS &Lz, D
Z OAVIERNIZ, systéme des classes ICEELBRT A, T D classe ORERERXN2HEFET 2 &
& BUDTHBORFIDS £ o5h &5, classe PRIV LERIZZICh. [T ORMEIX
REFECRANELEZ 31256 Uz, % b 0Dig classe 2 clan L[F—8T5C¢ick-T, C
OHMZRI LIz EZIZ, ULhU classe &, ZREBD F—F2%2 8 >TWW bzl &
IXHEETH A, L1zdS>T classe i3 clan EHETAC LI TERN. 1D 3 DIt classe i@
—HD caste Z2AWIIZD EMETIN, CORFPRPELLTB0DRE 5 7 — & $FEELAR
V. Cunow? IZ D OARWEHERZHCI L3> 3B IO 50—AThH 31
55, f{icE 5T, 2hZFho classe 12, FIZERELUA—FESOBACERATH» S, ¥ L
D UESRENICE - T, classe ORETH 22 2H 92 L LIxTERW,

TR b} classe DXL, EEH 20D clans primaires 2> HHEKIN B X, 2D
ICHIRTA D TH B EIRET 5. classe IR ERD T E LEET 59,
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clan A QH#iC/EET 5 AH clan B o#tiicEES 2 AQ
AR
1 AhIAf B Bf!
2 B #r2Bsf2 (Bft ¢ Ahl! OFh) A h2Af2 (Aft ¢ Bhl oF4h)
3 Ah3Af3 (Af2 ¢ Bh? OFfh) B#3Bf3 (Bi2 & Ah? OFf)
4 B atBft (B3 & Ah3 pF) A htAft (Af3 & Bh3 oF4h)
(h 138, f 3z 39)

UIeds=>T, [A—O clan ORHUE, CTOXSicBR > HHABETHEFTZRLDT,
ZNLOEREXBIL, B okfZHe b > THERL S KZZDEEROCE LTS, Z2hO
x, FHOZHMBERO LilicEN, ZicEE > T HERIKEA SN, hOZRTY, can
BT 2EH 2 S OIS TEY, AU M7 AEFICEHED TV, COREOEINB
PRTVAHEICEBEELVSWERICEA S hIzDTHE, CDXICLT, 0 bid, KA
I, 3 LCOBEOFEAMHFINS 5 51E, —H{UE Xic endogéne ThH Y, DUVT exogéne
Ths. AKOEEGPNLIKEALNIEATCIBRDNTL 2R TTHE., WOPAEEH
i, zh oI classe sui generis%® FEEdT 2 C & &xh, Zhicki R & I1XBRNI
Lo TKAlIh2. U U3HFEHOERRIEDNOMREA—DOZ%2 L b, 4FHOMHRIZ2EH
OMREF[MUZRE DL LILEE, Thd—R b THBK classe B0 alternance périod-
ique 25T ELLADEDTHS, P |

S1EH] %, % LT incest taboo %2FiMA9 % & D& UC, Durkheim 132 @ clan 251} %
classe OEEKICEH U, L ULZ ZIKIZEARLHHENH 5. HEBERAE UTO clan OFE
Td b, [classe OMNEEIZT—>D clan primaire 2> 5 D Zhic, H 3 Wi ZF D, D
HYICHERL U7z clan OOVEFICHV 2 6780, 2 LT OB 2 DM ER %, clan O
ICHE D inconsistance 1T $ > T35, clan 3, EE, MEEOERTHY, FREITA VAT
bbh, REUL> 2@EERZ 727, 2» T Z2OERIIEENICHEICERTACLIZTES
V. clan FERIIC EOERZHR»SIMED, EORTERIDENS LR TERN, A—
Dr—=F 2% 23DIIING I 5Ld, 20 clan ORETH 5. HEHHHEHZ
b o TWEBNDT, clan IZHIREICEITE BRI L X 5 EFTAECH LAY, ® T U
L, T groupe proprement totémique % 3B 5. [ b— 7 AEEM & HBRE—R O FEHIL,
MED—2IIZ 12D, HAVEEIEPFEELEL 12, Wi,k > THEFRTS. L
U CDIEMEDS systéme des classes 1T H 12 5B REAI LIZOTHS. P

T D systéme des classes 1272173 % Durkheim OEROFEANTEIZ, Cunow DESHI
ERIKIZWT B ROFTIC LD IN TS, [HREIE, & ICREOHEFEIXC DL 5 727
BINTALNGEES b > ThEwn. Thbo systeme 2BH U 2B S hie,
COBEOREFHSEINCL > THMAT A LIZE, DLDODIADHI->TNE L LBRT B 3D
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s, 9] ZOMBIRERBICELWL. UL, 207koicit, Durkheim 3#EMELTO
locality #BEL T LBTNERSR» -1z, ZICIBERO RENEERS> L 3h
T3,

F—2 5 Y T REEROHSHEEICOWVWT, RadcliffeBrown 1%, [Durkheim T3 % 3 |
CofEiciE TEENREBOME L LCEAUIZY I #8Y 2583 5. Radcliffe-Brown 13,
sicX b 3 —5ED territory % $ DM horde # & h H1F%. @ horde d Xk bk xizEEM,
F & UT linguistic 72BN & U T tribe 2SEAET 5. tribe O territory 1&, ZH 2T %

horde @ territory D#33}Td 5. tribe fD territory DEFIZF LITUITH X5 TIEE L,
BUAMIBALI TS 2 {, 2L T kinship O tribe DERZHWA 2 bDTHB. LD tribe
DL hIiT, Durkheim o systéme des classes, W\ "H> % B 78 5 1F marriage class 23 5. £ T
TlX, 211X moiety & section |TL - CTEHHII N 5. section |TiZ intermarrying pair & %
Witz Alc pair, XD class & FD class 2&E3 couple, Z2 LU TREETFD cycle &hidh 3.
moiety |3 unilineal Thh, ZRIZZEIZ# L 2d22Vich»b b 78, section system D &H
B ECAILORICELET S, section DX HITHE[IN B DX subsection THA. ZhbHD
moiety, section, subsection 7z &, ®H, ZBi% b division »3 tribe @ Kkinship system
LBt %. kinship 1ZEAMOHXEIROBH OELE L I 05 genealogical relationship 2
X 9. genealogical relationship ® system Z#H & kinship system TiXigw~. Z CiTix
classificatory system of kinship terminology #»3# 3. T classificatory system izi¥ 3 - D
JBEEIDSH 2. £ 11, equivalence of brothers, £ 21¢ consanguineal relative ® 7 5 2 D 72>
ICHEIBIC X B relative %2 5. { ¥p, Z U TH 31C, non-limitation of range T&H 5. % 3 DJFEH]
13 ELIEETH A, BH, equivalence of brothers 12H5E D range NitfREINSB. UL
Uy T=ZA 7Y 7IBVTHRWPRZRES 2L, EHRICIERINEDTHS. 0

U7zh$- T, kinship terminology i3 tribe O#-&HMIC L > THRAXRD D EL B, 72h>
T, HR2PRICT2IODOBRIIBEETHS. EAERETF, IHIE2 ADREIR,
asymmetrical /2B E UCXBISI N 525, AR & Fit symmetrical, familiarity &i3I& A&
equality % 3 DE%RE LT, A—O&HMEA5N3. T DT &I section system DI &
BBARY 2. KBIX—T TR 2RV TH 2 5HL, %< sister exchange, sister TH 5 5
L7 A 5 & moiety D system Tld, moiety FIDRHa, 7> < T section system IZH1} 255
IBOTNTIE, 2 -0 section & 3\t pair Tdh % sub-section D continuous series of

exchange O—¥f& /2%, horde NOKEBOEEIRIZ, HHOMENT L > TTid/2 <, kinship

system T X 3 EHEOEBORE, Wi sk 51T, Bz horde OB OERICHN TS /s
V. kinship iz X 245D #HAN1E, Kinship terminology 12 & % kindred D classification iz
IoTHHEENB L NW3 L THB. exogamous THBEMEIZ, DRRKEEOEED kins
KX > THEBRIATWA LW IRTERWN. U5 T horde 1%, A% near & 2W\Z
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distant @ relatives iz classify 9% kinship system 2 kS {{EH9 5. #Z4iL near &
distant DBEDZETIZE L, ZL DI DVBZNEEBTEM»E I DITHrd» > T3, “distant”
relatives &4V 5 C &iTiX, genealogical remoteness & geographical distance @ 223351 -2ic
HWEIRLNTVWEREDTHA.

moiety ICE[INTWVS W3 T Eix, @ Kkinship arrangement % R#kibdT 5 & T
% %. terminology %38 L CVYEF$ % kinship system #5H&iE&E»ED 13, ULd L classi-
ficatory system of terminology ZhHEHEIX, WhZAHEONEE L HLUIZUIZWL,
terminology 12X - T{EY 3 N7z Kkinship structure [(Z{EADHXEER 2 HEIT 505, #
OREIEA % recognizable group KT 5 C L SDEOMMIC L > THREIN S Tk
BELUZNW., =2 TV 71K, 220008 OER, moity & clan 3hH 3. moity Db %
& T A, moity O clan ~DENEDEIEST 5. ¢ T RadcliffeBrown |3 universal socio-
logical law %2iEH 9 5%. »A3FBTEOLEOTFICE W TIt, HEXE2hEE, DB 0EB2E
fz7e 3 g’z 5 7suy. descent % unilateral Ta& %, LA U kinship |3 bilateral T 3.
clan 3 U <13 moity OHBORERICIE, WIFN» D lineal descent DFIRMFT Cisbhiz
Uiz b, moity OMBOI AR ET A, WAL B 5T section system X, T D
patrilineal & matrilineal @ kinship DWFhic DT -+oEE Br 51 2% K PRIET
%. X bl section system |11ifRD alternation, 375 section O pair 1%, T &Pt
PRTIY, ERXEBEBRE1>OEMICETR DTS, 150 class @ pair &flid pair &,
tHfRIL alternate I AT L &3, B

Utzp5- T, ‘alternative” marriage OA&'E & 1%, T D sub-section system ODIEgEICHN 25
. Z OREBE & 1%, Kkinship system %, classificatory terminology 12 & - T, T @ alternative
marriage ICHEGI ¥ BT ETH B . WINDZ 572 51 terminology 1T & % kins @ classification
DGR E LT, kinship system (0§ TIREFLEL TV 22 /LT 2 C &2 EH%KT 5.
[3-583IBLEDNTVAREBOMY D &ix, DEDOTEIC & > Tid EDLHENDE
@ ‘assigned” mother-in-law 1275 3 %>, —HZHEE § > T IziEdH E DIRITAEDS
claim % § 2o {ITDOWWT D negotiation #3755 & ThA. ZNiZ—FED contractual
arrangement T % . L12d5- T, marriage system 2#E3 % Dic, 2 Ihizhid’
5T E1X, EO relatives Dixdic, Bd 5 WVIZDEDNZ D mother-in-law % FRH 35 %[
5 ¢itd 5. ® | Radcliffe-Brown i3, 1) Z O#EIBEOE H & & kinship ¢ genealogical
relation TR L T /2bhn. 2) [FA—D “class” & A1 3 section system % § D
tribe & B/ -7z marrige system % § 5, [A—® marriage system »5F 72H/5 57z Yclass”
& AU V% section system % $ D tribe ICANITINB, EWVWH 2 0DMEICE ETE, W 7
—2Z 797D system —fRICOWT, R typological D3EICE 5T, IUDTHE
BoZ 47 btype marriage % gH U7z.
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Z @ Radcliffe-Brown D “class” system & marriage system & | co-variant Ti37% <,
M ICZ b3 3, SO system |t genealogical relations i § &4 ¢ kinship 12 X - THE
xh3, WS FEREETH 2. Durkheim %3 L HiEIEDOEENIICOWTD 19¢c D RAE,
kinship Ti372 <, “class” system 2k > THH I N2 VS fEREPHEIETNED5TH
%. $EIBD X 4 P, BT A MRk 249E], endogamous ¢ ‘horizontal’ ¢ moiety &,
‘vertical’ (¢ moiety (D4}#[, exogamous patrilineal moiety &ick T, 72 & A four-
class or section system MR INB T EBEKLTWAS. ZCicld, ZickhdF—=xb
5 Y 7O classificatory system 23513 % non-limitation of range DJFEEIMERANTWVE. BE,
Chb) range i, 7z A clan itk > TREINE. LT TREZNDOREIIFELZL.
Ud» L izt 5, RadciffeBrown @ clan OFEkiciE, »kbh OREEMH 3. T2U»ic,
horde ai#@ﬂ%tﬂmc; ST Z»Z%. U»L clan i3—>2® horde D3 XTDHLE,
fli®> horde DT TDI WV FERDOLD» 575D, HEDELIECEL >TOLZDOEREPAS.
% N1 patrilineal OIFH $ matrilineal DIFHV 3 FELET 3 .29 72 U IC moiety system D
»%EC A, molety I clan 123E[INB. UL local clan & horde & moiety DE§{RIZ
HE oM TRV, I &I, moiety % clan & LA TWS. ® clan iz LI LI local totem
centers IT§E N DL $ D TdH %. non-limitation of range »{{jIEE LT, [ COENEHEE IC
BEEd 2 8 - & d EHERLHRTEERIL, horde F 7213 lcoal clan &, %@ territory & D&/
HEHME CH 27 ] du g, clan OFKRIE LD BEIS ML T NEZoNEITTH 3.

X 5t ‘vertical’ (® moiety DFE], WA A7 51E “lines of descent”, iR
9% relatives /2T % D origin % % > basic lines of descent $ ¥ 7z, non-limitation of
range DHIRICIZ>TWAIXTTH 5. & LitRiconwTd, Copificizoedhid, &
H D diagram 1T¥51F A 52 A T, I8, H B IZ lines of descent |3 EFD L 5 zTERE
2EBapVEbhET 6. U [KEICH & § {BHED genealogical DEADE
B3 - L AEELERTHH, 2HSEEOEBZERT 2P| t3hid, Lb—Boct
Ths. 23, & bhEEIFEIL, marriage system D typological z/3%HIc X - T, EIED
2 A PIEBICREAIZUIZ»TH B, 12& 21E, 4section system, 2-5®D lines of descent,
bilateral cross-cousin marriage (D Kariera ®# 4 7°&, 8 section system, 4-5¢0 lines of
descent, first cousins Tl3?s{, 450 second cousins (MMBDD, FMBSD, FFZ
SD, MFZDD) & o#fEiEd Aranda O %4 F &%, 372U TZD cycle j[TnT, H&
BEEERICA»S2ER 3125 T . [Karera 24 7 ¢ Aranda % 1 0 integrative
systems ZHE LT, bhbhid Aranda & 4 F23d & o LICEHOMBEAZ LT, X)L
By —2 vy oEtEBRICO X5 wider integration % 3 5 TWVA L &2 A B9 &
A 55 E 5 ». Radcliffe Brown 1%, #EED 4 1 FT2AMUIZICEEEY, 2084 TEHR
g & DBIROEIR 2 & & 52T LTS,
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ThEDIEIBEDZ 4 7D 3 OEK % H % 5 UTzDiL, Lévi-Strauss T/5 {, Lévi-Strauss
OERBICE > ThaIniz Well® o4 Tcdh 5. EHE Radcliffe-Brown & U { Murngin
DEDNWTHS. Well SO S 4 T2 IEFED GHMT 5. BrRg class kKT bhH
3. class IWBEO L 2HANICk > THREINS. EBOHHIX, BELomEIT22hzFh
class It ->T, ZADHREL ES 02 ULHT. TOL I LHEIBIT 5T TOAFERKEIE
I3, BEORIZ-I24 SwwbIbsns. %4 70O, population »5HiF 5N 5 class
OHITEL. WE n 2EIBOX 4 7OMEULT, My, Ma,--Mr &3 3. &EBEOHRENL,
RD2ODFHZ2HETAEDODAETS. 1) fHA, BEHI20IEIRRIBEOHERNZ D1
DDZUTH—DDIREIEOZ 4 PR b2, 2) BIRRLOMIBL> 544 Fix, 2o
TED D24 FILk > TODAREINS.

"4 Mi OFEBE»LENTZBEOFVBREIBELS 5254 7713 Mi O&R, f(M) ThH3. [H
Bie, ZOTFoEd\, gMi) &UT, Thb2o0EE f & g 2H@ThE, ot
BT A HEBEOHANE, HMENCOITBRICRERRETH S, WE 8DD class @ system 2
ET A 2L TR 2ODMIBOFRBH 5. ARI ¢ HRITH 5.

G 1 I
A1=B: Al B,
A2=B2 Az?< B
Ci=D1 mi%im
C2==D2 Cz D,

FHED class XKD L S ICHD class Ik > THREI NS LIRET 5.
@ class A; A;B;By,C, CyD; Dy
FHtD class C2C; Dy Dy A; A3 B By
BRI & TieonTid, BOOERH2) 2HRET12Dic, KEBEOKL, Z2h% X b iERic
UT RHEDEADARI 20V TIES D EI DI, 20MHE, TBROE3HR] H 500
BIKE-T, BEINA3DETA. T modulo 2& LT
i)class A LWz B Thhifaix 0, C LI D thhiFl
ii) class A 3 L<1x C thhiZbix 0, B 3Lz D chhil
iii) sub-class 1 Tix ¢ 1 0, subclass 2DiIFHLiz 1
iv) OB K> 25 dix 0, ARIIKRES> £ 51
L, EBEOL24F, (@ b, ¢, d) I

F* @ class (a, b, ¢)

#E O class (a, b+1, c+d)

FHD class (a+1, b+1, atec+b+1)
L5,
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BRI ETIEDNWT, IHICRDADDY — 22 ET 5.
1° FHm#EO & 2 HFR 2 ohicEEST 3
2° FHREHEO & 2 FRNE BN T2 AR 2RIRES. Wb ihEAREHERT s
T B
3° BOFRMEEOD L2 HFR2HET 20, WOFIITH &3 2 HRIHE S
4° ZOTFREHO L 3 HNeRET 22, BOFkzhENILT 2RI
CDOADDIGEICDE, BOF% p, KOF% ¢ HARHET2ED % 0, BELES
Wb E1ET 5. I EDfLgnEBuL, Ktk > TEDbINS.
f (a, b, ¢, d=(a+1, b+1, a+tc+d+1, d+p) (mod 2)
g (a, b, ¢, dy=(a+1, b, atc+q+1, d+gq) (mod 2)
¥, cross-cousin marriage %3 % T4 L 5. matrilateral, \ 22> 2 71 brother’s daughter,
g Lf (Mi)] &, sister's son, f[ g (M) HEHELNWE SR T S

S LgMi)1=glf (MD)]
U7z%5 5T, matrilateral cross-cousin marriage |
(@, b+1, c+d+1)=(a, b+1, c+d+q+1) (mod 2)
TRUNEREN. TOT IR g+], WObAZELIE, 2° & 3° DEHVIERAShEG.
[Affic, patrilateral O & '
SF L (Mi)]=g [g(M)]
(a, b, c+p+1, dy=(a, b, c+1, d) (mod 2)
ML U hiEiz 5. F7abb p=0, 1° & 3° OIS VIR T 5.
1° DiEHWv, p=0, ¢g=0

UtzhisT
f (a, b, ¢, d)y=(a+1, b+1, a+c+d+1, d) (mod 2)
g (a b, ¢, d, Y=(a+1, b, a+c+1, d) (mod 2)

T ®D & & bilateral cross-cousin marriage 25ERITT 5.
2° L&, p=1, qg=1
f (a, b, ¢, d=(a+1, b+1, at+c+d+1, d+1) (mod 2)
g (a, b, ¢, d)=(a+1, b, a+tc, d+1) (mod 2)
WD cross-cousin marriage 3 FKIL L 72U,
30L& p=0, ¢=1
f (a, b, ¢, d)=(a+1, b+1, atct+d+1, d) (mod 2)
g (a, b, ¢, d=(a+1, b, atc, d+1) (mod 2)
patrilateral cross-cousin marriage %373 % »3, matrilateral J3E%ST LS.
4° b p=1, ¢=0
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f (a, b, ¢, dy=(a+1, b+1, a+c+d+1, d+1) (mod 2)
g (a, b, ¢, d=(a+1, b, atc+1, d) (mod 2)

matrilateral cross-cousin marriage |3 %379 5% »5, patrilateral |3 RS U720,

1° DI HW, Wbz A7z 51T bilateral cross-cousin marriage H3EEILT 5 Haxld, DRl
WEED BT it 5 subpopulation &, ftixFR I ICHES 2 D subpopulation &d>5 755,
reducible DHEE»HT >TWVAB. 4° DIEdHV, T/ 5 matrilateral cross-cousin marriage
DAL B HL T, UL 250 subpopulation 23%| SN 3 reducible OHETIIH 3
M, 1° LI3RL->TL 3. 23EBDO 2 1 F(a, b, ¢, DD, 1) b—d=0, T/sbb b=d
OrE, HRIKE->THIET S class A¥72idCo% (KcixBizD) &, BT ichE
5B 72i3D0HE (XTizAF1213C) , 2LT 2) b—d=1, Tibb b+d DL &, KK
12t THEIET % class BE721dDD5B (KT AE3C) &, ARTicE>AxizizC
DB (ZTi1iBgziiD) ® 250 subpopulation %57 - T3 reducible DHETH 5.

WHIETHLL, CODWCHRADEME2) BRENMEATS. L L, Weil D3RI,
KD 4 4 T 5 HIELT, ISR %M U, AR X >, bilateral & matrilateral first
cousin marriage (T} % cyclic group OFWR %, IZUD T elaborate Uiz &Hicdhsb. Uy
Uishib, ZORTECAIRINE, TCiIRFT—2ELTEDY HIT SN Murungin 121}
%% %, échange généralisé DSk /sbh b & AT, #£MHix 2->0 irreducible D4
eSEIShA. /¥ Murungin 13582 $MAIN TN AL, LéviStrauss 13RO &
comment 5. [sous-sections & marriage optionnel & DEHESIAID 5 HLITRHB I N T
5TE sERIF, HEORRLEIEZALNSV. 23Tk, LS, ZhiBEERSF
J& NLUTCHZEBICBERELU TRIIEY DITRERE LT, SHICERCDL I BN 2D
BOGEILL UTEALNZTNER 520D | FROBEIBIO LT 5 1edh s &3hd,
HEOEELEFTVOBRIIECIKERZRETCENTERIZAS b.

E=A
1) Durkheim, Emile, *La Prohibtion de l'inceste et ses origines,” Année Sociologique,

1897. pp. 1—T70.
2) Cunow, Heinrich, Die Verwandtschafts-Organisationen der Australneger, 1894.
3) Durkheim, pp. 13—14.
4) 1Ibid, p. 18.
5 Ibid, p. 18.
6) Ibid., p. 20.
7 TIbid, p. 21.
8 1Ibid, p. 15.
9) Radcliffe-Brown, A, R, *The Social Organization of Australian Tribes,” Oceania, 1930 (1), p. 426.
10) 1Ibid, pp. 35—44.
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11 1Ibid, pp. 432—439.

12) 1Ibid,, pp. 439—443.

13) Radcliffe-Brown, AR, *Murngin Social Organization”, American Anthropologist,
1951 (B3), p, 41.

14) 1Ibid, p. 38.

15) Radcliffe-Brown, 1930, pp. 59—60.

16) Radcliffe-Brown, AR, “Three Tribes of Western Australia”, Journal of the Royal
Anthropological Institute, 1913 (43), p. 159.

17) Radcliffe-Brown, 1930, p. 63.

18) Ibid, p. 455.

19) Ibid, p. 452.

20) Weil, André, *Sur I'etude alegébrique de certains types de lois de mariage”, Lévi-strauss,
1949, pp. 278—285.

21) Lévi-Strauss, 1949, p. 286.

4
Weil 053471 first cousin IZfRE SN TV, ERICHEIBEO % 4 TH 5 HFEL T, Bush P
WIEFITT505 6 OERIL2HA 5. EAWEIRIZ Weil O 1), 2) 2HEET2. Wi
IRFIC UTD3 D & BHRDS, KIBEOZ 4 TM2 235, ZheXY bV X=[X;,X,,
XM 295 BoFirBAbhB X4 Sk, MXM OIEFFH F TEbT LN TE
3. AEZOFDOL2 4 F2E5% 2IE5175 G %5 3.
X xizahit: Aranda OFEFIZ AL 5. ZCicid, RO 8-DD subclass ic X 3 FEIEDFE]

Vdh5.
fEBox 4 B T Tt
1 Al B1 D2
2 A2 B2 D1
3 BL A1 C
4 B2 A2 C2
5 C2 D2 B2
6 C1 D1 Bl
7 DI C A2
8 D2 C2 Al

UlehSio>T, TCTik
FX=[87654321],
GX=[56782143]
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Lord

F2=],
Gt=1,
(GF)2=(FG)2=1.
Th 5.
UT2hsoT
F2G=GF?
Ths. VWOPASELIE
GFF=FFG
375, daughter’s son’s son & son’s son’s daughter,
PRRILT 5.
FARgiC LT
FFF=GFG,
GGF=FGG,
FGF=GGG

E3hif, FMBSD & ofGiE

ML 5. Wik izhuE, h b oiEigix, FFZSD, MMBDD, 351t MFZDD
EDRIBWHFINS L ERERTE. O LY. X xicshhiz Aranda D% 14 FDE D
second cousin marriage DYFHETD 3.

first cousin DWW TV 4 1E, matrilateral O H
FGG=F
patrilateral @i
F2=G?
D 2o0% % E bicdoiEHL, bilateral cross-cousin marriage HSERITE 5.
parallel-cousin marriage |
FG=G2,
GF=F?
Fizbb
F=G

BTk OREIE2HTC L 2EHRULTWVWA. Bush i3, M 214 SOREBOLA T2
D RicIs 1T 5 kinship system 1%, (MD)? OTEEE/S system FEET 5 LEERT 5.

Kemeny, Snell, and Thompson 2* i, ¢ ® Bush QIEFITH % AT, Weill 05 % 3
T, THhLKREHESD 3 OBBOHE%Z, 7TODAHBICK > THEE-S17 5. Weil & Bush
kU, B&M7s kinship system OERILIC—SE5L. T2& 213

[AE5] 1LADOEY, BAONIEEOEB TH? 1ADOLEEIBT AL EBHEINEH»
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ES5 &) RN, ZOBBBEROBERIcOAHBERT 5.

i e, BRIV AE, BALNIEBD S 4 Ticizn LT, W e
HELRNENWS L ETHSB. Ll, COAES»LELNRS.

DEE1] B, HoKBOZ 1 725, BEBREIVPSHLIESCBLTNERNE S, b
L OZDRFICRY, d2EOBBERICET 2 K EHBEVFFIN 3.

X51C, WE Bush its3%3 F %2 S, G % D 8573,

CEHE3] A®5E, S & D TCERINZERT, I 207 TXTORLHKRIE, FEIEF]
ThBHTLERERTE, ChsOEHIE, WTFRITTRANLGNIZIELAZDEDTH 5.
Weil & Bush iz s < TN DII,

[AE7] FEO2AOBARKLT, HLOTFHRODZEFVEICKHET 2 € LIZFIN
%, Th3.

WD A BB, ChbDRIE, T2 & A caste KBS TWED. WERKIBO X 4
T, N7 b t= (1,2, tn) ETHIE

[EES] A7, TTO &7 ITHLT, # 2 & RIZT R, BHOEFOFEET
B ERERTE, EWVWHCEREHTS. O Kinship system 1251} %2 homogeneity @
i3, Weil & Bush Itz auniZshzg.

Kemeny 5™ 3O T, ChbD7 Fu—FikihTwa. [ oOfl [Karera $h4x] it
BEEMICATEbD THEEL, BROTH L. ERIETEREFRELUABVI 5 SERV5,
formal 7so3fric /s b WM A EEENBRIELZER W 28 %, trial and error 2BL T, #
IRAJRBIC LT S e ANV 80 D T &I, IR T2 U CHIRE Y. L Lsdis, L
Nobs, CoRMAET ¥4 T 2DICBEROREK2ERT s BicnizeThid, Thoo
FRERIINTHESICHBETEICEBTELLIAhENCER2ZLHB LTS, 128 21F, bh
5139 XTCO first-cousin marriage #HER T 5 T EDBTE 2 HINIL V.| T OFEEEM model
—BfEmIc L B abstract group 2 & W EMKLUT, AEE O F—% #0211, kinship
structure 2R L7z D1Z White ¥ ThH 5.

White 139, clan » [—EOHXOEAODHEEICHMNERIcARINhS. Zhe
clan £9%. 1 ADOAHD clan ~OFIBIEIAETHS.Y] TOD clan OFEIZ, AFEFEE
DW 5 section H BV clan LML LTUS—FHULSWV. [T CKHET S clan 3K
DA%, kinship role relations iz & - T4 2 HEICHHBIY: exhaustive DB 5 T Y ~
Dty bThH2. ZNoREANZETRE § o N0, BE S /v, fEEiEohic
120 clan A Tlrahsl, 2OFHEZ5ThHS. WREMIZT LiL, ego WHFEIC1o0D
1D clan 1KFBWT, BDBDOD $-> kin role 1K3T 5 H 50 ZEEEZ 2 HNITT EVH AT
»HB, 2Ozt DL 575 kinship system % Hi L prescriptive & L 3. homogeneity
TN 5 D prescriptive role system DFEEHSIHRNBETH 5. ThbbL, 1 AD ego %
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& b ¥ < role relations @ network iZ, HOWVWTND ego # & hH FLEEICBVWTHRA—T
H5. XbBEEEIC AT, potential spouses 2 DWW T D genealogical prescription 1%, #Hax
KRBT BZNZND ego (B ILE>CTH—THELNHI T LW TE3.9]

White @ kin role OZ A FicLzp3z1E, [—o0 clan 12H1) 5 BiZFHEIC equivalent
TH%B. ZHEZNRAUBO dan 2 5FE2ES. F—0 dan KRXEBHWIEL, BOTHHE
U clan it 3. ZUCRAU clan itk 2B 5.7 $72b5, [tibe 1& Ckin role icis
W equivalent D] alters O OEEICHHI/cERMIicHEII N3 .9 ] Wb A2 Z21E, clan
1% [kin relations (D network |25\ 5 equivalent DONHHUT DWW TDOHFITY) —9 | Tho
T, classificatory kinship system (D consistent O#EEZ2®B L T, <3 clan 153N %
DTHsb. Ulchi-T, clan 3 [tribe 1286 T, D clan &[F@ U preferential D#EIEDEHR
BlichEd -2 B REVALXDEAP ] > TH, Zhix Needham (2%} % prescriptive
& preferential OFEBEDOEOERZNR ETHDOTIEHL, X BN L, MR 3ESLE
@ prescribed system ZXHETHEDTH 5.

z o clan OFEIT X - T, White |& X H ) TEIE L EWRITIS T % prescribed marriage system
D 2@ %, Kemeny, Snell, and Thompson iz L72d5-T, 8 - D/AHE L TEHT 3.

X % Kemeny, et al. 123517 /885 H B0 71d, White KW TIRIROAE6, 72 8
DTELHEDLHNA,

6. BIXEAZD clan O EIFEIET X0,

7. —EOHEITEB) B TNTOAMIZEED clan 12 W THEIE & descent 1T & % relative
6, b LHAREEICHIRO T ERITSH S his.

8. #HIE& descent @ link icX - TBART 2 2 ADEAMEL clan 1Kd 55 & 3 »id,
WENH» LAWET S clan Itk 5> T Tk, 2 OBEROEREICOAKEST 5.

White D1EHvy, FD clan 2FED clan & OIEFIFH W, 0 clan & FHD clan & D
IEFITH 2 C &3 5. WEfFH W & C O, 1350 WC 0 i [3i5lics T 5 55%, WO)ij
ELL>. (WC) LI HEE (Gf) 1%, t HEHOD clan OFEMBLE—%2D clan DN
Y clanj OFHORXTHS — BT S, ZORICRD 1 THA. worihid, 33

WOC) 13, zhZhd clan DHIKIZNWLT, ZOEOREOTFHDET S clan »2HEET
5. CODAEG, 7, 8OBKTHE. 35 W & C, ZUTZhL0RE, BOZNE
Ao clan 1AW UT, FiS5O relative @ clan 28E L7 5.

3 % LFARRIC, parallel first cousin marriage XS L2 A IC, first cousin marriage
DFILT AHEDE 4 i, RD5DEIE5.

1 bilateral marriage W2=1, zLT WC=CW

I  matrilateral marriage WC=CW, i1z12L W2=+I

I patrilateral marriage WC=CW-1, 212U W21
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IV paived clans w2=I, WC+CW

Y residual

WHETH L, NicksuwT$ bilateral marriage 135K 3 5. @

TN % second cousin lcHi AL 72D White DEEETH 5. RIFMICTIFED second cousin
OEBIZ16 THB. 205 5 4DlF, second cousin ZNhZFNDHHOEME—TH5. U
12585 T second cousin ZHHERE—O clan IKBEL, &EEBIIZEIh3. o403,
second cousin OFFHOMAKY, FU clan KET 3. Lichi-T, clan OFE LWV &
»5AHT, THhbH 450D second cousin |F, #FEE & LT first cross cousin 7%, 42D5
5, 2-0l% matrilateral cross-cousin marriage %5 “blood” first cousin iz, fhd 22k
patrilateral ”blood” first cross-cousin marriage 2SZFIN3 & E§, BIPZOEHIHE Y,
second cousin marriage IZRILT 5. ULIds->T, 165 b, LD 8o ixfENTH 5.
B H D 8o, classificatory kin system 123 T & h »HiF 5N % second cousin TH5. T
Noik3sD& 47 N paired clan, /bbb W2=I, WC+CW itBW\WTHALT % second
cousin marriage TdH%. ¥ Zh 5 OREBIRD 42054 Ty bhs. ¥

% 4 7 male ego O eligible spouses B O+ DR

FMBSD
FFZSD WC2=C2W, -
A+B

MMBDD (WC)2=(CW)2
MFZDD
FMBSD

A weC2=C2w
FFZSD
MMBDD

B (WC)2=(CW)2
MFZDD
FFZDD

c MMBSD (WC)2=C2W, i1
FMBDD (CW)2=WC2
MFZSD

247 C 23yoCt xsHHOHSIIADIZB2 V. 247 N %, T®d second cousin
marriage (D subtype A+B ¥ TILAL T, White 1324 P[5 NETOZIAZFNOD system
2517 %, clan 3 # 1tz % distinct societies DB ETE LTz, 177U 2 <24 E1=30,

7=32 Th3. ® [ 200D distinct TH 2Dk, B EFEFEAGELSDL & 3 —EHEOE
K39 % female relation H5S—oD#4ic, ZHUNDOHZKICTIIEL, BETILE, B&
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PZDLEEHE>TTHE.

Zh 5D kinship system (c2oW\WT®D, White OFENE F VL {BEEDT —#ic fit 3
3. 4 - ® marriage “class” % § - & 3N Tz Kariera DiEdHivy, 8clan OEFNE L
T, I 8-o(M “subsections” % $2& 3N iz Aranda |, 16clan DEF N E L T® BHT
%, [BiFET3 tribes KOWTOAFHFEDT—Z OFHD 2055513, o OH ->Tw»
EXbDTHHED systems D 12ICZDF — 2 2WHICHDRLS ETAETHA. AT
HWITIF, tribe DREL, FHED system OHEEZ X LAFELTHY, ZhZhd distinet
clan 1CZHI %2 5. L LB DIEHNZDED system DOFEEHEEIX, HFELZL
T3 TV tribe DFFE DR D classificatory kin relations @z OfEE» SHfEE I N Th
R oNIETTHhE. 9] 20BHkT, Kariera 20T, Radcliffe-Brown 25 [#Ei51:
relationship € & - T, relationship D &AIT X > THREIINBD | LR UIZDIZIELLL.
White 1231J 3 C & &€ 7 V%, Radcliffe-Brown HSE#L T ich &5 213 d & 5Tl
V. Tz Ubie, S xichihic X 5ic, Radcliffe-Brown @ horde & clan OF8{&icix, BELDS
AbNA. UL, terminolgy iz X3 kins @ classification OFEE, kinship 1355k X
N2 &5 Radcliffe-Brown D#gf%, White 134D clan ~DSE[ & LT specify LizD
T&%. [kinship systm #5175 clan & LT, AX Dkl ESDEREIL, tribe it
WTCEHEE I N A kinship relations @ system @, FERTIZN L, #EELUTHHERETH
1M 2N LD ERERT S,

Radcliffe-Brown 22WT®D, J Xicihilzd 5 —D>0D[E, basic lines of descent % &
5T, actual genealogical & classificatory & DEFfRIZDH X Sz 3Tz, R &
kinship system €& 5T, H»BVIZAFEEELE LT, dLELWiailiaiiizn.  classificatory
kinship &35 T3, —DODMRETH%. actual genealogy TN TOEEIL,
classificatory data DA 5 %L I N 3. classificatory system (23547 Tid brother equiv-
alence Td %. brother equivalence &}%, White @ kin role 2 53 hi¥, FB 33 ~TD
FoDrole 282, ZO Sidego 0t -T, HEED B ThH3 L 5ic, XC alters TH
BEVSCETHA. SbicVAE, Bizidzs male role iconTh, $izZ ikl b/x
% female role {tD\WT %, distinct role % § > TN T &2 EKT 5, 2 U CHERR, i-
L AZiE W & MBD &8 equivalent T2 T & $#&EIX, WhRBEERZEOMENI T E
Ths. 20EHV, FTEOHRICBITZEUEDTNTOD $ Dif, HEMIC equivalent roles
Zdo5TCW3, [120D horde ® 2 ADLHS, D2 - D hordes DFE & #EIET 2 1L,
Z1i3x 250D horde T equivalent |Z/25 & S TNTOEE TS, 2ADFELUTH—
BT 2B L DA TH S, kin roles @ classificatory system I\ Tid, FF5D line
of descent T8} 2 FA—HRDED AV equivalent ThH 2, T2 b b, »hdiFFHEEIC alter
® role idH B . 2 Wik ituE, White @ clan, clan ®E Fix, A s RO &
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Th 3. clan ®EF VL closed system Tdh 3. (NI “twisted doughnuts” 2 OFREL U
<& bz bh 3. Radcliffe-Brown DiF$H 1y, line of descent i non-limitation of range DJR
Bllic 7z > T\iz. White j3HH{%% closed system & LTC® clan & UT& 5 A, WhidHRO
BEGIRIILIZE WS CEWTE S, CORHOERMICE > TOA, & U» TIIRERD
&, degree of “nearness” or ‘distantness” %[5 C & WSHJRETH 5.

Ud L7ehss, White @ kin roles o BZmiCid /s K & S RIEBEI LT 5, kin roles
1%, roles OEERH 4173 “public” & Buid Sstructural” OfIE &, role behavior @
‘private” DOfIE & ITHTTNE DS THE, WHIE T, 1D roles I3 kinship relations
@ ‘public” OIE, $TXTO DY ZIICHEATRES roles OFEICOARESINE., 2D
FREIC Y 5T, clan |t “unnamed office” & LT kinsmen OEicffEdT 2. Ld L, role
behavior @ ‘private” O{|FE, FED roles FDEH%R, REDTEIO X~ EhbdD
roles & OFF{RIL, 753 empirical ORFEE U TEIN TV A, ALRITK T 2 BN SiEE
F3% structuralism |2 72V 9.5 #H—— ‘extended-case method” & 303 Ssituational
analysis” % 13 O & 2 E T 5. [kinship in abstracto 1313 & A EEK%Z b 1250, Zh
WRED context DEHT, &b LEFEORLNEOBRICEWTERshAZThIZS
NB| 6 TH%. £ U TEI, “public” ORI, tribe DFKE DR, 5, k& LTO tribe
LB BELZANRMBESY 5[, ThLRABFEDOT —495, Afctc® Durkheim® jc
KHY ERMBERHATVS, P REATHOEBIHBE LGSO DX, Z20HDOETH
5.

bhbhi, White O+ 5 Homans & Schneider 12725 8 EANENDH A, I X|T
H1F1z White @ clan # jttzu 3 % distinct societies DT DONWTDEEIE, [ UA»BZ
hZzhoage/s distinct system 122 L\ a priori DR » 51, Z2NZFND tribe $3 trial-
and-error O 7w ¥ 2 %@L T consistent system %JH7iC “EIR” T35 LIKNET 572 51E,
matrilateral first-cross-cousin systems 253 5 & 3B 3TN BTHAH D L w5 L %L
»UTWW5., Homans & Schneider ix, [—D20DC &, ZHEd2HRPVThHOEAD
unilateral ORANZ d B, MBOERIVB L2 LD IOVWTHBARZE LI, ZABROZ LT
RERFETHS D tEATHE, 20k, White 2k > TIRO X S IKETIEE NS, [Z
DOHBEBEIROLNE LD E LT, K patrilateral OIS DH4H5 matrilateral L b § 4
W EWS BB R A B TS, ZN ERABFIC/ZY matrilateral OFEIEDHS®D subtypes
S rare TH 2D %G A EDBNETH 5. 3" White ® Homans & Schneider (272313
ZHANIEL N, Kb 5T, LEMNBERIEKRE UTEShTW5, White 0EF WV
»5 macro-effects ZR@EE LTV A0 Eh, LDEENERIILAICIOEL TS, BECHES
h iz prescriptive marriage |3—2>® ideal type T %, preferential marriage 13725 % D
conformity OBEENMETH 3.
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Homans 12& 5 T4, White ic& >Th, $-,8IH%7—~, consistent kinship
system D 1 DD X 4 P LMD E 4 FADHERBICDONTIL, WIETEHL, WHE fth
Ty, White (X, H3» g, classificatory kinship system DH#ERICOWT, Zhps
stochastic OHRZ LD DTHE T L E2RETEICEEE S, 3 KFINK norms ~D,
conformity & conflict, ZN 51X EHLDTRFEINICEKRT, 72UDIT stochastic ThH 3 &
W T ENTES, P Cohen DEF VL, BHBHEDHRID norm L iFBIfE%E § - Ti/s
V. WEOHSZILs 35, Durkheim OB E - 128550 5 D cross-pressure > 5 F vads
hTwswn, DEEFNERZHXMEDOSLICEBT L LW TEI0IR, ZORDLLTH
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METHT I X 2 HRFHOINE, ik b  BEENERD b OENER O 5% HHY
LUz UTedisT, 22T, KRHOUWEBNRETH 2. L L, REOUNKIIX, 3l
& Uit RFNER~OELNEROZE 2 PR32 C L 2 AR T 2. HRFHEH L
UTHESIE, KRELUT, BERHEOMBOFEDHEFICE EX Y, FHEIZZ) ATV,
U» URIEIC, BEROFTEDIEIZ, HROEE%, real OMETIZZ L, formal DOHEL
UTEHABCL2EETS. formal DEERME LTI ED, ZHIOEFENER & X
MEOBDERLL I BRAIL.

WO ETH L, HRXENAROEREIE, &0 real OEICHS. L L, real OREME
Oo2EEE LT, HECERMAN/SEM» unit & UTHOWT 3 & AT, FHOFED
WLz d Y AL, ZOFEE UTHRAHGEZEAT2 &, 20O unit FRNR,
abstract group 725 X % % %72\, Homans O.0HEZEMEEN], kin group, Radcliffe-Brown
Itk 1T A4, lines of descent, White i23517 % clan, T H 5 @ abstract group DFHFEICIE



33

AT amEL, real OFFE L IXWVHI 3 BRICIZoD.

abstract group & real OREE L % link 4 251k, formal BEFNVICL A7 v —F,
REMTREEIC X > THREI N2 9, &3 VIZHIERNTEI~D motivation HHIE 24L& 5
i, DRILES T EBLEALOST 2 0EENERICE > THES N2, WIhbThs
1255, HEHOHEBICL > Tk, ZOWTFhE2 §HRET S CLIIAARETH 3.

real OIEEITIZWNVE B abstract group, fomal DREEDENT, AZEITHIT S classifica-
tory kinship system 123 £»H B EMNTEX3. ULdL, ZTIIEHLTVA classification
OmEBIZ D X 5 TIX7ZZW. Z D system 2EEm» 6 AT, L HEED abstract group &9
g, Z0Od 560 3 EENTAIREE ZMmEINCRALT 5 C L ARETH 5. Z U ABFICE
2RO 2 Z2ELL, 1ZU®» T kinship @ “nearness” & ‘“distantness” @ $ DK% »
XohicT 5.

TN 5D abstract group ic & 2 LD E TV b OMBIL, real DEEICIEAT
2DEENERZHRT 2 L CARRYLTS. 203, bhbhodoflEiR, Coks
75 rigid mathematical lines 12 % - T, unconscious @ 7 r & XICEBWTHEKILT B, &V
BROBRICIzD. ¥k 5E, HE&oEEic, EHEC, determinant (TfEA$ 5 LEENE
iz, WEQELTADbNDLIUIENL I TBUATIRWEWDLTH S,

rZU»Ii, HRO 3> norms 35, Wl UTREOMICHELT 2013d 560123 NT
WV, Uds DRSSO BiESS, logical 72 norms OHEED T TH B XD, 205
FHEEHS R0 B 4 2 3B~ D motivation 25 DHEMIZH Y 272 WVWIZ5 5. HEEHNER
OAEED T2 IT, HERFENSIzbhbho § >fE D unintended consequences T, Wi
% %75 51E, functional /2% L T teleological 2 ERicEH I 25 EWH 5. & AR
EFic, Spiro, M. E., “Causes, Functions, and Cross-Cousin Marriage: An Essay in
Anthropological Explanation,” Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute, 1964 (94),
pp. 30—43 F7-, Buchler, L. R.,, ‘*Cubical and Tri-Dimensional Block Models of Crow
Kinship Structures,” Man, 1964 (IXIV),3 icE:UL 7z, cross-cousin marriage (D empirical
7 — &2 AT oWTIE, [Cross-cousin Marriage & #EEMIHT] ORIFEICW T b 1210,





