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5 . 3 . 1 .  I N T R O D U C T I O N 

During the last 2 0  years , the study of kinship terminology has been 

one of  the most c ontentious and provocat ive fields o f  anthropologi cal 

inquiry . l Controvers ies framed ab out the quest ions o f  what , ontologic

ally , kinship terminologies are and how one s hould study them , have led 

interested s cho lars t o  examine c lo se ly the epis t emological as s umptions 

of themselve s and their opponent s - an e xerc i s e  that cannot b ut have 

salut ary e ffects on the quality of  general the oretical discourse . Though 

far from conc lus ive , the exchange s should b e  followed carefully , for 

they aspire to unders tand fundamental - and as yet unresolved - i s sues 

of  human b ehaviour and cultural coding .  Despite , however , their anthro
pologi cal and lingui stic  importance , these trends have had curiously 
l it t le traffic with New Guinea s c holarship , the latt er b e ing commonly 

neither a dat a s ource for general theories nor a testing ground for 
hypotheses derived from s uch theories . With a few not able except i ons 

( Leach 1 9 5 8 ;  Pospisil  19 6 0 ;  Lounsbury 19 6 5 ;  Elmberg 19 6 8 ;  Schwimmer 
1 9 7 0 ; S cheffler 19 71 ; Korn 19 71 ; Forge 19 71 ) New Guinea kinship termin

ologies have not received the sort of theoretical treatment given to 

systems re corded for the cultures of South and South-East Asia , 
2 Australia , and the Americas . 

In this. chap ter I shall c ons ider s 1b ling terms among the I l ahita 

Arapesh (East Sepik Province , New Guinea) , in a manner demons trating 
the utility of  certain c onceptual c onstructs  which have emerged from the 
theore tical dialogues . 3 The mandate for my approach i s  c ontained in 

S che ffler ' s  ob s ervat ion : ' The real problem is not what kinship terms 
mean but the nature o f  the relations among the genealogical des ignata 
and s i gnificata of  certain words and between thos e des ignata and any 

other designat a those words may have ' ( S cheffler 1 9 7 2 : 31 1 ) . Adoption 

101  
Tuzin, D.F. "Kinship Terminology in a Linguistic Setting: A Case Study". In Wurm, S.A. editor, New Guinea area languages and language study, Vol. 3, Language, culture, society, and the modern world. 
C-40:101-132. Pacific Linguistics, The Australian National University, 1977.   DOI:10.15144/PL-C40.101 
©1977 Pacific Linguistics and/or the author(s).  Online edition licensed 2015 CC BY-SA 4.0, with permission of PL.  A sealang.net/CRCL initiative.



1 0 2  D . F .  TUZIN 

of S che ffler ' s  view require s acceptance ( at least pro t e rn )  o f  the 

not ion that kinterm polysemy is a product of  semant ic ext ens ions from 

a focal kintype ( Scheffler 19 7 2 : 313ff . ) .  Acknowledging the c omplex 

theoretical is sues involved here , I shal l say only that my empirical 

understanding of  Arapesh sibling-term s emant ics  conforms to the exten

s i onist perspe ct ive , and I shall there fore apply it in this chapter 

without providing elab orate j ustifi cat ion for dOing s o .  

To anticipate the discuss i on s light ly , i t  will b e  seen t hat Arapesh 

sibling terms s ubsume three reference fi elds . The first of  these con

tains the focal kintypes and the range o f  denotat a  derived from the se 

foc i ;  c onnot at ive features pres ent in t his s emant ic field are then 

ext ended metaphorically t o  become t he criterial bases  for sibling-term 

attribut ion in the second and third fields , c onsisting of  de scent and 

ritual divis ions , re spectively . (For convenience I s hall hereafter 

call the se fields ' c ategories ' ,  not to b e  c onfused with the technical 

sense in which this word i s  s ometimes us ed by kinship theorist s . )  The 

use of s light ly different - though etymo logically related - t erms t o  

des ignate these  categories enables the speaker t o  indicate which of  the 

alternat ive sets of  meanings is  intended , t hereby disamb iguating the 

root e xpres s ion . However , this feature raises the prob lem of whether 

we are j ustifi ed in maintaining the extens ioni st perspe ct ive when t hese  

s o- called ' extens i ons ' are marked by linguistic  alternat ions . Aft er 

examining the morphology of these terms , it will be argued t hat this  

feature poses  no  ob stacle t o  the  present analysis . 

In conc luding these  preliminary remarks ,  I s hould note that t he 

ethnographic relevance o f  what follows i s  potentially twofold . First , 

the widespread ( t hough usually unanaly sed)  oc currence o f  kint erm meta

phors in the New Guinea l it erature , with re spect to j ural and ritual 

phenomena,  s uggest s that the c onclusions reached here may have appli

cat ion elsewhere in the regi on . Se cond , the nature o f  met aphor in 

the s e  societie s  has scarcely b een explored ( vi de Ryan 1 9 5 8 ; St rathern 
19 7 0 ,  n . d . ; Wagner 1972 ) ,  and t hus , to paraphrase Whitehead , there 

seems a need for studie s which , however slight ly , mi ght ob scure t he 

vast darkness of t he sub j e c t . 

5 . 3 . 2 .  C U L T U RA L  B A C K G R O U N D  

The I lahita Arape sh numb er about 5 , 0 00 persons and oc cupy a territory 
o f  60 square miles in the western Maprik District , East Sepik Provinc e .  

Their country i s  t he ro lling lower foothills o f  the Torri celli  Mountains , 
a di sse cted plain which flat tens as it slopes s outh t o  the Sepik River . 
The Ilahita speak a dialect of the Southern Arapesh language ( Lay cock 

197 3 ) , and are culturally dist inguishab le from other dialect-group s 
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living northwards in the higher foothills o f  t h e  mount ains . Ilahita  

distinct iveness i s  large ly a product o f  prolonged and intens e c ontact 

with the Ab elam ( t o the east and s outh-east ) and the Kwanga ( t o  the 

south ) , fierce Middle Sepik gro ups who have pushed north from the river 

in a predat ory expans ion c ont inuing unti l  European c ontact ( Forge 19 6 6 :  

24 ) .  On various evidence s , it appears that Middle Sepik influences 

trans forme d ,  intens ified , and/or added t o  certain important elements 

of aboriginal I lahi ta culture . Thus , numerous dispersed hamlets were 

consolidated into s even large , sedentary village s ; 4 garden technology 

was improved and intens ified , with horticultural and prestige-s triving 

act ivit ie s centering on the yam ( Tuzin 1 9 7 2 ) ;  inter-village warfare 

expanded in s cale and significance , and , under c ondition s  of land 

s c arcity result ing from Middle Sepik encroachment , territorial c onquest 

was the obj ective ; finally , upon an age-old init iation s tructure was 

superimposed a secret male cult glorifying war and male prowess and 

promoting astounding artistic  and architectural achievements ( vi de 

Tuzin 1 9 7 3 ) . 5 

A pre liminary note regarding social organi sat ion . The Ilahita sub

s cribe t o  a patrilineal ideology , with internally segmented t otemi c 

c lans and a normative pre ference for patri-virilocal residence . In 

common with mos t  other New Guinea societies , the ' rules ' of  des c e nt

group memb ership admit a high degree of  optation ( c f .  de Lepervanche 

1967- 6 8 ;  Kab erry 1 9 6 7 ) : adoption is frequent and j urally unencumb ered ; 

genealogies are shallow , with the result that descendants o f  c o-re s iding 
non-agnates  achieve full right s of membership w ithin a couple of  gener
at ions ( c f .  Barnes 1 9 6 2 ) ;  and , also , s trong filiat ive t ies with maternal 
and affinal kin yield res idual rights and obligati ons that can b e  
utilised in memb ership transfers . Invocat ion of  these non-agnat ic kin 
ties  i s  re lat ively easy , due to the high rat e of local endogamy -
reaching over 9 0  percent at the village level . 

The village i t s e lf i s  divided into named , semi-aut onomous wards ,  

whi ch are themse lves divided int o resident ial precincts  or hamlets . 

Des cent groups - c lans and their subunits - are domic iled in several of  
the se  hamlets wi thin a part icular war d ,  with  element s from two  or t hree 

c lans oc cas ionally oc cupy ing di fferent port ions of a s ingle hamlet . 

Before looking at s ib l ing terms in detai l ,  i t  s e ems advisable t o  

place them i n  the context of  the general terminological system ,  i t s  

feature s and modes of usage . 
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5 . 3 . 3 . K I N S H I P  T E RM I N O L O G Y  

The I lahita Arapesh u s e  vernacular kinterms almost exc lusively in 

reference cont ext s . 6 In nearly two years of fieldwork , a vernacular 

kint erm was heard used in address only once : when t he encount er with 

Al t er was potent ially host ile , and i t  was momentarily in Ego ' s  interests  

t o  avoid troub le  by invoking a remote , untraceab l e  kinship link . 7 Though 

other s imilar instances probab ly oc curred ( unob served ) during this  

period , t here can be lit t le do ubt  that i t  is  an  except ional and c ontext

bound us age . Apart from t he s e , t he only vernacular recognit ion- or 

address -t erms are in the infant lexicon.  Thus , an infant addres s es t he 

primary care-giving female as mam a .  Lat er on , rec ognit ion of t he adult 

male mos t frequent ly ass o ciat e d  with t hi s  female is  s ignalled with the 

utterance  p a p a  or ( as adult informant s insist it  s hould be rendered ) 

h a p a a p a ' .  From about age four the child regularly addres ses t hese  

individuals ( and everyone else  besides ) by their proper names . There

after , and for the rest of his  life , Ego maintains this usage , revert ing 

t o  the infantile forms only in moments of  ( non-dire c ted ) extreme negat ive 

affec t  ( fe ar ,  pain , despair , grie f ) , and occasionally t o  express  depen

dency in the s upplic at ion of parental ghost s .  

Non-syst emat i c  ob s ervat ions o f  general language acqui sit ion in chil

dren s uggest that knowledge of  t he kinship lexicon , and its proper 

app lication , come s about through imitat ing older chi ldren . In general , 

a crawling and babb ling infant i s  ' talked at ' more by children ( especi

ally s ib lings ) t han by adults ; and , at an age when the child struggles 

to master  complicated grammat ical c onvent ions , t he older chi ldren mock 
and t ease him into ac ceptab l e  usage . Pres umab ly , knowledge of kinterms 

deve lops in a s imilar manner . Whereas interviewing small chi ldren on 

s uch t op i c s  is virtually impos s ib le , older children and young adoles

cents are eager to co-operate ; interest ingly , t hey c ommonly fail to dis

criminate  kin categorie s which are dis t inguished in adult usage . Cross

parallel dist inctions succumb t o  a generalised extens ion of  parent and 

s ib l ing terms ' across  t he board ' in t he appropriate generat ions . Indeed,  

my impre s s ion i s  that in  mos t  cases  full mast ery of  t he kinship lexicon 

does not c ome unt i l  early adulthood , when t he exigencies of  marriage 
and j ural succe s s ion require c ompetence in t his domain . 

In c ontrast with t he vernacular usage , Arapesh- speakers rely heavi ly 

on Pidgin kinterms in c ontext s of address , especial ly the terms k a n d e re 
( k insman on the mo th e r ' s  side , var . k a n d e r e - m ama ) and t a m b u  ( r e Z a ti v e 

in- Zaw ) . Use o f  t hese  terms i s  pract i cally universal in t he s o ciety , 
inc luding by elderly persons whose general grasp of Pidgin is rudiment ary 
or none xis t ent . The only other domain which Pidgin has penet rated quite  
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s o  thoroughly is  the vocabulary of  abuse and ob s cenity , a n  interest ing 

sociolinguistic phenomenon which is beyond the s cope of this chapt er.  
The Ilahita kinship lexicon is  shown in Tab le 1 .  In it s merging 

of parallel cousins and s ib l ings , and in its  dis tinct ive cross-cousin 

terms , the system is s omewhat Iroquois-like in its ext ens ions ( Murdock 

1 9 49 : 22 3 ) , but the extens ive bilateral merging within generat ions would 

suggest that the system i s  ess entially Modified Hawaiian in type ( H . W .  

Sche ffler , personal c ommuni cation ) . 8 Beyond the first ( ascending and 

des cending)  generat ion , this extension is seen to ob literate cros s

paral lel ,  re lat ive age ( in a linking kinsman ) and consanguineal-affinal 

distinctions , with sex  o f  A l t e r  remaining as t he only distinguishing 

feature within that generat ional category . It should be noted , howeve r ,  

that applicat ion of these  terms i s  subj ect t o  a minimum appropriateness 

in the re lat ive ages of  Ego and Al t er .  That Ego may refer to Al t er by 

the ' proper ' term i s  not to say that he will do so , except under very 

unus ual circumstances . Thus , in cases where age-peers are te chni cally 

related as b a f a l omen  ( grandfa t her/grandson ) ,  they are far more likely 

to refer to one another with s ib ling terms , the particular form selected 
being a funct ion of  relat ive age rather than of  geneal ogi cal standi ng . 9 

The likel ihood of  this occurring is related t o  factors of res idential 

proximity and interact ional history , but when t hese factors are 
inauspicious the great er prob ability is that Ego and Al t e r  w ill regard 

each other as non-kinsmen , rather than employ re ference terms which 

imply intimacy ( ' bro ther ' )  or which do not reflect their s imilar life 
situat ions ( ' grandfa t h e r ' / ' grands on ' ) .  

1 a k o n a mw i a 

2 a k omw i 

3 b a f a l omw i 

4 e h a mw i  

5 a h a l omw i 

TAB L E  

I l ahi t a  K i n s h i p  T e rm ino l o g y  

FFF , FMF , MFF ,MMF , SSS , DSS , SDS , DDS ; all con
s anguineal and affinal males o f  t he third 
ascending and descending generat ions 

FFM , FMM , MFM , MMM, DDD ,SSD , DSD , SDD ; all con
sanguineal and affinal females o f  t he third 
as cending and descending generat ions 

FF , FFB , FFZH , MF , MFB , MFZH , SS , BSS , WBSS ,DS , WBDS , 
BDS ; all cons anguineal and affinal males o f  
the se cond as cending and des cending gener
ations 
FM , FMZ , FMBW , MM , MMZ , MMBW , SD , ZSD , H ZSD , DD , ZDD , 
HZDD ; all consanguineal and affinal female s  
of  the s econd as cending and des cending gen
erat ions 

F , FB , FZH* , FMZS , FMBS * , FFZS * , MZH , MH , MFBS , 
MMZS ,MFZS * , MMBS* ; in t he first  as cending 
generat ion , all male agnates and husb ands 
of female agnates ; all husb ands of female s  
Ego calls m a m a ' w i  
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6 mama ' w i  

7 t a n g a n a mw i 

8 t a n g omw i 

9 s a h a l omw i 

10 s a h omw i 

1 1  owa l omw i 

1 2  owamw i 

13  n ema t a ' w  u n amw i 

14 a m e n  i n a mw i 

15 n e n g a l omwi  

16  n e n g amw i 

1 7  m a fomw i 

18 n e n g a n amw i 

19 m a fomw i n a s i ' a kw 
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M , MZ , MFBD , MMZD , MFZD* , MMBD* ,FZ* , FBW , FW ,  
FMBD* , FFZD * ;  i n  the first as cending gener
at ion , all female agnates and wives of  
male agnates ; all  wives of  males Ego calls  
a h a l omw i 

MB ,  ( m .  s .  ) ZS , ( m .  s . )  ZDH , FZH* 
MBW, ( m. s . ) ZD , ( m . s . ) ZSW , FZ *  

eB , FeBS , MeZS , HeB , ( w . s . ) eZH ,WeZH , FeBDH , 
Me ZDH , ( w . s . ) MBDH , (w . s . ) FZDH 

eZ ,FeBD ,Me ZD ,We Z , ( m . s . ) eBW ,HeBW , FeBSW,  
Me ZSW 

yB , FyBS , MyZS ,HyB , ( w . s . ) yZH ,WyZH , FyBDH , 
MyZDH , (w . s . )MBDH , ( w . s . ) FZDH 

y Z , FyBD , MyZD,Wy Z , ( m . s . ) yBW ,HyBW , FyBSW , 
My ZSW 

FZS , FZD , FFZS* , FFZD* , MFZS* , MFZD* 

MBS , MBD , FMBS * , FMBD* ,MMBS* , MMBD* 

S , BS ,WZS ,WBS ,HBS ,HZS , (w . s . ) ZS 

D , BD , WZD ,WBD , HBD , HZD , (w . s . ) ZD 

( m . s . ) ZH , ( m . s . ) FBDH , WB , (m . s . ) MZDH , WMZS , WFBS 

HZ , ( w .  s . )BW ,  ( w .  s .  ) MBSW , (w . s . ) FZSW 

WBW 

2 0  n e n g a n amw i  kw a s i e n a  HZH 

2 1  w a o l umw i 

2 2  w a o l u n a mw i  

2 3  n e n g a o n a  

2 4  me f i mw i  

2 5  f a fomw i 

2 6  m a ' mw i  

W ,  ( m .  s .  ) FZSW , ( m .  s .  )MBSW 

H , HMBS , HFZS 

DH ,BDH ,WZDH , WBDH , HBDH ,HZDH , ( m . s . ) MBDH , 
( m .  s .  ) FZDH 

SW , BSW,WZSW ,WBSW ,HZSW , HBSW 

WF , WFB , WFZH ,WMB , WMZH ,HF, HFB , HFZH ,HMB , HMZH ; 
in the first as cending gene ration,  all male 
cons anguines  and affines of spouse  

WM , WMZ , WMBW ,WFZ ,WFBW , HM , HMZ , HMBW , HFZ , HFBW 

�orms are given in the first person s ingular possessive , signified by the suffix 
-w i ; kinterm No.23 is irregular in this regard. The third person singular form 
has a suffix indicating gender : thus , akonamen , but akoma ' w ,  for kinterm Nos . l  
and 2 ,  respectively. 

An asterisk indicates that the kintype has alternative designations and 
appears more than once on the table .  Usage here depends on various sociological 
factors and on the degree of familiarity between Ego and Al ter. 

This practice  of sibling-ising relationships - a source o f  s ome 

exasperation in genealogy col le cting - has the effect of re ctifying 

wide age dis crepancie s within genealogical generat ions . That i s , be
cause des cendant generat ions re late to one another as t hough Ego and 
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A l t er were ' s ib lings ' o f  a s ort - not realis ing that an  adj us tment had 

occurred in actual us age - the pract ice ,  so to speak , moves groups up 

and down in genealogi cal space . This is not done by decree or wi lful 

des ign , lO but is the result of individuals des ignat ing one another in 

ways that seem ' natural ' and appropriat e in the circums tances . 

Other features o f  the terminological sys tem call for interpretation , 

but s pace allows only a pas s ing ment ion of  them.  Firs t ,  though t he 
system features broad lateral merging within generat ions , there is a 

s pe cial des ignat ion o f  MB/ (m . s . ) ZCh . The possible recency o f  this 

int rusion may account for t he des cript ivene s s  of cro s s- cous in terms 

( lit . ' offspring o f  t he m a l e ' ,  recip . ' offspring o f  t he fema le , ) . ll 

It may also be as sociated with the lack of polarity in the reciprocals 

MBW/HZCh , on the one hand , and SpMB/( m . s . ) ZChSp , on the other . The 

second unusual feature is that male Ego re fers to the spouses of his 

cross-cousins as 'wife ' (MBSW-FZSW ) and ' son-in- law ' ( MBDH-FZDH ) ,  with 

t he expected polar reciprocals . Female Ego , on the other hand , re fers 

to the se  persons as though they were married to her s ib l ings , and t hey 

reciprocate accordingly . Thus , for female Ego , MBDH-FZDH is 'brother ' 

( e lder or younger depending on age o f  linking femal e re lat ive t o  E�O ) 
and MBSW-FZSW is ' s is ter- in- l aw ' . 

5 . 3 . 4 .  S I B L I N G - T E RM M O R P H O L O G Y  

It  can b e  seen i n  Tab le 2 that , although there i s  no term which we 

may gloss as ' sib l ing ' or even ' bro ther ' or ' s is te r ' ,  the recurrence of  
two  b as i c  stems suggests  a primary meaning of ' e lder sib l ing ' and 

' younger sib l ing ' .  The Arapesh pos sess  t hree categories o f  sib ling 
terms , each with a dist inct set of des ignat a .  Before dis cus s ing the 

semant ics  o f  the s e  terms , it will b e  s hown that the morphological 

relat ionship b e tween the categories can b e  expli cated by inferences 

drawn from grammat ical conventions in the language . 
To b egin wit h ,  though t he stems s a h o - and owa - clearly signify 

' e lder ' and ' younger ' ,  re spective ly , t hey are bound morphemes and do 
not oc cur independent ly . However , their morphological  relat ionship 

appears to exemplify a common sociolinguis t ic phenomenon in this cul

ture , namely , t he express ion of  conceptual inversions with linguistic 

met atheses . The rising inflection of  owa - and the falling inflection 

of s a h o - are , in tandem , a mani festation o f  this pattern . 12  
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TAB L E  2 

Arap e s h  S i b l in g  Te rms 

TERM ENGLISH GLOSS 

Singular 

saha l omen 

owa l omen 

sahomen 

owamen 

Plural 

s ahopwen e �er brother{s) 

owapwen younger brother{s) 

sahowamen e lder sister(s) 

owawamen younger sister(s) 

sahopwas i nguf 

owapwas i nguf 

those of the elder brothers ' line 

those of the younger brothers ' line 

sahopwas 

owapwas 

e lder brothers 

younger brothers 

The p lural forms of  Category-l terms are grammatical ly irregular . 

That is to say ,  t he medial c onsonant shift involved in pluralisation 

deviates  from the usual practice  of using plural suffixes , whi ch are 

specified within a system o f  15 noun c lasses . With few exceptions all 

nouns are pluralised according to whi ch noun class they belong . On 

morphological grounds , we would expect Category-l terms to be plur

ali sed by sub s t itut ing the final - n  with a final - s , preceded by a 

s light vowel shift : thus , s a h a l omen  + s a h a l oma s , owa l omen  + owa l om a s , 

and s o  forth .  Thi s is not , however , what happens ; moreover , actual 

usage can only b e  comprehended by comparing Category 1 with Cat egory 3 .  

I f  we regard the mas culine plural s o f  Cat egory 1 as themselve s in 

need of pluralising , then , applying the common c onvent ion j ust des

crib e d ,  we may predi ct that the trans format ions would b e  s a h opwe n + 

s a h op w a s  and owa pwe n + owapwa s .  The new ' plurals ' are , in fac t , 

precisely the terms we find in Cat egory 3 . 1 3  The s emant i c  s igni ficance 

of  this super-plural i s  that the designatum o f  each Category- 3 term is 

a c lass of  males which is itself a c ongeries of coeval sub c lasses . 

This will  b e  discussed further b elow . 
With respect to Category 2 ,  the - i n g u f  suffix dist inguish ing these 

terms from t hose  of Cat egory 3 is a morpheme used for plural is ing t he 
nouns of  certain clas ses , but its  funct ion in the pre s ent c ontext i s  
n o t  that of  y e t  another ( super-super- ) plural . Rather,  i t  effect ively 

qualifies the Cat egory-3 terms by stres sing the unitary , internally 

undi fferentiated character of the des ignated class . In this capac ity 
- i n g u f  is like certain other morphemes which may , for example , b e  
tacked o n  p lace names t o  signify the coll ect ive residents t hereof .  
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Moreover , t h e  des ignata o f  the t erms of  Categories 2 and 3 are t o  s ome 

ext ent coextens ive , and there fore the - i n g u f  suffix disambi guates the 

reference . 

In s um ,  the morphological re lat ionships in Tab le 2 have t o  do with 

a s ingular form ( Category 1 )  and three species o f  plural : an irregular 

s imple plural ( Cat egory 1 ) , a regular super-plural ( Category 3 ) ,  and a 

regular collect ive plural ( Category 2 ) . 14  That the categories are 

relat ed in this way entitles  us t o  view them as grammatical variants 

of the same set  of  terms , or more precisely , the same set of basic 

st ems . Hence , t he distrib ution of t hese  terms over the range o f  desig

nata is  legitimately perc eived as extensions from the focal kintypes 
' e lder bro ther ' and 'y ounge r  bro t he r ' .  The categorie s o f  s ib ling terms 

there fore c onst itute i n  t o t o  a cognitive s ub s e t  within the Arapesh 

terminological system . Equally important , howeve r ,  i s  t he fact that 

they are linguistically distinct , and thus the extens ion ent ails the 

trans fer of  cert ain c ognit ive components ( the s a h o - / owa - s igni ficat a )  

and the modificat i on of  o thers ( the s cales o f  p lurality indicated b y  

the suffixes ) .  These  linguis t i c  features are the basis for interpreting 

the s emantic dimension of  these sibling terms . To s implify t he dis

c ussion , I shall hereafter refer to the terms by category or by  stem 

and category ( s a h o - l ,  s a h o - 2 ,  e t c . ) .  

5 . 3 . 5 . D E S I G N AT A  

Starting with the focal kintypes ( eB , yB , e Z , yZ ) ,  Tab l e  3 spec ifies 
the range o f  dis t ribution o f  Category- l terms . As indic ated earlier 

( s ee Table  2 ) ,  the remaining two categorie s are exclus ively mas culine 
and e xc lusively plural . Furthermore , in contras t with Cat egory 1 ,  t hey 

lose their egocentric fo cus and are ass igned instead t o  deS ignat ed 

social c lasse s ;  that i s ,  ( male ) Ego may u se one of the se terms to 
des ignate a c las s of  which he  himself  is  a memb er . Category-2 terms 

des ignat e the comp lementary s ub clans within each patricIan . There 

are always and only two such s ubclans within a patri c Ian , with t he 

exception o f  clans whi ch are very s mall , in which c as e  t hi s  dual re

lat ionship ob tains with another c lan re lated to it through fi ct ive or 

forgotten genealogical ties . The age-opt ion ( s a h o - /owa - ) ident ifies 

the genealogically s enior and j unior groups ( usually subclans ) ,  respec

t ively . And , although they share a c lan-name and totem , memb ers o f  

complementary sub c lans d o  not normally regard each other a s  kinsmen . 
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ENGLISH GLOSS 

1 s i b Hng (s ) 

2 h a Zf-s ib Zing ( s )  

3 s tep- sib Zing ( s )  

4 para Z Z e Z  cou s i n ( s )  

5 c Zo s e  agnat e ( s )  

6 in termedia t e  agnate ( s )  

7 co Z Zatera Z ( s )  

8 pr imary affine ( s )  

9 s e condary affine ( s )  

D . F . TUZIN 

TAB L E  3 

Category - l  Denotata 

DESCRIPTIONa 

offspring of  F and M 

offspring of  F by  a female other than M ,  
t he age-option determined by  whether t his 
FW is  j unior or s enior t o  M,  or , in case 
o f  serial po lygyny , whether this FW fol
lowed or preceded M in sequence ; o ff
spring of M by a male ot her than F ,  t he 
age-opt ion determined by the place o f  M 
in this MH ' s  sequence o f  wives  

FWCh ( where FWIM ) , with j unior age-opt ion 
to s ignify prior , c onsanguineal l ink of 
Ego to F ;  MHCh (where MHIF ) , with senior 
age-option to s ignify prior , cons an
guineal link of Al t e r  to MH 

MZCh , FBCh , with age-option det ermined by 
relat ive age of M/MZ and F/FB , respec
tively 
c o-generat i onal of Ego ' s  patril ineal 
segment with whom genealogical connec
t ion can b e  traced , the age-opt ion 
determined by relative ages  of l inking 
ances tors 

co-generat ional of  Ego ' s  s ubc lan with 
whom genealogical connection may not be 
traceab l e ,  the age-opt ion det ermined by 
relat ive s eniority of Ego ' s  patrilineal 
segment as against the patrilineal s eg
ment of Al t e r  

child o f  parent ' s  cross- cousin , with 
age-option determined by relat ive ages 
of parent and parent ' s  cross - cous in;  
child o f  parent ' s  parallel- c ous in , with 
age-option determined b y  relat ive age s 
of  grandparental sibling-pairb 

spouse o f  s ame-sex s ibling , appropri
ately gendered , with age-opt ion deter
mined by age of l inking s ib ling relat ive 
to Ego 

spouse of spouse ' s  same-sex s ib ling , 
with age-option determined by relat ive 
ages of the linking sib l ing-pair 

aSingle-letter abbreviations denote primary kin . 

bIn the latter case , actual usage would be patterned after that employed by 
parents of Ego and Alter , in their relationship of ' sibling ' . 
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CategorY-3  terms refer t o  the two init iation c las ses in t he s o c iet y .  

Between members o f  the respective classes , neither des cent nor geneal

ogical relationship is  presumed , and the age-opt ion is determined by 

the relative ritual s eniority o f  the one clas s as again st the o ther.  

At pOints i n  the initiat i on cycle  the  s t atuses and asso ciated terms 

reverse thems e lves , s o  that at one t ime Ego may b el ong t o  s a ho - 3 ,  but 

at the next turn in the cycle he ( and his rit ual group-mates ) b ecome 

ow a - 3 .  

5 . 3 . 6 . D I S C U S S I O N 

S che ffler has recent ly noted that , ' Structural s emant i c s  i s  c onc erned 

with . . .  the logical relat i ons among the s everal s enses  of a w ord as 

it appears in a variety of  specifiable linguistic  and s oc ial c ontexts 

of  us age ' ( Scheffler 1 9 7 2 : 314 ) . In  his view , c onsiderable confus ion 

has arisen in the study o f  kinship semant i c s  by a failure to dis t i ngui sh 

between the distinct ive and non-distin ct ive feature of kin cat egorie s .  

A s emanti c  condit ion o f  signification ob tains when the relat ionship 

b etween Ego and Al t e r  possesses  genealogi cally-b as ed features which are 

criterial to Al t e r ' s  denotat ion by the kinterm ,  and which const itute 

the ne cessary and sufficient features defining the category des ignat ed 

by that term ( cf .  Scheffler and Lounsb ury 197 1 : 4 ) . Thus , to use 

Scheffler ' s  example ( Sc he ffler 1 9 7 2 : 32 0 ) , in English usage Ego ' s  genitor 

is des ignated ' fa ther ' by virtue of having s ired Ego , regardle s s  o f  
whether o r  not Al t e r  behaves a s  a ' fa ther ' s hould . Nevert heless , 
cert ain right s and dut ies are ascrib ed to men in respect of  their off

spring and the expre ssion ' fa ther ' connote s the se  attributes . They are 

contingent features , and neither neces sary nor s uffic ient conditions 

for memb ership in the kin category designated ' fa ther ' .  In general , 
even assuming that all memb ers o f  a c lass share s uch connotative 

attribut e s ,  they remain non-essential features of  t he c las s qua kinclas s .  

It is not uncommon , however , for a kinterm like ' father ' t o  b e  app li ed 

to non-kin and thus t o  des ignat e kin-like cat egories . This may o c cur 

through metaphorical extension ,  whic h  

. . .  c o n s i s t s  i n  s u s p e n d i ng o n e  o r  mo r e  o f  t he d e f i n i n g  
featur e s  ( c r i t er i al  a t t r i b ut e s ) o f  t he p rimary s e n s e  o f  
t h e  word a n d  sub st i t ut i n g  i n  i t s  p l a c e  s ome f eat ure o f  
c on n o t at ive m e a n i n g  whi c h  i s  a s s o c i at ed w i th t h e  primary 
s e n s e  o f  s om e  s imple w i d e n e d  s e n s e  of the wor d .  I n  t h e  
pro c e s s  c onnot a t i ve fe atur e s  b e c ome c r i t e r i al . . . ( Scheffler 
19 7 2 : 319 ) .  

The phras e ' he is a father to me ' may mean t hat Al t e r  possesses  cer
tain j ural and/or behavioural attributes  which qualify him for inc lu

s ion in a category ( ' fa ther ' )  conceptually re lat ed to , but separated 
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from, the category of genitor ( also  ' fa ther ' ) .  With these  conceptual 

dis tinctions in mind , let us cons ider Arapesh s ibling t erms . 

As one survey s the range of Cat egory-l denotata ( see Table 3 ) , i t  

can be seen that whi le they embody a semant ic condit ion of  s igni fica

t ion , the way in which criterial features become attenuated discloses  

the most  l ike ly course of met aphorical extens ion . Thus , with respect 

to those denotata unambiguous ly defined by genealogic al criteria (Nos . 

1- 5 ,  7-9 ) ,  the terms possess  singular and p lural forms which are used 

appropriate ly . Memb ers o f  denotatum 6 ( ' in termediate agnat e ( s ) ' )  are 
re ferred to by the same terms ; however , the criterion for se lect ing 

an age-option ceas e s  to be ' relat ive age s of  linking siblings ' and 

becomes ' re lative seniority of Ego ' s  patrilineal s egment as against 

the patrilineal segment of  Al t er ' . This rule applies whether or not 

genealogical connect ion can b e  traced . 

Now , it might b e  argued that the criterion for age-opt i on s elect ion 
in this cas e  is still  genealogical since the matter of seniority i s  

traced t o  the birth-order o f  the male s ib ling-group from which the 

patri lineal segments are descended . Whi le not denying that for t he 

Arapesh descent-group relations ult imat ely imply genealogical connec

tion,  whether rememb ered or not , I would say that analytical insistence 

on this implicat ion may at t imes ob scure or conceal the cognit i ve 

as pe ct o f  kinterm usage . Ob s ervat ions indicate that , at the range o f  
' in t ermediate agna te ' ,  the saliency of the genealogical feature diminishes 

considerably . Ego i s  rai sed hearing his brothers refer t o  ' that group 

of men our own age living in the next hamlet '  as s a h o - l ,  even though 

t hey may be younger in age than Ego and his brothers . Moreover , Ego 

hears his father re fer to his ( the father ' s )  co-generat ionals in the 

neighb ouring group in the same way . Sibling-term attribution thus 

appears to shift s omewhat from denot ation of A l t er by genealogi cal 

criteria to designat ion of a class of  individuals who ar e collect ively 

re lat ed to Ego ' s  clas s , with denotation o f  a part icular Al t e r  deriva

tive of his membership in the referent clas s .  Significantly , these 

' c las se s '  are s ocial groups , co-res ident males forming a closely-knit 
agnat ic network . And yet t l1e shift is not c omp lete . Amb iguity is 

evident in that the terms are identical to those used with reference 
to close kintypes , the persistence of a singular form al lows individu
alised denotat ion , and in cert ain circumstances  genealogical connec t ion 

may be a salient feature . This suggests that the des ignation ' in ter

mediate agnate ' is on the thre shold o f  metaphoric  usage . 
As noted ab ove , Cat egory-2  terms re fer to complement ary sub c lans 

which are perceived as plural and collectively mas culine . The se  subc lans 
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are exogamous , t hey occasional ly rec ognise sub sidiary t otems , their 

c onst ituent patrilineal segment s are c ommonly domiciled near one another 

in the village ward , and some pairs of them have myths trac ing c ommon 

descent from two brot hers or paternal half-brothers . Although t he 

designata te chnically include female agnates , i t  is rare for a woman 
to be referred to by one of t he s e  terms , the reasons b eing fairly 

obvious . First , pat ri-virilocality entails t hat the s e  female s  di sperse 

upon marriage , after which ( if not before ) their sub clan of origin is 

a mat ter of indifference  t o  an Ego in the opposite sub c lan . Upon 

departure from their natal subc lans , their places are taken by t heir 

brothers ' wives . The se cond reason is  that , whe reas male agnates  o f  a 
subc lan form a corporate unity in mat ters of  land t enur e ,  marriage 

exchange , war-making and ritual , the female agnates are e ffectively 

not a part of  thi s  j ural collect ivity again , their p laces are taken by 

their brothers ' wives . 15  

At  this  point it i s  neces sary to distinguish carefully between two 

aspe c t s  of C at egory- 2 us age : first , the c onvention whereby a sub clan 

designate s  the opposite  sub c lan as ' bro thers ' ,  and , s econd , t he fixed 

age-options at tending this designat ion .  Memb ers of oppos ite subc lans 

do not , by virtue of t heir des cent status aDd despite the s ib ling 

terminology , regard each other as relatives , and there are no restric

t ions against intermarriage . Paradoxically , the temporal remotenes s 

of their as sumed common origin negates  the sense of  kinship b etween 

them , whi le at the same t ime it just ifies a unity which s eparates t hem 

from all other sub clans . Thus the s ibling terms are indicative o f  a 

relati onship modelled on kinship , and perhap s histori cally derived 
from kinship , but one whose functions now c onc ern t he activities men

t i oned in the previous paragraph . 

The heritage o f  c ommon origin ( which may or may not be enshrined in 
legend ) also pres crib e s  which sub clan is  des ignated ' e lder ' and whi ch 
' y ounger ' ,  thus ignoring relative age and generat ional s tatu s  b etwe en 

individual members o f  t he respective groups . There is  a precedent for 

this u sage even within the s emanti c s  o f  Category 1 where , for example , 

t he age-opt ion Ego uses in denoting his FBS i s  determined by the b irt h 

order of  their fathers rather than by the ir own chronological age s .  

This practice  - occurring in t he extended uses o f  Cat egory 1 ,  b ut more 

attenuated in C ategory 2 - re-defines ,  as it were , elder/younger t o  
mean s enior/j unior , thereby ass igning c ontextual saliency t o  the righ t s  

and duties  normatively as sociated with t his relat ionship ( se e  abo ve ) . 
Between close  kinsmen a situat ion dystonic with respe ct t o  relative 

age and seniority contains potential conflic t , for the senior ( but 
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younger ) party is occasionally required to exercise prerogat ives over 

the j unior ( but older) brother, a man who has perhaps dominated him for 

much of his early life . 

A parallel occurrence b etween memb ers o f  opposite sub c lan s is 

te chnical ly incapab le of producing tension of this part icular s ort . 

In the first p lace , sub clans are s lightly removed from one another 

res identially , and thus a dominance relationship between Ego and Al t e r  

would less  l ikely have derived from interact ion during their format ive 

years . Sec ond , even when their history includes  suc h  interaction , 
di sputes  arising between the individuals by virtue of the ir subclan 

membership are immediately taken over by the larger groups as common 

cause . That i s ,  the dispute is defined corporately and can only b e  

litigated corporately .  In cases where the disputants are very senior 

men ,  it  may be difficult to separate the individual from the corporate 

c ontents of  the i s sue ; neverthele s s , it remain s theoret ically impos

s ib le for individuals to dispute as memb ers of  oppos ite sub clans . This 

is  merely another way of saying that Cat egory-l terms have t o  do with 

individuals while Category-2 terms are c oncerned with groups ; hence , a 

dystonic situat ion may o c cur in the former but not in t he latt er.  

This distinct ion , moreove r ,  is refle cted in the exclus ive p lural form 

assoc iated with Cat egory 2 .  

From the foregoing it is c lear t hat a degree o f  metaphorisat ion i s  

pre sent i n  the s emantics  o f  Cat egory 2 .  Whereas put ative genealogical 

c onne ct ion may warrant a s ibling designat ion b etween des cent group s , 

the same c annot be s aid o f  the age-option c omponent . That is , while 

individuals or homologous groups may be related as 'brother8 ' ,  t he 

latter - which contain all ages - cannot b e  c onceived as elder/younger 

except in a metaphorical s ense . This met aphor focus ses  on t he conno

tat ive feature of the relat ionship as it exis t s  in Cat egory 1 ,  vi z . ,  

the presumpt ion of  s enior/j unior status dist inctions between brothers . 

And yet , despite this usage , as well as various sUb-totemic ins ignia 

symbolis ing super-s ubordination,  the right s and privileges of paired 
sub c lans are exac t ly equivalent . 

In conclusion , the age-opt ion component o f  Category-2 terms appears 
met aphorically to identify a relat ionship founded on reciprocity - a 
not i on often cast by the Arapesh as a state  o f  asymmetri cal c omplemen
tarity - and the model for this is present in the structure of s ib ling 
terms . Addit ional ly , this terminology masks t he j ural equival enc e o f  
sub clan s .  Why i s  this neces sary o r  des irab le?  In brief , th e positing 

of  such equality would ( in t he Arapesh view ) undersc ore t he potent ial 
cle avage between paired sub c lans and the viability of a s eparate exis

tence . Under condit ions of  chronic warfare , which prevailed prior to 



5 . 3 . 0 .  KINSHIP TERMINOLOGY IN A LINGUISTIC SETTING: A CASE STUDY 1 1 5  

1950 , reduction of  vil lage s trength was rigorous ly avoided ; accordingly , 

many of  the s o cial- control and ritual c onvent i ons of the s oc iety were 
( and are ) more or less  expli c it ly a imed at restoring harmony during 

t ime s of  internal stre s s  ( Tuzin 1974 ) .  The semantics  o f  Cat egory 2 ,  

which may b e  viewed as part o f  thi s t otal adaptat ional pattern , ex

presses  an int erdependency derived from the connotat ive feature s o f  

re al brotherhood .  As we will now see , a more pronounced vers ion of  

this convent ion has  o c curred in t he appl ication o f  C at egorY- 3 terms to 

the s oc ie ty-wide initiat ion c las ses . 

Category- 3 terms are ent irely met aphori cal in the sens e  that t he 

connot ative feature of  Category-l des ignat ion - that o f  senior/j unior 

st atus - is here made strictly criter ial t o  terminological att ribut io n .  

When asked why t h e  plurals o f  C ategory 1 cannot be used interchangeab ly 

with Category- 3 terms , informant s explain that t he latt er are not 

' really ' brothers , but rather the s oc ial relat i onship between t hem 

re semb le s  the frat ernal tie  in s ome ways : the non-kin , kin- like meta

phor .  The s e  res emb lances centre on the relat ive status es  ( in this cas e , 

ritual status e s ) of  the groups vis-a-vis one another . Unl ike geneal

ogical brotherhood , where Ego is s a h o- l to s ome A l t ers and owa - l  to 

s ome other A l t ers , in this semant i c  domain Ego is a member of a c lass 
of males defined and named in terms o f  the oppos i te ( t erminological ly 

polar ) c las s of  males . Thus , at a given point i n  t ime Ego ( and approx

imat e ly half the men of the s o c iety ) are s a h o - 3 , whi le the o ther half 
of male soc i ety are owa - 3 .  Cons i s t ent with this sociocentric usage i s  
the exc lus ively plural form , spe c i fically - for reas ons we shall dis

c over in a moment - a super-plural form . 

The s ituat ion in Cat egory 3 i s  c omplicated by the fact that the 

status es  and terms reverse thems elves period ically in the init iat ion 

cy cle : if Ego is s a h o- 3  now ,  w ith the next turn in the cycle he and 

his group become owa - 3 ,  and their ritual opposites  become s a h o - 3 . This 

alternat ion aspect  confirms that the crit erial feature of  term attri
but ion i s  senior/j unior ritual ( and j ura l )  s t atus , 16  an element which 

is merely connotat ive in the genealogica lly-b ase d  C ategory-l relat i on

shi p .  That this is s o ,  i s  revealed even more c learly in the c onnec t ion 

b etween thes e s o c iety-wide init iation classes and the unit s  t hrough 

whi ch they operate - the sub clans . 
Category- 3 terms have a general referent , vi z . , the two halve s of  

Arape sh male s o c i et y ,  but this  meaning i s  also  spe c i fiab l e  t o  the polar 
subclans within each patri clan . In other wordS , the social groups 

re ferred to by s a h o - 2/owa - 2 ,  on the one hand , and s a h o - 3/owa - 3 ,  on the 
other,  are c o-extensive ; the difference is that , whereas the latter 

period ically revers e  themselve s with respec�  t o  labelled groups , t he 
former remain constant . 
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Furthermore , within the cont ext of CategorY-3 usage the relationship 

operates at two level s  s imultaneous ly . An owa-3 Ego refers to all men 

of the oppos ite initiation clas s as s a h o-3 , and on ceremonial occasions 

the performing role s are taken by these large groups . However , Ego 

recognises  certain of the men of the oppos ite group ( ideally memb ers 

of the oppos ite s ubclan )  as his particular init iat ion partners , a 

relat i onship both part ies have inherited from their fathers . As s hown 

schemat i cally in Figure 1 ,  the pai red patrilines initiate each other 

into the succ e s s i ve grades  of the men ' s  secret cult , s uch that A initi

at es  B ,  B init iates A ' s  s on ( C ) ,  C initiates B ' s  son (D ) ,  and s o  fort h .  

A 

C 

F I GU RE 1 

I n i t i a t ion Sequence 

s a h o - 3  ow a - 3  

• 
-

-

6 k '  

� 

� '  

, 
, 

, 

� 

B 

D 

Initiation entai ls acquiring from one ' s  partner the paraphernalia 
assoc iated with the named spirit ( s )  of the part i c ular grade , a spirit 
' owne d '  by the c lan to whi c h  b oth partners b el ong . 17 Because there are 

five grades in t he cult , t he owa-3 group , who are con ceived o f  as the 
j unior initiands , are in fact acting as initiators with respect to 

lower grades of  t he cult . Superior ritual status ( des ignated s a ho- 3 )  

i s  ass igned t o  the group currently in posses sion o f  the paraphernalia 
as s ociated with the penult imate grade of t he c ult . Moreover , s urroun

ding each init iation rite , there is a s eries  of lavish feast s .  The 
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food flows in b oth direct ions between partner groups , though t he 

participants  regard i t  as payment t o  the s enior group by the j unior 

group for the latter ' s  init iat ion . 

Recalling the e arlier discuss ion on s ub clans , it can b e  s e en that 
revers ib le ritual s tatuses  are h ere b eing superimposed on cons tant 

genealogi cal (qua  des cent ) s tatus es . At one phase in the initiat ion 

cyc le the as cendant sub c l an is also ritually s enior ( s a ho-3 ) ;  at the 

next phase the s ame group - s ti l l  geneal��iCal lY as cendant - becomes 

ritually j unior ( ow a- 3 ) , and vice vers a .  This furthe r c onfirms t hat 

the terminological extens i ons linking genealogical , des cent , and ritual 

s phere s are s emantic ally distinguished by differences in the nature 

of  the relat ive-age option , this being a feature whi ch in the inner 

range s of the semanti c  fi eld ( Cat egory 1 )  derives from the b irth-order 

of  the living , or of  the e as ily rememb ered dead . At the broader range s 

of  des cent alignment s ( Category 2 ) ,  where genealogi cal connec t ion is  

problemati cal or nonexist ent , the relative-age opt ion i s  preserved , 

alb eit semantically altered to apply t o  the fixed hierarchi cal  ordering 

of allegedly c onnected descent groups . That i s ,  the relative age s o f  

Ego and Al t er i s  made a fict ion c ontingent on presumed b irth-orders 

occurring in mythical t ime , or else  b eyond memory altogethe r .  Finally , 

in the metaphorical extensions o f  Category 3 ,  the fixed relationship 

b e tween sub c l ans be comes app arent rather than real , and the ' absolute ' 
s t atus differential implied by t he terminology b e comes a fict ion also , 
c ontingent on the alternating s equences of  the init iation cycle . 

In sum ,  the kinterm extensions disclose a coherent expans i on of  
significant s o ci al relat ions in the  dimens ion o f  struc tural t ime . The 

inner s emantic  range is  c ons istent with the immediate interpersonal 
relat ions of individuals rai sed in relat ively c lo se proximity ,  relat ions 

where birth-order directly affe c t s  matters of  inheritance , j ural rights 

and ob ligat ions , and the physical dominat ion of e lder over younger 

during the format ive years . Temporal precedence becomes something else  

when viewed as  an  element in  the  intercourse b etween agnat i cally relat ed 

des cent group s .  Attention shift s t o  the collective , corporate nature 

of the int eracting entities . When Ego refers t o  Al t er in the se  terms 

the criterion he uses is the j ural st anding o f  their two groups in 

relat ion t o  one another . This does not imply t hat he mus t refer t o  

A l t er in these terms : h e  may w e l l  refer to him by  h i s  proper name , b y  

a kint erm appropriate t o  their part icular re lat ionship ( e . g .  MB ,WB ) , o r  

even i n  rare c ircumst ances by the t erm appropriate t o  ' si b l ing ' a s  a 

kintype . However,  b y  using the s et s a ho - 2/owa - 2 , Ego is unambiguously 
c ontextuali sing the re ference : Al ter may b e  re ferrable by many other 

terms , but here and now what is  stressed i s  his membership in a social 
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group j urally relevant t o  Ego ' s  own group . Use o f  s ibling-term vari
ants inj ects  a temporal dimens ion int o the re lat ionship which i s  

patt erned aft e r ,  but phenomenally d istinct from , that obt aining between 

' real ' brothers as kinterm denotat a ;  t he ' e Zder/younger ' c omponent of 

s ib ling terms is drawn upon to metaphorise the j ural re lat ions between 

complementary sub c lan s .  

S ib ling terminology i n  the cont ext of  ritual cat egories again imparts 

a se emingly temporal element in the re lat ions , whether as defined by 

chronological pre cedence or fixed des cent-b as ed hierarchie s .  However , 

this t ime there i s  an ironi c twi st : the pres ervation o f  relative-age 

significata  stres ses t he ve ritable timelessness of t he ritual relat ion

s hip . In an at emporal dimens ion appropriate t o  sacred activi t ie s , the 

polar statuses  may b e  reversed - indeed , mus t b e  reversed . The elder 

becomes younger,  t he younger elder ; the s enior become s j unior , the 

j unior s enior .  The asymmetry o f  the moment dis solves into balanced 

equivalence when cast into the t ime les s  perspe ctive of the initiat ion 

cycle as a whole . 

S ignificant ly , h ow ever , this abs tract ion is never realised . The 

alternating states of inequality must logically never end , s i nce  for 

the Arapesh true equality of structurally equivalent parts can only b e  

emergent in the cont inuing state of alternat ing inequality . Short o f  

rede signing t h e  entire init iat i on system ,  the effect of  s ome great 

leader dec laring the initiation groups equal would be to forc e indige

nous theorists  into devis ing other ways of maint aining funct ional 
equivalence between groups . As Forge ( 19 7 2 : 53 3 - 4 ) has ob served , in 

achievement-oriented societies the maintenance of equality b etween men 

and groups is a prodigious task ; indeed , such a state is almost  impos

s ible to contemplate in New Guinea .  However , the I l ahita have achieved 

what appears to be the next-best thing : they have establi shed a s an c
t ioned inequality between specifie d groups which c onvent ionally over
turns itself at regular intervals . 

The prob lem of  maintaining solidarity between s tructurally c oeval 

groups ( or individuals ) is something few New Guinea so cieties have 
overcome - or perhap s would wish to . In the Sepik , however , villages 
are often large and enduring, suggest ing that the ritual s tructures 
des cribed above , reported in varying forms throughout the Sepik bas in , 
have proved an effect ive way of managing divisive tendencies  within the 

polities . In Ilahita at least , the lingui stic metaphors used for the 

ritual c at egories provide a c lue as to what these divis ive tendenc ies 

might b e ,  and how the symbolic relat ionship s effect management of  them . 

In this culture , and reportedly elsewhere in the Sepik (Whit ing 1 9 4 1 : 

55ff . ; Mead 1 9 6 3 : 1 7 4 , 1 7 8 ; Bate son 19 3 6 : 21 3 ; Hogbin 1 9 7 0 : 8 7 ) , frat ernal 
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relations are , for a variety o f  reasons , fraught with rivalry and 

t ension . Numerous case-h istories re count how maj or social c le avages 

began with a falling-out betwe en brothers or more distantly re lat ed 

agnate s .  At the same t ime , countervai ling pres sure s favouring mutual 

he lp and support amongst agnate s  ( war , exchange , marriage , et c . )  have 

produced an awarene s s  that a modicum of frat ernal harmony is highly 

desirab l e .  

I t  is  this fundamental ambivalence - aggre ss ive rivalry c ombined 

wit h  acknowledged mutual dependence and amity - which also informs the 

ritual relations of C at egory 3 and the des cent re lat ions of Category 2 .  

In these metaphorical and quas i-metaphorical domains , however , the 

rivalrous c omponent i s  c losely c ontro lled by the c onventi ons governing 

the s ymbolic  c ontexts in which it is acted out . These  c ontext s being 

sacred celebrat ions o f  the power and cohe renc e of  the total group , in 

which CategorY- 3 relat ions are highlighted , b ut where also the inter

dep endencies  rooted in the other cat egorie s are also i nfus ed with 

religious meaning, the pres cribed agonistic  displays are enlisted to 

s erve the very ends whi c h ,  if allowed to occur freely , t hey would sub 

vert . Moreover , by l inguistically harnes s ing the sibling relat ionship , 

with the load of  p sychocu1tura1 connotations that implies , the metaphor 
appears wel l- suited to resonate the intuitions and expe riences  of mo st 

individuals in the congregat ion. 

5 . 3 . 7 .  F I N A L  R E M A R K S  

It i s , I think , w orth c onS idering why New Guinea anthropologis ts 
and l inguis t s  have generally neither s ought nor found p lace in t he 

inner circles of  modern kinship theory , the c onsequence being that t he s e  

general development s have left New Guinea largely untouche d . 19 T o  b egin 
wit h ,  a high priority in New Guinea linguistic  research has been the 

e stabli shment o f  taxonomic re1atlonships in a c omplex linguistic  field 

which , not so many years ago , was thought t o  have no order at all . 
Pursulng this and other spec ifically linguis t i c  prob lems , t he s e  re

searchers have left the analy s i s  of kinship terminologies to anthro

pologist s  working in t he region . The lack of  direction in the anthro
pological  treatment of these phenomena i s ,  in my view , revealing in 

terms of  the general nature of  New Guinea society and also in terms o f  

the c haracter o f  modern kinship theory .  
To  the  e xtent t hat t he ' so c ial-category schoo l '  of  kinship t heory i s  

relevant t o  New Guinea c ontext s ,  i t  pre supposes an agreement a s  t o  what 

the s i gnificant social groups are : the principles governing recruitment 
and membership , patterns of inter-group relat ions of war , alliance , 
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exchange , and so forth .  Now , a sub s tant ial part of the monographic and 

theoretical lit erature on New Guinea soci ety is concerned with preci s ely 

this point of definition . Having landed the red-herring of  ' Afri can 

Models ' ( Barnes 1962 ) , New Guinea anthropologists  are still  seeking 

s ocial-structural and proces sual paradigms having applicability b eyond 

the immediate ethnographi c  situation . Consequently , systemat ic attempt s  

to analy se  kinship terminologies i n  t h e  terms s e t  forth by , for example , 

prescriptive-alliance theorists must ne cessarily at this time founder 

on t his unresolved and analyt ically prior prob lem . 

The apparent ( and perhaps inherent)  fluidity of New Guinea kinship 

and descent may also have inhibited the adopt i on of formal methods o f  

kinship analysis . A s  the anthropo logist formulates models of kinship 

b ehaviour and terminology , there frequent ly lurks in him the suspicion 

that these generalis ations may not apply even outside the immedi ate 

group with whom he is living . If he stays long enough in one place , 

or vis i t s  other communities in the culture , he may well find that his 

neatly defined components of kin term attribution are manipulated in every 

conceivab le manner . In this situation the formalistically inclined 

anthropologist is l ikely to fee l  himself  in a double b ind . That is t o  

say , t h e  mixture of synchronic and diachroni c complexit ies , with atten

dant formal inc onsi s tencies , makes the exercise technically very 

demanding .  The dividend is , presumab ly , psychologically valid insights 

into indigenous cognitive structures ; but , di sconcert ingly , a suc c e s s ful 

execution of  the formal method may i n  the c ircumstances ac tually ent ail 

prior de lineation of  these  same structure s ,  or at least some fairly 

specific as s umptions ab out them . Unless  t he formal analysis is  to b e  

an end i n  itself - an obj ect ive most anthropologi sts right ly e s chew -

or unles s the goal is the more w orthy one of  producing ab stract ions of 

comparat ive value , the analyst must decide whether the gain is  equal to 

the effort . The paucity of  s uch treatments , implying a negative j udge

ment by mos t  researchers , i s  symptomatic of the narrow s cope of much 

New Guinea theory . This is neither to endorse formal analysis  nor t o  

condemn New Guinea anthropology , b u t  rather to indicate what seems to 

be a felt inappropriateness in comb ining them at this t ime . The dis
t inct impres sion one ge ts reading the lit erature on thi s  area is  t hat , 

for various reas ons , the systemat ic  comparative study o f  New Guinea 
culture s has hardly begun . To be sure , some progress has b een made in 
charact eri s ing t he maj or sub-regions ( e . g .  the Highlands , the Aust ro

nesian-speaking coas tal areas , et c . ) and there have b een a few compara

t ive s tudi es and symposia , but these  amount to a small proport ion of 
the s cientific  output . The continuing priority appears rather t o  be 

the documenting of relatively unacculturated peoples b e fore it i s  t oo 
lat e .  
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The ab s ence of  any dis cernib le trend in t he analy s i s  o f  New Guinea 

kinship terminology , in either linguis t i c  or anthropological  dimens i on ,  

is , i n  my view ,  reflect ive of  t his general s tate of  affairs . Pending , 
however, the further deve lopment of  comparati ve ethnographic theory , 

there are is sues and perspectives emerging at the level o f  general 
theory whi ch provide pos s ib l e  avenues of approach to the New Guinea 

material . In cons idering the s emant ics  of Arapesh sibling terms , i n  

the ir lingui stic  setting ,  the present chapter i s  o ffered as an examp l e  

o f  what one of  t hose  avenues might b e .  
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N O T  E S 

1 .  Buch ler and Selby ( 19 6 8 ) have reviewed the field ; see  also Barne s 

( 19 71 ) . Broadly speaking , it is divided b etween those who treat kin

term taxonomies as derived from , and indicat i ve o f ,  s ignificant s o ci al 

categories and proces ses , and tho se who c ontend that s uch syst ems are 

derived from , and indicative o f ,  genealogi cal s pace and t he formal 

prop ert ies of human c ognition . For clear statements of the former 

view, s e e  Leach ( 19 5 8 )  and Needham ( 19 71 ) ; for the latter , see Lounsbury 

( 196 4 ,  196 5 ) , S ch e ffler and Lounsbury ( 19 7 1 ) , Goodenough ( 19 65 ) , and 

the crit ique s by Burling ( 19 6 4 ) and S chneider ( 19 6 5 ) . 

2 .  The s carcity of  pub lished analyses  may soon b e  rectifi ed b y  a 

colle ction of  es says on kinship in the New Guine a Highlands current ly 

b eing prepared under the editorship of Edwin A .  Cook and Denise O ' Brien 

( n . d . ) . It  should b e  mentioned that other important works ( e . g . 

Meggitt 19 6 5 ; Wagner 196 7 ; Glas se 19 6 8 ; Strathern 1 9 7 2 )  deal with kin

ship terminology i n t e r  a l i a  in the context o f  analys ing descent 

principle s .  

3 .  Research was c onducted during 21 months o f  fieldwork in the period 

1969- 7 2 , while the author was a Res earch S cholar in the Department o f  

Anthropology , Australian National Univers ity .  Grate ful acknowledgement 

is made to t hat inst itution for providing financial support and academic 

auspi ces , and also to the Wenner-Gren Foundat ion for Anthropological 

Res earch , whose supp lementary grant- in-aid enabled the author t o  return 
to New Guinea for an important cult ceremony . 

The author i s  also indebted t o  Roy G .  D ' Andrade and Mel ford E .  Spiro 

for helpful dis cus sions during the preparation o f  this chapter , and 

especially t o  David K .  Jordan and Harold W .  S cheffler for their pene
trating crit icisms of  an earlier draft . Naturally , it  should not b e  

assumed that these s cho lars are i n  agreement with a l l  points o f  t he 

analysis . 

1 2 2  



5 . 3 . 0 .  KINSHIP TERMINOLOGY IN A LINGUISTIC SETTING : A CASE STUDY 1 2 3  

4 .  The vi l lages o f  t his region are among the larges t  i n  a l l  o f  New 

Guine a .  I lahit a ,  the fieldwork b as e  and the village aft er wh ich the 

dialect takes its name , numb ers over 1 5 0 0  - the second large st village 

in the province . 

5 .  These developments have als o  yielded sharp divergences from other 

Arapesh-sp eaking cultures , among them the Mount ain Arapesh ( Me ad 1 9 3 8 ,  

1 9 4 0 , 1 9 4 7 ; Fortune 1 9 4 2 ) . The Arapesh fami ly of  languages ,  it  s hould 

be added ,  b elongs to t he Torricelli Phylum , whose s pe akers occupy a 

100-mi le b e lt o f  s outhern s l opes and foothills along t he Torricelli  

Range ( Lay cock 1 9 73 ) . 

6 .  Mead ( 19 4 7 : 1 8 5 ) report s  a s imilar situation among the ' Plains 

Arapes h '  who , although speaking the Mountain Arapesh language , appear 

from Me ad ' s  acc ounts to b e  culturally more s imilar to the I lahita  

Arapesh .  Such restricted usage does not  appear t o  be c ommon in the  

Sepik region . 

7 .  Pidgin kinterms may also b e  used in s uch situations . Naturally , 

Al t e r  regi s ters the hyperb ole and/or irregular usages , from whi ch ensues 

an unspoken regress of the ' You know/I know you know . . .  ' variet y .  

Suffice i t  to say that t h e  c ommunic at ive event i s  rather more c omplex 

than it appears . 

8 .  Indeed the cumbersome des cript ivenes s  of  cros s-cousin terms may 

partly exp lain why Ego oc casionally lapses into referring t o  the s e  

persons with s ib ling terms . It i s  quite likely that such irregularity 

is  cognit ively s i gnificant . 

9 .  To those who w ould argue t hat this is  evidence contra-indi cat ing 

s ib l ingnes s  as a primary c omponent of what I am calling ' s ib ling t erms ' ,  

I can only say t hat an explication o f  why t his is  so would l ead the 

chapter too far astray . C f .  my adopti on of t he extensionist perspective 
in the Introduction ( se e  5 . 3 . 1 . ) .  

1 0 .  I ob served no instances  of  genealogical manipulat ion u sed as a 

politi cal s trategy ; neither is genealogical wisdom p e r  s e  a potent 

political weapon as it is  in s ome New Guinea societies ( vi de Epst e in 

1 9 6 9 : 19 1- 2 ) . 

11 . The only other o c casion for des cript ive reference is with regard 

to cert ain sec ondary affines ( s ee Tab l e  1 ) .  

�-------�----------------------------------
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12 . Note that in their singular forms , the feminine s ib ling t erms 
appear to b e  unmarked , as against the mas culine forms which pos s e s s  an 

additional medial sy llab l e . The signifi cance o f  this - i f  any - has 

not yet been analysed . 

1 3 .  Feminine forms are droppe d  out i n  t he second and t hi rd categories , 

for reasons I shall discuss in the next section.  

14 . Whi le it i s  true that the terms of  Category 3 appear t o  precede 

( logically and/or his t orically ) those  of Category 2 ,  by virtue of  being 

unmarked in re lat ion to them, the des ignata of thes e categories  are 

essentially two aspects of the same re ferent . 

15 . The degree t o  whi ch a woman takes up j ural membership in h er 

husband ' s  agnat i c  group varies greatly ac cording t o  individual t emper

ament and phys ical proximity to her own agnat ic group . 

16 . I n  I lahita society ritual and j ural seniority are c lo sely c onj oi ned 

as mutually reinforcing bases for soc ial c ontrol . See Tuzin ( 19 7 4 ) .  

1 7 .  Shown in the figure as individuals ,  t he actual partnerships 

c ommonly ob tain b e tween male s ib ling group s , or between larger patri

l ineal segment s w ith the s ubclans . In mos t  cases the c lan i s  large 

enough to support s everal such partnerships , with the paraphernalia  

replicated for each . 

1 8 .  In c ontrast to a p oint made earlier regarding the carry-ove r o f  

C ategory- l connotat ions to C ategory 2 ,  the c onj unction between Category 

2 and Category 3 cons ists of  alternating s tat es  o f  syntony and dys tony . 
One functionally important result i s  that t he senior s ub c l an is , by  

virtue of  its  p eriodic ritual infer iority , in no  danger o f  estab l i shing 

general and permanent superiority over the j unior s ub clan . 

19 . I am aware that s ome New Guinea s cholars ( e . g .  Ward Goodenough 

and John Barnes ) are important c ontributors to kinship t heory . On t he 

whole , however , they have drawn very little on the New Guinea material 
in t hi s  aspect of their s cholarship . 
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