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B crarbe onmuceIBaeTCs peryIsiTHBHOE OOpalleHue pedsama, XapakTepHoe IJisl PEYeBOr0 3TUKETA Mep-
BOH MOJIOBHWHBI IPOIUIOro Beka. Ha marepuane xypHaiaoB st aeteit «Ex» u «Umx» (1928—1941) nmokassl-
BaeTCs, YTO PEUEBOM ITHKET, OOCITY)KHBAIOIIMI pPeueBOe B3aMMOACHCTBUE meTel, hopMHpyeTcs Ha OCHOBE
OIIIO3UINH «pedsATa — ACTH». YKa3aHHAs OIIO3MUIMS OTPAXKACT COIUATBHO-UCTOPUICCKHIE TIPEACTABICHUS O
NETSIX, paCIIUpPSIOIIAE ICHOTaTUBHOE 3HAUYCHUE CIIOBA pebsima, a TaKKe MPENCTABICHNS O BKIIFOYCHHOCTH /
HEBKITIOYEHHOCTH peOeHKa B OOIIECTBO IO PSAAY COIHAIBHBIX mapameTrpoB. Onmo3unus «pedsta — JAeTh»
TOXKJACCTBCHHA OIIIO3MIIAAM «TOBAPHUII] — TOCIIOUHY, «TOBAPUIIl — IPasKJaHIHY», 00HAPYKUBAIOIIMMCS B OC-
HOBE «B3POCJIOr0» PEYCBOTO ATHKETA M OTPAXKAIOIIMM 3HAYUMbIC M3MEHCHHS B COBETCKOM OOIIECTBE, B
YaCTHOCTH, CTPEMIICHHE CAeNaTh peOeHKA IMOIHOPABHBIM WIEHOM 3TOTO OOIIECTBA.
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The article considers the regulative form of address rebjata as a characteristic feature of the first half
of the 20th century speech etiquette. Based on the material of the Jozh and Chizh magazines for children
(1928-1941), it is shown that the speech etiquette used in children's communication was formed on the basis
of the opposition “rebjata — deti”. This opposition reflects some social and historical concepts, which extend
the denotative meaning of the word rebjata and also the understanding of inclusion/non-inclusion of a child
into the Soviet society according to some social parameters. The opposition “rebjata — deti” is identical to
the oppositions “tovarishch — gospodin”, “tovarishch — grazhdanin”, found in the adults’ speech etiquette
and reflecting some social changes within the new society, including an intention to make a child a
competent member of the society.
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