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Abstract. At the turn of the 2021 centuries there appeared a trend of appeal to the
anthropocentric paradigm for scientific knowledge in the toponymic studies.

In the previous period, the toponymic studies relied upon the properties of toponyms as
language units at the semantic, structural, and grammatical levels. At the same time, the
ethnocultural aspect of the geographic names manifesting the ethnocultural stereotypes
for exploring the world, and, wider, for the worldview of both contemplating man and
acting man remained outside the scope of linguistic studies.

Rooted in the integrative approach to analysis of linguistic phenomena, the
anthropocentrism principles determined a qualitatively new stage of research based on
activating the cognitive structures of mental knowledge.

Thus, the presented review shows that toponyms are an important source of ethnocultural
information that can be extracted through cognitive modelling and linguistic and cultural
interpretation within the framework of the anthropocentric paradigm.

In the future, the applied methods of toponymic research can be extrapolated to other
sources of linguistic and cultural information.
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“Kpacnoapckuii 20cy0apcmeeHHblil nedazo2uyeckull YHUGepCumen

um. B.Il. Acmagvesa

Poccutickas ®edepayus, Kpacnospck
SAnmaiickuil 20cy0apcmeennblil YHUGepCumen
Poccutickas ®edepayus, bapnayn

Annoranus. Ha pyoexxe XX—XXI BekoB B 001aCTH TOMOHUMHYECKUX MCCIICOBAHHMA
OTMEUAETCs IePEX0/T K aHTPOIIOIIEHTPUUYECKON IMapaurMe HayqHOTO 3HAHUSI.
[IpenmrecTBytommii meproa B M3y4YSHUH TOMTOHUMHUUECKUX CHCTEM OCHOBBIBAJICS
Ha MCCJIEIOBAHUN CUCTEMHBIX MPU3HAKOB TOMOHUMOB KaK S3BIKOBBIX €IUHMUIL
Ha CEMaHTHUYECKOM, CTPYKTYPHOM, TPAMMaTHIECKOM YpOBHsIX. [Ipu 3TOM BHE TIOJISI 3peHHS
SI3BIKOBEIOB OCTABAJICS STHOKYJBTYPHBIN ACIIEKT TeorpaduuecKiux Ha3BaHUM, OTPaXKAIOIINX
STHOKYJIBTYPHBIE CTEPEOTHITHI OCBOSHHSI IPOCTPAHCTBA, IIIMPE — KAPTHUHBI MUPA YEITOBEKa
HE TOJBKO CO3EPIIAIOIIETO, HO U JCHCTBYIOIIETO.

[TpuHIUTIEI aHTPOTIOIIEHTPH3MA, OCHOBAHHBIC HA WHTETPATUBHOM TOJIXO/E K aHATU3Y
SI3BIKOBBIX SIBJICHHH, 00YCIIOBHIIM Ka4eCTBEHHO HOBBIH 3Tall B HCCIICAOBAHUSIX, OCHOBAHHBIX
Ha aKTUBU3AIMH KOTHUTUBHBIX CTPYKTYP MEHTAILHOTO 3HAHMSI.

Takum 00pa3om, IpeICTaBICHHBIC B 0030pe UCCIICIOBAHMS CBUJICTEIICTBYIOT O TOM, UTO
TOHOHUMHUS SBIISIET COOOW BaXKHBIA HCTOYHHK STHOKYJIBTYPHOH HH(POPMAIIUH, KOTOPAs MOXKET
OBITh U3BJICUCHA ITyTeM KOTHUTHBHOTO MOJICITUPOBAHUS U JIMHIBOKYJIBTYPOJIOTHYECKON
WHTEPIPETAINN B PAMKaX aHTPOIOICHTPUYECKOU MMapaJIUTMbI.

B nepcriekTiBe IpUMEHsIEMbIE METOBI TOIOHUMHYECKUX HCCIICIOBAHUN MOTYT OBITh
SKCTPAIIOIMPOBAHBI HA IPYTHE UCTOYHUKH JIMHTBOKYJIBTYPHOM HH(BOpMAIIHN.

KuroueBble ci10Ba: TOMOHUM, aHTPONOIEHTPUUECKAS MAPaUrMa, STHOIUHTBOKYJIBTY PHBIH
ACTICKT, MPOCTPAHCTBO, KOHIIEIIT, MCHTAJIbHBI CTEPEOTUII, MEHTAJIbHBIA 00pas,
TOINOHUMHUYECKHE ACCOLMALINN, KAPTUHA MUPA, TOOHUMHUYECKAs JINYHOCTb, STHOKYJIETYPHBIE

KOHTAaKThI.

Hayunas cnenuansaocTs: 10.00.00 — punonornueckue HayKu.

Introduction

In the modern linguistics of the last de-
cades of the 20" — early 21* century, a trend
of turning to the anthropocentric paradigm
for the knowledge of the world based on the
“man — language — worldview” triad began to
appear.

This yielded an inevitable application of
the cognitive methods for the studies of lan-
guage units, linguocultural interpretation of
meaning, the ethnocultural status of a word as
a language unit within the scope of toponyms.

Focusing on regional toponyms was
typical for the previous period of toponym-

ic studies, which created both qualitative
and quantitative grounds for the paradigm
switch.

In the 1960-80s, the system-centric
approach was applied in the studies of top-
onyms of different regions of the country
(R.A. Ageeva, V.D. Bondaletov, I.A. Vo-
rob’eva, V.A. Zhuchkevich, A.l. Lebe-
deva, A.K. Matveev, O.T. Molchanova,
V.A. Nikonov, Z.P. Nikulina, N.V. Podol-
skaia, S.A. Polkovnikova, E.N. Poliako-
va, E.M. Pospelov, A.l. Popov, G.la. Simi-
na, G.P. Smolitskaia, A.V. Superanskaya,
N.K. Frolov and others).
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The linguistic studies of the Siberian
toponyms in the first half of the 20" centu-
ry are mostly associated with the names of
V.B. Shostakovich, N.Ia. Marr. and, most of
all, A.P. Dul’zon, who developed a method for
the analysis of substrate toponyms of Siberia,
proved the presence of such tiers of aborigi-
ne toponyms as Chulym-Turkic, Ket, and In-
do-European, and also described the range of
the Paleo-Asiatic toponyms and their stratigra-
phy. His students and successors came up with
the systematic description of both substrate and
Russian toponyms of West Siberia (I.A. Vo-
rob’eva, N.L. Frolov, M.F. Rozen, E.G. Bekker,
K.F. Gritsenko, O.T. Molchanova and others).

In the second half of the 20" century, the
new information of the Russian Altai and Sibe-
rian toponyms that had never previously been
an object of a special toponymic analysis was
made known. As a rule, in that period the sys-
tem-centric approach covered the entirety of
the toponyms of the region that were grouped
into multiple tiers by types of the geographic
items, by the semantic types of the topograph-
ic bases and by structural models. The results
made up a quantitatively general picture of
structural and semantic types of Russian top-
onyms and their nomination principles. The re-
gional differences were studied quantitively, by
the structural and semantic types found within
a given territory.

This was a period when a great lexico-
graphic work was being done. The Siberian
toponyms were recorded in a number of dic-
tionaries, including “Geographic names of the
Tyumen North” by A.K. Matveev (Matveeyv,
1997); “Geographic names of the Yenisey Si-
beria” by M.N. Mel’kheev (Mel’kheev, 1986);
“Toponymic dictionary of the Khakass-Mi-
nusinsk Territory” by V.a. Butanaev (Bu-
tanaev, 1995); “Geographic terms of West
Siberia” by M.F. Rozen and A.M. Malolet-
ko (Rozen, Maloletko, 1986); “Why are they
named so?” by Iu.R. Kislovskii (Kislovskii,
1999); “Toponym and microtoponym dictio-
nary of the Krasnoyarsk Territory” (edited by
S.P. Vasil’eva) (Vasil’eva et al., 2000); in the
dissertation studies “Toponyms of the Kha-
kass-Minusinsk Hollow” by M.A. Zhevlov
(Zhevlov, 1984); “Oronyms of Khakassia” by

R.D. Sunchugashev (Sunchugashev, 1999);
“Russian oronyms of Altai in the nomination
aspect” by TV. Chernyshova (Chernyshova,
1988); “Russian Toponyms of the south of
the Krasnoyarsk Territory” by V.N. Mal’tseva
(Mal’tseva, 1995), “Evolution and variation of
Russian oikonyms of the Sverdlovsk Oblast”
by L.P. Matei (Matei, 1991), “Toponyms and
geographic nomenclature of the Amur Region”
by T.N. Chernoraeva (Chernoraeva, 2002). The
listed works present a significant stage in the
regional toponymic studies and in the search
for the new aspects of studies, that made an im-
portant contribution to the common knowledge
of the regional worldview.

The studies of the toponyms of the regions
beyond the Urals appear unique because, due to
the historical specificity, the Siberian and Al-
tai toponymic corpus development is a natural
laboratory of the toponymic system formation
which had always remained understudied. In
her works dedicated to the onomastic prob-
lems, I.A. Vorob’eva justified the need to ap-
proach the Altai toponyms as a continuously
developing territorial toponymic system (Dmi-
trieva, 2002).

The studies of the Ural, Siberian, and
Far Eastern toponyms made within the same
concept, revealed a certain scope of problems
and attempted to get beyond that. In particu-
lar, the paper titled “Russian hydronyms and
oikonyms of the Obva River in the Western
Urals” by OV. Gordeeva (Gordeeva, 1998)
presents the specificity of hydronyms func-
tioning, describes the variability and reasons
for their emergence: the influence of the local
subdialects, adoption of foreign words, as well
as typically toponymic trends (influence of the
toponymic models, replacement of -a with -o in
the oikonyms with the -06-/-es-/-un suffixes),
notes the effect made by the scope of function-
ing (documents, maps, live speech), and desig-
nates folkloric texts as an additional scope of
toponyms functioning with a conclusion that
in toponymic legends, toponyms play the key
plot-forming role.

In the dissertation study titled “Oronyms
of Khakassia” by R.D. Sunchugashev where the
ethnolinguistic trend is presented (Sunchuga-
shev, 1999), the author attempts to identify a
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direct or indirect connection of the orographic
names with the practical activity of man. He an-
alyzes the interesting facts of oronym nomina-
tion that display the specific Khakassian vision
of the world, for example, the name of Morsy-
gas mountain (Anzhul village, Tashtypsky Dis-
trict) is interpreted as the Badger (according to
the locals, in autumn when birch trees turn yel-
low and the coniferous trees remain green, the
mountain appears “striped”); the other exam-
ple is the microtoponym of Sagay Kholl (Sagay
Ravine) that originates from the name of one
Khakassian tribal group. The ritual-associated
vocabulary also found its place in the Khakas-
sian oronyms: for example, Yzykh Tag (yzykh
“sacred, venerable”) (Sunchugashev, 1999: 21).
The author defines ethnolinguistic information
as that associated with the ethnogenetic strati-
fication, leaving the language- and culture-spe-
cific, cultural-historical stratigraphy outside.

Specific linguistic and culture problems
are set in the monograph “Onomastics of the
Baikal Region” written by L.V. Shulunova
during her research work on the doctor thesis
“Buryat Onomastics” (Shulunova, 1995); it fo-
cuses on the proper names used by the Bury-
ats living in the ethnic Buryatia territory, i.e.,
the Republic of Buryatia, Irkutsk and Chita
Oblasts. The paper appears valuable for eth-
nolinguistics for the selection of the object for
the research and the way it explores the ethnic
properties of onyms at the semantic, structural,
and linguocultural levels. As a result of study-
ing the regional onomastics at the linguocultur-
al level, the author concludes that the onomas-
tic concepts from different epochs, territories,
and languages are universal.

The research of “Morphemics and seman-
tics of the Russian toponyms of the Tyumen Ob
Region” was a significant input to the tradition-
al description of the regional toponymic sys-
tems not only due to the abundance of the Rus-
sian regional toponymic material presented but
also thanks to the way of presentation, firstly,
within the lexical-semantic group that accumu-
lates a variety of the generic toponymic con-
cepts; secondly, because of the semantic type
representing the generic and specific toponym-
ic concepts; thirdly, because of toposememes
(or, in the broader sense, of the semantic-top-

onymic model) that “express the material sta-
tus of a concept or a word as a unit of meaning
that corresponds to a unit of sound (expres-
sion)” (Frolov, 1996: 42-43). The monograph
by N.K. Frolov summarized the system-centric
studies of the regional toponyms of that period
and completed the transition to a new research
paradigm.

There is no doubt that by the end of the 20t
century, the structural, semantic, and function-
al properties of toponyms had been described
in a quite successful way, but the researchers
still admit that the spiritual and creative inten-
tions of the nominators expressed in the top-
onyms and formed in the process of cognition
of the reality were left behind.

To continue the toponymic studies in the
21 century, the students and successors of
I.A. Vorob’eva, A.K. Matveev, N.K. Frolov,
L.V. Shulunova are elaborating the idea of de-
scribing the toponymic system at a new lin-
guistic and methodological level.

Theoretical framework

At the modern level, the onomastic re-
search problems are determined by the mul-
tiple aspects of the form and content of the
onyms. The onomastic studies of the 20™-21¢
centuries focus more on the cultural-historical
aspect of the proper names (G.P. Smolitskaia,
M.V. Gorbanevskii) interpreted also as coun-
try-specific (E.M. Vereshchagin, V.G. Kosto-
marov, V.D. Bondaletov), linguoculturologi-
cal (V.P. Neroznak, M.V. Gorbanevskii et al.),
ethnolinguistic (N.I. Tolstoi, V.N. Toporov,
A.S. Gerd, N.K. Frolov, E.L. Berezovich et
al.), cognitive (M.E. Rut, M.V. Golomidova,
L.M. Dmitrieva etc.). The interest in the eth-
nocultural meaning of the language units is
determined by the deficit of the explaining ca-
pacity of the system-centric paradigm that does
not take the role of man, his/her cognitive and
mental intention to develop the linguistic worl-
dview into account.

The anthropological linguistics assumes
the development of a unified theory of man and
language based on the following principles:
1) cognition of man would not be complete or
even possible without studying the language;
2) the nature of language can be comprehended
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and explained only based on the comprehen-
sion of man and his worldview. The linguis-
tic worldview is studied within the scope of
ideas expressed by W. von Humboldt, L. We-
isgerber, E. Sapir, B. Whorf, A. Zholkovsky,
LLA. Melchuk, Tu.D. Apresian, N.D. Arutiun-
ova, G.V. Kolshansky, N.I. Tolstoi, S.M. Tol-
staia, V.Vs. Ivanov, V.N. Toporov, T.V. Tsiv’ian,
TV. Bulygina, A.D. Shmelev. Anthropological
linguistics belongs to the fundamental branch-
es of linguistics that express the specificity of
man and human being, their relations with the
world and the underlying conditions of their
existence in the world.

Discussion

Summarizing the toponymic studies of the
Trans-Ural Territory, it is impossible to ignore
one of the most significant onomastic schools,
which is the Ural School of Onomastics found-
ed in 1961 by the Professor, Corresponding
Member of the Russian Academy of Scienc-
es A.K. Matveev. Currently, the school is de-
veloping under the supervision of Professor
M.E. Rut. The school members are research-
ing the interregional lexical and onomastic
relations between the Russian North, Russian
Northwest, Upper Volga Territory, the Urals
and West Siberia (USO).

The Ural School of Onomastics is still
making a huge impact on the toponymic stud-
ies of Altai and Siberia. It is impossible to over-
estimate the importance of the first studies of
the Russian North and Ural toponyms in the
anthropocentric paradigm carried out by the
representatives of this school: M.E. Rut with her
“Figurative nomination in Russian language”
(Rut, 1992), E.L. Berezovich — “Toponyms of
the Russian North: ethnolinguistic studies”
(Berezovich, 1998), M.V. Golomidova — “Ar-
tificial nomination in Russian onomastics”
(Golomidova, 1998), that traditionally manifest
the main principles of the school: “A linguistic
study shall be based on the reconstruction of the
history and culture of the ethnos” (Berezovich
et al., 2006; Skuridina, 2015). The successors
of A.K. Matveev study toponyms as a product
of human consciousness, its experience and
space-cognising activity. They attempt to clas-
sify the toponyms in the way that “in addition to

classifying the toponyms traditionally by their
type and function, introduces a new aspect,
the functioning of the name in the human con-
sciousness, as it is the consciousness that car-
ries the system-forming function” (Dmitrieva,
2002: 7).

The figurative nomination problems deter-
mined on the basis of Russian toponyms became
the research object for M.E. Rut who, while for-
mulating the research objectives, wrote: “Every
new nominative unit is a piece of information
that introduces the nominator. A figurative
name is abundant in such knowledge. A figura-
tive nomination system is a mirror of the proper
and sensual ideas of a subject about the world. If
the nomination subject is an ethnos, the system-
atization of the nomination images will reveal
the basic properties of the ethnic worldview.
Reconstruction of the ideas of the surrounding
reality and the place the man occupies in it, of
the ideas manifested in the figurative names,
became another objective of the research” (Rut,
1992: 4).

The main achievement of E.L. Berezovich
was the “justification of the ethnolinguistic top-
onymic study principles and the technology of
explicating ethnocultural information out of the
toponymic material” (Berezovich, 1999: 5).

Under the new paradigms, the methods
and objectives of toponymic studies underwent
a certain change. For example, in her paper en-
titled “Russian toponyms in the ethnolinguistic
aspect”, E.L. Berezovich wrote that defining the
originality of toponyms means finding a linguis-
tic source of information of the spiritual culture
of the nation; the main methods of her studies
were semantic reconstruction and conceptu-
al analysis. In the research, “for the first time,
there were studied the real geographic and unre-
al sacral space concepts represented in the top-
onymicon; the versions of the information about
the space explicated based on the toponyms and
folklore were compared” (Berezovich, 1999: 7).

The paper by E.L. Berezovich was such a
major milestone for further studies that it was
republished in 2009. In the introduction to the
2" edition, the author remarked that during the
transition to the new paradigm, the understand-
ing of ethnolinguistics as a science became am-
biguous, divided into the “broad” and “narrow”
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ways of interpretation that, nevertheless, were
different from the previous one: “in any case,
any ethnolinguistic study is a multi-aspect re-
search. It may be focused either on describing
this or that fragment of the traditional world-
view based on the data of different substantial
codes of the culture, or the identification of the
specificity of manifesting the spiritual culture in
the language (against other substantial codes)”
(Berezovich, 2009: 8).

“Artificial nomination in Russian onomas-
tics” by M.V. Golomidova (Golomidova, 1998)
elaborates on the specific processes that occur
inside the nominator’s consciousness, the re-
sults of which are the most vivid in the onymic
nomination. The author intended to solve the
following problems: “determine the action-in-
formation structures involved in the proper
names’ development; specify the notion of ‘ar-
tificial nomination’ and describe the dichotomy
of ‘natural vs artificial nomination’; identify the
Russian onomastic space zones that are the pri-
ority for the artificial nomination, as well as the
varieties of names that are made up along with
that” (Golomidova, 1998: 9). The author stud-
ies the name creation process based on the main
types of names, anthroponyms and toponyms,
outlining the models, strategies, and tactics of
artificial nomination, identifying the extralin-
guistic (historical, social, cultural), cognitive
and linguistic conditions for the emergence of
particular onymic units.

The works of the representatives of the
Ural School of Onomastics laid the founda-
tion for the development of anthropocentrism
principles in topoonomastics. In the early 21%
century, regional toponymic systems of Altai
and Siberia were carried out by L.M. Dmitrie-
va (2003) — Altai, 1.S. Karabulatova (2002),
N.V. Labunets (2007) — West Siberia, S.P. Va-
sil’eva (2006), T.I. Fedotova (2012) — East Si-
beria.

The methodological framework of the re-
search “Ontological and mental being of a top-
onymic system (based on Russian toponyms
of Altai)” by L.M. Dmitrieva (Dmitrieva,
2002), was the comprehensive linguistic ap-
proach including the elements of the cognitive
and culturological analysis of the linguistic
phenomena.

The toponymic microsystem is interpreted
by the author as the integrity of age, gender and
professional subensembles.

Following E.L. Berezovich, L.M. Dmitrie-
va presents the centre of the toponymic world-
view as a spatial concept regarded from three
points: 1) three-dimensional physical space
as a whole; 2) mental space as the integrity of
mental representations corresponding to differ-
ent scopes of human knowledge; 3) linguistic
space as a special type of space that encom-
passes some linguistic categories and the en-
tire system of language, e.g. parts of speech,
synonymic and antonymic chains. The concept
of space, an essential concept for the linguis-
tic consciousness of a toponymic personality,
is understood as a “mental formation, a focus
of spatial reflections, a cognitive structure, in-
cluding operative consciousness units of differ-
ent substrates” (Dmitrieva, 2002: 88).

The structure of space is presented in the
research as a set of three models (types): of the
route-related, radial, and being-related qua-
si-space.

The ways space differentiation may be
presented are studied through the toponymic
contexts. The linguistic-cognitive way of form-
ing the mental stereotypes of space reflection
implies analyzing the utterances of the dia-
lect-speakers about the objects characterized
by a regional, social, and cultural specificity.

“The first river is the Bela, as it comes
from Belki, and the name was given for the wa-
ter, and the water is clear and pure (model B,
nuclear level). There is another river, the Krok-
holikha, as there are lots of ducks we call kro-
khal. The Kopalukha flows into the Bela (mod-
el A, type 2). Kopalukha is an old word for a
woodgrouse; there used to be lots of them there
(model C, type 2, 3)” (Dmitrieva, 2002: 100).

The study by L.M. Dmitrieva vividly
demonstrates the role of the nominating sub-
ject in the space image development. The au-
thor concludes that “In the cognition process,
the toponymic worldview replaces and pres-
ents the ontological form of existence of the
landscape reality in the human consciousness”
(Dmitrieva, 2002: 120).

This way, the mental being of the common
regional toponymic system appears as an open,
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dynamic, continual network of interacting mi-
crosystems formed in the consciousness of a
toponymic personality based on the cognitive
and pragmatic context and the intercrossing pe-
ripheral zones (Dmitrieva, 2002: 231).

The further idea of studying the toponym-
ic system based on the “toponymic personali-
ty” concept was brilliantly put into practice in
the dissertation of E.V. Makarova “Regional
toponymic personality (based on the Russian
toponyms of Altai)” (Makarova, 2004) super-
vised by L.M. Dmitrieva.

E.V. Makarova developed a concept for the
description of a “regional toponymic personal-
ity” as a basic linguocultural category. For the
research, the author selected a discourse-based
construction method. This piece of work is re-
markable for encompassing the texts, spatial
descriptions presenting the functioning of top-
onyms in the language and culture of the re-
gion, along with the corpus of verbal and asso-
ciative reactions to the toponymic stimuli.

The author defines the regional toponym-
ic personality as a component of the linguis-
tic personality. The research evaluates an
algorithm for the linguoculturological study
of toponyms “in the aspect of functioning in
the consciousness and speech of the language
speakers” (Makarova, 2004).

The scholarly importance of the research
by E.V. Makarova is the transformation of the
discreet toponymic material in the model of
the cognitive and mental structures of the lan-
guage consciousness, manifesting the creative
cognitive activity of the language speaker and
culture carrier.

The regional toponymic personality is
presented by the author in two capacities: the
acting man and the contemplating man. The
first presents the toponymic personality that
produces the actual toponymic model with the
semantic dominant of “relation of the object to
man” (Kuzmin wood), “practical property of
the object” (Krivoi garden), “spatial location
of the object” (Verkhniaia Arbaita), “temporal
status of the object” (Novaia and Staraia vil-
lage). The contemplating man manifests him-
self in the aspect of “contemplation, reflection,
high moral and ontological mindsets” (Ma-
karova, 2004: 16).

The relevance of the research carried out
by E.V. Makarova is in the development of the
linguistic personality theory and the successful
application of the principles for modelling the
toponymic personality as its component.

The study entitled “Russian toponyms in
the ethnopsycholinguistic aspect” (Karabu-
latova, 2002b) is based on the description of
toponymic associations. The toponymic sys-
tem is studied by the author from the point of
view of the “ethno-linguocultural contacts”
registered in the Russian toponyms in the
polyethnic regions of West Siberia. The work
provides a theoretic description and analy-
sis of the verbal associations recorded in the
dictionary of toponymic associations of the
Tyumen Oblast. The researcher focuses on the
phenomenon of interpretation and psycholog-
ical perception of the foreign names by Rus-
sian language speakers.

To fulfil this objective, the author per-
formed a psycholinguistic experiment and an-
alysed the associations to the non-Russian top-
onym stimuli. The experiment involved both
Russian speakers and Russian-Khanty, Rus-
sian-Tatar bilinguals.

The main concept of the toponymic asso-
ciations’ dictionary by I.S. Karabulatova is the
idea that the psycholinguistic models of speech
make it possible to comprehend the “mech-
anisms of verbal and cogitative activity and
language itself” (Karabulatova, 2002a: 17).
The author believes that the main value of the
associative method of studying toponyms is its
capacity for identifying various connections of
the toponym with other words of the vocabu-
lary.

The outcomes and specificity of interac-
tion between the ethnoses of the West Siberia
were the main objects of the integrative de-
scription of the folk geographic terminology
by N.V. Labunets — “Russian geographic termi-
nology in the language contact situation” (La-
bunets, 2007). The research appears especially
relevant for raising the problem of “insiders”
and “outsiders” in the linguistic space of the re-
gion. Focusing on the identification of the local
specificity of the Tyumen geographic terminol-
ogy used in the linguistic contact situation, the
author develops integrative methods of dialect
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studies including “ideographic commenting,
historical and dialectological insights, etymo-
logical analysis, sociolinguistic aspects of ap-
proaching the studies of the language ‘border-
zone’” (Labunets, 2007: 47).

As aresult of the integrative description of
the folk geographic terminology, a series of lin-
guistic contact models functioning throughout
the contact history were identified. In a certain
period of historical development, the scope of
foreign word adoption for Russian monolin-
guals could expand or contract depending on
the process of integrating the adopted units into
the linguistic system. The complex interaction
between Russians and the indigenous people in
different periods had different outcomes; ac-
cording to the historical documents, Russians
had some passive knowledge of the language
spoken by the neighbouring ethnos. For the bi-
lingual indigenous people, the contact resulted
not only in the secondary language spoken by
the bilinguals but also in the changes in the pri-
mary language affected by the secondary (La-
bunets, 2007: 21).

The author remarks that the Russian
old-settlers remained monolingual almost
throughout entire West Siberian history, while
the indigenous people contacting them were
mostly bilingual. Generally, the “Linguistic
borderzone of Tyumen can be described as
an antinomy, a bipolar space of opposing di-
vergent-convergent tendencies. At the present
moment, both Russian and Turkic gene pool
develop as relatively isolated and endemic sys-
tems not exposed to a serious influence of the
contiguous co-functioning languages on their
‘core’ systems regardless of the active process
of convergence” (Labunets, 2007: 46).

The research proceedings were published
in the “Tyumen Oblast folk geographic termi-
nology dictionary” (Labunets, 2003).

In her dissertation entitled “Russian top-
onyms of the Yenisey Siberia: the worldview”
(Vasil’eva, 2006), S.P. Vasil’eva strives to un-
veil the mental reception stereotypes and the
reception and comprehension of the realities
encompassed in the Yenisey Siberia toponyms
through the reconstruction of the worldview
based on structuring the mental images of
Man, Space, and River.

Turning to the toponymic analysis, the
author relies upon the ontological core of the
toponym as a verbal sign that is determined
by the nomination of the actual objects of
reality based on apperception. The gnoseo-
logical (cognitive) aspect of the toponym is
determined by the high level of its informative-
ness (sign + its denotation and meaning). The
epistemological concept of the toponym (from
the consciousness point of view) lies in the re-
lationship between the subject matter and the
image of the object (idea); at the same time, the
image of the subject matter encompassed by
the toponym is refined with the idea that under-
lies the geographic term, an integral element of
the toponymic object idea (and sometimes, its
component). The image of the human commu-
nity (ethnos) expressed through the language
(toponyms) makes up an objectified image of
the subject matter (Vasil’eva, 2006: 42).

Turning to a mental image as a unit of the
world knowledge representation is a result of a
search for an adequate shape for the transition
from the semantic level to the mental one. Pre-
sented by the author, a mental image is a way of
representing knowledge, a voluminous interim
structure between language and consciousness
based on an ontological essence of the toponym
as a linguistic sign that exists to denote the ob-
jects of reality, their gnoseological (toponym is
a sign + denotation and meaning) and episte-
mological (expressing the relations between the
subject matter and the perception of it) proper-
ties (Vasil’eva, 2006: 59).

To model the mental ideas of the Yenisey
Siberians, the author used the following anal-
ysis algorithm: toponym — semantic field —
ideographic field — mental image — world
outlook. Modelling the toponymic world out-
look through structuring the mental images,
the author considers the linguistic (toponymic)
and conceptual (mental) world models’ junction
points, taking the social nature of the toponym
as a sign into consideration, respecting its con-
nection with the 1) cultural and historical back-
ground knowledge, 2) irrational, sensual-em-
pirical knowledge (Vasil’eva, 2006: 53).

As a result of the analysis, the specific
factors that determined the manifestation of
the regional character of the Yenisey Siberia
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toponymic worldview were outlined, with the
major one being the space-forming role of the
river (the Yenisey) and the nature-transform-
ing, economic and industrial activity of man.

Along with the systematic description,
the cognitive approach is employed in the re-
search “Russian toponymic system of the East
Transbaikal Territory” by T.V. Fedotova (2012).
The author comes up with a set of approaches
to describing a toponymic system: “1) cultur-
al-historical approach that enables tracing the
development stages of Russian toponyms in the
period of the Transbaikal exploration; 2) cog-
nitive-semantic approach that demonstrates the
outcomes of the sensual, empirical and mental
experience of man manifested in the toponyms;
3) structural and word-building approach used
for modelling the derivation types and process-
es that took place in the Russian toponymicon
development; 4) method of reconstructing the
initial motives and nomination sources of Rus-
sian toponyms” (Fedotova, 2012). The scope
of material studied by T.V. Fedotova includes
both originally Russian and “substrate and
adopted toponyms from the point of view of
adoption through inter-linguistic contacts”.
The researcher focuses on the representation in
the toponymic units of the cognitive, mental,
and economic experience of the Russian mi-
grants acquired in the inter-linguistic contacts
with the local population. The principles list-
ed above enable the author to present the top-
onymic system of the East Transbaikal territo-
ry as a specific system that reflects the factors
of various levels: geographic, chronological
and linguistic.

Conclusion

Therefore, the anthropocentric paradigm
employed in the mentioned studies determined
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