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The article examines the motives and principles of nomination of godonyms of 8
urban agglomerates of South-West England. To analyze the corpus of godonyms, a lexical-
semantic classification and a scheme for identifying cultural and linguistic motivations
recorded in the godonymic system of English cities were used. It was found that the
semantic principle of nomination is more widespread. Among the semantic orienting
godonyms, external ones prevail, in the corpus of semantic characterizing names - phyto-
faunistic ones. The semiotic principle of nomination is less widespread than the semantic
one. The dominant semiotic names are memorative. Among them, nomination by the
surnames of landowners and homeowners prevails. Depending on the motivational
characteristics and the degree of quantitative representation, godonyms are divided into:
togodonims, anthropogodonims, characterizing godonyms, phytogodonims, nominations
related to human practical activities, landscape godonyms, zoogodonyms and godonyms
conditioned by noble titles.
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B crathe paccmaTpuBaroTCS MOTHUBBI M MPUHIMIIBI HOMUHAIIMU T'OJIOHUMOB 8 rOpo-
ckux arsiomeparoB Oro-3amaanoit Aurmuu. J[ns aHanmu3a Kopryca roZOHUMOB OBIIH HC-
MI0JIb30BAHBI JIEKCUKO-CEMaHTHUECKasl KJIAaCCHU(UKALKMi U CXeMa BBIBIEHUS KYJIbTYpHO-
S3BIKOBBIX MOTHBOB, 3a()MKCUPOBAHHBIX B TOJIOHUIMUYECKOI CUCTEME aHTIIMHCKUX TOPOJIOB.
bbuto ycTraHOBIIEHO, YTO CEMaHTUYECKUN MPUHLMIT HOMUHAILMU SIBIsSIETCS Oosee pacrpo-
cTpaHeHHbIM. Cpeli CeMaHTUYECKU OPUEHTHPYIOIUX F'OJJOHUMOB MPE00IIaatoT BHEIIHHUE,
B KOpITyCE CEMaHTUYECKU XapaKTepU3YIOUIMX Ha3BaHUM - gurodayHuctudyeckue. Cemuo-
TUYECKUM NPUHLNAI HOMUHALIUA MEHEE PaCIpOCTPAHEH, YEM CEMaHTUYECKUU. [JoMuHUpY-
IOIUMU CEMUOTHYECKUMH MMEHAMHU SIBJISIOTCS MeMopartuBHble. Cpean HUX mpeoOnagaeT
HOMUHAIMS 110 (aMUITHSIM 3eMJICBIIAJICNbIEB U IOMOBIIAJIENbIEB. B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT MOTH-
BALIMOHHBIX XapaKTEPUCTUK M CTENEHU KOJIMYECTBEHHOW IPEICTaBIEHHOCTH T'OJOHUMBI
JeNSATCS. Ha: TOTOJOHMMBI, aHTPOMOTOJOHUMBI, XapaKTePHU3YIOIIHe TOJOHUMBI, (PUTOTO10-
HUMBI, HOMUHAIIUH, CBA3aHHbIE C MPAKTUUYECKOMN AESITeNTbHOCTHIO YeIOBeKa, JaHAmadTHbIE
TOZIOHUMBI, 300T0JIOHUMBI U TOJIOHUMBI, 00YCIIOBJICHHBIE JBOPSHCKHUMHU THUTYJIaMHU.
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Kntouegwvle cnoea: tononuM; ypoanonum; ronounm; FOro-3anagHas AHIHS; TpUH-
[IATIBl HOMUHAIIUU BHYTPUTOPOICKUX JIMHEHHBIX 00BEKTOB.

Due to global urbanization, the expansion of the territory of cities, the
development of their political, economic and cultural ties, the expansion of the
social composition of the population, certain principles of nomination of
urbanonyms are formed [1, 2]. The listed non-linguistic extralinguistic factors
are common in the development of cities in general and the urban
urbanonymicon, in particular [5]. And this does not depend on the region,
country, national composition of residents, language. The principle of
nomination becomes a universal means for implementing the connection of a
phrase with an intra-city object.

In our work we examined the inner-city linear objects of 8 English cities
in the South-West of England (1788 units). The study was conducted to
identify the motives for choosing nominations for the godonymicon of this
region, the general and culturally specific characteristics of these motives [4].
Comparative and contrastive analysis made it possible to trace the dependence
of individual nominations on social, national-cultural and historical factors.
The study of this problem is an important link in determining the interaction of
language and culture in the modern humanitarian field [3]. English toponymy,
the development of which began at the beginning of the 20th century, is
characterized by stages of historical and complex development, as well as a
period of deepening and clarification of regional specifics [6]. The end of the
primary accumulation of material, its study and systematization, as well as
deepening into the semantics of elements and functionality take place. The
principles of naming godonyms characterize not only the linguistic, but also
the cultural landscape of the city. Godonyms are an integral part of the city's
image; they form a system that creates a picture of its cultural and linguistic
space. The following historical sequence of names is typical for English cities:
descriptive names — appurtenant names — commemorative names — surnames
of streets. At present, the godonyms of English cities represent an extensive
network of language units that form their cultural and linguistic portraits. The
study of this system allows us to identify the value priorities of the nation, as
well as trace the dynamics of their development. The city itself and its
godonymic system represent a visualization of the cultural code of the
population.

An analysis of modern names of intracity objects allows us to establish
universal principles of the functioning of the urbanonym system, as well as to
identify the ethnocultural specificity of this category of proper names,
conditioned by the cultural and historical differences of the respective
countries. Over the past few years, the volume of urbanonymic material has
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significantly increased, new thematic series have been formed, and the
concentration of nominal material has increased in general. National
uniqueness in urbanonymy is manifested in the activation of certain features
when naming intra-city objects, the use of specific geographical terms, the
range of lexical resources involved in the nomination, and national
grammatical and word-formation forms of names.

In the analysis of structural types of English godonymy, we identified
single-word, double-word and multi-word names of intracity objects. Single-
word names are an exception and make up 2.1% of the total number of
godonyms. Double-word names (82.5%) include a geographical term, proper
names (55.1%), common nouns (36.9%), adjectives (7.7%), numerals (0.3%
of the total). Double-word names with a proper name are represented by
groups with geographical names (28.5%) and personal names (26.6%), which
are approximately equal in quantitative ratio. Among the personal double-
word names, we identified 5 nominative groups: cultural and scientific figures
(44.5%), statesmen (26.6%), landowners and homeowners (15.2%), monarchs
and members of their families (7.6%), religious figures (6.1%). Among the
two-word godonyms with common nouns are presented the names of phyto-
faunistic orientation (36.5%), names connected with historical events (28.5%),
names caused by geographical objects (22.7%) and names connected with
professions of city residents (12.3%). Multi-word godonyms (15.4%) include
a geographical term and various phrases, the dominant of which are nouns
with nouns (47.6%) and nouns with adjectives (49.5%). Each English city has
its own characteristics, reflected in its urban portrait. To analyze the
urbanonymic portraits of the south-western region, the lexical-semantic
classification was applied. In the corpus of godonyms of the cities under
consideration, 1230 units are assigned to the semantic group, which is 69.5%
of the total number, to the semantic group - 541 or 30.5%. Semantic
godonyms are orienting and characterizing names. Among the orienting ones,
internal (31.9%) and dominant external (68.1%) godonyms are distinguished.
The subgroup of semantic characterizing godonyms includes motivational
vectors: historical (20.0%), physical-geographical (21.0%), phyto- and faunal
(34.5%), characterizing by the properties of streets (24.5%). The semiotic
principle of nomination (30.5%) is less widespread than the semantic one.
Semiotic godonyms are represented by demonstrative (6.1%) and dominant
memorial (93.9%) groups. Among the latter, nomination by the surnames of
landowners and homeowners prevails (35.0%). A qualitative and quantitative
analysis of urbanonyms of the South-West of England was conducted using a
nominative classification scheme that identifies cultural and linguistic
motivations recorded in the godonymic system. The most numerous of the
analyzed units are togodonims (37.3%) and anthropogodonims (25.9%),
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followed by characterizing godonyms (13.1%), phytogodonyms (10.5%),
godonyms associated with practical human activity (5.7%), landscape
godonyms (3.7%) and the smallest groups of zoogodonyms (2.8%) and
godonyms formed from the names of royal and noble titles (1.0%). A
guantitative analysis shows the patterns of street naming in English cities and
the characteristic features of their godonymic system. The revealed principles
of naming intracity linear objects characterize the linguistic and cultural
landscape of cities.
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