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Abstract. The issue of including encyclopedic information in the ideographic dictionary of social
vocabulary is considered in the article. The relevance of the study is due to the active functioning of
the vocabulary of the institutional sphere in the modern information environment. It is noted that
modern explanatory dictionaries do not provide sufficient information about the nominations of
realities from the political and social spheres. Thus, lexicographical sources do not include or
fragmentarily include language units that fix the original (single) historical or cultural realities. It is
argued that the absence of such nominations violates the systemic nature of the representation of
lexical sets that represent fragments of social reality. It is noted that the ideographic description of
social vocabulary in the dictionary by means of the method of ideographic reconstruction of
nominative sets allows one to represent those language units (lexemes, phraseological units, non-
idiomatic compound expressions) that call facts of reality important for a person, society or state.
Such facts include, among other things, proper names, the fixation of which in the dictionary is
interesting from the point of view of the linguistic-creative nomination of historical phenomena,
events, personalities and is necessary for the full description of social vocabulary. It is noted that
language units that call historical and cultural facts can be extracted from different idioms (literary
language, dialects, jargon, urban vernacular), as well as from historical and modern dictionaries. It is
concluded that the description of social vocabulary, differentiated from the point of view of
stylistics and time of use, will create a more objective picture of the institutional interaction of
people in different periods of history.

1 Introduction

The ideographic description of the social vocabulary in
the dictionary allows one, with the help of the method of
ideographic reconstruction of nominative sets, to present
those linguistic units that call the facts of reality
important for a person, a group of people or a society as
a whole. By social vocabulary we mean the aggregate of
linguistic  units: lexemes, phraseological units,
compound non-idiomatic expressions, and also paremias
(since they are sufficiently stable facts of speech) - in the
meanings of which social semes are identified, that is,
the semantic components that objectify the belonging of
the nominated object, its properties or actions to the
sphere of institutional communication (‘state’, ‘power’,
‘society’, ‘job position’, etc.) or social non-institutional
interaction. Extraction and systematization according to
the ideographic principle of lexemes, phraseological
units, non-idiomatic compound expressions and
paremias from sources that represent the vocabulary of
different linguistic idioms (Russian folk dialects,
jargons, literary language) allow us to find out how
certain phenomena, events, attitudes, values, etc. are
understood by different members of the society. At the
same time, for complex research and description of
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lexical sets with social semantics it is important to
understand how these or other facts of reality are
represented not only at the present stage of language
development, but throughout the history of its existence.
Consequently, the identification of linguistic units,
differentiated from the point of view of style and time of
use, makes it possible to create an objective description
of the social vocabulary of the Russian language in an
ideographic manner.

In modern semantics studies, different groups of
lexical units are described, reflecting ideas about social
groups, human characteristics, institutional relationships,
etc. in different types of idioms and discourses, for
example, in the works of L. V. Balashova [1], M. L.
Kusova [2], T. V. Leontyeva [3], A. Musolfa [4], A. M.
Plotnikova [5], A. V. Shchetinina [6], etc., but there is as
yet no comprehensive description of social vocabulary.
Therefore, the research team (the author of this article is
one of its members), working on the grant “Russian
society in the mirror of lexical semantics”, develops a
methodology for identifying and describing nominations,
the values of which contain social semes. One of the
methodological issues arising in the process of research
is related to the definition of the circle of linguistic facts
that can be included in the lexicographical description of
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social vocabulary. In particular, the researchers of social
vocabulary are facing the problem of identifying and
describing language units (lexemes, phraseological units,
non-idiomatic compound  expressions) that are
designations of historical facts (events, phenomena,
personalities, documents, etc. that actually took place)
and are usually presented in encyclopedic sources.

As you know, traditionally defining dictionary
(including explanatory and ideographic ones) rarely
include proper names, which act as symbolic signs in the
domestic, foreign or world culture, since the respective
persons had wide popularity and influence in a certain
historical period. Anthroponyms and toponyms are
usually fixed by special linguistic dictionaries (see e.g.
[7], [8], [9], etc.), historical facts encyclopedic (e.g.,
[10]) or branch (e.g., [11]) dictionaries. However, in our
opinion, the exclusion of the vocabulary of the
institutional relations of linguistic units fixing original
(isolated) historical or cultural realities from the complex
description violates the systemic nature of lexical sets
representation that express fragments of social reality.

2 Reflection of historical facts in the
ideographic dictionary

In the process of drawing up the ideology of social
vocabulary representing relations in the institutional
sphere, a number of nominative sets, represented by both
nominal and proper names, are revealed, which are
interesting from the point of view of the linguistic-
creative nomination of historical facts. So, for example,
phraseological ~ expressions and  non-idiomatic
combinations with social semantics, formed by
secondary nomination (medunsiti 6ynm [Copper Kevolt],
opandicedas pesoaoyus [Orange Revolution], Kposgasoe
sockpecenve [Bloody Sunday], 3oromas Opoa [Golden
Horde], etc.) are of interest from the point of view of the
semantic motivation of their meanings, revealing the
mechanism of formation of these word combinations. At
the same time, these linguistic units report information
on historical events, personalities, geographical realities,
etc., that is, they represent encyclopedic information.
Lexems that denote historical facts can motivate the
formation of other linguistic units with social semes in
meanings. For example: the word opda [horde] is a
polysemant [12: 662]: the first meaning, it is ‘hist. the
name of the major Turkic and Mongolian feudal states in
the Middle Ages, as well as the base, the whereabouts of
their rulers’, the second —‘neglect. enemy troops;
regiment’, the third, ‘colloq. crowded, disorderly and
noisy crowd, a gathering of someone’. All three lexemes
have social components in the meanings (1: ‘feudal’,
‘state’, ‘base’, ‘ruler’, 2: ‘troops’, ‘regiment’, ‘enemy’,
3: ‘crowd’) and are included in nominative sets,
representing different ideograms accordingly: “historical
state”, “enemy troops”, “crowd, gathering”. At the same
time, the first meaning of the word, opda [horde] is
a terminological historicism; it fixes encyclopaedic
information and causes the appearance of other
designations of historical states including the horde
component. Thus, the “Dictionary of the Russian

language of the 11th-17th centuries” in the dictionary
article devoted to the word horde fixes, firstly, the
general significance (‘the name of the major Turkic and
Mongolian feudal states and unions of nomadic tribes,
primarily the Golden Horde state (XIII-XV centuries)’
[13: 64]). Secondly, in the same dictionary article, the
names of different states with a component of the opoa
[horde] are specified: Boavwaa (Beruxas) Opoa [Great
Horde], 3oromaa Opoa [Golden Horde], Kasaxckas
(Kazaykas, Kazauvs) Opoa [Kazak (Cossack) Horde],
Hacaiickas Opoa [Nagay Horde]. Each of them is
supplied with a dictionary definition, including
encyclopedic information (dates, area) and illustrative
material, for example:

Bonvwasa (Benukasa) Opoa ‘tatapckoe QeomaipHOE
rocymapctBo (XV-XVI BB.) B HH30BBIX Bory,
BO3HUKIIEE B Tpolecce pacmaia 30J0TOOPABIHCKOTO
rocyaapctBa’: Bcenuwacs 6 boawoin Opde naeau u
Mmaneumol uz-3a HAuxa npuweowe. XVI 6. Kpvimbckuii
yapo Munv-T'upBii noburv Axmama yaps borvuus
Opovi. XVI-XVII BB. ~ 1560 r. [Great Horde ‘tatar
feudal state (XV-XVI centuries) in the lower reaches of
the Volga, which arose in the process of the collapse of
the Golden Horde state’: A/l in the Great Horde nagay
and the mangitas came from behind Yaik. XVI century
the Crimean Khanate Ming-Giray defeated Akhmat king
of the Great Horde. XVI-XVII centuries. ~ 1560] [13:
64].

The identification of linguistic facts (including their
own names), which call the realities of the present or the
historical past, and their inclusion in an ideographic
description, allow us to create a more complete picture
of reality. And vice versa, their mechanical exclusion
from the ideographic description creates certain semantic
lacunae and violates the logic of the systematization of
social vocabulary. Here is the illustration of this
statement. The lexico-semantic set “Institutional
relations” includes a number of subsets, among which a
group that unites three ideograms that are in a
relationship of semantic dependence (in the logic of
sequential inclusion) is singled out:

NOUN “state”
NOUN “a state with a certain form of
government”
NOUN “a historical state with a definite form
of government”

The ideogram ‘“‘state” unites lexical representatives
on the basis of the commonality of the semes (‘state’,
‘country’, ‘system of governance’), which are in the
assertive zone. Differential semes (‘monarchical’,
‘feudal’, ‘capitalist’ ‘defeated’, ‘dependent’, ‘led by the
sultan’, etc.) are in the pericentric zone of meaning and
allow us to identify types of states. In this case,
differential semes located on the far periphery (for
example, revealed in the illustrative material) in the
meanings of a number of words determine the allocation
of one more ideogram “historical state”. The name can
be considered conditional, since the seme ‘historical’ is
potential, it does not enter into the meanings of words
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that call specific states, but imply the reality of their
existence in the past or present.

Let us illustrate the relationship between the above
ideogram and their lexical representatives. Thus, the
lexeme of the empire (‘the monarchic state, headed by
the emperor’ [12: 662]) represents the ideogram “a state
with a definite form of government” and at the same
time the generic seme ‘empire’ is revealed in the
meanings of words and phrases denoting “a historical
state with a definite form of government”: Poccuiickas
umnepus [the Russian Empire], Poccutickas kopona [the
Russian Crown], peux [the Reich], Iloonebecnasn [the
Celestial Empire], etc. (note that these language units are
not represented in the dictionary [12], their meaning is
extracted from encyclopedic dictionaries or contexts).

For example:
PEMX. JlioGas u3 UMIEPUN HEMLEB WIH
I'epmanun: «CesimienHas Pumckas umnepus»;
Bropoii  peilX, BO3MIABIAEMBIH  INPYCCKOM
muHactrer ['orenmomtepos (1871-1918); Tperuit
peiix B Hanuctckoi ['epmanuu (1933-1945) [14:

1114].
» «HeoOxoauMocTh Jaxke U B HOpMaJbHBIC
BpEMEHA, — 3asdBHJ pEHXCKaHIUlep, —

JIBaALATh pa3 B TEUeHHE YeThIpex JIeT
MOCBUIATh HAPOA K YpHaM, TO B peiixe, TO B
OTJENBHBIX 3eMJISIX, — MPHUBOAUT K IOJTHOMY
MaJCHNI0  aBTOPHUTETa  3aKOHOJATENILHBIX
cobpanuii B rnazax Hapoma» (H. Ycrpsuos.
I'epmanckuii HanmoHANI-conuamm3M, 1933).

» Bo BceM rabcOyprckoM peiixe OH OIVH
cMen OpocHTh B JIMIIO HMMIIEPATOpy CJIOBO
npaBasl  (E. [lapHoB.  Anekcanppuiickas
remma, 1990).

[REICH. Any of the empires of the Germans or
Germany: “Holy Roman Empire”; The Second
Reich, led by the Prussian dynasty of the
Hohenzollers (1871-1918); The Third Reich in
Nazi Germany (1933-1945) [14: 1114].

» “The necessity even in normal times, the
Reich Chancellor declared, sending the people
twenty times within four years to the ballot
boxes, either in the Reich, or in separate
lands, leads to a complete drop in the
authority of the legislative assemblies in the
eyes of the people” (N. Ustryalov. German
National Socialism, 1933).

» In the whole of the Habsburg Reich, he
alone dared to throw the word of truth in the
face of the emperor (E. Parnov, Alexandrian
Gemma, 1990)] [15]~

The generic sema ‘empire’ is supplemented by
differential semes ‘Germans’, ‘Sacred Roman’, ‘Prussian
dynasty’, ‘Hohenzollers’, ‘Nazi Germany’, which are
markers of a separate epoch, which causes the inclusion
of the Reich lexeme in a special group of linguistic units
with the meaning “historical state”.

2 A dictionary entry from the developing dictionary of
social vocabulary.

Representatives of the ideogram “a historical state
with a certain form of government” are both lexemes and
phraseological expressions from different linguistic
idioms:

(1) literary language:

» words and phrases of a terminological nature: peix
[Reich],  mempononus [metropolis],  domunuon
[dominion]; Ilepewiii perix [First Reich], Bmopoi petix
[Second Reich], Tpemuii peiix [Third Reich]; borvwan
(Benuxas) Opoa [Great Horde], 3oromaa opoa [Golden
Horde], Haeaiickas opoa [Nagay Horde]; Poccuiickas
umunepus [The Russian], and others;

* phraseological expressions predominantly from
publicistic and artistic speech: mymannoiii Anvb6uon
‘IpeBHee omucaTelbHOE HauMMEHOBaHWEe bpuraHun’
[foggy Albion ‘the ancient descriptive name of Britain’]
[16: 21-22]); eecénas Awenus ‘yctap. o0 AHTIHH,
BenukoOputannn® [merry England ‘obsolete, about
England, Great Britain’] [16: 24-25]); e1adsiuuya mopeii
‘myOJ. TOpK. mepudpacTudeckoe Ha3zBaHHe bpurtaHnm’
[the mistress of the seas ‘public. formal, the periphrastic
name of Britain’] [16: 101]), dobpas cmapas Anenus <06
Amnrmun, BenukoOpuranuu’ [good old England ‘about
England, Britain’] [16: 25]).

It is interesting that phraseological units that call
England are represented in phraseological dictionaries,
for example, A. K. Birikh “Russian phraseology.
Historical and etymological dictionary” (2005) [16], and
the periphrastic names of other states in lexicographic
sources were not found. It is quite obvious that they are
actively used in artistic and public speech. For example,
we have identified stable expressions (each in more than
one hundred contexts recorded both in the National
Corpus of the Russian language and elsewhere):

* cmpana ¢hapaonog [the country of the pharaohs
(Egypt)]: Cumyayus ¢ cmpane ¢hapaonoe namosas:
yauuHbiMU  Oosamu  oxeauena  Anexcamopus, — 20e
npomugobopcmeayiouue bombsam opye opyea
xoxkmetiiamu Monomosa (U. FOpuenko. Erumer B orue...
// Komcomonbcekast ipasna, 2013.07.06) [The situation in
the country of the pharaohs is in a bind: Alexandria is
enveloped by street battles, where the warring parties
bombard each other with Molotov cocktails
(I. Yurchenko. Egypt is on fire... / Komsomolskaya
Pravda, 2013.07.06)] [15];

* cmpana eocxodswezo cornya [the country of the

rising sun (Japan)]: 'V Anonuu  yoce ecmo
npomugopakemuvie — Komniekcol  SM-3,  komopvie
ycmanoenenvl  Ha  Kkopabnax ~ BMC  Cmpans

80CX0051E20 COIHUA, U HazeMHble KoMneKkcul Patriot
PAC-3 (. IBanoB. MockBa wmu [IxeHesH? //
Apryments! u ¢axtbl, 20.12.2017) [Japan already has
anti-missile systems SM-3, which are installed on the
ships of the Naval forces of the Land of the Rising Sun,
and ground-based systems Patriot PAC-3 (G. Ivanov.
Moscow or Pyongyang? // Arguments and facts,
20.12.2017)] [17];

* cmpana mioaenanog [the country of the tulips
(Holland)]: Esponetickuii opoep nHa apecm Hzmaunosa
ovi1  paszocran  npoxkypamypou — Hudepranooe  no
eBPONeLiCKUM CIOIUYAM euje HeCKOIbKO Mecayes momy
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Ha3a0 nocie mMo20, KAk CMAiu  GbINIblGAMb  Hd
nogepxnocms Oemanu dmozo nompscuwieco Cmpany
mabnanoe npecmynjieHus (B. IIpokodbes.
Cuenapuctel w3 Yeunu // Tpyn-7, 2005.06.16) [The
European warrant for Izmailov’s arrest was sent out by
the Dutch prosecutor’s office in European capitals a few
months ago after the details of this crime which shocked
the country of the Tulips began to surface
(V. Prokofiev, Scenarists from Chechnya // Trud-7,
2005.06.16)] [15];

» Iloonebecnan [the Celestial Empire (China)]: [0
done 6 muposot mopeogie Iloonebecnas onepeouna
Cmpany socxooswezo cornya, komopas 6 60-80-x 2ooax
COBEPUIUNA IKOHOMUYECKOE YYOO, 3ANOJOHUG 6€Ch MUD
ceouMU ABMOMAUUHAMU u menesuzopamu
(B. OBunaHMKOB. Pasmbinmenus crpanauka, 2012) [By
the share in world trade, the Celestial Empire
outstripped the Land of the Rising Sun, which in the
1960s and 1980s made an economic miracle, flooding
the whole world with its cars and TVs (V. Ovchinnikov,
Wanderer's Reflections, 2012)] [15], and others.

(2) nonliterary language:

* jargon, fixed in dictionaries, and also unrecorded,
since they have appeared in the last decades, deserve, in
our opinion, inclusion in social ideography, because,
firstly, they reflect, as a rule, the emotional attitude of
different social groups to the state, and secondly, they
have a high frequency of usage. Thus, in the dictionaries
of slang the words that call the Soviet Union are
recorded: cosoenus [sovdepia], cosden [sovdep], cogox
[sovok]; in Internet communication, modern Russia is
called maswBatoT pawka [rashka), pawa [rasha)], nawa
Pawa [nash Rasha]; America — Ilendocus [Pendosia]
(even there is a site Pindosiya.com, positioning itself as
an Internet platform “for productive communication ...
for young people and people with an active life
position”, “establishing business of Russians from
America and Russia”, etc.) [18]; Modern Ukraine —
Hesaneoicnas [Nezalezhnaya], Yxponusa [Ukropia], etc.

Thus, the inclusion in the ideographic description of
the vocabulary of institutional relations between the
names of existing or existed states, including those ,
complete picture of the fragment of reality connected
with the attitude of people to the state.

3 Conclusion

The presentation of social vocabulary on a logical-
conceptual basis by means of systematization of
nominative sets through the development of ideograms
makes it possible to carry out a linguistic reconstruction
of a person's knowledge of the world around him. The
circle of linguistic facts reflecting institutional relations
includes not only the nominations of common concepts
(6ymm  [revolt], pesontoyuss [revolution], wumnepus
[empire], pykosoocmso [leadership]), but also linguistic
units that denote historically and culturally significant
original phenomena, events, persons (coasinoiti GyHm
[Salt Revolt], pesoaroyus pos [Rose Revolution],
Iloonebecnasn [Celestial Empire], Bawunemonckuii
ooxkom [Washington Regional Committee], [opbu

[Gorby]). As the study has shown, there is no system in
lexicography of proper names and units of intermediate
status: they are either not represented in dictionaries at
all, or are presented in fragmentary form. At the same
time, in our opinion, the systematic representation in the
ideology of social vocabulary of phraseological units,
non-idiomatic compound expressions, lexemes calling
original facts of history, will allow us to more
objectively present the institutional sphere of life in
retrospective and modern coverage. In addition, it is
possible to say that this ethno-cultural information can
be used in the practice of studying the Russian language
as a non-native, as well as comparative study of
languages (see about this [19]).

The study is supported by the Russian Science Foundation
(project No. 16-18-02075 “Russian Society in the Mirror of
Lexical Semantics”).

Abbreviations

hist. — historical
collog. — colloquial
neglect. — neglective
publ. — public

form. — formal
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