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NATIONAL TOPONYMY DATASET –
WHAT DO WE ALL EXPECT



Gazetteer vs. true spatial

?

Dzidai



Perfect toponymy dataset

Contains all placenames

Provides referenced geometry at appropriate scale

Has temporal information

Digital

Easy to acces and use

Rich in attributes



Challenging reconstruction



A sad story without maps...



8 data provider sins

inaccessible too expensive

unspecified duplicated incomplete poor-quality

obsolete not interoperable



Still sinful GV_DRLT

GV_DRLT
156 664

Reference-
base 

cadastre
91 973

Cadastre of
protected areas

2092

Toponymy database
of the Institute of

Lithuanian Language
24 516

Register of
cultural heritage

15 138

Road IS
2285

Relief forms
519

Etnographic and
historical
regions

420

Settlements 
dissolved 

1940–1990
1750

OFFICIAL OTHER FORMAL

PROPOSED BY USERS
150

Public
transport stops

14 525

AR historical
settlements

2831

EBM
615



Stray data (still external to GV_DRLT)

Historical toponymy dataset
for Kaliningrad (RF) region

4000+ Baltic toponyms,
German and Slavic
versions



Superdata: scientific, still incomplete



GV_DRLT – more than a dataset

Dataset and services developed from 2014, annually, in-house

Uncertainty in 2022 (other provider?)

Back in 2024 – just a plain dataset (??)



GV_DRLT at geoportal.lt (so far?) 

Geoportal.lt:

30 000 registered users (>1% of Lithuanian population)

55 data providers, 377 datasets

~4 Mio annual use of services

SDI spatial data services

Discovery (standardised metadata)

View (web map)

Download (select/transform if needed)

+Integrated environment: https://www.geoportal.lt/vietovardziai 



Value: placename search service

Search in GV_DRLT

Based on Elasticsearch

Web map API:

 OpenLayers

 Leaflet

 ESRI JS

Free and open

Single such service in Lithuania



Value: user participation

COMMENTS

SUGGESTIONS



Why not want more?

Interoperability costs

Transparency is annoying:

 Data quality issues become visible

User-generated content is annoying

Control needed



Value:
sp

arks
o

f
im

agin
atio

n



Fito-toponyms



Zoo-toponyms



Toponymy relief



Toponymy relief – details



So what?

Collect

historical, alternative, emerging, curious toponyms

Maintain

national all-purpose harmonized toponymy dataset

Share

FAIR data and services

Integrate

instead of mere duplication

Use

creatively in all fields

Findable

Accessible

Interoperable

Reusable



For the bright future

Ensure viability

Rational organisational structure and coherent legal basis

Consolidated services

Vision – truly federated dataset, a  full scale national IS 

Quality management

Complete, systematic, assessed toponyms

Include

User-generated contents – data and comments

Be interested



The end
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