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Abstract: 

The difference between endonyms in the sense of place names used by the local community and exonyms in the sense of 
places names not used by the local community but differing in writing from the endonym is not just a marginal aspect of 
place names but has consequences for space-related identity and the pragmatics of place-name use. It can also be 
politically sensitive. The same applies to place names in the majority language and in minority languages and their relative 
legal status.  

Thus, it is also not just a marginal aspect, how they are typographically represented on maps and in texts. Cartographic 
practice, however, varies widely in both respects, and standardization efforts are scarce or have not been successful. The 
same is true for representing the endonym/exonym divide as well as the majority/minority name dichotomy in written 
texts. When majority and minority names enjoy the same legal status, they would have to be represented in the same way, 
i.e. the same font type and size, just separated by a slash. Most frequently, however, the minority name appears in brackets, 
in smaller font size and/or in a different font type. It would also be appropriate regarding endonyms of the same legal 
status as inseparable name compounds that had to appear also in written texts invariably in the same way. With exonyms 
used in a written text of the exonym language, in contrast, it could be considered to add the endonym only with the first 
mentioning of the feature in a book or a chapter, e.g., in rectangular brackets (rectangular to indicate the special quality 
of this divide), while the exonym remains without the corresponding endonym later.  

After examining current practice and discussing pros and cons of certain solutions, the paper proceeds to proposing and 
arguing for standards in both problem fields for maps as well as written texts based on the author’s practice in map, book 
and journal editing as well as his experience in place-name standardization. 
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