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LEXICAL TOPOFORMANTS IN TOPONYMS

LEXIKALNI TOPOFORMANTY V TOPONYMECH

Ne&které typy vlastnich jmen maji své vlastni jmenodnfanty, které jsou proérspecifickeé.
Tyto elementy se u toponym ob&cnazyvaji topoformanty. ®odrg apelativni prvky
toponym (generické prvky) mohou byt povazovany d@engrns lexikalni topoformanty v
piipads, Ze genericky prvek pini svou ulohu timagpbem, Ze se jeho funkce shoduje se
slovnikovym vyznamem geografického terminu. V tomitipact je tloha obecného jména
zcela totoZzné s ulohou generického prvku v toponyptakryvaji se, najp Nagy-volgy
velké udoli‘,Ujfalu ,nova ves' Eastwood,vychodni les‘Netherton,dolni ves',Diisseldorf
,ves v blizkostiteky Dussel’. Naopak sekundarni topoformant je gekgrprvek, ktery
svoji pavodni roli neplni, ale vzhledemdastému uzivani nabyva této funkce jakocgst
jmenného typu. Tato funkce vSak nijak neofdije slovnikovy vyznam formantu.

Napiklad lexémyegyhaz,kostel’, monostor klaster’, hid ,most’ nebovér ,hrad‘ jsou v
madarstire sekundarnimi topoformanty mistnich jmen. Ki@adu jména se zadnim
komponentenegyhézkostel' byla z podatku tvdena metonymicky po kostele daného sidla
(nap. Kerekegyhazokrouhly kostel*). Stavajici jména nicntéposlouzila jako model pro
dalSi tvdeni jmen, takZe v naarstire byla pro vesnice, kde staly kostely, charaktesti
jména se zadnim komponentagyhaz,kostel’, nap. Oregyhaz,ves s kostelem jménem
Or', Vidaegyhazves s kostelem jménem Vidafilonéni se ke jmennym modeh mize

byt prirozere charakteristickym prvkem i v jinych jazycich.
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1. Name formants are elements characteristic of ifferent types of proper
names: they are antecedents or posterior condstuenffixes and functionless
endings which enable us to create new toponym#erasis of existing ones and to
have them accepted as real names by the languagmuwtty® The patterns of
existing toponyms always have an impact on thetioeaf new ones, thus, name
giving is based on alignment with the toponymicteys? However, name patterns —
which may be either semantic or morphological iturea— play an important part not
only in name giving but in the changes of toponyasswell. Naturally, toponym
models themselves change over time, which affectsonly the structure of newly
emerging toponyms but also existing topony&or instance, with regard to

DK. J. Soltész, A tulajdonnév funkciéja és jelertéBudapest 1979, p. 19.
2 G. Barczi, A magyar szokincs eredete. Secondrgedeedition, Budapest 1958, p. 146.
¥ V. Téth, Teleptilésnevek valtozastipoldgiaja, Debre2008, p. 44.
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Hungarian place naming, it is well-known that sxdfion had been a particularly
common way of name giving in the earliest periodudoented by data; however, in
later centuries, the genesis of names by the oreatif compounds became
increasingly prevalent.

Toponyms and anthroponyms are recognised in thattion as proper names on
the basis of certain formal characteristics: thiéedent types of names frequently
contain lexical and morphological elements whiah sppecific to them. Such elements
of toponyms are called topoformants. Systemic topoénts consist primarily of com-
mon words referring to places, that is, geographscanmon names. In Hungarian,
geographical common names suchhagy ‘mountain’ (e.g.Nagy-hegy'big moun-
tain’), falu ‘village’ (e.g.Ujfalu ‘new village’), utca ‘street’ (e.g.Iskola utca‘school
street’) belong to this groupin German, lexical topoformants are geographical
common names such afheim ‘home, lodge’ (e.gMannheim, -dorf ‘village’
(e.g.Dusseldory, -stadt‘city’ (e.g.Darmstadj, -wald ‘forest’ (e.g.Schwarzwalyl In
English, the elements such -afurch(e. g.Whitchurch*White church’),-wood(e.g.
EastwoodEastern wood’)-hill (e.g.Goathill ‘Goat hill’, Cornhill ‘Corn hill’), -brook
(e.g. Shirebrook ‘Bright stream’), -bridge (e.g.Woodbridge ‘Wooden bridge’),
-church (e.g. Whitchurch ‘White church’) constitute examples of lexical tdpoe
mants? Suffixes functioning as topoformants are, for amste,-sk/-tsk (e.g.Omsk
Izhevsk Novokuznetgk -ovo (e.g.Balakovq Odjintsovg and-ino (e.g.Pushking in
Russiarm) as well asd ~ -gy -s, -i, -ka/-ke(e.g.furj ‘quail’ > Fiired, alma‘apple’ >
Almagy berkenyerowan berry’ > Berkenyésharaszt'oak, oak forest’> Haraszti
cserjés'thicket’ > Cserjéskg in Hungarian. Certain clusters of suffixes (fostance,
-sd, -nd, resulting innad ‘cane’ > Nadasd olyv ‘buzzard’ > Olyvendin Hungarian)
may have the same functihOn the basis of the above, two variants of name
formants may be distinguished, primarily in morggital, and, to some extent, in
functional terms as well: lexical name formants affckal name formants. Henceforth
in my presentation, | am going to discuss lexicgdoformants and their historical
background. As the time frame for my study, | chasspecific period of language
history, the early old Hungarian era (the periotiveen the 14 century and the mid-
-14" century).

2. Geographical common names may function as lextoploformants in
microtoponyms (e.gdegy ‘mountain’, Nagyhegy ‘big mountain’) and oikonyms
(e.g.Ujfalu ‘new village’), while they may have other functiofsther than being

4 Cf. E. Ekwall, The Concise Oxford Dictionary of dlish Place-Names. Fourth edition,
Oxford 1960.

® K. J. Soltész, o. c. in note 1, p. 20.

® A. Bényei, Helynévképzés a magyarban, Debrece@,3017, 107.
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name formants) as well. The reason for this is ¢jemtigraphical common names may
occur in toponyms not only as name constituentsadist as name elements. Each
segment of the phonetic string of the toponym esgirg any semantic content related
to the referent within the context of the genedishe name is regarded as a name
constituent. At the same time, name constituenty @ constituted by name
elements, i.e. lexemes and suffix morphemes buldim the word? For instance, the
patak ‘creek’ element of the namBids-patak-t ‘the estuary of théids-patak is
only a name element in this name structure, ancefiwee, it does not function as a
name formant; however, it is a name constituentl #gnus, a name formant in its
hydronym basis, thBidés-patakname form. Hence, geographical common names may
be found in different positions (and have differémbctions) in toponyms, among
which the geographical common names occurring r&gesiconstituent name#iégy
‘mountain’) and the ones being the posterior comestits of two-constituent names
have an entirely different role than the geograghicommon names which are
antecedents or parts of thod&afy-hegy aljdthe piedmont of the big mountain’).

Lexical topoformants may be described in termsheirtroles in toponyms, and
the words used to indicate the type of place withm name belong to this category.
Hence, lexical topoformants are a relative conedpth may only be considered to be
such constituent of the toponym on the basis ofals fulfilled within the name, and
can only be interpreted on a synchronic level. &we, for instance, the wotdhlom
‘heap’ functions as a name formant in the namdéefhill Hegyes-halomspiky heap’
since it indicates the type of the name’s referéotyvever, it lacks this role in the
oikonym Hegyeshalonm{which may be described semantically as ‘being nexthe
heap namedegyeshalomviz. a settlement’); therefore, in this case, ihmat be
considered a name formant.

Hence, it is clear that although the meaning ofdhegraphical common name
makes these words suitable for being topoformavitether this role is fulfilled in the
toponymic application of a given geographical commame depends on the structure
of the toponym. On the other hand, upon analysopgpriyms, it is apparent as well
that they may also contain formants which indi¢htetype of the denoted place, even
though the common word does not have such a measiag element of the stock of
geographical common names. These are, for instédmedrequent oikonyms with the
posterior constituerthaza ‘house’, which occurs in several names of thisetyand
thus, their posterior constituent functions as @otormant: the users of these names
are aware that they refer to a settlement, and tiseythe name constituetitazato

) |. Hoffmann, Helynevek nyelvi elemzése. DEMNyIK.5Debrecen 1993, p. 43-44.
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create new oikonyms. However, this does not meanthie wordhdz —as a common
word — used to have the meaning ‘village, settlaimerihe given period.

Due to this twofold nature of lexical topoformantsis necessary to demonstrate
this pool of linguistic elements not as a homogeseoategory but a specifically
differentiated one: as a result, we can distingubshween primary and secondary
lexical topoformants.

3. Primary lexical topoformants are the geographical common names which
fulfil their function as type indicators in a wahat it coincides with the lexical
(common-word) meaning of the given geographical m@m name. Hence, in this
case, the function of being a common word and d¢hdeing a toponym are identical
and entirely overlapping. Geographical common naimélse microtoponyms may be
primary topoformants independently, without any eotiformants or additional
constituents: e.dger ‘streamlet’ (1229/1550:Er, vallem)® Morotva ‘backwater’
(1212/1397/1405Mortua, stag? Sar ‘mud’ ([1230]/1231: Sar, rip.?). However,
geographical common names primarily occur as thstepor constituent in two-
constituent microtoponyms; this is their most chteastic function as topoformants
for instance,Nagy-vélgy ‘big valley’ ([1291]/1291:Nogwelg vall.'?), Fekete-erd
‘black forest’ (1344:Feketeu Erdeus!?), Hosszi-hegylong mountain’ (1270/272:
Huzevhegmo?).

Geographical common names attached to existing;ctwastituent toponyms as
topoformants may create new toponyms, suclydestuary’ in the toponynDids-
-patak-t (1262: Gyospotoktet?), andszad‘the beginning or mouth of something’ in
the toponynNagy-patak szadél298:Nagpotokzad®)).

The lexical topoformants of oikonyms may also statahe, such akak ‘lodge’
(1296: Loc ~ Lok v.*®), or Varos ‘city’ (1198 P./PR.:Varos v.}").*® Geographical
common names as the posterior constituent of twistdoent oikonyms are also real

® G. Gyorffy, Az Arpad-kori Magyarorszag torténetildrajza -1V, Budapest 1963-1998,
I, p. 367.
9)G Gyérffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 328.
9 G. Gyorffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 237.
ll)G. Gyorffy lIl, 0. c. in note 8, p. 389, 442.
12 G. Gyorffy 11, 0. c. in note 8, p. 564, 637.
G. Gyorffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 82.
G. Gyorffy lll, 0. c. in note 8, p. 191.
G. Gyorffy Ill, 0. c. in note 8, p. 271.
19 G. Gyorffy |, 0. c. in note 8, p. 334.
1 G. Gyorffy |, 0. c. in note 8, p. 732.
18 Cf. A. Bényei — G. Peth Az Arpad-kori Gysr varmegye telepiilésneveinek nyelvészeti
elemzése, Debrecen 1998, p. 95-96.
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(and primary) settlement name formants, i.e. thelicate the type of place in, for
instance, the following denominationsbafalva‘the village of a person called Aba’
(1339: Abafalwd?), andlpoltlaka ‘the village of a person called Ipolt’ (1223>1338:
Ipolthloka, p.2%).

4. Secondary topoformantsare common words used in toponyms which due to
their frequent use as part of names acquire thetitmof type indicators, even though
originally they do not have a meaning referringtiitss name type. However, this
function does not affect the common-word meanintheflinguistic element used as a
name formant. Secondary lexical topoformants cafobied both in microtoponyms as
well as oikonyms.

4.1. Originally, the elements belonging to one groupeitlement name formants
used to have a different meaning and acquired ftistion secondarily — in most
cases, with a specific meaning: for instance, tledvegyhaz'church’ acquired the
meaning ‘a village with a church’ in toponyms duoetliis change. As a result of this
change of meaning, the lexenegyhazcould be secondarily attached to existing
oikonyms as well, such &4k > MakegyhazaSzentpéter Szentpéteregyhadzahus,
the semantic content of the oikonyms changed t@abellage with a church called
M&k’ and ‘a village with a church called Szentp&téh Later, from among the
common words primarily referring to a building or censtruction, geographical
common namesnonostor(a)‘monastery’, var(a) ‘castle’ andhid(a) ‘bridge’ also
became settlement name formants.

Other lexemes referring primarily to people witke timeaning ‘a group of people
obliged to serve’, such amép e.g.Ujnép ‘a newly established village’ (1352:
Wynep?® and sok(a) e.g.Semjansokda settlement called Semjan’ ([1237-1240]:
Semyansukagr ), as well as the lexemadja ‘a place at the bottom’ expressing the
relative location to another placégeralja ‘a village established at the bottom of an
alder forest” became suitable for denoting settlements as wedlen more
specifically, the lexemeasar(a) ‘fair may be regarded as a formant of settlement
names referring to holding fairs, eBalogvasara1324:Boluguasarav.?®).?)

19 G. Gyorffy II, 0. c. in note 8, p. 480.

20 G. Gyorffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 302.

2\, Téth, o. c. in note 3, p. 85-87.

22 D. Csanki, Magyarorszag torténelmi foldrajza a yadiak koraban I-IIl.; V, Budapest,
1890-1913, II, p. 654., cf. L. Kiss, Foldrajzi nkvetimoldgiai szétara I-II. 2 edition,
Budapest 1988, p. 419. (FNESz.)

23 G. Gyorffy |1, 0. c. in note 8, p. 623.

2|, Kiss, FNESz I, 0. c. in note 22, p. 408.

25 G. Gyorffy Il, o. c. in note 8, p. 483.

20\, Téth, o. c. in note 3, p. 186.
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Most probably, the first oikonyms containing thexdemesegyhaz(a)‘church’,
hid(a) ‘bridge’, etc., had been transformed from micratoyms with an identical
structure by way of metonymic name giving. Henaar, instance, for thename
Kerekegyha#‘round church’), a church of that shape, for tiene Urhida(‘the lord’s
bridge’), an estate owned by a duke, while for B@manianBonchida (‘Bonc’s
bridge’), a bridge crossing the estate owned bgragn calledoncprovided the basis
for transonymization. In the beginning, the oikorsynsontaining the posterior
constituentmonostor(a)'monastery’ had also been named metonymicallygraitie
monastery of the settlement, ekmmppanymonostora settlement near the Koppany’'s
monastery’ (1394:Koppanmonostor2£)), just as the oikonyms with the posterior
constituentvar(a) had originally been created by metonymic namengivisuch as
Hédervara ‘a settlement near the castle of a person callédleH (1330/1356:
Hedruhuara pt2?).

However, later name forms were already createdhenbiasis of the existing
patterns; thus, villages with churches were dendigdnames with the posterior
constituentegyhaz(a)church’: for instancefregyhaz'a village with a church called
Or' andVidaegyhaza village with a church calle¥ida’.

4.2. A rather specific word group consisting of numer@lements can be found
among the secondary topoformants of microtoponyhesiree names also referring to
‘forests’, which may function as topoformants adlwer instance, in the name of the
forestSzurkos-cseftarry turkey oak’,cserdoes not refer to the ‘turkey oak tree’ but to
a ‘turkey oak forest’ (1075/+124/ +217. silvam Hiensem que Hungarice
Surchuschewocatuf?). Therefore, in the case of oikonyms containiree tnames,
these elements function as topoformants in cegasitions. The wordsser ‘turkey
oak tree, turkey oak forestiaraszt'oak tree, oak foreséandbikk‘beech tree, beech
forest’ are also common as oikonyms made from single teeaes, such a€ser
(1330/1477: montes GerechyghGher), Haraszt(1257: silvahorost?), andBiikk
(1243/1335: silvaByk®) as well as the posterior constituent of two-cibmsht topo-
nyms, such a®\pat harasztja‘the abbot's oak forest’ (1326Apathharazta s3*),
Csicso harasztjathe oak forest of a person called Csicsé’ ([129291: Chychoha-

20 G. Gyorffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 434; cf. L. &8, 0. c. in note 22.

28) G. Gyorffy 11, 0. c. in note 8, p. 601; cf. A. Bggi — G. Peth, 0. c. in note 18, p. 54.
29 V. Téth, o. c. in note 3, p. 186-187; L. Kiss FNHS0. c. in note 22, p. 235.

30 G. Gyorffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 150, 200.

3D G. Gyorffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 247.

%2 G. Gyorffy |, o. c. in note 8, p. 375.

%3 G. Gyorffy Il, 0. c. in note 8, p. 460, 553.

) G. Gyorffy IlI, o. c. in note 8, p. 380.
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razta®”), Madad biikke'the beech forest of a person called Madad’ (122881
Madadbiki s. fagF®), Apat biikkethe abbot's beech forest’ ([1266]/1266/12Abat
Byky’"), in which cases these words function as topoformants

5. With regard to lexical topoformants, it is impartao point out that these
categories are dynamic systems; that is, shiftsraadangements occur within them.
For instance, a certain change of type may occer uthe movement of some
elements between different categories. Originabyme geographical common names
such agold(e)‘land’ andtelek~ telke‘a parcel of land’ had the meaning of ‘land or an
estate belonging to somebody’ (for instance, 1279 Diuitis Andree ...Diues
Andreas feldy vocatani®), and functioned as primary topoformants in the
microtoponyms denoting such types of places. Howekies meaning was close to the
function ‘somebody’s village’; thus, over time, theponyms containing these
posterior constituents could also function as rataikonym structures (for instance,
1294:Gothafeldé®).*” Used in a large number of oikonyms, the postarimstituents
telke andfolde established a pattern of directly creating setlstmames with these
elements: hence, these name constituents becawf@noants; without, however, the
semantic content ‘settlement’ integrating into theaning of the relevant common
words as geographical common names. As a reselt/etkemeddld andtelek are
secondary topoformants in these names.

Furthermore, a shift between types of places cem laé observed with regard to
the topoformantfé ‘source’, which had originally functioned as a hygraphic
common name but later became a geographical conmame meaning ‘a settlement
of special position’ in toponymslhe names with the structure of the river’s nanié +
are generally considered to have been named &iehd¢adwaters referred to in the
antecedent by way of metonymic name giving. Fotamse, Tapolcaf was, indeed,
established at the headwaters of thapolca creek, therefore, in this case, the
metonymyTapolca-& 'the source of the Tapolca creek'Tapolcab ‘the settlement
established at the source of the Tapolca’ occurred.

However, the names with this semantic structurer latduced name formation
with the posterior constitueiid ‘source’ in the denotations of settlements essabelil
next to water bodies. This happened regardlesshettiver the settlement lay at the
source of the water or further away. Thus, thelesatints Szalaf, Pinkat and

%) G. Gyorffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 442.

) G. Gyorffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 326, 373.

31 G. Gyorffy I, 0. c. in note 8, p. 150, 210, 254.
%) G. Gyorffy |, 0. . in note 8, p. 221.

%9 G. Gyorffy I, o. c. in note 8, p. 85.

40\, Téth, o. c. in note 3, p. 185-186.
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Szuha# can be found at a distance from the headwatettsectala, the Pinka and the
Szuhastreams, which means that they could not have loeesied metonymically
from the name of the source. The posterior corestitié in these names can already
be considered a settlement name formant and exjzrélsse meaning ‘the settlement
next to the water’ in the name. In terms of thermoitysystem, it means that while the
toponym Tapolcab is a single-constituent toponym created metonyilyicahe
Szalab-type can be considered two-constituent name fofirhs. extent to which the
lexemefs had become a secondary settlement name formaeini®nstrated well by
the fact that it was used in this role later, dgrihe Hungarisation of nhames as well,
resulting in the oikonym&yongyost ‘the settlement next to the river Gydngyos’ in
Austria or Hernad® ‘the settlement next to the river Hornad’ in Slkiee' These
examples demonstrate that the toponyms containmggra formant may have various
sources and are the result of different histoqicatesses; however, this differentiation
does not affect the classification of the givenelme as a topoformant since this is
determined by a functional, not a historical apphoa

6. Naturally, the alignment with name models may dsocharacteristic of other
languages; therefore, in this respect, it is wedlging attention to the toponyms with
the posterior constituenkirchen/-churchin German and English as well (e.g. the
GermanAltenkirchen English Hornchurch; however, it may be assumed that the
English lexemesbridge (e.g.Woodbridge Corbridge, -wood (e.g. Everwood, -hill
(e.g.Ampthill, Notting Hill), etc., may also become secondary settlement name
formants. Nevertheless, the complexity of the probls demonstrated by the fact that
in the case of toponyms containing these postermrstituents — as it has been
described above regarding Hungarian toponyms —ddeesion as to whether these
toponyms were created metonymically or by the ukesexondary topoformants,
requires intensive philological research.
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‘v, Téth, o. c. in note 3, p. 182-187; L. Kiss,coin note 22; A. Me4, Adatok a magyar
hivatalos helységnévadashoz, Nyiregyhaza 1999,%. 4



