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1 Aimsof the Dissertation, Delimitation of the Topic

1.1 From the beginning of the 20th century, Hungariesearch on settlement
names focused on two fields. One field is constduby the description of the
ethnic composition of the Carpathian Basin on thsidof settlement names as
of the earliest known times; and the other fieldsely linked to this one, is the
historical and classification-purpose researchetdement names. My Disserta-
tion is linked to both of these fields: it dealdlwihe corpus of historical settle-
ment names of a smaller area of the historical ldunghat of the Comitatus of
Ugocsa. On the one hand, the stratum examinatidritenmultifocal analytical
description of the corpus of the above settlememes have been concluded;
and, on the other hand, the relationships holdieigveen, and the tendencies
present, in the late-to-develop system of the tgpenof the Comitatus of
Ugocsa have been described. The important roleenaitea under scrutiny with
reference to onomastic research is likewise woadhgttention. The Comitatus
of Ugocsa is situated on the edge of the Hungdaaguage area, which fact is
responsible for the following features of the Canis: this area has a retentive
(archaic) character; it was less severely impabtethe Turkish rule; however,
it has been a spirited and lively scene of ethmid Enguistic contact and ex-
change up to the present days.

The corpus of the Dissertation is composed of @id kliddle Hungarian set-
tlement names of the Comitatus of Ugocsa, whicpu®ihas been used to com-
pile a historical and etymological dictionary. Thiistionary, nonetheless, is not
featured in the Dissertation due to limitationssphce. The current data con-
tained in the dictionary is approximately 5,000 eaentries (including refer-
ence entries), and the research presented in Ss=iDation focuses exclusively
on the Old and Middle Hungarian entries, which givearly 2,000 entries in
total.

1.2 My research attaintwvo research objectives. The principal objectives i@
describe and prove the presence of certain ethescin the Comitatus of
Ugocsa on the basis of the characteristics of thmittus’ settlement names,
and to outline what temporal changes these etiescghow during history. A
focal point was to describe the ways the corpusettfement names verifies the
roots of the Slavic-Hungarian contact and the layenbiosis of the two peoples
in the different areas of the Comitatus. Furtheendte role of lesser important
ethnicities of the area — i.e. the Germans and Rana — in the name giving
practice of settlement names has also been analyrsembntrast with earlier
results of population and settlement historica¢aesh, such data may shed light
on whether such linguistic and onomastic analysisettlement names is capa-
ble of providing any additional results concernihhg mapping of the ethnic
composition of the area.



The second objective of my research was to potinaygeneral onomatosys-
tematical characters of the Comitatus’ entire cerptinames. Are settlement
name type specific features of any significant &y recognisable and present
in the corpus? Can such onomatosystematical priocees$ a large corpus (of
names) provide more precise information to addéoexisting data? Does such
a research verify the results of other fields a¢isce, whose findings sometimes
actually oppose each other? This second objeatiatifed in the Dissertation is
underscored by the fact that even if the Comitaimsbnymicon has been partly
identified by some studies, no modern databasébeas compiled and no lin-
guistic-onomastic analysis based on such a datdimsdeen performed since
the first half of the 2B century.

2 Research Methods

2.1 In the applied name analytical frameworgTVAN HOFFMANN'S multilayer
model developed for microtoponyms has been apphked, in addition later
works concerning this descriptive framework hav@adbeen consulted. Settle-
ment names are not analysed at a lexical-morphadbdgvel, as my intention
was to avoid any overlaps due to functional desionp At the same time, the
orientation and perspective offered IsTVAN HOFFMANN'S studies on name
reconstruction have also been observed when comgpalind analysing the cor-
pus of names.

According to main historical sources, the Comitah#&s been inhabited by
mixed ethnicities since the earliest times. In mgdiptions, | heavily and very
fruitfully relied on the methodological principlesed in RrA POczos works:
POczosalso analysed areas of a mix of languages fromtarital perspective.
POczos methods for modelling current multilingual namgstems have also
been adopted: mainly her observations in connegtitinthe roles of settlement
name types in ethnic research have been observadh welp to review the
results of earlier ethnic research.

2.2 The Dissertation is structured in the followingyw&hapter 1 of the Disser-
tation deals with the evolution of the Comitatuslgocsa, its physical geo-
graphical features at the time of the Hungariandbest and the changes fol-
lowing that period.

Chapter 2 reviews the findings of diverse fieldsatnce (history, archaeology,
linguistics) with a view to offering a unifying arsdimmary-purpose description.
These data are supplemented with the results ofidih@e reconstruction | car-
ried out. This Chapter is divided into two maintpafirst the ethnic composi-
tion of the pre-Conquest period is described tddilewed by that of the Old
and Middle Hungarian periods, partly based on théirigs of the above social
sciences.



The following two chapters constitute the focaltpaf the Dissertation. Chap-
ter 3 features a logical continuation of the presichapter: the stock of settle-
ment names of the Comitatus of Ugocsa in the OtiMiddle Hungarian peri-
ods is classified into language strata throughedsfitiating between the main
three types of settlement names (names of streat@rsyapikonyms, micro-
toponyms), which is followed by demonstration oé tsthnic and onomatosys-
tematical usability of such stratd/hen analysing the types of settlement names
according to language strata, both the Hungariah laan toponyms are de-
scribed using a unified system of classificatiosdzhon the conceptual frame-
work provided by FFMANN'S typology. This methodological principle is jus-
tified by the fact that the strata of settlemenhea presented this way, includ-
ing their description on the basis of structuranefic and linguistic criteria,
seem to be more clearly visible, and, in additibie, comparison of the diverse
language strata and strata of names is likewiseateable. For instance, con-
cerning the system of hydronyms of the Comitatuis, moteworthy that the Old
Hungarian names oV¥erbjc and Rekettyéshave also been formed using the
names of the referent plants but there is an irapodifference to note here: on
the basis of the first instance of name giving, fird name mentioned above
belongs to the Slavic, while the latter to the Hanmn stratum of names.

The last chapter reveals the system-level innaticgls of the object types clas-
sified on the basis of the above description. Tihg part of the chapter dis-
cusses the tendencies of the inner structuringdamdlopment of name systems,
name clustering, as well as the methodologicalcgpla concerning clustering
and the methods of inferring such names, whilesé@nd part of the chapter
introduces the interconnectedness of the Old Huagarame system through
exposing a certain type of clustering and deal$ whe characteristics of this
process in the Middle Hungarian period.

3 Results of the Dissertation

3.1 The population history of the Comitatus of Usgoc

Historical data attest that the Comitatus of Ugadosthe 11th century was an
organised area. However, with a view to providinfula picture of the ethnic
composition of the area later to become the Couostehe population historical
data related to the era before the settlement efHibngarians in the area are
reviewed. The Dissertation features interdiscipingoundations: concerning
the changes in ethnic composition, only rough dagaavailable, which are pro-
vided primarily by the results of archaeologicaktbrical, (historical) linguis-
tic-onomastic research.

With reference to the pre-Hungarian Conquest etbarmposition of the north-
eastern edge of the Carpathian Basin, a lot of teio¢y prevails as the pres-
ence of the Celt, the Dacians, the German and thik peoples has not been
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verified beyond doubt by social sciences. Accordingarchaeologists, Slavic
peoples inhabited the area even before the Humg&@a@nquest, presumably
from as early as the 7th century AD. Nevertheléssre is no unanimous
agreement concerning the time of the settlemetite®fSlavic peoples and their
respective population groups, which issue is roatethe problems generated
by the chronological and ethnic definitions of tBlavic corpus culture. Early
Slavic settlements were located on the plains dondgawater streams and
marshlands of the area later to become the Comittlgocsa. Based on the
results of name reconstructions so far, concertiiegethnic composition of the
period before the Hungarian Conquest, it may belooed that the unquestion-
able presence of the pre-Conquest Slavic substraammot be proved on the
basis of the single hydronym of the River Tiszajolhcan be traced back to
Indoeuropean roots and which entered the Hungdaiaguage via Slavic lan-
guages, as this hydronym is the only representafitieis period.

When providing a linguistic portrayal of the Olddaliddle Hungarian periods,
the continued presence of early Slavic peoplefienGomitatus of Ugocsa is a
factor one must definitely take into consideratistill, the previous chronologi-
cal boundary (11th century) suggested by the lieeaneeds to be reconsidered
with a view to historical and linguistic findings.

According to historical findings, the Comitatusldfocsa is characterised by a
late and continuous infiltration of a second grafifslavic peoples, that of the
Rusins. The first Ruthene groups settled only tesda between 1336 and 1351
in the S#16si Mountains, the only uninhabited part of the Ciaois so far.

The first traces of the appearance of the Hungsriarthe area are somewhat
unclear. On the basis of deed sources, historindies date the first Hungarian
settlements back to the second half of the 12tbucgnOn the basis of the pre-
served nasal of the Slavic settlement namkoofg located in the Comitatus of
Ugocsa, linguistic and onomastic research in thet fialf of the 20th century
dates the appearance of the Hungarians to the rbagif the 11th century.
This supposition, however, is questioned by thoWwahg: the settlement name
appears only once in sources, this source docutmemtay FEJERIS inappropri-
ate and the chronological data associated withptieservation of the Slavic
nasal vowel also seem to undermine the above assump

On the basis of references in deeds and later pa&rsame remnants, Hungar-
ian historians have also justified the presenc®afon settlers. The pre-Mongol
Invasion layer of the early Saxons may have beesttated by the Flemish
settling in the south-western part of the Comitaaleng the River Batar and
royal hospeses forming the uninterrupted post-Mbmhgeasion enclave of the
Tisza Valley. Apart from this, the southern parttloé Comitatus, Terebes wit-
nessed a smaller-scale wave of German settleneithZ60s.

Besides the Slavic and German peoples, the presgriRemanians is also no-
table. The Romanian ethnicity, who are not an iedays people in the Carpa-
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thian Basin, appeared in the middle of the 14thugnin the southern part of
the Comitatus of Ugocsa, settling from the direttid Transylvania and occu-
pied the woody sides of the Avas Hills almost uroeat. On the basis of main
historical sources,sirvAN SzABO highlights that the middle part of the Avas
Hills in the second half of the 18th century funo8 as the boundary of the
ethnic mixing of the Rusins and Romanians. In fégs line of ethnic mixing
also constitutes the outermost boundary of Romasgiiamic occupancy.

The results of archaeological, historical and onstilnaesearch do not suggest
the presence of any other ethnic group (e.g. Turk)e Comitatus of Ugocsa.

3.2 The linguistic stratum of the Old and Middlengarian settlement
toponymicon of the Comitatus of Ugocsa

The linguistic-onomastic analysis of settlement eamshows that besides the
dominant Hungarian stratum of names the ratio aieslinked to other ethnici-
ties or of unknown and uncertain origin is quite/lo

3.2.1 The Old European stratum of names

Only one water stream hydronym belongs to thatgmage(the name ofisz3,
and in fact even this hydronym may originate intheo area due to the exten-
sive length of the River. The Indo-European wateeasn hydronym is most
likely to originate in the central area of the Ctatus, where early Slavic hy-
dronyms also prevail.

3.2.2 Slavic stratum of names

Within the entire corpus of names, the number ofiegof Slavic origin is very
low, but even so this stratum boasts of the highatgo besides Hungarian
names. Two Slavic strata can be differentiatechaeological findings date the
early Slavic people to the 7'@enturies; however, with the help of settlement
names (micronyms) it is only possible to prove thates of Slavic people date
back to the period before the™dentury as evidenced by the sound changes of
the Slavic nasal vowel (with the exclusion of thecertainties caused both by
the documentary value of references to settlemantes and the temporal de-
velopment of the above phonetic tendency). Microtgpns that can be con-
nected to the early Slavic people can be localigethe area of the northern
marshlands (with the earliest data originating dniyn as late as the ¥3en-
tury). In the 14 century, this stratum of Slavic names are founaglthe right
and left banks of the River Tisza, with scatteretas of Slavic settlement
names in the area constituted by the floodplainth@fRiver Tisza and its tribu-
taries in later centuries. Obviously, the tracesanly Slavic peoples’ settlement
names are found on plains, predominantly in thdrakarea of the Comitatus
broken by patches of moorlands and forests, i.ethensame area where the
newly-settling Hungarians also leave their numetoaises of settlement names.
Slavic-Hungarian bilingualism is certain to havaseed in this area. For in-
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stance, this is signalled by the different linggi$éatures of Slavic and Hungar-
ian names scattered around the area, by the elahc$ungarian name pairs
(H: Rakasz- Sl: Rakaszo) by the mutual inter-language loans (Hriva > H:
Kirva > Sl: Kriva), and by the so-called dual name structukesrfa-Kadarcsg.
Yet, the date or the process of the disappearahteecearly Slavic peoples
cannot be identified beyond doubt. According to ¢herent views held by his-
toric onomastics, it is only on the basis of lirgiig features that any observa-
tion concerning this issue can be formulated. Feomethodological perspec-
tive, it is a noteworthy and very emphatic charastie of the entire stock of
toponyms of Slavic origin of the Comitatus of Ugadbat these names can pre-
dominantly be classified into two distinct categsril. the identity of the users
of a high number of names is unclear (they couldds Slavs and Hungarian
alike), 2. on the other hand, about three dozenesaeature Hungarian sound
structures contrasting with their Slavic origin.eTmembers of this last group,
even if they can be traced back to Slavic lexernase often been affected by
some Hungarian sound tendency concerning their mebogy, which under-
scores the Hungarian name usage of such name bddissthese data suggest
the likelihood of Hungarians’ settling next to arplace of Slavic peoples. An-
other important issue here is that Slavic name eisangl language use are sug-
gested exclusively by changes in the adaptati@oofe oikonyms from Hungar-
ian (Rakaszov, Babonya, Kupanytc.). On the basis of the stream water hy-
dronyms and micronyms, the meeting points of the éthnic groups fall on the
central water catchment area of the Comitatus anthe north-western, north-
eastern and southern border regions. This alsossézmeinforce the recogni-
tion that the research of history of the two pesphethe Comitatus of Ugocsa is
effective only if it covers both peoples and suebearch is inseparable from the
history of both of these peoples: the members bb#trata of names yield use-
ful information concerning the other stratum.

As evidenced by the literature, the second Slavatiam appeared in the middle
of the 14" century in the north-eastern mountainous areacandpied territo-
ries moving from north to northeast. On the basithe ethnic features of set-
tlement names, the presence of Rusins is obserealilee north-eastern moun-
tainous area, as evidenced by water stream hydramghmicronym data origi-
nating from the 1% century the earliest. As opposed to this, basetherap-
pearance in written records #friva in the middle of the 1% century and
Szaszova ~ Szaszowothe first decade of the tTéi:entury, Slavic name users
are likely to have dwelled also in the eastern midtle parts of the Comitatus,
with possible impacts from the second Slavic lagfethe Rusins in both cases
(based on the phonetic or integrational degreaetdponyms).

The linguistic feature of the Slavic toponyms dfthfee types of names is char-
acterised by one constituent only and these toperglirshow morphemic for-
mation. When studying the names of the region, ycbde Slavic formants are
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revealed (e.g-ova, C», -6Na, etc.), in many cases obviously with the formants
already showing adjustments to Hungarian (c.f. Hui@g-sounding-0c/-6c,
etc.). The name constituent function expressinguemness seems the most fre-
guent and another characteristic category appedos the feature referring to
plants, animals, materials, etc. It is conspicubas in the case of certain Slavic
hydronyms and oikonyms (e.@senge > Csong[o]va, Sard *Sardik etc.) the
former Hungarian settlement name was integratedneé-cancurrently adjusted
to the elements of the Slavic system of settlemames — into the Slavic stock
of hydronyms, which signals contacts between Slpemples and Hungarians.

3.2.3 Hungarian stratum of names

Our name reconstruction studies suggest that tmg&tian toponymicon domi-
nates as far as toponym figures are concerned fhenearliest period of the
formation of the Comitatus up to the end of the dledHungarian period. The
corpus of names underwent a period of incredibbevgr, in which the Hungar-
ian stratum of names dominated. As opposed toeeariews expressed in the
literature, even the earliest data on Hungariaremstteam hydronyms originate
as late as the third quarter of"18entury, in which period the name system of
other areas seems more advanced. All the typearoés underpin the domina-
tion of names of Hungarian origin; nonethelessisiwith respect to micro-
toponyms that the role of Hungarian name givingespecially marked. This
may also be due to the fact that this group of rmaindess retentive in its char-
acter than for instance the strata of oikonymsyalrényms. Hungarians occu-
pied first (presumably approaching from the welsé) valley of the River Tisza
and the plain areas along the River’s tributanveisere Hungarians also found
arable lands. In the northern mountainous areahefComitatus, Hungarian
settlement names also prevail. Even so, contratiigosiews expressed by his-
torians, remnant Hungarian settlement names hage fmind to exist from a
somewhat earlier period, i.e. the beginning of 148 century, and later such
names prevail in scattered forms (mostly with respe microtoponyms). Con-
trary to this, Hungarian toponyms were identifiecekist at the foot of the Avas
Hills in a scattered form already as of the earisiod.

In the early stage of the period under scrutinghwespect to the stock of water
stream hydronyms and oikonyms one-constituent nashoesinate. As far as
water stream hydronyms are concerned, two-constitneames prevail in the
14" century, while in the case of oikonyms the samenpmenon is observable
in the 1% century. Hungarian microtoponyms — from the veegipning to the
end of the examined period — are characterisedhbyprevalence of two-
constituent names. Related processes can almdaintgme attributed to the
tendency to adapt to the name models exhibitedhkyindividual types of
names.



Concerning individual types of names, the geneaisgories of Hungarian set-
tlement names suggest quite diverse toponym dewenptypes. Within syn-
tagmatically formed water stream hydronyms and mykaes, structures with
attributives seems more frequent than genitivectiras, while within micro-
nyms genitive structures are more apparent. lrgtbap of two-constituent wa-
ter stream hydronyms and oikonyms, there is a fsogmt number of names
formed through structural change; nevertheless,ngnmicrotoponyms such a
change seldom affected the form of settlement na@esacerning the previ-
ously mentioned two types of denotatums, a frequethod of name formation
is addition. This as well as the chronological dsity characterising the model
types described below are presumably attributabkie following characteris-
tic feature of name types: in the landscape ret¢gnbf Hungarians, hydro-
nyms constituted very important points of oriemdatirom the very early peri-
ods, thus at the time of land occupancy such batfiise landscape were likely
to be named soon, and later it is simply modifmagi in the morphological
structure of hydronym name models that take plddes process is more
marked in the case of oikonyms, as the oikonymesydbeyond the early Old
Hungarian period — and, in our case, at the enthefearly Old Hungarian
period —, recognised as the period of the formatbthis name type, did not
produce a high number of new names in the Comitétugpposition to this, the
forms of the already existing name bodies were npegilar by the name for-
mation tendencies impacting the given period (eajnes could receive type
identification-purpose constituents).

Concerning the genesis of one-constituent Hungas&tiement names, name
types show diverse tendencies. The prototypicagmay of the genesis of oik-
onyms is metonymy and the high number of microtgpmmay also be attrib-
utable to this type of name formation. The formatiof settlement names
(mainly using thes formant) and name splits are significant types agnwater
stream hydronyms and micronyms, and, in oppostiothis, the latter genesis
historical category does not at all surface ingheup of settlement names. It is
also obvious that in the case of all three namedypvith reference to one-
constituent names, C function seems to be a camsyictype. A prototypical
name model is the C+V structure, but it is alsoad@ble that this structure
appears in oikonyms up to the™@entury. For instance, in the groups of micro-
toponyms and oikonyms, structures expressing pswseand possessive rela-
tionship are common within this model; howeverthe case of water stream
hydronyms this category is less frequent. With eespo all name types, the role
of referencing to other places seems outstandingbprtant, e.g. in the case of
micronyms referencing is most frequently effectechydronyms and names of
borderlands, which illustrates the process of dweséning and development of
the name system. A unique feature of the tempqmadagl of name patterns is
that the C+V structure in hydronyms and oikonympesceptible already as of
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the 13" century, while it is concurrently noticeable tfatmicronyms the ap-
pearance of this structure not only dates to adate (14 century) but is also
sporadic. Another phenomenon worthy of attentioth& D+V model in name
types is present only from the "L4entury and that the later fostering of this
very model is also quite apparent in the group afew stream hydronyms as
opposed to the other two groups.

3.2.4 Stratum of names referring to the Germaniettyn

German language elements cannot be identifiedeiméme system of the Comi-
tatus of Ugocsa, it is only oikonyms generated lmndgarian name giving and
containing name constituents referring to ethni¢ayd partly micronyms) that
signal the presence of this ethnicity in the midallea of the Comitatus, along
both banks of the River Tisza. Such names weretiféghto exist from the
second half of the 1*3century the earliest, thus it can be concludet ¢heo-
nology and localisation in this case verify histatifindings.

3.2.5 Romanian stratum of names

Settlement names of Romanian origin, even if ineayMow number, can be
identified — featuring one unquestionable itemlirttree name types — in the
south-eastern part of the Comitatus as well akBaratea of the Avas Hills along
both banks of the River Torna. References to thkesaHungarian settlement
names containing name constituents referring toettmicity of Romanians
were verified to date back only to the™dentury, with the earliest occurrences
among hydronyms, and a century later also amongy athme types. According
to historical findings, the first ethnic wave of ilRanians may have appeared in
the middle of the fﬁcentury in the area of the Avas Hills, and Romasiare
likely to have spread towards the norteTMUAN SzABO claims that definitive
traces of the ethnicity no longer surface in thalysis of 18' century personal
names.

Concerning the onomatosystematichbracteristics of Romanian names, it can
be attested that in terms of chronology they aesemt at a late age: an inferred
hydronym form has been identified to exist at tlegibning of the 1% century

at the earliest. Probably an even more signifiiading is that the members of
these ethnic groups did not generate independéigraent names in the Comi-
tatus, which may be put down to their low numbetheir prestige status.

3.3 The onomatosystematidaterconnectedness of place names of the Comi-
tatus of Ugocsa

This part of the Dissertation deals with the inédrimterconnectedness of the
name system. What is addressed primarily herecigjtiestion of to what extent
the stock of names itself is responsible for ita@xtension and development.
The issue of using settlement names in new settiememes has been given
little attention in earlier onomastic research. Mydy focuses on those names

10



the forms of which remain unaltered even if th&natative meaning changes or
in case it changes, it actually broadens. The readty | deal exclusively with
this very approach concerning this quite complgyidas that my primary aim
was to uncover the inner “self-organising” and fsiveloping” mechanism of
the name system of the Comitatus of Ugocsa. Th#bésgenesis of new names
was in my focus rather than the analysis of stmattthanges in already existing
names. It follows from this that out of the namenfation processes three are
addressed here: semantic name giving, the formaticsettlement names and
syntagmatic formation. The hypothesis of my analysas that, as far as settle-
ment name type (e.g. hydronyms, oikonyms, micratgpms) is concerned, the
names serving as the basis of other names didomtiloute to the generation of
new names in equal ways and that this scenariasesfboth in the type and the
structure of newly formed settlement names.

3.3.1 Theory underlying the study

The investigation of the interconnectedness ofleseéint names commences
with a literature review with respect to surveyearh of the types of settlement
names. This is followed by an introduction to tloenplex process of name clus-
tering and the description of the terminology of caynage. Next, it is reviewed
what phenomena the terms | use traditionally refethe literature and what
meanings these terms actually possess in thetliterd callbasic names
those settlement names out of which new names idgnather denotatums have
been formed either through morphological changiugh no change in mor-
phology, i.e. basic names are those names thatréeat sources of secondary
names. Secondary names in turn are names thatdsere formed
from basic names. The above processes are colgctglledname clus-
tering, which is a complex onomatosystematical ¢segt that is focused at
all times on one single basic nhame.

Before executing the analysis of the corpus of raittee method derivable from
the systematic description of name clustering ses is also addressed; that
is, it is described in what way the incorporatidntlte (basic and secondary)
names with no prior data can be evaluated andtetfgon the basis of the con-
text of names, analogies of settlement names, tgpesttlement names, the
semantic content and morphological structure of@gneoncerning individual
name clusters. This method is called inferrin g,dbt#lement names thus
generated are called inferred orsupposed (basicdasec-
ondary) names. Actually, such names are distingdisinom names
underpinned by onomastic data and detail by waysofg an asterisk (*) before
the actual name. Finally, the main methodologicaiqgiples concerning infer-
ring are outlined and relevant references to pesults in the literature are also
made here.

3.3.2 Onomatosystematical interconnectedness i@ttiedungarian period
11



Within the name stock of the Old Hungarian perittdt phenomenon of name
giving based on existing geographical proper naimekescribed in the context
of the interconnectedness of basic and secondangsian the Old Hungarian
period, there exists a significant portion (12%)naimes based on settlement
names, and this group of names gradually kept dxigrin size. Actually, it is
probably due to the relatively late establishmdrgettlements in the Comitatus
of Ugocsa that the stock of names here startesdlve and develop in a period
when the toponymicon was in the position to developugh the inheritance of
widespread name patterns.

The multipurpose analysis of basic names has ak&ddeyl invaluable results:
within the basic names, there is a “place type ifipéstratum of names, that of
hydronyms (45%), as these have served as the bhswre than half of the
secondary names (53%). This may be explained bythimgs: on the one hand,
by the ancient character of hydronyms, and, orother hand, by the extension
of the object type (extensive scope of coverage).

3.3.3 Onomatosystematical interconnectedness iMitldle Hungarian period
The analysis of basic and secondary names of tmeit&ois of Ugocsa in the
Middle Hungarian period and their comparison witle tlata originating from
the earlier name stock of the corpus show that nelostering is a quite deci-
sive internal organisational method as far as #aly 500 years under scrutiny
is concerned: this may well be a general and typealency characterising the
entirety of the Hungarian toponymicon.

The role of secondary name giving has somewhae#asad as compared to the
previous period: in the Old Hungarian period, basid secondary names ac-
counted for 31% of all settlement names, whilehe Middle English period
they totalled 35%. On the basis of the processaaienclustering, it can also be
concluded that the older a name is, the more likal/that it becomes the basis
of a secondary name. Concerning basic names, ibeasbserved that the pro-
ductivity of hydrographic basic stratum of namescampared to the Old Hun-
garian period, shows a slight decrease in ratiir({@afrom 45% to 34%); never-
theless, nearly half (41%) of all secondary namethé Middle Hungarian pe-
riod was generated through the use of such hydrenfnom this, it can be con-
cluded that this type of name preserved its spebifisic name character even
beyond the Old Hungarian period albeit the numlienioronyms substantially
increased in the Middle Hungarian period as conp#oethe previous period:
rising from 29% to 46%. The dominance of hydronywighin the primary
names of the two periods can be explained by ttietliat language users often
used hydronyms as points of reference. In the Midtlingarian period, 10% of
all secondary names was hydronyms, which figurevsha considerable drop
from the referent ratio of 25% in the Old Hungarpriod. The explanation for
this is that waters in the area had their wellldgthed and stable names by this
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period. The analysis of secondary names by nanergyeals a great increase
of the microtoponym stock (89%). When reviewing pinecess of name cluster-
ing from a chronological point of view, it can bitested that the same tenden-
cies of change can be observed as the ones ché&stictef the Old Hungarian
period: in the face of the gradual decline of thepg of basic names, the in-
crease of the number of secondary names is obgenvplto the 18 century.

The shift in ratios in the two periods under seryattoncerning the genesis his-
tory types of secondary names is, in my interpi@tatlso connectedtogen -
eral language development tendencies. In the Middle
Hungarian period, formation dropped to 1%, with ongtny falling to 3%, as
opposed to their earlier relatively active roleswever, the decisive role played
by two-constituent names derived through syntagnfatimation is shown by
the fact that 94% of secondary names belong toctitagory, which is mostly to
be put down to model impact and model observation.
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