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DIFFERENT ASPECTS FOR THE STUDY OF TOPONYMS
DERIVING FROM PERSONAL NAMES *

ROZDILNE ASPEKTY STUDIA TOPONYM VZNIKLYCH Z OSOBNIC H JMEN
Pavod toponym vzniklych z antroponym hrajélegitou roli v kazdém onymickém systému
a nejinak je tomu i v mBarském jazyce. Toponyma s podobnym semantickymhelnsatj.
spojeni osobniho jména s prostorem, ktery &zjea mohou byt vyjaigetna pomocitznych
lexikalns-morfologickych struktur Clanek se pokoudifipliZit, jak se vztahé&chto dvou
jmennych kategorii (osobnich jmen a toponym) vyvijemadarském pojmenovavacim
procesu Bhem posledniho tisicileti. V rdarstire mohou toponyma vznikat z osobnich
jmen prostednictvim rozlénych strukturnich formaci: a) toponyma se mohouingut z
osobnich jmen prostdnictvim metonymie (osobni jmérreter > toponymumbPétel); b)
toponymické sufixy mohou bytipojeny k antroponyiiim (osobni jméndlarkos> mistni
jméno Markosi, osobni jménoPéter > toponymumPeterd; ¢) antroponyma se mohou
objevit ve sloZeninach, ngjsgji v kombinaci se zegpisnym jménem jako druhyienem.
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1. Toponyms of anthroponymic origin play an importesle in every onomastic
system, which is the case also of the Hungariaguage. In toponyms, similar seman-
tic contents, i.e. the connection between the paisoame and the area designated by
it (reflecting ownership or usage), can be expréssmugh different lexical-morpho-
logic structures. European languages display twin mreethods for the formation of
toponyms from personal names: a) toponyms may bated from personal names
through the addition of toponym-forming affixesgePolishLublin,? Pozna, Ra-
dom® SlovakPlostin® RussianVvladimir,” RomaniarBaiesti, FrenchCluny, Nancy®
Finnish Mattila, Pekkala Eskola” Mordvin Kockurovd etc. toponyms; b) personal
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names may appear in toponyms in the form of comgsuespecially complemented
by a geographical common name as posterior coastgy such as in Englishllen-
town, Bedford Darlington, Evansville” German Arnstadt Duisburg Ebenfurth
Mannheiny® FinnishMatintalo*” and Russiaheningrad? etc.

From the 1970’s on, the model theory in Europegomnomastic research, deve-
loped primarily by the Czech Rudolf Sram8land the Finnish Eero Kiviniemf has
focused mainly on the question of toponymic systamd patterns. According to this
approach, there is a certain model that manifesthe particular linguistic charac-
teristics of names, thus the linguistic featurepregsed in toponyms can be traced
back to models representing a higher level of gdization. Relying on this approach
Istvan Hoffmanh® developed a possible model for the analysis ofdddan place
names. In fact, the descriptive method created tfynitann is a multi-level typology
which links functional-semantic and lexical-morpbgic categories to the structural
analysis of names, at the same time also provigdisgntagmatic description. Since the
functional-semantic models playing a role in topmit name-giving are typical not
only of particular languages as language-specHiegories, but are also fundamen-
tally connected to the different forms of cogniti@nd in general, to human know-
ledge’® both similarities and deviations can be observethé toponymic systems of
different languages.

2. In the Hungarian language, toponyms can be crefited personal names
through different structural formations: a) toporsynan evolve from personal names
through metonymy, i.e. when a given anthroponynobrexs a toponym in itself, with-
out any name formant (derivational or second corapgne.g. personal nanr&ter>
toponym Péter, b) toponymic derivatives can be attached to apimnyms, most
commonly -i and-d (personal namélarkos > place nhameMarkosi personal name
Péter > toponymPeterd; and finally, ¢) anthroponyms may occur in compoynds
most frequently with a geographical common namthasecond componeriEdyed-
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falva ,village of a person named Egyedpzmahazayvillage of a person named
Kozma’, Mikolatelke,land of a person named Mikola").

With respect to toponyms derived from personal rentdéungarian historical
toponomastic research has primarily focused orb#ekground of name-giving (e.g.
on the motives explaining the emergence of a pdaiimame type or the setting up of
a chronological order), while little interest haseh shown towards the linguistic struc-
ture of toponyms and the personal names servintais basis, as well as to their
interrelations and connections. At the same timecae also observe a substantial
imbalance in the literature as researchers’ atiartias been directed almost exclusi-
vely at toponyms deriving from personal names withany formant, whereas little
has been said about toponyms formed from pers@rakn with the help of affixes or
posterior constituents’ Of course, this disproportion is somewhat expldibg the
special method of deriving toponyms from persoraahas within the Hungarian ony-
mic system. Namely, it is a widely accepted viewoagresearchers that the method
of toponym formation from a personal name withoutadfix or a further compound
element is a virtually unique Hungarian phenomeimwhole Europe® thus in the
Carpathian Basin no other naming community couldehased such toponyms, all
such place names were given by Hungarians in thrpaftaan Basin, in a manner
typical only of them in whole Central and Easteurdpe. This mode of name-giving
can be found neither among Slavic peoples, nor gn&ermans or Romaniah?.

Examining ancient Slavic toponym naming and refgrito several modern Bulga-
rian names, Jan Stanislav established that topomyrasthroponymic origin are also
present in Slavic languages. However, Istvan Kraieefued this claim: he examined a
large number of Bulgarian, Serbo-Croat, Sloven@rech, Polish and Russian topo-
nyms, but could not detect a layer of toponymswdetifrom bare anthroponym3.
Jan Stanislav’s claim does not stand up since mce does he cite toponyms from pre-
13" century resources. In Slavic languages toponymse weeated from personal
names only by attaching a derivative, even in thezses which may seem contradic-
tory. For example, one might come across toponynggnally formed by derivative
-jo, Which lost the suffix and therefore became idmitito the bare anthroponym

1 cf. V. Toth, Adalékok személynévi eredetelepllésneveink nyelvi kérdéseihez, Magyar
N}/elvjérésok 47, 2009, p. 45-46.
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formants (cf.Bulgarian personal namBreslaw > toponym Preslavp > toponym
Preslay anthroponynPavel> toponymPavelp > toponymPave).”) The majority of
Romanian toponyms created from anthroponyms hayesuffix -esti, -eni. There are
instances of toponyms morphologically identical siagular anthroponyms, but in
almost all cases they are adaptations from Hungafia

In Europe and its neighbouring regions apart froomgsary, this name type, is
characteristic only of Turkish name-giviig.In most recent research it was the Swe-
dish Gunnar Jarring, who — studying the Turkishotgpns of Central Asia — con-
cluded that for instance the toponydilgi had been created from a personal n&the.
In the Central-Asian Turkish toponymic corpus salgrersonal names can be dis-
covered that had also functioned as place nameggftre these can be considered
examples of name-giving without any formant, liketlhe case of the Turkish names
Dilger, Haser Heibulla ~ Hejbulla Muk(k)ur, Saate Sadak Tajek Tujdale®® Never-
theless, it is noteworthy that most of these naareshydronymsNuk/k/ur, Sadak
Tajek Tujdalg, whereas in the Hungarian language the toponyersvetl from
personal names without any formant can be foundgméantly among settlement
names, while in the category of hydronyms such ma@e rare. Further to the
European characteristics of name-giving derivirggrfrpersonal names, Rudolf Szent-
gyorgyi has proven that the method of name-formation withamy formant was
practiced also in the Greek langu&geAlready this brief, sketchy outline indicates
sufficiently that the question of name-giving withhcany formant (based on meto-
nymy) would deserve further thorough examinationa(iwider European context).

This type of toponyms derived from personal namgisout any formant indicates
well the richness of the corpus of ancient Hunganeersonal names: among the
personal nhames serving as a basis for the formafieaponyms we can discover not
only Hungarian names from pagan times (Algnos Bank Bolcssettlement names),
but also Turkish Alpéar, Bator), Latin (Albis, Bogyiszly, French Gyan, German
(Ajka, Volf) and Slavic Bagos Buzitd®” ones. These personal names (and the topo-
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nyms preserving them) help us to gain insight ithi® cultural impacts exerting an

influence on the Hungarian people, and to obsémwalevelopments in potential usage
trends of particular personal nanf@sHowever, it is important to point out that the
personal names of foreign origin do not refer ® dthnic roots of the persons nor to
linguistic relations, as they are only connecteth®oname-giving trends typical of the

given period™

3. However, acknowledging the special character efrtame type, besides topo-
nyms derived from personal names, | consider itortgmt to explore also further
types and features of settlement name formatioth(affixes and through composi-
tion). For this purpose | chose a corpus of topanymbe examined relying on data
from the comprehensive work of Lajos Kisled ,Foldrajzi nevek etimologiali
szotara®® [Etymological Dictionary of Geographic Names], whiincludessettle-
ment names from the earliest times until th& 26ntury. The place names with the
highest frequency of 71% (4,239 name forms) witiie corpus of 6,000 toponyms
derived from personal names are the toponyms aitigig from personal names
without the addition of any name formant. Also ttaegory of compound toponyms
representing 21% of the corpus (1,270 names) catobsidered rather frequent. The
number of toponyms formed from personal names tiiralerivation was 451, which
constitutes only 8% of the studied corpus.

3.1. As mentioned earlier, it is a fundamental featfr@ancient Hungarian name-
giving practices that the owner’'s name was usegkfier to his lands: while in early
times this could appear in the form of toponymswaet from personal names without
any formant, from the 3century on — due to different economic and socli@inges
(donation and distribution of estates) — these sanseally appear with a geographical
common name second component. According to thelwldsd view, the practice of
name-giving without any formant goes back to tHec@ntury, to the times before
Hungarians settled down in the Carpathian Basaghieg the peak of its productivity
in the 112" centuries and flourishing well into mid- or laté™century®™ The
toponymic corpus examined also proves that topongensed from personal names
without any formant started appearing as earlfradt" century (e.g.Pozsony1002:

28)\/. T6th, Névrendszertani vizsgalatok a korai 6magyar kor#dradj és Bars varmegye),
Debrecen 2001, p. 33.

29 L. Benls, A honfoglalé magyarsag nyelvi viszonyai és anbétkovetkezik. In: L. Ko-
vacs — L. Veszprémi (eds.), Honfoglalas és nyek$udapest 1997, p. 169.
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Poson®? Fadd 1055: fotudf®® Tihany 1055: tichon®*" Veszprém1002 e./1109:
Peompéu;® Csaba 1067 k./267:Soba®®), although a place nameevédia (950 k.:
Aepesio®”), denoting the Hungarians' place of dwelling ire tiimes prior to the
Conquest, is also known from the™6entury. The 12-14" centuries saw a multi-
plication of place names formed in this way, foleivby a decline of the name type.
At the same time it should be noted that from tepeats of chronology and pro-
ductivity the picture is highly influenced by theadlability of documentation and the
multiplication of written sources. This also medhat, apart from minor differences,
the productivity graph of most types of ancient gaman settlement names (de-
pending on the chronology of preserved sourced)cegps more or less the afore-
mentioned patterns.

It is typical of the structure of two-component dogms that the first part of the
name contains the owner's name, whereas the secomgonent is a geographic
common noun referring to the type of place, &ty ,village’, telek,piece of ground,
land*, fold ,land‘, haz ,house’, hely ,place’, etc.). Grammatically, the compound
structures formed in this way may be either marednmarked possessive attributive
structures. Regarding their primary meaning, asepios constituents, the geographic
common nouns lexemes do not have the same functoméent. Valéria Toth calls
geographic common nouns such faki ~ falva llés(e) szallas(a) lak(a), haz(a)
originally meaning ,settlement, place of dwellinggrimary settlement name for-
mants®*® The common namdsld(e), telek ~ telkemeaning ,land, estate’, represent a
sort of transitory type among them, since in artciignes their function (,somebody’s
land) was closely linked to that of the primarttament name formant ,somebody’s
village* (loc. cit.), therefore they could easibBke on the meaning ,settlement, place of
dwelling‘. The third type of settlement name forrgoonsists of geographic common
nouns whose primary meaning is far from exprestiegfunction ,place of dwelling’
(e.g.egyhaz.church’,fé ,source, starting pointhid ,bridge’, etc.), yet representing a
frequent element of toponymic formation, they tomk also this secondary role,
occasionally in settlement names, with the meargpgcial village (e.g. with a church;
built near a source, etc.)".

%) . Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, II, p. 370.
%) L. Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, I, p. 438.
3 L. Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, II, p. 644.
%) L. Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, Il, p. 758.
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%) v, Téth, Teleplilésnevek valtozastipoldgiaja, Debrecen 2p0885.
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After the 13" century, two-component settlement names with thesire perso-
nal name + geographic common noun came to plagldyhimportant role in the Hun-
garian toponymic system. Studying settlement namés the posterior constituent
-falu from the period between the"39" centuries, Miklés K&zmér pointed out that
this posterior constituent occurs in some 3,000eseent names”

Some toponyms with the structure personal namentsiar constituent + geo-
graphic common noun as posterior constituent caddbed back to as early times as
the 12" century, yet many of these data lived on in forgedrters: e.gKetellaka
1180 k.:Ketellocd,*” Gyanafalva(+1187/15. sz.lanafalu),*" Badafalva(+1187/15.
sz.: Badofal),*? Pécsfalu (+1187/15. sz.Pacfaly.*® This type cameo play an
important role from the 1B century: Cegstelke (1243: Chegeteleke*” Bocfolde
(1247: Buchfeld®,*® Budafalva(1251: Budafalud,*® Cséptelek1283: Cheptelul*”
Makéfalva (1299: Makofolud,*® and this structure has become really frequent from
the 14" century: Mihalyfalva (1308: Myhalfolug,*® Kozmatelke(1315: Kvzmate-
luke),>® Markfolde (1345:Markfeuldd,”” Gaborjanhazg1389:Gabrianhaz®? etc.

3.2.1t is a generally held view that, in the Hungarian language, the most fre-
guent toponym-forming suffixes added to personahem are the endings and-d,
from which the former has been (typically) usedhe formation of settlement names,
displaying a very low frequency in any other typégoponyms.n the ancient Hun-
garian language the suffbt came to be distinguished from the affix morphei@e
expressing possession through simultaneous sphbtf form and content, taking on
an independent function as a toponym-forming suffxesumably, the change of
functions had started among toponyms derived fremsgnal names. Although ori-
ginally the suffix-d had been a diminutive, hypocoristic formant, ie tlole of a

39 M. K&zmér, A »falu« a magyar helynevekben (XIl1XXz&zad), Budapest 1970.
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47 . Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, Il, p. 275.
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U . Kiss, o. c. in note 2, II, p. 99.
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toponym-forming suffix it was mostly added to a dakenoting some animal or plant
to create a settlement naffélndeed, in ancient Hungarian time, the suftbhad also
been widely used in the formation of personal nafeasctly due to its diminutive
function), thus several personal names containegsuffix -d could become topo-
nyms through metonymy, which must have contributedthe emergence of the
formant’s new, toponym-forming rof® Valéria T6th, emphasises the necessity of
several different investigation possibilities innoection with theAcsadtype names,
since derivatived can both denote a person (anthroporosad> toponymAcsad
and a toponym (personal namesa+ -d).>®

The above described general view is underpinnem tstoponyms derived from
personal names through composition, since the topeorming suffixes with the
highest frequency proved to be the endirthand-i also in relation to the name corpus
analysed for this purpose. Toponyms formed withstli#ix -d represent 42%, whereas
the ones created with the suffixrepresent 27% of toponyms derived from personal
names, which can be mostly dated back to tH&-12" centuries, for instance in the
case of names likBarazsj (1113:Dra/sey),>” Petri (1212:Petri),”® Tamasi(1247:
Tamasy,>® Janosi (1321: Ivanosy;®® Dolosd (+1082/1327 e.Dulosd,®” Koposd
(1113: Copusd®®? Filesd (1181/1288/1366/16. szFilesd),®® etc. In addition, the
corpus contains also some scattered examples ohyams created with the suffixes
-kal-ke and -c, -cs Bojonka (1193: Boincg;®¥ Ivanka (1245: Ivankg;®® Zalacska
(1249:Zalachka,®® Koronka (1332—7:Korunkd);®” Gubacs(1067 k./267Gubach,?®

) M. Szegfi, A névszoképzés. In: L. Betik(ed.), TNyt. I. = A magyar nyelv torténeti
nyelvtana. I. A korai 6magyar kor éeiényei, Budapest 1991, p. 253-254.

%) Cf. M. Szegf, 0. c. in note 54, p. 254, also A. Bénydiég egyszer ad helynévképérsl.
In: I. Hoffmann — V. Téth (eds.), Helynévtorténethulmanyok 4, Debrecen 2009, p. 92.

) v. Toth, Személynévképzés vagy beckepzés. A személynevek kérzek funkcidja az
Arpad-korbanManuscript, Debrecen 2010, p. 7.
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%) . Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, II, p. 219.
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®8) L. Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, I, p. 534.



Stati 195 tA®nomastica LIII

Inércs (1263:1narch),®® Ebedec(1322:Ebedicy,”® Endrdc (1479:Endrewcy, ™ Tar-

solc (1482:Tharsolcy.”? In certain cases, toponyms derived from persoaaigs may
also display the suffixs (Szeleméresl436 k.:Zelemeres’® However, this is a fairly
rare phenomenon, as the toponym-forming suffix whose secondary role for the
expression of abundance in something may have emeirgm its function as an
ending forming collective noufi® — was mostly added to nouns referring to plants or
animals (e.gSzaldobosszaldolinden tree +s S#lds,szlé/vine +-s, Hodos,hod
beaver +s etc. settlement namés: Gyepesgyepgrass +s, Baglyas, bagolyow! +

-s, etc.; also hydronyms¥) and it was only rarely used to form toponyms from
personal names.

4. It may be considered an innovative aspect in thdysbf toponyms derived
from personal names to look at how the frequengyaoficular personal names within
the system influences their role in the formatidrioponyms with a particular struc-
ture, and what forms of personal names are atsaltgble“ to be used in the naming
process for the formation of toponyrfis. Common, high-frequency personal names
provide the best basis for such an examinatiorhnefstructural connections between
personal names and toponyms. A further factor arfting the selection may be the
etymological background of the particular namethiis respect it can be highly useful
to choose ecclesiastic personal names of Latinngrifpr a starting point of our exa-
mination. In connection with personal names we tha/way, indeed, be able to map
also the linguistic prestige relations which wakelly to influence the appearance of
certain personal names in given toponyf&his method was used by Valéria T6th
to examine the name tree of the personal néter,and byAnita Vighgo) in the study
of the name tree of the personal nawibaly, as well as the structural characteristics
of the toponyms deriving from these personal nambs.results of these studies may

%9 L. Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, I, p. 627.
9. Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, I, p. 403.
VL. Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, I, p. 418.
2. Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, Il, p. 623.
). Kiss, 0. c. in note 2, I, p. 420.

M. Szeg#, o. c. in note 54, p. 255.

) Cf. A. Racz, 0. c. in note 27, p. 124-125, 25B.27

%) E. Kovacs,Az 6magyar kori Bihar varmegye vizneveinek nyellénezése. Manuscript,
Debrecen 2007, p. 30.

M. Téth, o. c. in note 17, p. 47.

8 V. Téth, o. c. in note 17, p. 47.

v, Téth, o. c. in note 17.

8) A. Vigh, A személynévi eredéttelepiilésnevek vizsgalatanak Gjabb eredményei.uMan
script, Debrecen 2011.
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serve as an excellent basis for later researcheftire it is worth providing a brief
outline of their conclusions.

The Latin Petrusand its Hungarian correspondeéter, as well as the Latin
Michaeland the corresponding Hungarian personal nihifély had rich name trees
already back in the Arpad-age. Except for the baaime forms oPéterandMihaly,
these highly common personal names of foreign msigiame to be assimilated into
the Hungarian toponymic system mostly through aBixThe morphemes were added
to the truncated forms of the Latidetrus and Michael which usually meant the
elimination of either the endingis (stemPetr-) or that of the second syllable (stems
Pet, Mi-). The high grade of popularity and frequency daésth personal names is
highlighted by the fact that the name with the hdtrm Petrus~ HungarianPéter,
has 33 different derivates in the Hungarian langu@gg.Petre Peterke Peterd Pete
Petesetc.)®” while the personal namdichael ~ Mihaly (e.g. Mikus Miska Miké,
Mika etc.)®? has 11 types of personal name derivates whichbsamlocumented
through early charters. Of course, the particulama forms may indeed display
significant differences in frequency.

Studying the connections of the personal naR&srandMihaly within the topo-
nymic system, researchers could identify their peas name derivatives manifesting
in toponyms. Earlier studies had emphasised a alat@nnection between the high
frequency of personal names actually used for ngrparsons and the probability of
their occurrence within the toponymic syst&iTherefore, in this respect, it is worth
focusing on structural questions. It can be notét vespect to both personal names
PéterandMihaly that these names appear very rarely as toponythswtiany name-
forming formant: only one single settlement naédger can be mentioned in relation
to the namdPéter, which, in addition, is also phonetically distingjued from the base
of the personal nanfé& merely a few toponyms without any formant are kndwthe
case of the namidihaly (1244/1346Myhal, 1270:Michal etc.)%) as well. Consequen-
tly, we may conclude that — exactly due to theghhirequency as personal names —
popular personal names (suchPagerandMihaly) are less suitable to fulfil the role of
toponyms on their own. Nevertheless, these perswaraks have been used to create a
large number of toponyms, either through the aolditf affixes (e.gPetri, Peterd®®

8Dv. Téth, o. c. in note 17, p. 50-51.

82) A. Vigh, o. c. in note 79, p. 21.

83) V. Téth, o. c. in note 17; A. Vigh, o. c. in nate.
8 Cf. V. T6th, o. c. in note 17, p. 54.

&) Cf. A. Vigh, o. c. in note 79, p. 23.

8) Cf. V. T6th, o. c. in note 17, p. 54.
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Mihalyi, Mihald etc®”), or through the addition of posterior constitueintthe form of
geographic common nouns (e.Béterfalva Péterfa Péterlaka Péterhazaetc.?®
Mihalyfalva, Mihalyhazaetc®®), As for the structure of toponyms created fronemof
used personal names, the only difference consistea predominance of either the
method of derivation or composition typical of atpaular name.

While the basic namd3éterandMihaly occur in toponyms rather frequently, we
can observe a completely different trend with respe their derivates: only a few of
them were used to create toponyms (Eete Peteny Petk Petre Petres™ Mika,
Mike, Mik6, Misk€®), and even these forms were fairly unproductivesgmably, the
reason for this lies in the functional differencégpersonal name forms, namely, that
derivative names appeared as hypocoristic formbkeparticular personal names, and
as such could not really be used in the formatiotoponyms (settlement names), as
diminutive forms are normally not used in name-gi\i> Of course, this assumption
evokes further questions, yet these relate maostfyrictional issues linked to personal
name forms (and their affixes) and as such do mettlly belong under the scope of
the present study.
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87) Cf. A. Vigh, o. c. in note 79, p. 23.

8) Cf. V. T6th, o. c. in note 17, p. 54.

89 Cf. A. Vigh, 0. c. in note 79, p. 23-24.
)y, Téth, o. c. in note 17, p. 53.

D A. Vigh, o. c. in note 79, p. 22.

92)\/. Téth, o. c. in note 17, p. 56—7.



