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Arealogia, stratygrafia i ojkonimiczny krajobraz: punkty przecigcia

The oikonymic landscape is a complex linguistic-historical multi-component
system which we can analyze via a stratigraphic method that is based on the research
of an oikonymic phenomenon or process in chronological sequence. Geographical
names are specific linguistic units, which, in addition to lingual and temporal, have
territorial parameters. Areas, identified as a result of mapping, turn to a special
onomastic text. Arealogy, stratigraphy and the oikonymic landscape are connected
by one concept — space, and a chart respectively, which provides visualization of
the phenomenon spreading (area) in diachrony (stratigraphy) across the determined
territory (landscape) (Kupchyns'ka, 2016, p. 3).

The oikonymic landscape is a set of all processes that take place in a determined
area during the respective historic period. The main factors of the oikonymic land-
scape functioning are as follows: natural environment, social-historical conditions,
tendencies, and principles of locus nomination within the limits of the analyzed
chronological level, appellative and anthroponymic facts recorded in oikonymy,
anthropogenic processes, etc.

Every oikonymic landscape is unique in terms of space and time. If some partic-
ular area has been explored for ten centuries, for example, it allows us to determine
the typological features of diachronic landscapes and follow their dynamics, i.e.
quantitative (and much more!) changes, that happen due to intra lingual and extra
lingual factors, but do not lead to the qualitative alteration of the landscape structure.
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There may be reversible and irreversible changes in the oikonymic landscape.
It is caused by the stability threshold of every landscape, that is, by the ability to
preserve its qualitative and quantitative parameters under the influence of linguistic,
natural, and anthropogenic factors.

Due to irreversible (qualitative) changes in the configuration and content of
the landscape, the restructuring, in other words, development or evolution of the
structure, takes place.

Onymic landscapes may be systematized and classified according to different
parameters, namely, their origin, structure, dynamics, types of names, their deri-
vational base, etc.

In modern linguistics, temporal and territorial characteristics of linguistic phe-
nomena are widely used, especially in onomastics, and oikonymics, in particular.
Such interest to chronological and areal dimensions is caused by the specificity of
the object of research, as an oikonym (a place name) is the result of the long-lasting
process of formation on a particular area and under particular social-historical and
natural conditions, that is why oikonymics has to use the methods of research which
are used not only in linguistics but in history and geography as well. Stratigraphy
presupposes the analysis of oikonymic data in three aspects: areal, chronological,
and statistical ones. The chronology of one separate place name or of a set of geo-
graphical names is a complex system, caused by numerous factors, namely, the
history of formants forming, beginning with the appellative level; the structure
and semantic content of the derivational base of geographical names; extra lingual
factors that greatly influence emergence of the respective sets of oikonyms that
depend on historical and social processes (Kupchyns'ka, 2016, p. 3).

The onymic areal is a part of the oikonymic landscape and it may represent
various features of proper names: their models (types) according to certain charac-
teristics (for example, word-formation), and the derivational base of proper nouns
according to their origin, structure, etc. In terms of synchrony, the areal visualizes
modern processes of a certain onymic phenomenon. Concerning diachrony, it in-
tersects with stratigraphy, which provides a diachronic realization of the geography
of specific processes in proper names. Areas of some phenomenon, which has been
represented for ten centuries, make it possible to retrace its evolution.

Oikonymy is a specific set of vocabulary formed during a specific historical
period on the respective territory. An oikonym as a name of a geographical object
has a territorial parameter in addition to linguistic and temporal ones. Therefore,
toponymic research is impossible without cartography. Proper nouns of certain
types embrace the respective territory forming areas (with the nucleus, periphery,
isoglosses, etc.). Defining geographical names areas according to the formant
principle makes it possible to identify and reconstruct not only the linguistic, but



AREALOGY, STRATIGRAPHY AND OIKONYMIC LANDSCAPE... 15

the historical phenomena as well. Oikonyms, selected from written records, have
been localized and marked on the map chart. An oikonymic map chart represents
separate phenomena, included in this class of proper nouns (map charts are made
taking into account various parameters: formants of toponyms (-uui, -uxa, -ie and
similar ones), the origin of the derivational base of proper nouns, semantics of the
roots of oikonyms derivational base, etc.).

Oikonymy of respective types is analyzed according to chronology, borrowed
from historical sources. Chronology of archaic types of geographical names con-
tributes to the research of various historical phenomena. Isoglosses of oikonymic
objects concentration points frequently overlap with areas of some archeological
cultures and ethnic tribal groups. This overlapping on some territories tells about the
historical unity of these facts tracing back to the early Slavonic community. If there
is no overlapping like this, it may confirm an asynchrony of linguistic and ethnic
phenomena, which appeared as the result of different historical epochs. According to
temporal and spatial coordinates of the analyzed oikonyms, the respective grounds
for the preliminary reconstruction of the main cluster of population, migration
processes, ancient ways, etc. have been created.

Chronology of proper nouns, as well as their geography, is conventional as it
is based on written sources only. Fixed names have been saved in different ways
in different territories of Ukraine, in some periods and in some regions of Ukraine
they do not exist, the attempts to find sources which contain the analyzed names
have been unsuccessful for some territories. For the 20%—21%-centuries research,
historical sources have been replaced by reference books.

Intersection points of arealogy, stratigraphy and the oikonymic landscape are,
speaking figuratively, those points on the map which form the areal of a certain
onymic phenomenon in diachrony.

To visualize it we will analyze oikonyms ending in *-j- at the level of the 15
century, which are one of the oldest types of geographical names in the Slavonic
territories. These archaic names have been the subject-matter of scientific research
in Slavonic onomastics (Nieckula, 1965; Bezlaj, 1967; Zaimov, 1973; Rospond,
1983; Kupcins'kij, 2011; Zaliznak, 2004; Rad’o, 2004; Kupchyns'ka, 2016), but
still there exist many problems connected to chronology of oikonyms ending in
*-j- in Ukrainian territory.

Geographical names ending in *-j- (derived from adjectives) inherited the
possessive suffix *-jo-/ *-ijjo- from the Indo-European language. This suffix used
to be productive and gave the meaning of possession to the adjectives which corre-
sponded to the Genitive case in the Greek language. It formed adjectives pointing
at individual, not collective possession (Meje, 2001, pp. 286-287).
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The marker of oikonymic type archaism is a derivative base of the geographical
name which contains binomial proper names. If an oikonym contains an archaic
Slavonic composite in its stem (reduced variants and forms with affixes are possible)
which is represented not only in the Ukrainian onomastycon, but also at the all-Sla-
vonic level, it means that the geographical name belongs to an oikonymic archaism.
Analysis of the 15"-century period allowed us to find 134 newly authenticated names
ending in *-j-. Among them are a large number of names connected to composites:

a) full composites: uznomip (Ternopil oblast, 1457) < *)Kusnomip (<)Ku3zm)
(*Zhyznomir (< Zhyzn (compare Dobrozizn [Svoboda, 1964, p. 93] + Mup (Myr)
(compare Bolemir, Vojmir [Svoboda, 1964, pp. 79-81]). Xotumup (Ivano-
Frankivsk oblast, 1443) < *Xomumup (<Xoms *Khotymyr (< Khot’ (compare
Chotibor, Chotibud [Svoboda, 1964, p. 76] + Mup (Myr) (compare Bolemir,
Vojmir [Svoboda 1964, pp. 79-81]). Dobrohost (Halych, 1466) < */Jo6pococm
(< Jlo6p(a) *Dobrohost (< Dobr(a) (compare Radohost [Svoboda 1964, p. 83],
Dobromir, Dobromil (Svoboda 1964, p. 74) + Dobrigost [SSNO I/III, pp. 485—
495]). do6potsip (Lviv oblast, 1465) < *Joopomeip (<Jobp (*Dobrotvir (< Dobr
(compare Dobrodziej, Dobrigost, Dobroniega [SSNO I/I11, pp. 485—495], Dobi¢mil
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 74] + Teop (Tvor) (compare Tvofirad, Netvor [Svoboda 1964,
p. 90]). Cranumup (Lviv oblast, 1435) < *Cmanumup (< Cman (*Stanymyr (<
Stan (compare Stanimir, Stanislav, Nestan (Sv., 86) + Mup (Myr) (compare Bolemir,
Vojmir [Svoboda 1964, pp. 79-81]). Muioawos (Kyiv, 1497) < *Munonio6
(<Mun (*Myloliub (< Myl (compare Ptémil, Bohumil, Radomil [Svoboda, 1964,
p. 79] + Jlo6 (L’ub) (compare Rozlub, Nel’ub, Nel’ubec [Svoboda, 1964, p. 78]).
T'ocromens (Kyiv oblast, 1440) < */‘ocmomen (< T'ocm (*Hostomel (< Host (com-
pare Radohost [Svoboda, 1964, p. 83] + Men? (Mel?). Malogoszcz (Lviv oblast,
1433) < *Manozcocm (< Man (*Malohost (< Mal (compare Malomir, Malhost,
Malomysl [Svoboda, 1964, p. 78] + Iocm Host (compare Goscistaw, Goscirad
[SSNO 11/, pp. 178—181]). Hesip (Volyn oblast, 1444) < *Hesgip (< He *Nevir (<
Ne (compare Nemir, Nedamir [Svoboda, 1964, p. 81] + Bip (Vir) (compare Neverice
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 98]). Hecsiu (Volyn oblast, second half of the 15" century)
< *Hecegim (< He (*Nesvit (< Ne (compare Nemir, Nedamir [Svoboda 1964: 81]
+ Ceim Svit (compare Svétibor, Svétislav [Svoboda, 1964, p. 88]). [lepeaumsb
(Volyn, second half of the 15" century) < */lepenux (< Ilepe (*Perelykh (< Pere
(compare Peresud [Demcuk, 1988, p. 95] + Jlux (Lykh) (Lykhodid [Hudas$ and
Demcuk, 1991, p. 29]). Ilepepican (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1436) < */lepepicn
(< IHepe (*Pererisl (< Pere (compare Peresud [Demcuk, 1988, p. 95] + Pi(o)cn
(Ri(o0)sl) (compare Rostislav [Svoboda, 1964, p. 84]). Boponixk (Sumy oblast,
the 15" century) < *Bopownie (< Bop(o) *Voronih (< Vor(o) (compare Vorotislav
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 92] + Hie Nih (compare Miron¢ha, Nézata [Svoboda, 1964,
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p. 82]). O3nmenizx (Volyn oblast, 1452) < *O3z0enie (< O + 30(e)? *Ozdenih (< O +
Zd(e)?) (compare Sdobor [Svoboda, 1964, p. 84] + Hie (Nih) (compare Miron¢ha,
Neézata [Svoboda, 1964, p. 82]). lepemumens (Khmelnytsky oblast, 1455) <
*[lepemucn (< Ilepe *Peremysl (<Pere (compare Peresud [Demcuk, 1988, p. 95]
+ Muca (Mysl) (compare Bolemysl, Drahomysl, Zamysl, Myslibor, Krasomysl
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 81]). Aporomuiis (Lviv oblast, 1497) < */[pocomucn (< [{(0)
poe *Drohomysl (< D(o)roh (compare Drahomil, Drahorad [Svoboda 1964, p. 263]
+ Mucn Mysl (compare Bolemysl, Drahomysl, Zamysl [Svoboda, 1964, p. 81]).
3nomumens (Volyn, 1405) < *30omucn (< 300? *Zdomysl (< Zdo? (compare
Sdobor [Svoboda, 1964, p. 84] + Muca (Mysl) (compare Bolemysl, Drahomysl,
Zamysl [Svoboda, 1964, p. 81]). Szelobor (Halych, 1485) < *)K(w)enobop (<
JKenw? + Fop) (*Zh(sh)elobor (< Zhel? + Bor (compare, Bofislav, Radbor, Zelibor
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 71]). Aomadops (Halych Land, 1433) < */Jomabop (< Homa
(*Domabor (< Doma (compare Domahost, Domamir, Domamysl [Svoboda, 1964,
p. 74-75] + Bop (Bor) (compare Blazibor, Bolebor, Domabor, Pi¢bor, Zelibor
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 71]). ¥pixk (Lviv oblast, 1437) < *Vpi(0)o (< ¥V + Poo (*Uri(0)
d (< U+Rod (compare Rodoslav [Svoboda, 1964, p. 96]). lomaz:kup (Lviv oblast,
1474) < *Jlomaosrcup (< [Joma + Kup (*Domazhyr (< Doma+Zhyr (compare
Domahost, Domamir, Domamysl [Svoboda, 1964, pp. 74—75], Mojzir, Nedazir
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 93]). OcTtobi:k (Lviv oblast, 1462) < *Ocmobie (< O + cmo(?)
*QOstobih (< O+sto(?) (compare Ostoj [Svoboda, 1964, p. 86]) + Bo(i)h (compare
Bogdal, Bohuchval, Bohomil, Bohural, Bohuslav, Bohovlad, Svojboh [Svoboda,
1964, p. 70; Malec, 1971, p. 66—67]). Uanux (Lviv oblast, 1476) < *Yanue (< Ya
*Chanyh (< Cha (compare Cabud [Svoboda, 1964, p. 73] + Hiz (Nih) (compare
Miron¢ha, Nézata [Sv., p. 82]). ¥YBeromsb (Lutsk, 1453) < *Vgecocm (< Vee? +
Tocm *Uvehost (< Uve? + Host (compare Goscinik, Goscistaw, Goscirad [SSNO
1I/1, pp. 178-181]).

b) reduced composites: Jlroua (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1448) < */lrom *Liut
(compare Lutohor, Cutorad [Svoboda, 1964, p. 78]).

c) reduced composites with suffixes: Pagoman (Kremenets, 1488) < *Paoom
*Radom (< Rad (compare Radohost, Radislav, Domarad [Svoboda, 1964, p. 83]
+ om [om]). Pagennu (Medenychi — Drohobych, 1443) < *Paoderuu(x) (< Pao
*Radelych(k) (< Rad (compare Radohost, Radislav, Domarad [Svoboda, 1964,
p. 83] + ex + ux [+ el + yk]). Pagmu (Lviv oblast, 1456) < *Paouu(x) (< Pao
*Radych(k) (< Rad (compare Radohost, Radislav, Domarad [Svoboda, 1964, p. 83]
+ uk (+yk)). Dobreze (Halych Land, 1454) < */Joopeys (< /[oop (*Dobrets (< Dobr
(compare Dobrodziej, Dobrigost, Dobroniegg (SSNO I/I11, 485—495), Dobi¢mil
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 74] + ens (el’)). Lubosch (Halychyna, 1497) < */li6oxa (<
JIro6 *L’ubokha (< L’ub (compare Rozlub, Nel’ub, Nel’ubec [Svoboda, 1964, p. 78]
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+ am(a) (at(a)). JIrooma (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1416), JIro6ma (Lviv oblast,
1411) <*obxa (< Jlo6 *L'ubkha (< L’ub (compare Rozlub, Nel’ub, Nel’ubec
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 78] + x(a) [kh(a)]). Cranmus (Lviv oblast, 1439) < *Cmanun(o)
(< Cman (*Stanyl(o) (< Stan (compare Stanimir, Stanislav, Nestan [Svoboda,
1964, p. 86] + un(o) [yl(o)]). Pumomuns (Ternopil oblast, 1430) < *Pudomun (<
Puo? + Mun (*Rydomyl (< Ryd? + Myl (compare Milohost, Miloslav, Dobromil
[Svoboda, 1964, p. 79]). Xotimas (Kharkiv oblast, 1499) < *Xomim (< Xom(v//a)
*Khotim (< Khot(‘//a) (compare Chociebor, Chociemir, Chociemysl, Chocieslaw
[Malec, 1971, p. 74] + im [im]).

Among the names derived from composites there are the ones which are rep-
resented at an all-Slavonic level (Xorumup (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1443) <
*Xomumup (< Xoms (*Khotymyr (< Khot ‘(compare Chotibor, Chotibud [Svoboda,
1964, p. 76] + Mup (+ Myr) (compare Bolemir, Vojmir [Svoboda, 1964, pp. 79—
81]), but also there are those parts of which are difficult to identify in modern proper
names (FocTomens (Kyiv oblast, 1440) < *Iocmomen (< Tocm (*Hostomel (< Host
(compare Radohost [Svoboda, 1964, p. 83] + Men? (Mel?). Only one geographical
name contains a reduced form derived from a composite, but there are many names
which reflect an adaptation of such reduced forms taking suffixes (Cranuas (Lviv
oblast, 1439) < *Cmanun(o) (< Cman (*Stanyl(o) (< Stan (compare Stanimir,
Stanislav, Nestan [Svoboda, 1964, p. 86] + wi(o) (yl[o]).

Binomial names originate from the Indo-European language (compare
Toporova, 1996). They belong to the most ancient anthroponymic layer, on the
basis of which other types of Slavonic autochthonous names have been formed
(Milewski, 1961; Palacky, 1832; SeliSeva, 1948; Zeleznak, 1969; Deméuk, 1988).

Among newly authenticated oikonyms (place-names) in the 15" century
there are the ones, for which anthroponyms derived from appellatives constitute
their derivational base: Binbue (Lviv oblast, 1433) < *bizeysv (*Bilets). Bipue
(Lviv oblast, 1490) < *bipeys (*Birets). Bohaycze (Halych, 1458) < *bozacys
(*Bohaiets). Bukovcze (Halychyna, 1499) < *byxoseys (*Bukovets). Humiencze
(Lviv — Sknyliv, 1455) < */ymeneys (*Humenets). Dobrowodcze (Halych, 1452)
< */lobposodeyv (*Dobrovodets). Dubowcze (Halychyna, 1441) < */[y6oseys
(*Dubovets). Cunycze (Halych, 1461) < *Kynuys (*Cunytsia). Kymue (Lviv
oblast, 1470) < *Kyneywv (*Cupets). Pniwcze (Nadvirna, Halych Land, 1454)
<*[Iniseysv (*Pnivets). Rybicz (Lviv Land, 1436) < *Pubeys (*Rybets). Po3ripue
(Lviv oblast, 1469) < *Poseipeys (*Rozhirets). Ctpagu (Lviv oblast, 1416) <
*Cmpaoeys (*Stradets). Ctpinbue (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1440), Ctpinbue
Strilche (Lviv — Peremyshl, 1437) < *Cmpineys (*Strilets). Uherce (Lviv
oblast, 1436) < *Vzepeys (*Uherets). Uepue (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1437) <
*Yepeyw (*Cherets). Szewcze (Halych Land, 1464) < *Illseys (*Shvets). SIBue
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(Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1423) < *4seys (*Yavets). Biabue (Rivne oblast, 1490)
< *Bineys (*Bilets). BiBue (Zhytomyr oblast, 1444) < *Biseys (*Vivets). Jlonorue
(Ostroh, 1465) < */[oromeys (*Dolotets). [aabue (Volyn oblast, 1496) < *Ilareys
(*Palets). Coxkinbua (Zhytomyr oblast, 1471) < *Coxineys (*Sokilets). I'youa
(Khmelnytsky oblast, 1491) < */ yoeys (*Hubets). 3emenue (Khmelnytsky oblast,
1493) <*3eneneys (*Zelenets). IBua (Vinnytsia oblast, 1493) <*/geys (*Ivets).
Kopmuapua (Khmelnytsky oblast, 1402) < *Kopmureys (*Kormylets). Kpupue
Huzkne (Ternopil oblast, 1480), Kpuue (Ternopil oblast, 1480) < *Kpuseys
(*Kryvets). Poteremcze (Podillia, 1493) < */lomepemeys (*Poteremets). Typuiibue
(Ternopil oblast, 1458) < *Typuneys (*Turylets). The majority of reproduced proper
names exist in modern Ukrainian anthroponymicon, unlike proper nouns derived
from composites.

Geographical names of the 15" century ending in *-j- were formed from
borrowed proper names of people: Jlanuabue (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1475) <
*/lanunvue < /lanuno (*Danylche < Danylo). Jancza (Halychyna, 1457) < *ueys
< Au / Isan (*Yanets < Yan / Ivan). Muxaapue (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1439)
<*Muxaneys < Muxauno (*Mykhalets < Mykhailo). Lescze (Halychyna, 1483) <
*Jlecoka < Onexcanopa (*Les’ka < Oleksandra). Ouema (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast,
1441), Onema (Ternopil oblast, 1438) < *Onexa < Onexcanopa / Onvea (*Olekha <
Oleksandra / Olha). There are not so many of them, but they confirm the adaptation
processes of canonical Christian names to the Ukrainian language.

Scholars claim that geographical names ending in *-j- appeared due to various
social-historical conditions, but, in fact, ancestral communities gave a boost to the
development of collective ownership first and to private individual ownership later,
which contributed to the more active formation of oikonyms of such type. As far
as it is known, the Eastern Slavonic ancestral system came to an end during the
first two centuries AD. In the 6™ century, feudal and class-based relations started
to appear, therefore we may claim that the 46" centuries were a favourable
period for the active formation and functioning of geographical names ending in
*-j- in terms of all social-historical parameters. Class-based relations promoted the
development of private individual ownership which supported spreading of place
names-possessives, that clearly pointed out who the land, the mansion or the village
belonged to (Kupchyns'ka, 2016, p. 123).

The Ukrainian areal of possessive oikonymy ending in *-j- represents the fact
that this type of names refers to Slavonic archaisms. The Ukrainian areal of oikon-
ymy ending in *-j- is a part of all-Slavonic one. During the documented period,
the Ukrainian zone of this total areal has not changed. Names ending in *-j- are
common in western, north-western, northern, and north-eastern parts of Ukraine
and these are the territories of the earliest Slavonic settlements.
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In the 15% century (see the Map Chart) the largest amount of newly-au-
thenticated names ending in *-j- was found in the Western part of the areal, in
Podnistrovya, in particular (Barassch (Halych, 1465), Bapum (Ternopil oblast,
1439), Binxpue (Lviv oblast, 1433), Bipue (Lviv oblast, 1490), Bohaycze (Halych,
1458), Borischa (Halychyna, 1439), Bpumie (Lviv oblast, 1464), Bronyowcze
(Halychyna, 1452), Bukovcze (Halychyna, 1499), Bapstk (Lviv oblast, 1419),
Beanixk (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1469), Velicz (Halych, 1465), Weskrzencze
(Halych, 1461), Wywla (Halych, 1462), Wloscz (Peremyshl — Drohobych, 1443),
Bosoma (Drohobych oblast, 1425), I'anuu (Ternopil oblast, 1490), oaroua
(Ternopil oblast, 1445), Humiencze (Lviv — Sknyliv, 1455), Januabue (Ivano-
Frankivsk oblast, 1475), Dobrowodczlye (Halych, 1452), Dobrohost (Halych,
1466), loopoTsip (Lviv oblast, 1465), Dobrcze (Halych Land, 1454), loma6opb
(Halych Land, 1433), Tomaxxup (Lviv oblast, 1474), Iporomuias (Lviv oblast,
1497), Drunyowcze (Halych, 1465), Dubowcze (Halychyna, 1441), Dukowcze
(Halych, 1466), Zelibory (Berezhany, 1440), Kamym (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast,
1437), Kumup (Lviv oblast, 1456), Kusiake (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1469), Kusiske
(Lviv oblast, 1488), Kopomy:xk (Lviv oblast, 1441), Cunycze (Halych, 1461), Kynue
(Lviv oblast, 1470), Kytkip (Lviv oblast, 1475), Ledancze (Halychyna, 1475),
Lescze (Halychyna, 1483), Lubosch (Halychyna, 1497), JIroo1ma (Ivano-Frankivsk
oblast, 1416), JIrooma (Lviv oblast, 1411), JIroua (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1448),
Malogoszcz (Lviv, 1433), Muxaanue (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1439), HaBapis
(Lviv oblast, 1493), Onema (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1441), OcTto6ixk (Lviv
oblast, 1462), [lepepicawb (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1436), Ilixdy:x (Lviv oblast,
1400), ITiTpuy (Lviv — Krylos — Halych, 1487), Pniwcze (Nadvirna, Halych Land,
1454), Przewrocze (Halych, 1452), Pageanu (Medenychi-Drohobych, 1443),
Paguu (Lviv oblast, 1456), Rybicz (Lviv Land, 1436), Po3ripue (Lviv oblast,
1469), Rudancze (Lviv Land, 1486), Co3anb (Drohobych oblast, 1480), Cokaanb
(Lviv oblast, 1423), Coxkia (Lviv oblast, 1455), Coxoas (Lviv oblast, 1449),
Cranmas (Lviv oblast, 1439), Ctanumup (Lviv oblast, 1435), Ctpagu (Lviv
oblast, 1416), Ctpinbue (Lviv — Peremyshl, 1437), Ctpinbue (Ivano-Frankivsk
oblast, 1440), Tymup (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1443), Typuua (Lviv oblast, 1444),
Typ's (Lviv oblast, 1456), Typ's Mana (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1475), Uherce
(Lviv oblast, 1436), Ypi:k (Lviv oblast, 1437), Xorumup (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast,
1443), Hetyas (Lviv oblast, 1457), Huryas (Lviv oblast, 1460), Yanuxk (Lviv
oblast, 1476), Uepue (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1437), Szewcze (Halych Land,
1464), Szelobor (Halych, 1485), SIBue (Ivano-Frankivsk oblast, 1423), Jancza
(Halychyna, 1457)) and in Volyn Biabue (Rivne oblast, 1490), Buabrop (Lutsk
county (povit), 1484), BiBue (Zhytomyr oblast, 1444), {o;oT4e (Ostroh, 1465),
3a6opoJn (Volyn oblast, 1489), 3a6opoan (Rivne oblast, 1489), 3momuinesn
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(Volyn oblast, 1405), KneBansb (Rivne oblast, 1458), Lahodowl (Volyn, 1493),
JlutoBex (Volyn oblast, 1434), Hesip (Volyn oblast, 1444), Heciu (Volyn oblast,
second half of the 15" century), O3nenix (Volyn oblast, 1452), ITaabue (Volyn
oblast, 1496), I1e:ka (Rivne oblast, 1490), [lepeanmn (Volyn, second half of the
15™ century), [lepemumiens (Khmelnytsky oblast, 1455), Pagoman (Kremenets,
1488), Pugomuias (Ternopil oblast, 1430), Pymomas (Volyn, Kremenets, 1449),
PycuBesib (Rivne oblast, 1494), Cokisibua (Zhytomyr oblast, 1471), CoJioBbe
(Lutsk, 1476), Tapa:x Hosuii (Ternopil oblast, 1463), YBeromrs (Lutsk, 1453),
SAxcrpedan [Volyn, 1449]). During this period several centers were formed: 1)
Sokal’— Volodymyr-Volyns’ky — Luts’k; 2) Dubno — Kremenets’; 3) Ostroh — Rivne
— Hoshcha; 5) Iziaslav; 6) Potelych — Zhovkva — Bus’k; 7) Nemyriv — Yavoriv
— Sudova Vyshnia; 8) Horodok — Lviv — Mykolayiv; 9) Dobromyl’ — Sambir —
Drohobych; Zhydachiv — Khodoriv — Rohatyn; 10) Nadvirna — Tlumach; 11) Kosiv
— Horodenka — Kitsman’.

The Podillia part of the areal separated out: (bapum (Ternopil oblast, 1439),
Binbue-3oa0te (Ternopil oblast, 1436), I'y6ua (Khmelnytsky oblast, 1491),
“Kuznomip (Ternopil oblast, 1457), 3opux (Khmelnytsky oblast, 1494), 3esenue
(Khmelnytsky oblast, 1493), IBua ([ Vinnytsia oblast, 1493], Knumams (Proskuriv,
1493), Kusizke (modern name — Kniazhpil, 1493), Kopmuasua (Khmelnytsky
oblast, 1402), Kpusue (Ternopil oblast, 1480), Kpuue Huskne (Ternopil oblast,
1480), Onema (Ternopil oblast, 1438), Poteremcze (Podillia, 1493), Tapax
Crapuii (Ternopil oblast, 1463), Typuusue (Ternopil oblast, 1458), Kinmann
[Chernivtsi oblast, 1497]), that is located close to the Middle Transnistria, the ma-
jority of newly-authenticated names concentrated in the left basins of the Dnister.

In the 15" century some new names appeared in the Kyiv center and the Left
Bank center (bacanb HoBa (Chernihiv oblast, 1400), Bopownizx (Sumy oblast, 15™
century), l'ocromenn (Kyiv oblast, 1440), Muaomoos (Kyiv, 1497), Toranue
(Kyiv, 1494), Xaabua (Kyiv oblast, 1475), Xotimas [Kharkiv oblast, 1499]).

So, arealogy, stratigraphy and the oikonymic landscape are connected by one
concept — space, i.e. the spreading of a certain phenomenon (in our research these
are names of the 15 century ending in *-j-), visualized on the map chart, which fixes
the spreading of the phenomenon (the area of the oikonyms (place-names) of the 15%
century ending in *-/-) in diachrony (or at some chronological stage — the 15" century
(stratigraphy) on the territory of Ukraine (the partial landscape, as the names ending
in *-j- are only a small part of the general oikonymic landscape). It is the map chart
that confirms the areal of oikonyms at one of the stratigraphy chronological stages
within territorial boundaries of the oikonymic landscape (see the map chart).

Translated into English by Diana Kalishchuk



AREALOGY, STRATIGRAPHY AND OIKONYMIC LANDSCAPE... 23

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

SSNO/I-V — Taszycki, Witold (ed.). (1965-1980). Stownik staropolskich nazw osobowych. Vol. I-V.
Wroctaw: Zaktad Narodowy im. Ossolinskich

REFERENCES

Bezlaj, France. (1967). Nazvotvorc¢ij proces u slovens'kij movi. In: Povidomlennad ukrains'koi ono-
masticnoi komisii (pp. 11-14). Kiiv: Naukova dumka. [besnaii, @panue. (1967). HazsorBopumii
HpOLIEC Y CIOBEHCHKIH MOBI. Y: [Togioomnents ykpaincovkoi onomacmuunoi komicii (c. 11-14).
Kuis: HaykoBa rymka. ]

Demcuk, Maria Oleksiivna. (1988). Slov dns'ki avtohtonni osobovi viasni imena v pobuti ukrainciv
HIV-HVII st. Kyiv: Naukova dumka. [[lemayk, Mapist OnekciiBra. (1988). Cros ancoxi as-
MOXMOHHI 0c00086i 61acHi imeHa 8 nodymi ykpainyie XIV-XVII cm. Kuis: HaykoBa mymka. ]

Hudas, Mihajlo Luki¢, Demcuk, Marid Oleksiivna. (1991). Pohodzennd ukrains'kih karpats'kih
i prikarpats'kih nazv naselenih punktiv (vidantroponimni utvorennd). Kiiv: Naukova dumka.
[Xynam, Muxaiino Jlykuy, JJemuyk, Mapist OnexciiBHa. (1991). [Toxooocenns ykpaincorkux
KapnamcvKux i npuKapnamcbKux HA36 HACeNeHUX NYHKMIE (GIOAHMPONOHIMHI YMEOPEHHS).
Kuis: HaykoBa mymka. |

Kupéins'ka, Zorana Olegivna. (2016). Stratigrafid arhaicnoi ojkonimii Ukraini. L'viv: NTS.
[Kymunnceka, 3opsna OnerisHa. (2016). Cmpamuepaisa apxaiunoi ovikonimii Yxpainu. JIbBiB:
HTII]

Kupéins'kij, Oleg Antonovic¢. (2011). Statistika ta geografia dvoclennih vidprisvijnih geografi¢nih
nazv Ukraini *-jb. In: Oleg Antonovi¢ KupCins'kij, Studii z istorii ukrains'koi’ movi ta ojkonimii.
Vibrani statti ta materiali (pp. 178-191). L'viv: NTS. [Kynuuucpxuii, Oner AuTonosuy. (2011).
Craructrka Ta reorpadis JBOWICHHUX BiIIPUCBIMHUX reorpadiyHuX Ha3B YKpaiHH *-jb. Y:
Oner AntonoBuu Kymuuncekuit, Cmyoii 3 icmopii ykpaincvkoi mosu ma otikonimii. Bubpani
cmammi ma mamepianu (c. 178-191). JIssin: HTIIL.]

Malec, Maria. (1971). Budowa morfologiczna staropolskich ztozonych imion osobowych. Wroctaw:
Ossolineum.

Meje, Antuan. (2001). ObSeslavanskij dzyk. Moskva: 1zd. gruppa ,,Progress”. [Meite, ArTyan. (2001).
Obwecnasanckuil A3v1k. Mocksa: 13, rpymma ,,[Iporpecc™.]

Milewski, Tadeusz. (1961). O pochodzeniu stowianskich imion ztozonych. Prace Onomastyczne,
5, pp. 233-247.

Nieckula, Franciszek. (1965). Polskie nazwy miejscowe z sufiksem -jb. Rozprawy Komisji Jezykowej
Wroctawskiego Towarzystwa Naukowego, 5, pp. 65—147.

Palacky, Frantisek. (1832). Popis staro&eskych osobnich a kfestnich jmen. Casopis Ceského Museum,
6, pp. 60—69.

Rad'o, Ladmila Nestorivna. (2004). Ojkonimi Ukraini na *<jv, (*-ja, *-je) u X=XX st. ivano-Frankivs'k.
[Panpo, Jlrommuna HecropiBua. (2004). Oukonivu Vipainu na *-jv, (*-ja, *-je) y X=XX cm.
IBaHO-DpaHKIBCHK. |

Rospond, Stanistaw. (1983). Stowianskie nazwy miejscowe z sufiksem -jb. Wroctaw: Wydawnictwo
Uniwersytetu Wroctawskiego.

SeliSeva, Afanasia Matveevica. (1948). Proishozdenie russkih familij, licnyh imen i prozviS. Ucenye
zapiski Moskovskogo universiteta, 128, pp. 128-152. [CenumueBa, Adanacus MaTBeeBuya.
(1948). IMpoucxoxaeHne pycckux haMHIMiA, TUUYHBIX UMEH U HPO3BHILI. YueHnsvle 3anucku
Mockosckoeo ynusepcumema, 128, c. 128—152.]



24 ZORIANA KUPCHYNSKA

Svoboda, Jan. (1964). Staroceskd osobni jména a nase prijmeni. Praha: Ceskoslovenska akademie véd.

Taszycki, Witold (ed.). (1965-1980). Stownik staropolskich nazw osobowych. Vol. I-V. Wroctaw:
Zaktad Narodowy im. Ossolinskich.

Toporova, Tat'dna Vladimirovna. (1996). Kul'tura v zerkale dzyka: drevnegermanskie dvuclennye imena
sobstvennye. Moskva: Skola ,,Azyki russkoj kul'tury”. [Toroposa, TaTbsiHa BraguMupoBHa.
(1996). Kynomypa 6 3eprane sizvika: OpegHezepmancKkue 08yuIeHHble UMeHd cOOCmBenHble.
Mockaa: IlIkona ,,SI3bIKH pyccKOit KymbTyphI”. ]

Zaimov, Jordan. (1973). B"Igarski geografski imena s -j'. Sofid: 1zd-vo BAN. [3anmos, Mopnas.
(1973). Bwvaeapcku eeocpacpcru imena c -jb. Codusi: Uzn-8o BAH.]

Zaliznak, Andrej Anatol’evi¢. (2004). Drevnenovgorodskij dialekt. Moskva: Azyki slavanskoj kul'tury.
[3anm3nsk, Auapeit Anaronsesud. (2004). /Ipesnenoszopodckuii duanexm. Mocka: SI3biku
CJIaBSHCKOU KYJIBTYPBL. |

Zeleznak, Irina Mihajlivna. (1969). Ocerk serbohorvats'kogo antroponimiceskogo slovoobrazovania.
Suffiksal'nad sistema serbohorvatskoj antroponimii XII-XV vv. Kyiv: Naukova dumka.
[Kenesusik, Ipuna Muxaitniaa. (1969). Ouepr cepboxopeamcbkoco aHmponoHUMULECcKo20
cnosoobpazosanus. Cypghukcanvras cucmema cepboxopsamckoti anmpononumuu XII-XV ss.
Kuis: Haykosa rymka. ]

ABSTRACT

The purpose of the article is to reveal the interconnection of the three close linguistic concepts:
arealogy, stratigraphy and the oikonymic landscape. The tasks, due to the purpose, were as follows:
1) to describe the theoretical background of arealogy, stratigraphy, and the oikonymic landscape; 2)
to analyze oikonyms (place names) of the 15" century ending in *-j- to illustrate theoretical points.
The reference base for the analysis is the diachronic oikonymic material of Ukraine. In the article,
the empirical and descriptive methods have been used, which means referring to the little-known
oikonymic reference material — the historical-comparative method of onyms analysis. The stratigraphic
method involves quantitative characteristics, space localization of geographical names, determining
the chronology of oikonyms. By means of the cartographic method the areal of oikonyms of the 15"
century ending in *-j- has been studied. So, arealogy, stratigraphy and the oikonymic landscape are
connected by one concept — space, i.e. spreading of some phenomenon (in our research these are
names of the 15" century ending in *-j-) visualized on the map chart, which records spreading of the
phenomenon (the areal of oikonyms (place names) of the 15" century ending in *-j-) in diachrony
(or at some chronological stage — the 15" century (stratigraphy) on the territory of Ukraine; partial
landscape, as names ending in *-j- are only a small part of the general oikonymic landscape). It is
the map-chart that confirms the areal of oikonyms at one of the chronological stages of stratigraphy
within territorial boundaries of the oikonymic landscapes (see the map chart).

Keywords: arealogy, stratigraphy, oikonymic landscape, onyms, proper nouns

ABSTRAKT

Celem artykutu jest ujawnienie powigzania trzech bliskich poje¢ jezykowych: arealogii, straty-
grafii i krajobrazu ojkonimicznego. Zadania, ze wzgledu na ich cel, byty nastepujace: 1) opisac teore-
tyczne podstawy arealogii, stratygrafii i krajobrazu ojkonimicznego; 2) dokona¢ analizy ojkonimow
(nazw miejscowych) z XV wieku konczacych si¢ na *-j- w celu zilustrowania punktdéw teoretycznych.
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Podstawg analizy byt diachroniczny materiat ojkonimiczny Ukrainy. W artykule wykorzystano metody
empiryczne i opisowe, co oznaczato odwotanie si¢ do mato znanego ojkonimicznego materiatu odnie-
sienia — zastosowano historyczng metode poréwnawczg analizy rzeczownikow wlasciwych. Metoda
stratygraficzna obj¢ta charakterystyke ilosciowa, lokalizacje przestrzenng nazw geograficznych oraz
okreslenie chronologii ojkoniméw. Za pomocg metody kartograficznej zbadano grupe ojkonimow
z XV wieku konczacych si¢ na *-j-. Tak wigc arealogia, stratygrafia i pejzaz ojkonimiczny potaczone
sg jedng koncepcja — przestrzenia, tj. rozprzestrzenianie si¢ jakiego$ zjawiska (w naszych badaniach
s3 to nazwy z XV w. koniczace si¢ na *-j-) jest wizualizowane na mapie topologicznej, ktora rejestruje
rozprzestrzenianie si¢ zjawiska (areat ojkonimow (nazw miejscowych) z XV wieku konczacych si¢
na *-j-) w diachronii (lub na pewnym etapie chronologicznym — XV wiek (stratygrafia) na terytorium
Ukrainy; krajobraz cze$ciowy, gdyz nazwy konczace si¢ na *-j- to tylko niewielka czgs$¢ ogdlnego
krajobrazu ojkonimicznego). To wtasnie mapa topologiczna potwierdza obszar ojkoniméw (nazw
miejscowych) na jednym z chronologicznych etapdw stratygrafii w granicach terytorialnych krajo-
brazoéw ojkonimicznych (patrz mapa topologiczna).

Stowa kluczowe: arealogia, stratygrafia, krajobraz ojkonimiczny, onimy, nazwy wlasne
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