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ANNOTATION

The current paper deals with (semantic) oppositions in the present-day Vilnius County
toponyms (both settlement and non-settlement names). Although the traditional research
into Lithuanian toponymy, esp. hydronymy, points out antonymic semantic relationships in
certain place names based on distinctive elements of both composite and compound names,
these elements do not receive due attention. 5103 toponyms (river, stream, pond and settle-
ment names) that currently exist in the region were collected for the research and 400 top-
onyms in the classes of hydronyms and oikonyms that form 191 oppositions were identified.
The oppositions are analyzed not only in terms of their antonymic semantic relationships,
but also formally, i.e. the role of composite and compound names components is examined
on the syntactic (word-formation) level.

KEYWORDS: opposition, toponym, present-day Vilnius County, semantic rela-

tionships, antonymic relationships.

ANOTACIJA

Straipsnyje nagrinéjamos Siy dieny Vilniaus apskrities toponimy (tiek gyvenvieciy,
tiek ne gyvenvieCiy vardy) (semantinés) opozicijos. Tradiciniuose lietuviy toponimijos
tyrimuose, ypac¢ hidronimijos, minimi paskiri antoniminiai vietovardziy pavyzdziai, taciau
iki Siol sistemiskiau jie nebuvo tyrinéti. Tyrimui buvo surinkti 5103 dabartiniai toponimai
(upiy, upeliy, tvenkiniy ir gyvenvie¢iy vardai) ir nustatyta, kad 400 toponimy (hidronimy
ir oikonimy klasése) sudaro 191 opozicija. Opozicijos analizuojamos ne tik pagal jy antoni-
minius semantinius rysius, bet ir formaliai, t. y. sudétiniy ir sudurtiniy vardy komponenty

vaidmuo tiriamas sintaksiniu (zodziy darybos) lygmeniu.
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INTRODUCTION

The traditional research into Lithuanian toponymy resp. hydronymy (esp.
Aleksandras Vanagas 1981a) points out antonymic relationships in certain wa-
ter body names. Sometimes etymologists suggest that, for instance, qualifying
adjectives of colour in toponyms are motivated by the colour, fertility or other
physical characteristic of soil; the prevailing colour of buildings; the qualify-
ing adjectives of size are motivated by the actual size of the named object, etc.
However, normally these distinctive elements in toponyms do not receive due
attention (Stachowski 2018).

Antonymic relationship is often associated with the distinctive attributes of a
composite name, usually qualifying adjectives of size, age, horizontal or vertical
position in space, colour etc., which are used as pre- or post-modifiers to dis-
tinguish between two identical names. Traditionally antonyms are words with
the opposite meaning, i.e. words in semantic opposition. According to John
I. Saeed (2016: 63), contrary to ‘antonym’, the term ‘opposition’ is a broader
general label that indicates the relationship between two entities that does not
necessarily mean that one entity is the negative of the other. Thus, oppositions
in the current research are viewed not only as an antonymic semantic relation-
ship between the distinctive attributes of the name, but as any type of relation-
ship between distinguishing constituent parts of names, including the elements
of compound names that have a clearly distinct function. The research, howev-
er, does not include the analysis on the phonetic oppositions, i.e. the identical
names that follow different stress patterns. Also, due to the scope of the paper
and a big number of oppositions it is impossible to describe etymologies and
motivation of each proper name, therefore, only some of them are described in
terms of their etymology and motivation.

The object of the current research is oppositions based on distinctive attrib-
utes of names in present-day Vilnius County toponymy (both settlement and
non-settlement names).

The aim of the present study is to examine typical oppositions among Vil-
nius County toponyms in terms of their syntactic features and semantics of dis-
tinctive attributes.

The article is based on the analysis of oppositions in toponyms (river, lake,
ponds, settlement names) that currently exist within the borders of the pres-
ent-day Vilnius County, which covers a big part (about one third) of the interwar
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Western Vilnius Region, which is now part of Lithuania. The choice to analyze
toponymy of this area was determined by its long, turbulent and often sad his-
tory, which leads to the complexity of the current study, as place names of the
region are affected by language interactions not only due to cultural periph-
ery but also to long-term multilingualism of the population. Currently, Vilni-
us County consists of 6 district municipalities, 1 municipality and 1 city mu-
nicipality: Elektrénai Municipality, Sal¢ininkai District Municipality, Sirvintos
District Municipality, Sven&ionys District Municipality, Trakai District Munic-
ipality, Ukmergé District Municipality, Vilnius City Municipality, and Vilnius
District Municipality.

The total of 400 (8%) place names that form 191 oppositions were identified
in the corpus of 5103 toponyms, i.e. river (including streams), lake, pond and
settlement (cities, towns, villages and steadings) names in the region: 25 out
of 335 river names make 14 (7%) oppositions; 78 out of 714 lake names make
37 (20%) oppositions; 32 out of 146 pond names make 12 (6%) oppositions;
267 out of 3905 settlement names make 128 (67%) oppositions. In the number
of cases, three or more place names in each category are in opposition. All the
selected toponyms that exist in oppositions are within 0,1 to 20 km from each
other.

Toponyms (both settlement and non-settlement names) were collected from:
Vilnius County district municipalities’ web sites; The Rivers, Lakes and Ponds
Cadaster of the Republic of Lithuania (Lith. Lietuvos Respublikos upiy, ezery ir
tvenkiniy kadastras, UETK, https://uetk.am.lt); Vilnius County maps at https://
www.geoportal.lt; The Catalogue of Lithuanian Place Names Written from the
Living Language at the Institute of the Lithuanian Language Onomastics De-
partment (Lith. Lietuviy kalbos instituto Vardyno skyriaus Lietuviy vietovardziy,
uzrasyty is gyvosios kalbos, kartoteka); The Archive of Vilnius Region Land Names
Questionnaires at the Institute of the Lithuanian Language Onomastics Depart-
ment (Lith. Lietuviy kalbos instituto Vardyno skyriaus prieskarinés Vilniaus
krasto Zemés vardyno ankety archyvas); during the analysis, the variants of some
name forms were checked in the Russian Empire Map of 1872 (hereinafter, REM
1872) (https://mapire.eu/en/map/russia-1872/).

1. SYNTACTIC FEATURES
OF OPPOSITIONS IN TOPONYMY

The present study is based not only on the examination of the typical ant-
onymic semantic relationships among Vilnius County toponyms, but also in-
cludes their formal analysis, i.e. the role of (composite and compound) names
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components on the syntactic (word-formation) level. Thus, the first part of the
paper analyzes the syntactic features of toponyms.

1.1. Pre- and post-modifiers

It has been observed that the majority of oppositions in composite topo-
nyms are formed by such elements as distinctive attributes that serve as pre- or
post-modifiers of the place name, i.e. autonomous words (e.g., qualifying ad-
jectives) are placed either before or after the modified name.

1.1.1. Autonomous words as pre- and post-modifiers

Oppositions based on the antonymic relationships of the autonomous words
either in pre- or post-position are made following these patterns: zero modifier
+ name x pre-modifier + name, pre-modifier + name x pre-modifier + name, name
+ zero modifier x name + post-modifier. From the perspective of word-formation
toponymic oppositions with pre- and post-modifiers are classified as composite
place names.

The zero modifier + name x pre-modifier + name pattern can be observed
in 28 oppositions: 2 river names oppositions — Upésé x Mazdji Upésé, Kena
x Mazdoji Kena; 2 lake names oppositions — Antavilio éZeras (lake) x Mazasis
Antavilio éeras, Gulbinas x MazZasis Gulbinas; 24 settlement names opposi-
tions — Bezdénys (tn) x Bezdénys (v) x Aukstieji Bezdonys (v), Brasta x Naujéji
Brasta, Buda x Sendji Buda x Naujéji Buda (El mun.), Buda x Sendji Buda (Trak.
D. mun.), Bida x Semeliskiy Biida (Aukstadvaris eldership), Gediinai x Didieji
Gediinai, Jagélonys x Kloniniai Jagélonys, Kdlviai x Naujieji Kdlviai, Karklénai x
Uzupio Karklénai x Didieji Karklénai, Katutiskés x Mazosios Katutiskés, Kudzio-
nys x Mazieji Kudzionys, Laibiskés x DidZiésios Laibiskés, Leritvaris (tn) x Lefit-
varis (v) x Naujasis Lefitvaris (v), Liepénys x MaZieji Liepénys, Maceliai x Senie-
ji Macéliai, Médininkai x Didieji Médininkai, Migucionys x Senieji Migticionys x
Naujieji Migucionys, Pamerkys x Aukstasis Pamerkys, Piktakonys x Naujieji Pik-
takonys, Réva x Naujéji Réva, Riesé (stead.) x Riesé (v) x MaZdji Riesé x DidZi6ji
Rie$é, Tartokas x Salcininkéliy Tartékas, Trakai (tn) x Senieji Trakai (v) (Trak. D.
mun.), Zadvarninkai x Naujieji Zadvarninkai.

The pre-modifier + name x pre-modifier + name pattern can be observed
in 25 cases: 1 river names opposition — Didysis Pirciupis x MazZasis Pifciupis;
3 lake names oppositions — Didelis Macijonélis x Mazas Macijonélis, Didysai
Siaurys x Mazasai Siaurys, Didieji Vagiekai x Mazieji Vagiekai; 21 settlement
names oppositions — Didieji Bausiai x MaZieji Bausiai, Naiijas Jandvas x Sénas
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Janavas, Mazosios Kabiskés x DidZiosios Kabiskés, Auktieji Karklénai x Zemieji
Karklénai, Sénosios Kietaviskeés x Naiijosios Kietaviskés, Mazéji Kiiosiné x Didzio-
ji Kiiosiné, Didieji Lygainiai x Mazieji Lygainiai, Senieji MieZionys x Naujieji
Miezionys, Kalniniai Mijdugonys x Kloniniai Mijdugonys, Nauja Pasaminé x Sena
Pasaminé, Naiijosios Rakliskés x Sénosios Rakliskés, Aukstieji Rusokai x Zemieji
Rusokai, Aukstieji Semeniukai x Zemieji Semeniukai, Mazosios Sélos x DidZiosios
Sélos, Sénas Stranditis x Naiijas Strunditis, Auksvti’eji Svirnai x Zvemi,eji Svirnai,
Nauji Saminiai x Seni Saminiai, Naujasis TaFpupis x Sendsis Tafpupis, Sendsios
Viésos x Aukstosios Viesos x Zémosios Viésos, Baltéji Voké (tn) (Slén. D. mun.) x
Juodéji Vékeé (V C mun.) x Baltéji Véké (V C mun.), Traky Véké (V C mun.) x
Miriné Véké (V C mun.).

The name + post-modifier x name + post-modifier pattern can be observed
in 3 oppositions: 1 river names opposition — Ciudykas Didelis x Ciidykas Mazas;
2 lake names oppositions — Ilma Didzidji x Ilma MaZ6ji, Nevaidas Aukstas x Ne-
vardas Zémas.

As it can be seen in the above examples, the zero modifier x pre-modifi-
er and pre-modifier x pre-modifier patterns are most productive in the class of
settlement names oppositions, comprising 28 and 25 out of 191 oppositions
respectively.

1.1.2. Numbers as post-modifiers

In a great number of pond and settlement names (32 and 114 respectively)
numbers are used to make distinction between two identical toponyms (in some
cases, among three and more names). Such toponymic constructions do not
form semantic oppositions and can be observed only in ponds and settlement
names that most often follow the name + zero modifier x name + post modifier
and name + post-modifier x name + post-modifier patterns, the latter being the
most productive (the total of 51 cases).

The pattern name + zero modifier x name + post modifier can be observed
in: 1 pond names opposition — Brazudlés x Brazuélés I x Brazudleés II; 6 settle-
ment names oppositions — Antdkalnis x Antdkalnis I x Antakalnis Il x Antdakalnis
III, Buda (Trakai eldership) x Buada I x Buda III, Naujdlaukis (Naujalaukis I) x
Naujalaukis II (E1 D. mun.), Naujalaukis x Naujalaukis II (Trak. D. mun.), Ne-
menciné x Nemenciné Il, Verseka x Verseka I x Verseka II.

The pattern name + post-modifier x name + post-modifier can be observed
in: 11 pond names oppositions — Buivydiskiy I x Buivydiskiy II x Buivydiskiy IIT
x Buivydiskiy IV x Buivydiskiy V x Buivydiskiy VI, Jiodés I x Jiodés IT x Jiiodés
I x Jiodés IV, Mostiskiy I x Mostiskiy IT, Navakoniy I x Navakoniy II, Sal¢ininky
I x Sal¢ininky II, Taujény x Taujény II, Tetény I x Tetény II, Tolkiskiy I x Tolkiskiy
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II, Turniskiy I x Turniskiy II, Viesy I x Viesy II x Viesy III, Virks¢iy I x Virksciy II,
44 settlement names oppositions — Alésiskés I x Alésiskes I1, Alionys (Alionys I) x
Alionys 11, Antaliedé I x Antaliedé 11, Arénai [ x Arénai I, AZumiskeé [ x AZumiské
II, Bastunai I x Bastunai II, BuivydZiai I x BuivydZiai II, Burbliské I x Burbliské
II, Dailydtikas I x Dailydtikas 11, Gemeliskis I x Gemeliskis II, GimZiai [ x GimZiai
I, Jusiskis I x Jusiskis II, Kalnuété I x Kalnuété II x Kalnuété IV x Kalnuété V x
Kalnuéteé VII, Kiaukliskis I x KiaukliSkis II, Kochanovka I x Kochanovka II x Ko-
chanovka III, KryZiduka I x Kryziduka II, Kunigiskiai I x Kunigiskiai II, Kiiosiné
I x Kiiosiné II x Ktiosiné III, Lapiskiai I x Lapiskiai II, Levaniskis I x Levaniskis
II, Litnai I x Litnai II, Lygumai I x Lygumai II, Maigiai I x Maigiai II, Malindu-
ka I x Malinduka II, Myliai I x Myliai II, Meriénys I x Meriénys II, Nacéliskiai
I x Nacéliskiai II, Naujasodis I x Naujdsodis II, Navasiolkai I x Navasiolkai II x
Navasiolkai III, Nenortai I x Nenortai II, Pagaigalé I x Pagaigalé II, Parija I x Pari-
ja II, Pasilé I x Pasilé Il x Pasilé 111, Piliakalnis I x Piliakalnis II, Pogulidnka I x
Pogulidanka II, Raméniskiai I x Raméniskiai II, Raudéné I x Raudéné 11, Sakaliské I
x Sakaliské II, Saveikiskia I x Saveikiskia II, SéSkuské I x Séskuské IT, Sesuoléliai I
x SeSuoléliai I, Uosininkai I x Uosininkai II x Uosininkai III, Urnéziai I x UrnéZiai
11, Vaiciukiské I x Vaicinkiské II, Varnikéliai I x Varnikéliai I1.

The use of numbers in place names is characteristic of the quite recent nomi-
nation patterns, esp. since the beginning of the 20t century (Stépan 2009: 915).
It is important to notice that numbers are used only in the official sources (mu-
nicipalities websites, documents and maps, etc.) to make distinction between
the identical names, whereas the locals do not usually use numbers with these
names. Thus, for instance, Buivydziai I and Buivydziai I are both referred to as
Buivydziai; or Uosininkai 1, Uosininkai I and Uosininkai III are known as Uosin-
inkai in the living language. The same usage applies to pond names. All pond
names, esp. those modified by numbers are artificial toponymic objects, which
were named after the places they are located in, and their names are the result

of transonymization. Thus, they are of no interest and are not further analyzed.

1.2. Affixes

In a number of cases the place name opposition can be formed by affixes, i.e.
prefixes or suffixes, esp. diminutive suffixes as opposed to names without any

modifying elements (names with zero modifiers).
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1.2.1. Suffixes

The group of oppositions based on diminutive suffixes is the biggest and
includes the following 69 cases: 9 river names oppositions — Ldtvé x Latvélé,
Lukna x Luknélé (Baltélé), Kena x Kenélé (Kinélé) Musia x Musélé, Nérupis x
Nerupells (also see 1.3.), Struna x Stranélé, Saléia x Salcykscza Zizdra x Zizdréle,
Zeimena x Zeimenélé; 30 lake names oppositions — Akis x Akélé (as well as two
more lakes Akis in the same eldership that make an opposition with Akél¢),
Baka x Bakutis, Bdltas x Baltélis x Baltélis, Bélys x Bélditis, Berzudlis x Berzuo-
litkas, Briatinis x Briauniitkas, Bedugnis x Bedugniukas, Drabuzis x Drabuzdi-
tis, Géjus x Géjitkas, Géla x Gélditis, Gruozys x Gruozditis, Gaigdlis x Gaiga-
liikas, Gélvis x Gelvditis, Jagudis x Jagudélis, Juodynas x Juodynélis, Karis x
Karditis, Krakinis x Krakintikas, Kretiionas x Kretuonykstis, Liedis x Liedditis,
Ménis x Monditis, Pazemys x Pazemélis, Skritis x Skricittkas, SpindZitis x Spin-
dziukas, Sudota x Sudotélis, Sefmis x Sermitkas, Saminis x Saminélis, Siemetis x
Siemetitkas, Sveficius x Svencitikas, Ungurys x Ungurditis, Varndkis x Varnakélis;
30 settlement names oppositions — Akmena (v) x Akmena (v) x Akmenélé (v),
Barbiskis x Barbiskélis, Bardiskiai x Bardiskéliai, Bugénai x Bugenéliai, Dainava x
Dainavélé, Déltuva (tn) x Deltuvélé (v), Dusmenys x Dusmenéliai, GriioZninkai x
Gruozninkéliai, Gruzos x Gruzélés, Juodynas x Juodynélis, Jiodiskis x Juodiskélis,
Laukénai x Laukénéliai, Lazdynai x Lazdinéliai, Makuciai x Makucittkai, Miski-
niai x Miskinéliai, Musninkai x Musninkéliai, Naidai x Naidéliai, Nemenciné x
Nemencinélé, Prudiské x Prudiskélé, PurniSkés x Purnuskéliai, Raguvd x Raguvélé,
Sdmninkai x Samninkéliai, Slabada x Slabadka, Salininkai (v) x Sal¢ininkai (tn)
X Salcznmkelzaz (V) Sitikstiskiai x Siukstiskéliai, Svencionys x Svencionéliai, Tau-
jénai (tn) x Taujénai (v) x Taujénéliai (v), Trakai (v) x Trakai (stead.) x Trakéliai
(v) (Svné. D. mun.), Verseka x Versekélé, Vytiné x Vytinéle.

The most productive suffixes are -él- (-is, -¢, -iai) and -el- (-is, -¢, -és, -iai)
(30 and 13 cases respectively) in both settlement and non-settlement names.
All diminutive toponyms are suffix-derivatives from the toponyms they are in
opposition with and are formed under the influence of a toponymic context.
According to Vanagas (1970: 75), such toponyms can be considered the con-
tinuation (“continuum”) of the primary place names. Their relation to the top-
onymic context is indicated by the common root, whereas the suffix indicates
the relationships of belonging (possessivity) and origin. These relationships re-
flect the belonging (or quantitative) subordination and are determined by the
relationship of the toponymic objects themselves and provide certain informa-
tion (belonging-origin relationship). Diminutive toponyms listed in this section
name objects that are characterized by their size and are smaller than the ob-
jects from the names of which their diminutive names were derived. In all the
above cases, the topo-object are located in a very close proximity to each other.
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1.2.2. Prefixes

There are only two oppositions based on prefix derivatives that can be found
among settlement names: Udrénys x Paiidrénys, Voveré x Pavoveré. The prefix pa-
derivatives in the Lithuanian language denote a place below or near something.
Udrénys and Paudrénys are two villages in the vicinity of the village Tabariskeés
in Turgeliai eldership, Sl¢n. D. mun. Both villages are in close proximity and
are located on the opposite sides of the road to Turgéliai. According to Marija
Razmukaité (2009: 34), oikonyms with the suffix -onys (-oniai) are plularia tan-
tum derivatives from personal names with patronymic suffixes -aitis, -énas, -onis,
-tnas. Thus, it may be claimed that the settlement name Udrdnys is a derivative
from the anthroponym Udrys!. The prefix pa- in the opposition Udrénys and
Paudrénys indicates the relationships of belonging (possessivity) and origin.

The second opposition in this category is made by two villages Voveré and
Pavoveré that are 4 km away from one another on the right bank of the Voverdit¢>
(the right tributary of the Zeimena) in Pabradés eldership, Svné. D. mun. Pavo-
veré is located close (0,3 km) to the confluence of the Voverdité and the Zeimena,
whereas Voveré is located 4 km away from Pavoveré, upstream the Voverdité.
Both Voveré and Pavoveré are surrounded by forests (Katelninky, Kulnigkés,
Pavoverés, Voverés). These settlement names were motivated by the potamo-
nym they are located next to, whereas the prefix pa- in the name Pavoveré not
only indicates the relationship of this settlement with the stream and Voveré vil-
lage, Pavoverés and Voverés forests it is located in close proximity to. The prefix
pa- also serves a distinctive element between two settlement names and indi-
cates the relationships of possessivity and origins.

1.3. Compound place names

Only two compound name oppositions with no autonomous words used as
pre- or post-modifiers were identified among the analyzed region’s toponyms,
i.e. one compound settlement name opposition Senddvaris x Naujadvaris and
one compound river name opposition the Nérupis x the Nerupélis. Each of the
two oppositions present different compound names formation models: Adjective

U A Lithuanian male name, which could be derived and motivated by the qualities ascribable to
tdra (otter) ‘predatory aquatic fur animal (Lutra lutra)’.

2 The river Voverdité may be derived from the diminutive form of the zoonym wvoveré (squirrel)
‘small, long tailed rodent (Sciurus) (LKZe) and could be motivated by the place where there were
/ are many animals of this species.
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+ common Noun (Senddvaris — sénas ‘old’ + dvdras ‘estate, property’ as opposed
to Naujadvaris — naiijas ‘new’ + dvdras ‘estate, property’) and Verb 4+ common
Noun (the Nérupis — neérti ‘to dive; to flow quickly’ + upis ‘river’ as opposed to
the Nerupélis — nérti ‘to dive; to flow quickly’ + upélis ‘small river, stream’). In
case of Senadvaris x Naujadvaris the opposition is formed by the first parts of
these compound names <« sénas ‘old’ and natijas ‘new’. The compound river
name opposition is based on the diminutive suffix derivative (see 1.2.1. above).

2. SEMANTIC CATEGORIES
OF OPPOSITIONS IN TOPONYMY

As described above, distinctive elements of proper names create an opposi-
tion. Although antonymic relationships are typical in toponymy, not all of the
cases create a semantic opposition, as the distinctive attributes of the opposition
belong to different semantic categories, esp. when they are derived from oth-
er proper names (e.g., oikonyms, hydronyms, etc.). To illustrate, Tartékas and
Saléininkéliy Tartékas (Tartokas « Lith. tartékas ‘a lumbermill, sawmill’ « Pol.
tartak ‘a sawmill or lumber mill’, i.e. a facility where logs are cut into lumber)
are two villages in Sl¢n. D. mun. 8,5 km from each other and definitely create
an opposition. One of them has a zero attribute, or modifier, (Tartékas), while
the second member of the opposition is modified by the attribute derived from
the proper name (oikonym) Sal¢ininkéliai.

Another example of place names that form an opposition that are not based
on the antonymic semantic relationship of their distinctive attributes are two
villages that now make a part of Vilnius City — Traky Voké (« Traky is the
genitive case of the oikonym Trdakai) and Muriné Véké (Muriné < Lith. muri-
nis (-¢) ‘made of stones or bricks’). Both settlements are situated on the River
V6ké® in close proximity to one another (approx. 1 km). The name Viéké was

3 The motivation of the river name Véké can be interpreted in several ways because of its complex
semantics (words in different languages may have different associations). The Véké (the left trib-
utary of the Neris) is a stream flowing from Lake Pdpis. The name can be culturally motivated.
In his book, Jézef Krajewski (2013: 225) suggests that this name is derived from the Tatar voka
‘water. However, this statement is highly questionable, as the first mention of the name Voéké in

the historical documents was made at least a decade earlier than the fact about the first Tartars
settlement in the vicinity. Thus, it is highly likely the name is derived from the Lithuanian verbs
vOktis ‘to clear’, vokti ‘to harvest, to clear, to gather (LKZe) by means of the suffix -¢, which is the
derivational suffix for agent (doers of the action) (see Ambrazas 1993: 170 ff). The motivation of
V6ké can be interpreted as follows: véktis / vékti — vokéjas ‘the one who harvests, cleans / cleans-
es’ — Voké.
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first mentioned in 1375, when Prussian Marshal Godfrid von Linden (T 25 July
1379) and his army looted the vicinity of Trdkai for nine days. Then a big battle
took place near the Voké between the regiments of the Lithuanian dukes Kestu-
tis (c. 1300 — 15 August 1382) and Algirdas (11 February 1296 — 24 May 1377)
and the Teutonic Order. In 1396—1397 the Grand Duke of Lithuania Vytautas
(c. 1350 — 27 October 1430) settled the Tatar prisoners by the River Véké. In
1415 the village of Voké was written by Duke Vytautas to the Old Trakai Ben-
edictine Monastery (VLE XXIV). The attribute Trdky in the composite name
Traky Voké is motivated by the oikonym Trdkai, as the settlement is situated
near the road to Trdkai. Thus, the name Trdky Voké means no more or less
than ‘the settlement (V6ké) on the road (in the direction to Trakai) near the
V6ké river’. The distinctive attribute Muriné ‘made of stones or bricks’ (« Lith.
muras ‘a wall or enclosure made from mortar, stones or bricks’ or < Lith. verb
miryti ‘to lay bricks; to build from stones or bricks’) was motivated by the type
of buildings prevalent in the settlement. Both names (Trdaky Véké and Miiriné
Viké) definitely create an opposition, but the opposition of these composite
names is not based on antonymic semantic relationship of their distinctive at-
tributes Traky and Muriné.

The majority of the analyzed toponymic oppositions are based on antonym-
ic semantic relationships between the modifying words. The semantic analysis
focuses on the toponymic opposition types in terms of size, position, age, and
colour of the named object.

2.1. Size

The semantic category based on antonymic relationships of qualifying ad-
jectives of size (didelis ‘big’ x mazas ‘small’) is comprised of 24 toponymic op-
positions, i.e. 11 hydronym (5 potamonym and 6 limnonym) and 13 oikonym
oppositions.

The analysis of the geo-data shows that almost all distinctive attributes that
form oppositions literally refer to the size of the modified object and indicate
the semantic antonymic relationship between the members of the opposition,
e.g., the Kena (23,9 km) is literally a longer river than the Mazéji Kena (10,4 km)
and the Kenélé (8 km)*; the lake Didieji Vagiekai (0,047 km?) is twice bigger than

4 The River Kena is a left tributary of the Vilnia. The river gave name to the village Kena (Kiné) in
Vilnius District municipality (approx. 1 km upstream the Kena and its confluence with the Vilnia).
The Kenélé (Kinelé) is a left tributary of the Kena and is the diminutive suffix derivative. The
sources of the Kena and the Mazéji Kena are 6,6 km away from one another and both rivers flow
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the lake Mazieji Vagiekai (0,023 km?)% the village Didziosios Kabiskés occu-
py much bigger area than the village MaZosios Kabiskés. The same can be told
about oppositions based on the diminutive suffixes (see 1.2.1.), e.g. the Musia
(29 km) is almost four times longer than its tributary the Musélé (8 km); the
lake Bdltas® (0,65 km?) is almost twice bigger than the lake Baltélis (0,038 km?)
and yet another lake Baltélis (0,015 km?) in Svn¢. D. mun.; Saldininkai town
(2,98 km?) and the village of the same name Sal¢ininkai (1,5 km?) (in the vicin-
ity of the town) are both bigger than the village Sal¢ininkéliai (0,5 km?).
However, there is one exception that stands out from the majority of se-
mantic antonymic oppositions in this category — two rivers in the direct op-
positions the Didysis Pirciupis and the Mazasis Pirciupis’. The distinguishing
attributes (adjectives) in pre-position (Didysis < didis (great, big) and MaZasis
« mazas (small)) were added to the river names Pif¢iupis most probably in the
second half of the 20% century (as a result of re-naming of the two rivers), as
The map of Russian Empire (REM 1872) features two river names Pirciupis (Rus.
Iupyronucv) with the settlement name Pirciupé (Rus. [Tupyrone), now Pifciupiali,

in the opposite directions from one another. The Mazdji Kena (a right tributary of the Merkys) is
the name made by the principle of analogy from the Kena, as the opposition of the former with
qualificational adjective méazas (-a) (small) ‘of small dimensions; spare, sparse; slight, weak; less
important’ (LKZe). Vanagas (1981: 156) claimed that the name Kena is derived from Lith. kiné ‘a
raised place in a meadow, bog, or in water’ or ‘roots of trees and shrubs on the river bank (in water)
’ (LKZe); also, from Lith. kinis ‘a crust on the water; slough, marsh’ or ‘a small island in a river or
lake; the area of slough, marsh’ (LKZe). Therefore, the motivation for the name is quite confusing
and can be interpreted as a transposition of the concept: kiné — a place overgrown with trees and
shrubs — the (MaZ6ji) Kena (and the Kinélé); or kinis — a crust on the water; slough, marsh —
the (Maz6ji) Kena (and the Kinéle).

5 In the Russian Empire Map of 1872, the Lake Didieji Vagiekai are recorded as (Rus.) 03.[epo]
Basxcve, Mazieji Vagiekai — (Rus.) 03.[epo] Baxvuka (see REM 1872). An unnamed stream drains
into the Lake Didieji Vagiekai. The southern part the lake is also a source of yet another unnamed
stream, which joins Didieji Vagiekai with the lake Mazieji Vagiekai, which in its turn is a source
of yet one more unnamed stream that joins it with the Lake Luknia. Both Didieji Vagiekai and
Mazieji Vagiekai lie in the bed or watercourse of a nameless stream. Thus, the name Vagiekai may
be derived by means of the suffix -iek- with pluralium tantum inflection -ai from the Lith. vaga
(riverbed, channel) ‘the place where the river flows' (LKZe). The motivation of the name can be
interpreted as a transposition of the concept: vaga — the one that lies in the riverbed / course —
Didieji Vagiekai / Mazieji Vagiekai.

¢ The Lake Bdltas, as well as two lakes Baltélis in its opposition, is motyvated by colour bdltas, -a
(white).

7 Both the Didysis Pifciupis and the Mazasis Pifciupis are left tributaries of the Merkys (the conflu-
ence of the Mazasis Pif¢iupis and the Merkys is 2 km further upstream from the place the Didydis
Pirciupis discharges its waters).
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on the river now known as the Didysis Pifc¢iupis. This can also be observed in
the maps from the Soviet period. These two composite river names do not actu-
ally refer to the size of both rivers, as the Mazasis Pifciupis is 1,8 km longer than
the Didysis Pifciupis, i.e. their length is 9,1 km and 7,3 km respectively. This
geographical fact leads to at least several interpretations of the semantic motiva-
tion of both toponyms. First, the choice of qualifying adjectives cannot be ex-
plained by the real size of both rivers; it could be motivated by the intensity and
volume of the flow — didysis, therefore, could mean ‘notable in volume, abun-
dant; strong, violent, intense’ (LKZe), whereas mazasis could mean ‘which is of
small dimensions, weak’ (LKZe), highlighting the most vivid characteristics of
both rivers. However, such interpretations of the distinguishing attributes moti-
vation, though possible, are arguable, as once intense and voluminous currents
could have lost their volumes and vigour. Second, the attributes didysis and
mazasis could respectively mean ‘important, significant’ and ‘insignificant, less
important’. The Didysis Pifciupis could be made more ‘important, significant’
than the Mazasis Pifciupis because of the following reasons: a) the name Pirciu-
piai® was first mentioned as early as the 16%—17% centuries. The village was lo-
cated on the road to Grodno. Dukes of the Grand Dutchy of Lithuania loved to
hunt in its vicinity. Here was the royal hunting lodge (see ML-I; Maculevicius,
Baltrusiené 1999: 92); there has been the village Pirciupiai (Rus. ITupyrone <«
*Pirciupé, *Pirciupé < Pirciupé, Pirciupis) on the banks of the Didysis Pirciupis
(see REM 1872); b) the village Pifc¢iupiai (and the river it is located next to) is
known for the tragedy of June 1944, when after the Soviet partisans™ attack on
the Nazi battalion, the Schutzstaffel sent a punishment squadron and burned
alive almost all (119, including children under age of 16) inhabitants of PircCiu-
piai (see Lipovec 2019). The tragedy of Pifciupiai is covered in many books, ar-
ticles, etc. Considering the above, the distinctive attributes didysis and mazasis
could actually highlight the significance of one river over the other irrespective
of their actual lengths.

8 The name of the village Pif¢iupiai is motivated by the river name(s) in the vicinity of which it is
situated. The river name is a compound, the first part of which is related by Vanagas (1981: 260)
to the Lith. pirtis (bathhouse)a certain building or a place for bathing; the building or room where
the flax is dried’ (LKZe). Taking into consideration the historical facts that the vicinity was a fa-
vourite hunting place of the Grand Dukes of the GDL and there once has been a royal hunting
estate, as well as the tragedy of 1944, the motivation of the qualitative adjective Didysis x Mazasis
can be interpreted according to Stachowski’s (2018: 197-214) theory and it can be stated that the
Didysis Pir¢iupis is more important. Linguistic-cognitive motivation can be interpreted as a trans-
fer of the concept: pirtis (bath) — bathing river / bathhouse — Piiciupis.

9 Members of resistance movements that fought against the Axis forces in the Soviet Union.
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2.2. Position

The semantic category based on the antonymic relationships of the distinc-
tive attributes (adjectives) indicating the relative position of the toponymic ob-
jects in space (in all cases — the vertical position dukstas ‘high’ x Zémas ‘low’)
consists of 10 toponymic oppositions (1 limnonym and 9 oikonym). In two
cases (Jagélonys x Kloniniai Jagélonys and Kalniniai Mijdugonys x Kloniniai Mi-
jdugonys) the identical place names are modified by the adjectives kloninis ‘of
the valley’ (meaning ‘located / situated in the valley’) and kalninis ‘of the hill /
mountain’ (meaning ‘located / situated on the hill / mountain’) and are derived
from the Lithuanian nomenclature terms klénis ‘valley, dip, lowland, ravine’
and kdlnas ‘high natural ground elevation; hill, mountain’.

One of the most interesting oppositions in this category is that of lakes Ne-
vafdas Aukstas and Nevardas Zémas — two limnonyms in the analyzed region
the opposition of which is based on the antonymic semantic relationship of the
qualifying adjectives dukstas ‘high’ and Zémas ‘low’. The lakes are in V D. mun.,
10.5 km northeast of the village Pabérfé. Nevaidas Aukstas is characterized by
high, dry banks mostly covered with trees and meadows; Nevaidas Zémas is the
larger lake 0,07 km to the south from Nevafdas Aukstas. In comparison with
Nevardas Aukstas the shores of Nevaidas Zémas are low and swampy (the lake
is surrounded by Vilkiskiy Swamp). The name Nevardas is a negative prefix ne-
derivative from the base vard-. According to Aleksandras Vanagas (1981: 362),
all the hydronyms with the base vard- have to be related with the hydronyms
with bases verd- and vird-. All of them comprise three variants of etymologically
single root — vard-, verd- and vird-. Such hydronyms can be derived from Lith.
verdéné, verdénis ‘spring, source’ (LKZe), virditklis ‘spring, whirlpool’ (LKZe)
« Lith. verb virti (vérda, viré) or vefstis ‘to popple or bounce from dungeons
(about source)’ (LKZe). Thus, linguistic-cognitive motivation of the names Ne-
vafdas Aukstas and Nevafdas Zémas can be interpreted as a transposition of the
concept: ne + vardas (verdénis, verduklis) (not + spring, source) — the body of
water that is not a spring, source — Nevafdas (Aukstas / Zémas). The distinc-
tive attributes of both names indicate to their actual position in space, Nevardas
Atikstas being positioned somewhat higher in space (i.e. elevated, located on
the hill) than its counterpart.

2.3. Age

The biggest number of oppositions (19 cases) based on the antonymic rela-
tionships of the distinctive attributes (adjectives in the pre-position) with the
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semantic meaning of sénas ‘old’ and naiijas ‘new’ can only be found in the cat-
egory of oikonyms, as in Sénas Strunditis x Natjas Strunditis (two villages in
Stranaitis eldership, Svn¢. D. mun.) or Naujdasis Tafpupis x Sendsis Tafpupis
(two villages in Senieji Trakai eldership, Trak. D. mun.). Sometimes the oppo-
sition old x new can be only inferred, as one of the members has no modifier:
cf. Lentvaris (tn) x Lefitvaris (v) x Naujasis Leritvaris (v), Trakai (C) (Trakai el-
dership, Trak. D. mun.) x Senieji Trdkai (v) (Senieji Trakai eldership, Trak. D.
mun.). The distinctive attributes sénas ‘old’ and naiijas ‘new’ of the oppositions
in this category of semantic antonymic relationship point to the age difference
between the members of the opposition, i.e. one member of the opposition is
literally older than the other. Thus, for instance, the village Senieji Trakai is lit-
erally older than the historic city of Trdkai'?, or both Lefitvaris'! town and Lerit-
varis village are older than the village Naujasis Lentvaris.

2.4. Colour

Colour oppositions are surprisingly scarce in toponymy of the present-day
Vilnius County. Only one case was identified in the class of oikonyms. Al-
though, according to Saeed (2016: 64) “the term antonymy is sometimes used
to describe words which are at the same level in a taxonomy”, i.e. hierarchical
classification system, one of which is the system of colour adjectives that be-
ing “sister-members of the same taxonomy and therefore incompatible with
each other”, toponyms (river, lake, settlement names, including compound and

10 According to legends, Senieji Trdkai was founded in 1316 by Grand Duke Gediminas, who trans-
ferred the capital of Lithuania from Kernavé to Senieji Trdkai and erected the brick castle. Trakai
and the Duchy of Trakai were first mentioned in 1337 in the Vygand Marburgian Chronicle. His-
torians associate this mention of Trakai with Senieji Trikai. When GD Gediminas settled in Vil-
nius, his son Kestutis inherited the Dutchy of Trakai and moved the town from Senieji Trdkai to
its current location, known as (Naujieji) Trakai. The castle of Senieji Trakai was destroyed by the
Teutonic Order in 1391 (ML-I; Kerbelyté 1983; Vanagas 1996; Maculevicius, Baltrusiené 1999;
MiSeikis 2001; Malinauskas, Kriau¢itinas 2005; Zinkevic¢ius 2007; Lisauskas 2009; Vercinkevi-
¢ius 2010; VLE XXI). The name Trdkai is derived from Lith. trdkas (glade, clearing) ‘dry, grassy
meadow overgrown with rare shrubs and trees in the forest” or ‘cut or scorched forest, picking’,
or ‘shrubs or trees growing under tree crowns, undergrowth’ (LKZe). Thus, linguistic-cognitive
motivation can be interpreted as a transfer of the concept: trakas (glade, clearing) — meadow in

the forest, picking, undergrowth — Trakai.

Leritvaris is mentioned as early as in 1596 as Lentvario (LentvoriSkiy) dvaras (En. Lentvaris manor,
estate), which started developing into a settlement in 1861-1862, when the railroad St. Peters-
burg—Warsaw was built (see Vanagas 1996: 135-137).
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composite names) of the same syntactic composition or form modified by any
colour could potentially make an opposition. However, no such names were
identified in the corpus of 5103 toponyms!2.

Colour components in toponymy, according to Stachowski (2018: 199-200)
can be motivated by the following: 1) geographical factors, i.e. such names can
be derived by means of analogy from other toponyms (esp. the hydronyms) the
geographical object is in close proximity to; 2) geological factors, i.e. the col-
our of soil in the vicinity of the named object, and/or fertility of soil, which is
closely related to its colour, i.e. the darker the colour of soil, the more fertile it
is; 3) the colour of buildings; 4) symbolism, i.e. colours in toponyms may have
a symbolic meaning, as in many cultures have symbolic meaning with reference
to space, esp. point of the world: the North, South, East and West!?; 5) colour
oppositions may correspond to oppositions, such as old x new, upper x lower, big
x small, e.g., colour white could mean big and, eventually, old, as opposed to
black with the meaning small and, eventually, new; 6) as a distinguishing ele-
ment between two identical names.

The opposition under discussion, based on the antonymic relationship of
the colours bdltas (white) and jilodas (black), is formed by two villages in V C
mun. — Juoddji Voké and Baltéji Voké (for the meaning and motivation of the
name Voké, see section 2). Baltoji Voké (v) is 8,8 km away from Juoddji Véké (v),
both are on the right bank of the Véké. Juoddji Voké can also be considered an
opposition to the town Baltéji Véké (Slén. D. mun.), which is 8,7 km away from
Juoddji Voké (v). It is very difficult to explain the motivation of colour adjectives
in composite toponyms or colour component in compound place names, in this
case — settlement names, for several reasons.

Let us consider some possible factors that could motivate the names Juoddji
V6ké and two Baltéji Voké settlements based on the data from the Russian Em-
pire 1872 Map, which features only Baltéji Voké village (Rus. benast Baka) out of
three names. The colour attributes in these settlement names may be explained
with reference of their age, where colour white could mean big and, eventually,

12 There are several toponyms, such as rivers the Bdltupis (also known as the Cedronas or Kedronas),
the Juodé, the Raudonélé, the Rudamina, the Rudélé, the Zalesa, lakes Juddis, Baltis, which were
obviously in one way or another motivated by colour adjectives bdltas (white), jiodas (black),
raudénas (red), ridas (brown, red), Zalias (green), but they are at a too big distance from other
colour-motivated toponymic objects to form oppositions.

13 This will not be considered in the current analysis, as the cases are too few to draw any plausible
conclusions. The theory of colour oppositions based on ancient colour symbolism with reference
to points of the compass were studied in Superanskaja (1970), Stépan (2009), Stachowski (2018)
and others, however, no regularities were proved.
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old, as opposed to black with the meaning small and, eventually, new. The ab-
sence of the village Juoddji Véké and the town Baltéji Voké in the 19% century
map means that both the village and the town are relatively ‘young’ settlements.
Thus, the reasoning ‘white is old and black is young’ could only be true for the op-
position Baltéji Véké (v, V. C mun.) x Juodéji Voké (v), but not for the opposition
Juoddji Véké (v) x Baltéji Véké (tn, Slén. D. mun.). The town Baltéji Véké was
initially founded as a settlement known as Naujéji Zagariné and got its current
name as well as the status of the town in 1958, Therefore, it may be concluded
that the name Baltdji V6ké is made by analogy to Baltéji Véké village (V C mun.).

The statement that colour adjectives in names can be motivated by geo-
graphical and geological factors can partly be true in case of Juoddji Voké, which
is situated in the middle of the Baltéji Voké swamp, the biggest peatbog in Lith-
uania. It is highly likely that the colour adjective Juoddji (black) in the name of
this village could be motivated by the dark colour of soil (peat), taking into the
consideration the village’s location. The presence of colour in all three settle-
ment names could be motivated by the colour of buildings in each settlement.
The absence of black colour in most settlement names (esp. villages) could be
explained by dark or black colour of wooden buildings (Stépan 2009: 917).
Wood (a common building material) gets darker or black with age. The presence
of wooden structures does not explain the colour adjective in the name Juoddji
Voké, as toponyms are usually motivated by certain features exclusively charac-
teristic of the named object, but not the common qualities, which means that if
the black colour was or is typical in the time of name giving, i. e. the prevalent
dark (black) colour of most wooden structures in the settlement could not be
considered the unique quality (outstanding feature) of the oikonym, and, thus,
could not motivate its name.

However, the colour of buildings as the outstanding feature is a possible and
highly likely motivational factor in case of Baltdji Véké (v), which has been fa-
mous for its centuries old Baltéji Véké Mansion (Lith. Baltésios Vékés dvaras),
included in the list of protected objects of the country’s Department of Cultural
Heritage!®. The mansion with its light (white) structures is the most prominent
object in Baltéji Voké village and, thus, may be considered the settlement’s ex-
clusive, outstanding feature. The adjective bdltas ‘white’ in settlement names is
usually associated with white coating of masonry buildings. The motifs of re-
naming Naujoji Zagariné into Baltdji V6ké (tn, Slén. D. mun.) are not quite clear
and the new (current) name of the town could only be deemed to be motivated

14 Baltoji Voké eldership website at: https://www.baltojivoke.lt/apie-seniunija/
15 See Kultiiros vertybiy registras at: https://kvr.kpd.1t/#/
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by Baltéji Voké (swamp) peatbog, as Naujéji Zagariné was founded as a settle-
ment for workers who have been digging peat for Vilnius heat plant.

3. CONCLUSIONS

1. 191 oppositions were identified in the corpus of 5103 toponyms that cur-
rently exist in Vilnius County: river (including streams) names make 14 (7%)
opposition; lake names make 37 (20%) opposition; pond names names make 12
(6%), settlement names make 128 (67%) opposition. The oppositions were se-
lected with reference to the distance between the objects, i.e. the objects within
0,1 to 20 km from each other were considered to form an opposition.

2. The analysis of the syntactic features of toponyms shows that the majority
of oppositions in composite toponyms are formed by distinctive attributes (usu-
ally qualifying adjectives) that serve as pre- or post-modifiers of the place name
and follow these word formation patterns: zero modifier + name x pre-modifier +
name, pre-modifier + name x pre-modifier + name, name + zero modifier x name +
post-modifier. From the perspective of word-formation these toponymic oppo-
sitions are classified as composite place names.

3. The use of numbers in place names is characteristic of nomination pat-
terns of the 20" century and can be observed in a great number of pond and
settlement names numbers are used to make distinction between two identi-
cal toponyms (in some cases, among three and more objects). Such toponymic
constructions can be observed only in ponds and settlement names oppositions
that more often follow the name + zero modifier x name + post modifier and name
+ post-modifier x name + post-modifier patterns, the latter being the most pro-
ductive (the total of 51 oppositions).

4. Affixes (prefixes or diminutive suffixes) form oppositions with the place
names with zero modifiers. The group of oppositions based on diminutive suf-
fixes is the biggest (69 oppositions). All diminutive toponyms are suffix-deriva-
tives (suffixes -él- (-is, -¢, -iai) and -el- (-is, -¢, -és, -iai) being the most produc-
tive) from the toponyms they are in opposition with, are characterized by their
size and are smaller than the objects from the names of which they were derived.
Oppositions based on prefix pa- derivatives (with the meaning of a place below
or near something) that can be found among settlement names (2 cases).

5. Only two compound name oppositions without any autonomous words
used as pre- or post-modifiers were identified among the analyzed region’s to-
ponyms: one compound settlement name opposition and one compound river
name opposition. The compound river name opposition is an opposition based
on the diminutive suffix derivative.

Straipsniai / Articles 157



PAVEL SKORUPA

6. Although antonymic relationships are typical in toponymy, not all of the
cases create a semantic opposition, esp. when descriptive attributes are derived
from other proper names or when descriptive attributes belong to different se-
mantic categories. The majority of the analyzed toponymic oppositions are
based on antonymic semantic relationships between the modifying words. The
semantic analysis focuses on the toponymic opposition types in terms of size,
position, age, and colour of the named object. The biggest number of opposi-
tions (19 cases) based on the antonymic relationships of the distinctive attrib-
utes (adjectives in pre-position) with the semantic meaning of sénas ‘old” and
naiijas ‘new’ can only be found only in the category of oikonyms. Whereas col-
our oppositions are surprisingly scarce in toponymy of the present-day Vilnius
County with only one case identified in the class of oikonyms based on the an-
tonymic relations of the colours bdltas (white) and jilodas (black).

ABBREVIATIONS

C — city; D. — district; E1 — Elektrénai; Lith. — Lithuanian; mun. — municipality;
Pol. — Polish; Rus. — Russian; stead. — steading; Sl¢n. — Saléininkai; Svng. — Sventio-

nys; tn — town; Trak. — Trakai; V — Vilnius; v — village.
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Vilniaus apskrities toponimy semantinés
opozicijos

SANTRAUKA

Sio tyrimo objektas yra semantinés opozicijos Vilniaus apskrities toponimikoje. Tarp
5103 toponimy buvo nustatyta 191 opozicija: 14 (7 %) upiy vardy opozicijy; 37 (20 %)
ezery vardy opozicijos; 12 (6 %) tvenkiniy vardy opozicijy; 128 (67 %) gyvenvieciy var-
dy opozicijos. Opozicijos atrinktos atsizvelgiant j atstuma tarp objekty, t. y. laikoma, kad
objektai, esantys nuo 0,1 iki 20 km atstumu vienas nuo kito, sudaro opozicija. Tradiciniai
lietuviy toponimijos resp. hidronimijos tyrimai (ypa¢ Vanagas 1981) nurodo antoniminius
rySius tam tikruose vandens telkiniy varduose, ypa¢ tuose, kurie yra modifikuoti kvalifi-
kaciniais spalvos, dydzio ir pan. biidvardziais. Kartais etimologai teigia, kad, pvz., spalvos
kvalifikaciniai budvardziai toponimuose yra motyvuojami dirvozemio spalva, derlingumu
ar kitomis dirvozemio fizinémis savybémis; vyraujancia pastaty spalva; dydzio budvardzius
motyvuoja tikrasis jvardijamojo objekto dydis ir pan. TaCiau paprastai Siems skiriamiesiems
elementams toponimuose neskiriama reikiamo démesio (Stachowski 2018).

Savoka opozicija yra platesné nei antonimija ir nurodo bet kokj rysj tarp elementy, ku-
rie turi aiSkia skiriamaja funkcija (Saeed 2016: 63). Straipsnyje nagrinéjami ne tik tipiski
antoniminiai semantiniai rysiai tarp Vilniaus apskrities toponimy, bet taip pat atlieckama jy
formali analizé, t. y. nustatomas sudétiniy ir sudurtiniy vardy komponenty vaidmuo sintak-
siniame (zodziy darybos) lygmenyje. Sintaksiniy charakteristiky analizé rodo, kad didziaja
dalj sudétiniy toponimy opozicijy sudaro kvalifikaciniai budvardziai, einantys prie§ vieto-

vés varda arba po jo. Nustatyti tokie vardo darybos modeliai: vardas be pazymimojo zZodzio
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X pazymimasis zodis + vardas, pazymimasis zZodis + vardas x pazymimasis Zodis + vardas,
vardas be pazymimojo Zodzio x vardas + pazymimasis zZodis (plg. Kena x Mazéji Kena; Mazo-
sios Kabiskés x Didziosios Kabiskés; Cidykas Didelis x Ciidykas MaZas; Ilma DidZicji x Ilma
Mazdji ir t. t.). Zodziy darybos poziiiriu $ios opozicijos yra klasifikuojamos kaip sudétiniai
vietovardziai. Kartais oikonimuose naudojami skaitmenys, norint atskirti du identiskus var-
dus (kai kuriais atvejais tris ir daugiau vardus), pvz.: Antaliedé I x Antaliedé II, Jiiodés I x
Juodés II x Jiodés III x Jiiodés IV ir t. t., kas yra budinga XX a. nominacijai. Tokie pavadi-
nimai budingi tvenkiniy ir gyvenvieciy vardams, sudarytiems pagal Siuos modelius: vardas
be pazymimojo Zodzio x vardas + pazymimasis Zodis, vardas + pazymimasis zZodis x vardas +
pazymimasis Zodis. Antrasis modelis yra produktyviausias — uzfiksuotas 51 atvejis.

Opozicija gali sudaryti afiksai, pvz., mazybinés priesagos (plg. Bediignis x Bedugniiikas,
Priidiskeé x Pridiskélé, Zeimena x Zeimenélé, t. t.) arba priesdeéliai (Udrénys x Paidrénys, Vo-
veré x Pavoveré). Deminutyviniy opozicijy grupé yra didZiausia (69 atvejai). Visi deminuty-
viniai toponimai yra priesagy vediniai (priesagos -¢él- ir -el- yra produktyviausios) i$ topo-
nimy, su kuriais jie sudaro opozicijas, ir yra mazesni uz objektus, i$ kuriy yra kile jy vardai.
Priesdéliy vediniy opozicijas (su vietos reikSme) sudaro gyvenvieciy vardai (2 atvejai). Tarp
analizuojamos apskrities toponimy buvo aptiktos tik dvi sudurtiniy vardy opozicijos: Send-
dvaris x Naujadvaris (opozicija sudaro pirmieji sandai) ir Nérupis x Nerupélis (opozicija su-
daro mazybiné priesaga).

Antoniminiai ry$iai yra budingi toponimijai, taCiau ne visais atvejais sukuriama seman-
tiné opozicija, ypa¢ kai pazymimieji zodziai (dazniausiai kvalifikaciniai budvardziai) yra
kity vardy vediniai arba priklauso skirtingoms semantinéms kategorijoms (plg. Tartékas x
Sal¢ininkéliy Tartokas, Traky Véké x Miiriné Voké). Didzioji dalis analizuoty opozicijy yra
grindziamos pazymimuyjy zodziy antoniminiais semantiniais rySiais. Semantinéje analizé-
je daugiausia démesio skiriama toponiminiy opozicijy tipams, atsizvelgiant j jvardijamojo
objekto dydj, padétj, amziy ir spalvg. Daugiausia opozicijy (19 atvejy), grindziamy kokybi-
niy badvardZiy sénas ir naiijas antoniminiais rysiais, sudaro oikonimai (pvz.: Didieji Bausiai
x Mazieji Bausiai, Natijas Jandvas x Sénas Jandvas, Mazosios Kabiskés x Didziosios Kabiskés,
t. t.). Maziausig semantiniy opozicijy grupe sudaro spalvos opozicija (bdlta x jiloda) oiko-
nimy klaséje: Baltéji Véké (k, V m. sav.) x Juodéji Voké (k, V m. sav.) x Baltéji Voké (m.,
Skén. r. sav.).
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