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Abstract

This article examines the issue of gender (im)balance in street and roundabout names in Poland’s three largest
cities: Warsaw, Krakéw, and E6dz. The focus of this research falls within the area of urbanonymy, a field that
has recently gained in international popularity. However, so far, Poland has received scant attention in
urbanonymy, especially in the context of gender imbalance and feminist geography. As the current statistical
analysis shows, Polish urbanonyms derived from male names considerably outnumber those derived from
female names in Warsaw, Krakow, and L6dz. This paper provides a detailed data onomastic analysis of each of
these cities, broken down by borough.* This data presentation is preceded by a description of the public debate
on urbanonyms and the role of women’s names in public spaces in Poland. This debate is becoming increasingly
frequent in Polish media and public discourse; this topicality has resulted in campaigns to have the gender
imbalance in Polish eponymous urbanonyms redressed. In Krakéw, one in three streets is named after a man,
and urbanonyms named after males outnumber those named after females by 12.2:1. In Warsaw and £6dZ, 1 in
5 eponymous urbanonyms is named after a man, and those named after a male outnumber those named after
a female by 9.4:1 and 7.4:1 respectively. As this research shows, many of the reasons for this disproportion are
to be found in the histories and contemporary socio-political profiles of Poland’s individual regions.
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Introduction

The purpose of this article is to present the linguistic landscape (LL) of Poland’s three largest cites: Warsaw,
Krakéw, and E6dz2. As this research shows, the LL of these cities represent areas of social injustice in which
the patriarchal domination of eponymous urbanonyms has led to gendered exclusion. The term “linguistic
landscape” is defined as the domain of the written word in the urban landscape. In 2015, the return to power
of the extreme right reignited the debate on the role of women in society. The role of women seemed to gain
importance only in the period after the political transformation (Hardy et al. 2008). The competing traditional
and progressive currents have taken their fight to the streets (Korolczuk 2016). The fight for women's rights
has taken place not only literally through numerous protests but also symbolically in the demand for gender
equity in the naming of Polish city streets.

This paper examines this debate using numerical data on naming. This empirical approach can prove
fruitful in revealing the role that urbanonyms play in shaping social attitudes. The investigation of the symbolic
dimensions of urban spaces such as hodonyms provides a window into societal discrimination against women
and reveals factors that have gone into shaping this inequity. Kaltenberg-Kwiatkowska (2011) accurately and
appositely observes that assigning names not only designates the urban space but endows it with significance.
Despite that fact, as Bondi and Rose (2003) state, there is a significant lack of information about the trajectories
of feminist urban geography outside of the Anglo-American context. What’s more, the feminist geography in
Poland itself is said to be almost non-existent as a sub-discipline of geography (Narkowicz & Korolczuk 2019).
The aim of the article is therefore to apply an approach that has become so popular in Western European
countries to Polish geographical research in order to provide new and important insights into relationship
between gender and the urban linguistic landscape of Poland.

Linguistic Landscape: A Brief Review of the Literature

The construct of “linguistic landscape” finds application in research on literary studies, linguistic diversity in
geographical regions, and language histories (Gorter 2006, 6). In the present study, however, it is applied to
the analysis of the urban landscape; one that, as Landry and Bourhils (1997, 25) point out, is primarily
concerned with “the language of public road signs, advertising billboards, street names, place names,
commercial shop signs and public signs on government buildings”. There has been considerably more
discussion on the urban LL since Landry and Bourhils first published the results of their seminal study (1997).
This development is evidenced by the many subsequent studies that have applied LL in other fields of research
(Puzey 2011; Shohamy at al. 2010; Tufi & Blackwood 2010; Ben-Rafael 2008; Shohamy & Gorter 2008; Cenoz
& Gorter 2006) or have utilized an LL. methodological framework (Barni & Bagna 2015; Blackwood 2015; Gorter
2013; Barni & Bagna 2008). Many LL case studies on cities around the world have also been conducted over
the years. These include multilingualism in Tokyo (Backhaus 2007), commodified language in Washington
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DC’s Chinatown (Leeman & Modan 2009), LL multidimensionality in Kuala Lumpur (Manan et al. 2015), and
LL changes in the wake of the reversion of Hong Kong’s political sovereignty (Lai 2013).

Studies that link urban LL studies with gender studies have special significance for the present article,
however, as they concern the way(s) in which the (in)equality of the genders is reflected in a city’s LL. As such,
these studies raise important questions, such as whether one gender dominates the city’s LL; and if so, how
extensive is that dominance; what are some of the reason(s) for this inequity; and what way(s) can that
imbalance in urbanonyms affect the perception of the roles of men and women in society? With these questions
in mind, the current investigation analyzed Polish commemorative eponymous urbanonyms. As such, this
research falls within a growing body of work being conducted by scholars from around the world. The most
important publications for this study cover the connection between gender symbols and the urban landscape
(Bondi 1992), and gendered exclusion (Fenster 2005); and summarize the debate on Anglo-American feminist
urban geography (Bondi & Rose 2013). It is worth emphasising that these issues remain topical worldwide.
Important examples include investigations into gender-biased street naming in urban Sub-Saharan Africa
(Zuvalinyenga & Bigon 2021), Spain (Gutiérrez-Mora & Oto-Peralias 2022), and Eastern European cities (Rusu
2022). While these publications concern gender-biased street naming more generally, the current investigation
specifically examines three Polish cities: Warsaw, Krakéw, and L6dz. Nonetheless, what brings all of this
research together is the fact that it collectively falls under the umbrella of gender studies and even more broadly,
critical studies.

Gender and Street Names as a Part of Critical Studies

The critical turn in place naming studies has produced a rich body of scholarly output over the past three
decades (Rose-Redwood et al. 2018, 1). Many works on critical toponomy have appeared during this period
(e.g., Azaryahu 1986, 1996; Alderman 2000, 2003, 2016; Foote & Azaryahu 2007; Berg & Vuolteenaho 2009;
Rose-Redwood et al. 2010, 2018a). As Azaryahu (2011, 32) points out, this turn has mainly consisted in
“understanding that place names are not passive signifiers but are actively involved in place-making practices”.
Interest in issues associated with the “racialization and gendering of urban space” also increased in the mid-
1990s as part of the conceptual approach to urban LL studies. As Rose-Redwood et al. (2018b, 3) point out, this
constitutes “a part of the geographies of social justice” in which “the act of street naming appeared to be a
quintessential example of producing the city-as-text” (2018b, 7). Issues associated with racial injustice in the
urban space have been widely described, for example, by Alderman and Inwood (2013), and Brasher et al.
(2018) with respect to US urbanonyms, and by Bigon (2016), and Gérny and Gérna (2019a, 2019b) with respect
to African cities.

Social justice in the gendering of the urban space is a subject that has been increasingly frequently
discussed of late. This injustice is reflected in the “patriarchal domination” evident in the names of city streets
all over the world (Rose-Redwood et al. 2018¢, 315). This domination is attested by numerous examples in
every part of the globe that has been studied. There are several articles on this topic in addition to the one on
Sub-Saharan African cities by Zuvalinyenga and Bigon (2021) mentioned above. For example, Berg and Kearns
(1996, 100) point out the role that urban nomenclature plays in consolidating masculine control in New Zealand
cities. For his part, Rose-Redwood (2008, 447) shows the gender exclusion in the renaming of streets in
Harlem, NY, USA. The lion’s share of eponymous urbanonyms in major Western European cities is similarly
assigned to men. The percentage of street names commemorating women in Madrid is only 21.00% (Novas-
Ferradés 2018); 3.50% in Rome (Bosworth 2012); and a mere 2.60% in Paris (Sanghani 2015). Central-Eastern
Europe is no different, as evidenced by studies conducted in Bucharest, Romania, where women account for
only 7.00% of the street names (Niculescu-Mizil 2014) and 6.00% of the commemorative street names (Rusu
2022). In Hamburg, Germany, women and men are commemorated by 397 and 2,511 streets respectively
(Bierman et al. 2018). In Novi Sad, Serbia, out of the 822 streets in the city, 568 (69.10%) commemorate people
and only 46 (5.60%) commemorate women (Jakovljevié-Sevi¢ 2020). Belgrade has an even greater
disproportion. Women are only commemorated in 115 (4.40%) of its 2,631 street names (Sekuli¢ 2014). The
primary goal of the present article is to determine the disproportionalities in Warsaw, Krakow, and L6dz. To
accomplish this goal, a quantitative analysis was performed on the street name inventory data of these cities.
The results provide key insights into the exclusion of women in the LL of Polish cities. Before the findings of
this study are presented, a brief description of the debate surrounding calls to demasculinize street names in
Polish cities is given.
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Gender and Street Naming Practices in Poland

The gender imbalance in Polish urbanonyms is a relatively recent topic of debate. Under the Socialist system
that prevailed until 1989, Communist officials decided who was, or was not, to be commemorated in street
names in camera. When Poland became the first Eastern Bloc nation to return to the Democratic fold (in June
1989), street names, and more broadly, the symbolic urban space, became the subject of a lively public debate,
albeit one that almost exclusively focused on the fastest route to decommunization. Another reason why the
gender imbalance in street naming was not initially a part of the broader discussion was the low status of women
in Polish society at that time (Leven 2008). Even now, women are still a minority in Polish authority structures.
When in power, they typically only occupy the lowest positions, such as village representatives. For example,
solttys, administrators who serve as the elected heads of rural subdivisions have been partially feminized
(Matysiak 2014). However, the higher levels of governance or solidly occupied by men.

The debate on the gender imbalance of street names only really began when the Polish political Right,
under the leadership of the Law and Justice (PiS) Party, came to power in 2015. The government’s dramatic
restriction of women’s access to abortion resulted in widespread discontent and unleashed a wave of public
protests (Makowska et al. 2022). In September 2016, for example, the movement Polish Women's Strike—
called Ogélnopolski Strajk Kobiet (OSK) in Polish—saw hundreds of thousands of people take to the streets to
call for greater rights for women (Kr6l & Pustutka 2018). Among the demands made during these
demonstrations, there were protests against the exclusion of women in Poland’s urban LL.

One of the first politicians to raise this issue was MEP and New Left leader Robert Biedron, who was then
the mayor of Stupsk (2014-2018). In 2015, Biedron pointed out that 202 Shupsk streets were named after men
and only 19 after women (Gorny et al. 2022). His calls to redress this imbalance, however, were opposed by
City Council members who claimed that “We are supposed to honour people who have served the city, the
country, or the world, and not bow to sexual diktat (sic)” (Gorny et al. 2022, 32). This commentary reveals a
blatant disregard for the long history of Polish women’s societal contributions.

In 1918, when Poland regained its independence, women were invaluable in putting Poland back on the
political map of Europe. In recognition of that fact, they were granted full suffrage that same year (Stepien
2021). Since 2018, the women’s suffrage centennial in Poland, the authorities of several cities have begun to
commemorate more women in the LL. Poznan, the capital of Greater Poland and the country’s fifth largest city,
has played an important role in this movement and has honoured 100 women who served the city and the
country by introducing new street names after them. Warsaw has had a similar agenda. In 2017, the City Council
adopted Resolution No. 56/2017, which states the following:

The Warsaw City Council declares that as of 2018, it shall ensure that women are
appropriately commemorated in the names of urban streets, squares, and garden
squares so that their achievements and services are equally reflected in the city’s
onomastic procedures (2017, 1).

These words, however, were not followed by deeds. In 2018, the STER Foundation for Equality and
Emancipation, together with The City is Ours Association, launched the “Streets for Women” campaign. The
main objective of the campaign was to prepare a petition to request that 18 women be honoured in the urban
space of the capital for their contributions to the city and the country. The petition was accepted by the Council
and the proposed names were partly considered when assigning new names. For example, in March 2021, seven
new alley names were given in the city center at the same time commemorating the following women: Zuzanna
Ginczanka, Halina Poéwiatowska, Kazimiera Iakowiczéwna, Anna Swirczynhska, Irena Krzywicka, Maria
Morska and Maria Dulebianka. Last one was a well-known feminist activist distinguished in the fight for Polish
women's voting rights.

The first scholarly articles that attempted to measure the extent of the gender imbalance in the street
names of Polish cities appeared contemporaneously with the reignition of the debate on the topic. Female Street
Namesakes in Selected Polish Cities by Walkowiak (2018) unquestionably played a pioneering role. According
to the author, there were 25,469 street names in Poland’s 10 largest cities. Of these, 7,738 were named after
actual or fictitious figures, and of that number, a mere 848 were named after women, that is, 10.96% of
commemorative names and 3.33% of all names. An article by Gorny et al. (2022) examined gender imbalances
in 10 randomly selected Polish cities with populations of approximately 25,000, and found that only 62 (3.32%)
of their 1,866 streets were named after women compared to 682 (36.55%) named after men. Such findings
suggest that, as is the case in many countries, the LL of Polish cities appears to be dominated by men. To
examine this issue more closely, Poland’s three largest cities were investigated.
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Research Methodology

The TERYT database was used to ascertain the proportions of public placenames commemorating men and
women in Warsaw, Krakow, and £6dz. TERYT was developed by Statistics Poland. It contains the names of all
streets (alleys included), squares, roundabouts, garden squares, and parks of every city in Poland, and is
updated in real time. To start, tables with the names of streets and roundabouts in the above three cities were
generated. The names of parks, squares, and garden squares were excluded. Those names that commemorate
specific people were isolated. Names referencing both actual persons (e.g., Maria Sktodowska-Curie) and
fictitious figures (e.g., Winnie the Pooh) were included. However, only names referring to ascertainable
referents were considered. The separated list therefore includes, for example, ul. Braci Wagéw, named after
the Polish naturalist brothers Jakub Ignacy and Antoni Waga; ul. Zwirki i Wigury, named after Franciszek
Zwirko and Stanistaw Wigura, two Polish aviators who perished when their plane crashed in 1932. However,
the list does not include ul. Jagiellonéw, the dynasty that ruled Poland in 1386-1572; or ul.4 Pielegniarek
‘Nurse St.”. Once isolated, the names were then assigned to one of three categories: (1) names commemorating
women (e.g., ul. Sw. Barbary, ul. Marii Konopnickiej); (2) names commemorating men (e.g., ul. Jana Matejki,
rondo gen. Charles’a de Gaulle’a); and (3) names commemorating both men and women (e.g., ul. Kazimiery i
Jana Marczyriskich).s

Results

According to the Statistics Poland database, in August 2022, there were 5,464 street and roundabout names in
Warsaw; 2,336 in Krakow; and 2,336 in L6dz. Krakéw has a considerably higher proportion of eponymous
streets and roundabouts (1,129 names, or 38.32%) than the other two cities. The figure for £.6dz is 25.21% (589
names), while for Warsaw it is 24.63% (1,346 names). Names commemorating men decisively outnumber those
commemorating women, as well as those commemorating men and women, in all three cities. Warsaw has
1,202 names commemorating men, a mere 128 commemorating women, and 7 commemorating both. In
Krakoéw, 1,039 names commemorate men; 85 commemorate women; and only 4 commemorate both men and
women. In £6dz, the disproportions are slightly less evident. There are 514 streets that commemorate men; 69
that commemorate women; and 6 that commemorate both genders. These data unequivocally demonstrate that
the LLs of Poland’s three largest cities are male domains. Interestingly, similar conclusions were previously
drawn with respect to Polish cities with populations of 20,000-25,000 (Gérny et al., 2022). In the 10 such
cities studies, male names comprised 23.10% to almost 63.00% of all hodonyms. This compares with a meagre
1.10% to just under 9.00% for female names.

Comparing the numbers and proportions of male, female, and combined male and female street and
roundabout names in Warsaw, Krakow, and L6dZ reveals differences between the three cities. The percentage
of names commemorating males in Krakéw’s eponymous hodonyms (92.02%) and in all hodonyms (35.27) is
decidedly greater than in the other two cities. The corresponding figures are 89.30% and 21.99% for Warsaw,
and 87.27% and 22.00% for L6dz. It is worth noting that Krakéw only has 163 fewer names honouring males
than Warsaw, despite having more than 2,500 fewer streets and roundabouts. An exceptionally large number
of men are therefore commemorated in Krakéw. Nevertheless, the percentage of streets and roundabouts
commemorating women is similar in all three cities and nowhere exceeds 3.00% of all hodonyms. The
percentage of names honouring female among eponymous hodonyms is the lowest in Krakéw at only 7.53%.
Moreover, the city has over 12 names to honour males for every name chosen to honour a female. £.6dZ has the
most feminized LL of the three cities. Names commemorating women comprise almost 12.00% of eponymous
hodonyms, despite there being fewer of them (68) than in Warsaw (128) and Krakow (85). £.6dz also has the
lowest number of names commemorating males for every one honouring a female (i.e., 7.45). The figure for
Warsaw is 9.39.
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Table 1a: Number of Gendered Eponymous Hodonyms in Warsaw, £.6dZ, and Krakow

Number City

Warsaw LodZ Krakow
Hodonyms 5,464 2,336 2,046
Eponymous Hodonyms 1,346 589 1,129
Hodonyms Named after Males 1,202 514 1,039
Hodonyms Named after Females 128 69 85
Hodonyms Named after Males and Females 7 6 4

Table 1b: Ratios of Gendered Eponymous Hodonyms in Warsaw, £.6dz, and Krakéw by Percentage

Ratio Formula City Percentages

Warsaw Lodz Krakow
Eponymous Hodonyms + Hodonyms 24.63 25.21 38.32
Hodonyms Named After Males + Hodonyms Named After Females 9.39 7.45 12.22
Hodonyms Named After Males + Hodonyms 21.99 22.00 35.27
Hodonyms Named After Males + Eponymous Hodonyms 89.30 87.26 92.02
Hodonyms Named After Females + Hodonyms 2.34 2.95 2.88
Hodonyms Named After Females + Eponymous Hodonyms 9.50 11.71 7.52
Hodonyms Named After Males and Females + Hodonyms 0.12 0.26 0.13
Hodonyms Named After Males and Females + Eponymous 0.52 1.01 0.35
Hodonyms

Names commemorating both men and women are decidedly the least common, comprising less than 0.30% of
all hodonyms in all three cities. Warsaw has the most streets named after men and women (7), followed by £.6dz
(6) and Krakoéw (4). As a proportion of eponymous hodonyms, however, the figure is highest in £.6dZ (>1.00%).
This compares with 0.52% in Warsaw and 0.35% in Krakow. Tables 1a and 1b presents an overall statistical
summary of the data for the three cities. The detailed spatial distribution of the street and roundabout names
being studied, along with a breakdown of each city’s boroughs, is given further below.

Warsaw

Of Warsaw’s 18 boroughs, Srodmiescie has the highest number of names honouring females (18), followed by
Targéwek (17) and Bielany (14). The other boroughs have fewer than 10 each. The percentage breakdowns
provide a different perspective. The borough with the highest percentage of hodonyms named after females
was Zoliborz (5.81%), followed by Bielany (5.53%), Srodmiescie (4.49%), and Targowek (4.38%). This figure
does not exceed 4.00% in any of the other boroughs. Female names as a percentage of eponymous hodonyms
are greatest in Targowek (22.08%), followed by Wilanéw (18.52%) and Bielany (16.09%).

When it comes to hodonyms named for males, Zoliborz stands out with 52.26% of all eponymously labelled
streets and roundabouts named after men. Mokotéw, which has the highest number of hodonyms named after
males (138), is another special case. Out of all eponymous hodonyms in Mokotéw, those named after males
comprise 97.18%, which is the highest percentage for Warsaw. This borough also has one of the least feminised
LLs in Warsaw. Hodonyms honouring females comprise around 2.82%; and there are almost 35 names
commemorating males for every one honouring a female (See tables 2a, 2b and figure 3).

Ursus has the highest number of hodonyms that simultaneously commemorate men and women (3). The
percentage of combined names as a percentage of eponymous hodonyms and all hodonyms (4.29%) and all
hodonyms (1.85%) is also the greatest in this borough.
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Table 2a: Number of Gendered Street and Roundabout Names in Warsaw by Borough

Borough
Hodonyms  Eponymous Hodonyms Hodonyms Hodonyms
Hodonyms Named Named Named
after Males after after Males
Females and
Females

Bemowo 231 90 81 9 o
Bialoleka 553 88 74 5 0
Bielany 253 87 75 14 o
Mokotéw 547 142 138 4 0
Ochota 175 65 61 4 o
Praga- 342 81 75 4 2
Poludnie

Praga-Ponoc 115 36 33 3 (o)
Rembertow 157 29 26 3 o)
Srodmiescie 401 153 135 18 o
Targowek 338 77 59 17 1
Ursus 162 70 62 5 3
Ursynow 403 94 87 6 1
Wawer 692 60 55 5 (o)
Wesola 322 65 59 6 [}
Wilanéw 178 27 22 5 o
Wlochy 292 43 38 5 o)
Wola 226 75 69 6 o)
Zoliborz 155 90 81 9 0
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Table 2b: Ratios of Gendered Eponymous Street and Roundabout Names in Warsaw by Borough

Borough Ratio Formula
Epony- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo-
mous nyms nyms nyms nyms nyms nyms nyms
Hodo- Named Named  Named Named Named Named  Named
nyms + after after after after after After after
Hodo- Males+  Males+ Fe- Females Males Males Males+
nyms Hodo- Epony-  males+ + and and Hodo-
nyms mous Hodo- Epony- Females Females nyms
Hodo- nyms mous + + Named
nyms Hodo- Hodo- Epony- after
nyms nyms mous Females
Hodo-
nyms
Bemowo 38.96 35.06 90.00 3.90 10.00 - - 9.00
Bialoleka 15.91 13.38 84.09 0.90 5.68 - - 14.80
Bielany 34.39 28.85 83.91 5.53 16.09 - - 5.21
Mokotow 25.96 25.23 97.18 0.73 2.82 - - 34.50
Ochota 37.14 34.86 93.85 2.29 6.15 - - 15.25
Praga- 23.68 21.93 92.59 1.17 4.94 0.58 2.47 18.75
Poludnie
Praga-Pohnoc 31.30 28.70 91.67 2.61 8.33 - - 11.00
Rembertow 18.47 16.56 89.66 1.91 10.34 - - 8.67
Srodmiescie 38.15 33.67 88.24 4.49 11.76 - - 7.50
Targowek 19.85 15.21 76.62 4.38 22.08 0.26 1.30 3.47
Ursus 43.21 38.27 88.57 3.09 7.14 1.85 4.29 12.40
Ursynow 23.33 21.59 92.55 1.49 6.38 0.25 1.06 14.5
Wawer 8.67 7.95 91.67 0.72 8.33 - - 11.00
Wesola 20.19 18.32 90.77 1.86 9.23 - - 9.83
Wilanéw 15.17 12.36 81.48 2.81 18.52 - - 4.40
Wtochy 14.73 13.01 88.37 1.71 11.63 - - 7.60
Wola 33.19 30.53 92.00 2.65 8.00 = = 11.5
Zoliborz 58.06 52.26 90.00 5.81 10.00 - - 9.00
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Figure 1: Map of Warsaw Street and Roundabout Names
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Krakow

Stare Miasto and Swoszowice have the most streets and roundabouts named after women (9), followed by
Wzgbrza Krzestawickie (8). The proportion of names commemorating women as a percentage of all hodonyms
is the greatest in Bieficzyce (11.67%), followed by Wzgorza Krzeslawickie (5.26%), and Czyzyny (5.26%). The
percentage of names honouring females out of all eponymous hodonyms is also the greatest in Bienczyce
(20.59%). The proportion is similar to Targéwek in Warsaw. Swoszowice has the highest number of hodonyms
named after males (115). As shown in Table 3b, the percentage of eponymous hodonyms honouring a male out
of all hodonyms is between 40.13% and 47.46% in Bronowice, Bieficzyce, Mistrzejowice, Biezan6w-Prokocim,
Swoszowice, Grzegorzki, and Wzgobrza Krzeslawickie. Hodonyms named after males expressed as a proportion
of eponymous hodonyms is within the range between 85.19% and 98.15% in all boroughs except Bieniczyce, the
area with the most toponymically feminized LL. Grzegorzki, which has 53 hodonyms named after a male for
every one named after a female, is especially noteworthy. This figure is higher than for Mokotéw, Warsaw’s
borough with the most toponymically masculinized LL. There are only 4 names that simultaneously
commemorate both men and women in the entire city. Two of them are in Podgérze Duchackie, where they
comprise 1.20% of all names and 4.08% of eponymous hodonyms.

Table 3a: Number of Gendered Street and Roundabout Names in Krakéw by Borough
Borough Number

Hodonyms Eponymous Hodonyms Hodonyms Hodonyms
Hodonyms  Named after Named after Named after

Males Females Males and
Females
Bienczyce 60 34 27 7 0
Biezan6w- Prokocim 202 91 86 5 0
Bronowice 118 59 56 3 0
Czyzyny 76 27 23 4 0
Debniki 283 98 90 7 1
Grzegorzki 129 54 53 1 0
Krowodrza 119 46 44 2 0
Lagiewniki- Borek Fatecki 124 41 36 5 0
Mistrzejowice 74 33 32 1 0
Nowa Huta 186 56 53 3 o}
Podgobrze 214 65 62 3 0
Podgorze Duchackie 167 49 44 3 2
Pradnik Bialy 230 88 82 6 (o]
Pradnik Czerwony 153 57 53 4 0
Stare Miasto 219 83 74 9 0
Swoszowice 275 124 115 9 0
Wzgbrza Krzestawickie 152 70 61 8 1
Zwierzyniec 246 79 72 7 0
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Table 3b: Percentage of Gendered Street and Roundabout Names in Krakéw by Borough

Borough Ratio Formula
Epon- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo- Hodo-
ymous nyms nyms nyms nyms nyms nyms nyms
Hodo- Named Named Named Named Named Named Named
nyms after after after after after after after
+ Males+ Males+ Fe- Fe- Males Males Males+
Hodo- Hodo- Epony- males+ males and and Hodo-
nyms nyms mous Hodo- + Fe- Fe- nyms
Hodo- nyms Epony- males males Named
nyms mous + + after
Hodo- Hodo- Epony- Fe-
nyms nyms mous males
Hodo-
nyms
Bienczyce 56.67 45.00 79.41 11.67 20.59 - - 3.86
Biezan6ow- 45.05 42.57 94.51 2.48 5.49 - - 17.20
Prokocim
Bronowice 50.00 47.46 94.92 2.54 5.08 - - 18.67
Czyzyny 35.53 30.26 85.19 5.26 14.81 - - 5.75
Debniki 34.63 31.08 91.84 2.47 7.14 0.35 1.02 12.86
Grzego6rzki 41.86 41.09 98.15 0.78 1.85 - - 53.00
Krowodrza 38.66 36.97 95.65 1.68 4.35 - - 22.00
Lagiewniki- 33.06 20.03 87.80 4.03 12.20 - - 7.20
Borek Falecki
Mistrzejowice 44.59 43.24 96.97 1.35 3.03 - - 32.00
Nowa Huta 30.11 28.49 94.64 1.61 5.36 - - 17.67
Podgorze 30.37 28.97 95.38 1.40 4.62 - - 20.67
Podgorze 20.34 26.35 89.80 1.80 6.12 1.20 4.08 14.67
Duchackie
Pradnik Bialy 38.26 35.65 93.18 2.61 6.82 - - 13.67
Pradnik 37.25 34.64 92.08 2.61 7.02 - - 13.25
Czerwony
Stare Miasto 37.90 33.79 89.16 4.11 10.84 = = 8.22
Swoszowice 45.09 41.82 92.74 3.27 7.26 - - 12.78
Wzgorza 46.05 40.13 87.14 5.26 11.43 0.66 1.43 7.63
Krzestawickie
Zwierzyniec 32.11 29.27 91.14 2.85 8.86 - - 10.29
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Figure 2: Map of Krakéw Street and Roundabout Names

Lodz

The most toponymically feminized of L6dZ’s five boroughs3 is Widzew. This borough has 26 streets and
roundabouts named after women. This number comprises 16.35% of personal names and 5.21% of all names.
The proportion hodonyms named after females out of all hodonyms is higher in £6dZ than in Warsaw and
Krakéw. There are some notable exceptions, however. The boroughs of Targéwek in Warsaw and Bieficzyce in
Krakoéw have lower percentages.

Baluty has the highest number of hodonyms named after males (143), while male names as a proportion
of all hodonyms is the highest in Srodmiescie (46.79%). Polesie stands out when it comes to the prevalence of
streets and roundabouts commemorating men (94.57% of eponymous hodonyms). As shown in Table 4b, in
the remaining boroughs the percentages range from 83.02% to 87.93%. Polesie also has the greatest number
of hodonyms named after males for every one named after a female (almost 22). These figures, however, are
incomparably lower than those boroughs of Warsaw and Krakéw with the highest percentage of hodonyms
named after males. Baluty has the highest number of hodonyms that simultaneously commemorate a male and
a female. However, as a proportion of all names and eponymous hodonyms, this figure is the highest in
Srédmiescie (1.83% and 3.45% respectively). See tables 4a, 4b, and figure 3.
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Table ga: Number of Gendered Street and Roundabout Names in £.6dZ by Borough

Number Borough
Batuty Goérna Polesie Sroédmiescie Widzew

Hodonyms 741 704 353 109 499
Eponymous Hodonyms 163 134 92 58 159
Hodonyms Named after

Males 143 117 87 51 132
II;I:I;dlglrggms Named after 17 17 4 5 26
Hodonyms Named after

Males and Females 3 0 1 2 1

Table g4b: Ratios of Street and Roundabout Names in L6dZ by Borough

Ratio Formula Borough

Baluty Gérna Polesie Srédmiescie Widzew
g%%%i’g}g;s e 22.00 19.03 26.06 53.21 31.86
ﬁg?;nﬁliggfyﬁsaﬂer 19.30 16.62 24.65 46.79 26.45
Hodonyms Named after
Males + Eponymous 87.73 87.31 94.57 87.93 83.02
Hodonyms
Hodonyms Named after
Females + Hodonyms 2.29 2.41 113 4-59 5-21
Hodonyms Named after
Females + Eponymous 10.43 12.69 4.35 8.62 16.35
Hodonyms
Hodonyms Named after
Males and Females+ 0.40 - 0.28 1.83 0.20
Hodonyms
Hodonyms Named after
Males and Females+ 1.84 - 1.09 3.45 0.63
Eponymous Hodonyms
Hodonyms Named after
Males + Hodonyms Named 8.41 6.88 21.75 10.20 5.08
after Females
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Figure 3: Map of L6dz Street and Roundabout Names

Discussion and Conclusions

The purpose of the study was to ascertain the numbers of streets and roundabouts named after men and/or
women in Poland’s three largest cities. This study has a strong quantitative dimension in that it empirically
measures the socio-spatial interaction between gender and toponymy. To be truly meaningful, statistics,
however, often require interpretation and evaluation. As a result, this study also has a qualitative dimension.

The LL of Poland’s three largest cities, from a gender justice standpoint, is primarily marked by imbalance,
where female urbanonyms comprise a decided minority and male urbanonyms a crushing majority. This
pattern is apparent in all three cities. In Warsaw, 9.4 streets and roundabouts are named after men for every
one named after women. The corresponding figures for £.6dZ and Krakow are 7.4 and 12.2, respectively. The
differences between the cities, although not great, may be grounded in the differing histories and the
characteristics of the regions in which the three cities lie.

Krakow, the capital of Malopolska, and the national capital until 1596, is the largest city in the south of
the country. Along with Eastern Poland, the south is seen as a staunchly Catholic region with strong ties to
tradition and religion. For example, Pope John Paul IT was born in Wadowice, near Krakow. Having been the
city of kings and the heart of the country during a period in which women’s social and political roles were
consistently marginalized, Krakéw is distinguished by long-standing, male-dominated LL. Given that
background, it is not surprising that one in three streets in Krakow were named after a man.

L6d7 is the capital of E6dZ Voivodeship and is situated in the center of the country. This region developed
most rapidly during the Industrial Revolution. At that time, £.6dz was the capital of the Polish textile industry—
an industry that predominantly employed women. This history is reflected in £6dZ’s nickname, Miasto Kobiet
‘The City of Women’ (Malinowska 2012). It is therefore hardly surprising that £.6dZ was found to exhibit the
smallest imbalance of male versus female eponymous hodonyms. Much like Warsaw, slightly more than one in
five L6dZ streets and roundabouts is named after men.
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The ratio of male to female eponymous hodonyms in Warsaw is somewhere in between. The city also lies
at the crossroads in a worldview sense. On the one hand, Varsovians tend to have a Leftist or Centrist
perspective. On the other hand, the city lies in the heart of the province, Masovian Voivodeship (of which it is
the capital), and this region is seen as being just as firmly attached to tradition as Malopolska. Warsaw is also
the national capital. As such, its LL is the combined result of the following factors: 1.) mainstream history
(mostly written by men); 2.) contemporary political conflicts, and manoeuvres (dominated by the struggle
between the Right, which governs the country, and the Centre-Left, which runs the city); and 3.) the dynamism
of nationwide social issues and activities (for example, the abortion dispute, women’s protests). Interestingly,
Warsaw can also be viewed as a city where female names are not only assigned to redress the gender imbalance
of eponymous urbanonyms, but are also utilised in the struggle for political support.

As discussed earlier, the debate over greater gender equality in naming public places in Polish cities is only
just beginning. So far, this debate has focussed on decommunization. However, increasingly, pro-feminist
movements have demanded that a greater proportion of streets and roundabouts be named after women. Public
support for these demands has come primarily from progressive city dwellers. The right-wing central
government for which PiS was the senior partner from 2015 to 2023 was primarily elected on the strength of
rural votes. This segment of Polish society has either wilfully ignored or been implacably opposed to any name
changes designed to raise the status of women in the LL of Polish cities. The right’s inaction with respect to
feminising Polish street and roundabout names seems to indicate that it either deems such changes
unnecessary and/or believes its constituency would be antipathetic towards such reforms. Despite this
resistance, the planning of new streets could be an opportunity for Polish cities to reduce the disproportion
between hodonyms named after males and females. The toponymically masculinized LL of Poland’s three
largest cities is both a palimpsest of history and a model for future generations. From this perspective, the LL
of Warsaw, Krakow and L6dZ will require a great deal of serious reflection to address the present and future
role of women in Polish public life, while paying due respect to the women whose contributions to the nation
stretch back more than 1,000 years.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank the students at the Faculty of Geography and Regional Studies, University of
Warsaw, for their commitment and conscientiousness in collecting data on street names in Polish cities. This
work counted towards their accreditation. The authors also wish to thank the three groups of first-year
geography students enrolled in Political Geography and the two groups of first-year land management students,
with whom the first author worked in the 2020/2021 academic year during classes titled Ideological and
Systemic Determinants of Land Management. The authors also express great gratitude to Professor I. M. Nick
for multiple improvements in the text.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.

Funding details

The authors received financial support for the translation of this article from the Faculty of Geography and
Regional Studies, University of Warsaw.

Notes

1 A borough or a “dzielnica” in Polish is a major administrative division.

2 According to the results of the last National Census in Poland, Wroctaw had 673,000 inhabitants in 2021 and
became the third largest city in Poland, ahead of £.6dZ, which had 670,600 inhabitants (Statistics Poland 2022).
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3 The administrative division units used in this study are the traditional boroughs of £.6dz, which were abolished
in 1992 but remained functional as City Hall Delegations until 2012. This decision was made as the new set of
divisions would have been too detailed to be used for the purposes of the current investigation. The previous
nomenclature is still recognized in modern Polish.

4 The abbreviation “ul” stands for the Polish word “ulica” which means ‘street’. Wherever it is used in this text,
it should be understood as equivalent to the English abbreviation “St.”

5While it is common practice in Poland to commemorate two people at once, this practice seldom extends to
simultaneously commemorating men and women. Most examples involve honouring married couples.
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