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NAMES: A JOURNAL OF ONOMASTICS
Tereza Klemensova and Michal Mistecky

Abstract

The paper focuses on a complex quantitative analysis of the commemorative motive in Czech urban space.
The studied corpus contains nearly 17,000 street names from 101 Czech cities. The findings reveal that
the commemorative names account for, on average, 45% of a city's urbanonymy, with values ranging
from 13% to 82%. Despite regional differences, the overall distribution follows a normal curve; the study
thus introduces a classification of cities based on z-scores. Furthermore, the research shows that there
are no significant differences in the amount of commemoration among historical lands of Czechia
(Bohemia, Moravia, and Silesia). Nevertheless, regarding the EU-introduced cohesion regions, the
Northwest exhibits a higher proportion of commemorative names, possibly due to the local population
shifts and industrial heritage linked to Communism. The city sizes and pre-WWII German populations
show no correlation with the commemoration levels, indicating that frequent renaming does not
necessarily lead to higher commemoration rates. Political milestones, such as WWII, undoubtedly
influence naming practices, but local residents and municipal authorities play a critical role, particularly
in smaller towns, where diverse and grassroots approaches prevail. This research may serve as a
methodological springboard for comparative studies on commemoration trends across different regions
and countries.

Keywords: city, commemorative motive, Czechia, quantitative methods, street name, toponyms

1 Introduction

Commemoration in European street began to take shape in the second half of the 18th century (Azaryahu
1996). In Czechia, the phenomenon has been attested since the second half of the 19th century (David
2011b). It is now seen in many urban areas around the world. In European cities, names
commemorating significant personalities, events, or places have become a common/standard part of the
local street name system—i.e., urbanonymy (Buchstaller et al. 2024 for Poznan, Poland, and Leipzig,
Germany; Rusu 2022 for Sibiu, Romania; Ursini & Long 2020 for Italian cities; Neethling 2016 for South
African cities; Karimi 2016 for Kabul, Afghanistan; Bucher et al. 2013 for Slovak cities; Stiperski et al.
2011 for Central European cities; Palonen 2008 for Budapest, Hungary; Light 2004 for Bucharest,
Romania; and many others) (see also Rose-Redwood, Alderman & Azaryahu 2018).2 Despite their
popularity, commemorative street names do not always reflect the reality of the city. It is not unusual for
them to reflect open or covert expressions of political/ideological powers.

Although some works (e.g., Bitusikova 2022; Odalo$ 1996) indicate that commemorative names are
on the decline—and the development of urbanonymy in post-Socialist countries since 1960 and more since
the 1980s has suggested such a trend—testing of this hypothesis on a robust set of data has yet to be
carried out. Moreover, contemporary studies point out that commemoration is still a lively and popular
naming type (Buchstaller et. al. 2024; Pta¢nikova 2021, 178; David 2011b).3

Research on street names is pursued not only by onomasticians, but also by historians, geographers,
anthropologists, sociologists, and enthusiastic amateurs. Urbanonyms are thus analyzed from various
perspectives and the subject of both synchronic and diachronic research. Recently, attention has been
shifting from large cities to smaller towns or even rural areas (Prochazkova 2016; Klemensova 2019;
Mokwena 2020; Macha 2023). In the Czech Republic alone, dozens of cities have been processed in this
way (see the list of sources). However, most of these studies are limited to a small number of locations,
usually covering only a handful of cities (see the list of sources). In addition, there are not many
comprehensive or comparative papers on the topic. Yet, the most significant obstacle for synthetic research
is the inconsistencies in defining urbanonyms and commemorative itself.

The present paper attempts to reverse this trend by elaborating a set of analyses conducted using a
large dataset of city names from the Czech Republic. We believe that the results will provide researchers
with useful insight into the Czech commemorative practices and serve as inspiration for other onomastic
studies on the subject. The paper is organized as follows. In part 2, we present the process followed for
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collecting and refining the data. In part 3, we present the descriptive statistics of the dataset and offer a
commemoration-based classification of the cities. In part 4, we compare the amounts of commemoration
in Czech historical lands (Bohemia, Moravia, and Silesian) and local regions. In part 5, we examine the
amount of commemoration against (a) the size of the city; and (b) the proportion of the local pre-WWII
German minority. Part 6 is reserved for giving concluding remarks and suggesting pathways for future
research.

2 Data and Methodology

We utilized urbanonyms from 101 Czech cities (with populations of up to 200,000 in 2023) as our data.
We used these criteria to minimize the influence of large Czech cities and their specific commemoration
practices. The towns were chosen based on whether their urbanonymy had already been studied in
previous works. These investigations included professional or popular monographs, as well as student
theses. The entire list of publications is available in the sources at the end of the article. Our main
research aim was to amass the largest and most accurate data set possible. In total, we gathered 17,039
street names. The raw data is stored at https://github.com/KCJFFOU/index ¢

If we were uncertain about the motivation behind a name (i.e., whether or not it was
commemorative), we respected the findings of previously published authors who were often regional
experts with invaluable local insights. Still, the quality of the sources varied, with some containing
verifiable errors. In cases where it was not possible to satisfactorily determine naming motivation, we
excluded the names from the analysis. Each name and its motivation were therefore verified before being
included in the final data set, sometimes in collaboration with local authorities and chroniclers. Out of the
total 17,039 names, we worked with a total of 16,892 names in the final analysis. The exact wordings of
the urbanonyms were obtained using the RUIAN — Registr tizemni identifikace, adres a nemovitosti
[Register of Territorial Identification, Addresses, and Real Estates], a public administration database for
the years 2022 and 2023. This database includes the names of streets and squares, but excludes the
names of parks, gardens, bridges, buildings, housing estates, and city districts.

Before our actual analysis could begin, we had to define exactly what we would consider a
“commemorative name”. We interpreted “commemoration” broadly and considered commemorative
names to be those celebrating or honoring real or fictional individuals, groups of people, places, events,
days, objects, or values (David 2017). This definition covered names motivated ideologically or politically,
including the urbanonym systems connected to residential blocks. An example is the residential block of
Sitna in Kladno. The streets there are named after major Czech cities, such as Usteckad, Plzetiska,
Brnénska, Décinskd, and Ostravskd. The function of these urbanonyms is clearly not locative. We,
therefore, classified them as “commemorative”. We also included peculiar instances like KrakonosSova
‘Krakono$ Street’ which was named after Krakonos, a legendary spirit and guardian of the
Krkonose Mountains; Hurvinkova ‘Hurvinek Street’ which was named after Hurvinek, a Czech puppet
fairy-tale character; and Bajzova ‘Bajza Street’ that was named to honor Bajza, a local mayor’s dog.

It was not always easy to determine whether or not a name was truly commemorative, however.
Sometimes, the lines were rather blurred. Problematic names that were difficult to classify included those
celebrating groups of people, like Délnickd ‘Workers’ Street’ and Studentska ‘Students’ Street’. These
names reflected the circumstances of the street creation or its character, but sometimes, particularly after
1945 when the Communist Party gained more power in the state, they originated as a way to celebrate
specific groups of people (e.g., workers, brigadiers, legionnaires, the youth). It was thus important to
approach each name individually. For instance, the street Ceskd ‘Czech Street’ may or may not be
commemorative, since it could refer either to the original local population that resided in the town of
Louny; or it could have been created as an expression of nationalism. For example, this took place in
Havifov which was founded in the mid-1950s as a completely Czech city. Another problematic example
was the name Sumavskd ‘Sumava Mountains Street’. In South Bohemian cities, like Ceské Budé&jovice or
Vodnany, this name is used to indicate that the street runs toward the Sumava Mountains or is affiliated
with the Sumava region. However, in West Bohemian area of A$ or in the North Moravian area of Sumperk,
Sumavska is commemorative because it pays homage to either the Czech mountain range or the Sumava
region.
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When dealing with street names related to villages that were no longer inhabited, we followed this
approach. If the street was simply located in the area of a village, it was considered non-commemorative; but if
the street made reference to the vanished village, it was classified as commemorative. Using the same logic,
street names derived from historically or ideologically loaded appellatives that honored brigade members were
classified as commemorative names. We acknowledge, however, that these cases are somewhat borderline as
the motivation behind the naming was not always clear-cut. As these cases show, the decision-making was not
always easy. As Vaculik (2014) states, to do so consistently, it is important to consider multiple variables.

3 Basic Results and Classification

Commemoration of a settlement was quantified using a measure called “C index”. This factor captured
the ratio of commemorative names in a given settlement unit related to all street names. It ranged from
zero (indicating the complete absence of the commemorative strategy in the settlement) to one
(indicating a settlement with exclusively commemorative street names).

The basic statistical summary of the results is presented in table 1 and figure 1. The median value of
index C in the studied sample is 0.45, meaning that 45% of the city names are commemorative. This is in
line with the survey conducted by Jaroslav David (2011) on the most frequent street names in Czech
municipalities for the analysis. The survey showed that commemoration is on average represented by
around 44% names in Czech cities. This investigation also found that the number of commemorative
names varied, depending on the type of settlement. In newly established or originally rural areas, the
number can reach up to 70% (David 2013). This finding also corresponds to the results of our own inves-
tigation, as the values ranged from 0.13 to 0.82. This broad range may reflect large variation in the
commemorative onomastic practices in Czech cities.

In this study, we focused on those cities where the urbanonymy showed extreme C index values. The
cities with very low levels of commemorative street naming were Hostka (0.14) and Kaplice (0.13). At the
other end of the scale, the towns of Hostomice (0.77), Jifikov (0.81), and Upice (0.82) had much higher
rates of commemoration in their street name systems. Upice was considered a statistical outlier in that it
significantly deviated from the general trend. The outliers were defined as lying farther than 1.5 *IQR
from Q1 or Q3.

Table 1: The statistical summary of the dataset

Statistic Value
1 Minimum 0.13
2 Q1 0.36
3 Median 0.45
4 Q3 0.54
5 Maximum 0.82
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Figure 1: Visualization of the data using a combination of dotplot and boxplot. The greyish dots
represent the values of the index C for the studied settlements. The vertical lines (so-called whiskers)
represent the data within 1.5 times the interquartile range (IQR, represented by the box). The grey
sphere stands for the median. The asterisk represents an outlier (the city of Upice).

The Shapiro—Wilk test yielded values of W = 0.986 and p = 0.39. Since the C index values were therefore
determined to have a normal distribution, we classified the cities on the basis of their z-scores (see table
2). The z-score has the advantage of converting the values into a <-1; 1> range, which makes them easy to
report and interpret. The classes are thus based on the distance of the names from the average (0.44)
measured in the counts of the standard deviations (0.14); for each value, the z-score was determined
using the following standard formula:

_x — 044
T0.14

The “average” scores were within of one standard deviation from the average, whereas the “low” scores
were two standard deviations below the average, etc. For a more comprehensive presentation of the data,
with the help of AI, we displayed the cities based on their z-scores in the form of a map with color-coded
points (see GitHub: https://github.com/KCJFFOU/index c).

The extreme values (very high or very low) were found mostly in the towns with the populations up
to 7,000. The low C index values may be attributed to the rural character of these locations and the
continued presence of the original field names in urbanonymy. Many street names in these areas were in
fact found to have been derived from the names of the fields on which streets were later built (Macha
2023). An example is Muzikantska stezka ‘Musicians’ Path’ which earned its name for being a path
previously used by musicians. Other names that reflected the rural character of the cities include Lesni
‘Forest Street’; Polni ‘Field Street’; Ke Krizku ‘To the Cross’; Pod K¥izkem ‘Under the Cross’; Hrbitovni
‘Cemetery Street’; and U Skoly ‘By the School’. In small towns, such descriptive urbanonyms can fully
serve their locative or descriptive functions. Moreover, in small towns where there is usually a low
population turnover, street naming can also result from residents’ strong attachment to their
communities and/or their desire to express their local identity. Accordingly, in these areas, it was not
uncommon to find streets named after regional/local figures (Macha 2023, 98—99). In Hluéin, for
example, Bochenkova was named after Hluéin-born regional painter Jan Bochenek; the street called
Lelkova was named after the local writer and priest Cyprian Lelek; and Pavla Strddala earned its name
from a local high school principal. Conversely, in large cities, there was a tendency for streets to be
named after international figures (Bucher et al. 2013, 33—36).
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In small towns where C index was found to be high, this pattern may be a result of local residents
emulating the character of larger towns to enhance the cultural value of the place. Such naming practices
may be used by inhabitants to set their communities apart from market towns and rural areas, where the
use of commemorative names is relatively low or non-existent (Macha 2023). In any case, it is apparent
that naming practices in small settlements deserve more scholarly attention. Further investigations,
ideally diachronic as well as synchronic, could possibly shed more light on these patterns.

Table 2: Classes of the Czech Cities based on Their C Index Values Standardized to z-scores

Group z-score Cities

Very high zZ>2 Hostomice, Jitikov, Upice

Zatec, Olomouc, Lanskroun, Jachymov, Chomutog, Louny,
Policka, Kladno, Slany, Moravské Budé&jovice, Sumperk,
Sokolov

High z € (1; 2>

Average z € (-1; 1> Moravské T¥ebova, Sternberk, Sedl¢any, Broumov, Frydlant,
Rymaiov, Kamenicky Senov, Beroun, Mnichovo Hradisté,
Dé¢in, Tabor, Kadari, Susice, Havifov, Kraslice, Céslav, Pisek,
Protivin, Jindfichiv Hradec, Vrchlabi, Krnov, Tachov,
Luhadovice, Rokycany, Holesov, Zd4ar nad Sazavou, Opava,
Fulnek, Stifbro, Mlad4 VoZice, Dacice, Ceska Lipa, Ostrov,
Nejdek, Jirkov, Jihlava, Karlovy Vary, Volyné, Litoméfice,
Lipnik nad Beévou, Turnov, Ceské Budé&jovice, Novy Bor,
Vodiiany, Nové Mésto pod Smrkem, Celdkovice, Svitavy,
Chodov, As, Maridnské Lazné, KynSperk nad Ohii, Teplice,
Novy Ji¢in, Tiest, Bruntal, Sluknov, Otrokovice, Vlagim,
Litovel, Mlad4 Boleslav, Varnsdorf, Lovosice, Vejprty, Krasna
Lipa, Jesenik, Kromériz

Vranov nad Dyji, Trutnov, Tyn nad Vltavou, Nova Bystfice,
Rumburk, Strdz nad Nezarkou, Plzen, Smrzovka, Kravare,
Prachatice, Jablonec nad Nisou, Mimorn, Lomnice nad LuZznici,
Uherské Hradisté, Mélnik, Hlué¢in, Nymburk, Klasterec nad
Ohii

Very low z<-2 Kaplice, Hostka

Low z € (-2;-1>

4 Commemoration from the Geographical Perspective

In the next phase of the research, the C index values of the cities were studied from the viewpoints of
Czech historical lands (Bohemia, Moravia, and Silesia) and EU-introduced regions (NUTS 2, Markowska
2017; Central Bohemia—CB, Southwest—SW, Northwest—NW, Northeast—NE, Southeast—SE, Central
Moravia—CM, Moravian-Silesian Region—MS). The values are visually presented in figures 2 and 3. As
all the data are normally distributed, the comparisons were performed using an ANOVA (analysis of
variance; Woolson & Clarke 2002).

In case of the historical lands, the results did not show a statistically significant difference between
the samples (F = 0.4, p = 0.66): the amount of commemoration thus does not seem to be dependent
upon whether a city is located in Bohemia, Moravia, or Silesia. However, where the EU-introduced
regions are concerned, the results of the ANOVA (F = 2.9, p = 0.01) did show a statistically significant
difference.

In the post-hoc analysis, using the Fisher’s LSD multiple comparison test (Williams & Abdi 2010), we
determined that there were four statistically significant differences to be observed: (1) NW versus SW;
(2) NW versus NE; (3) NW versus MS; and (4) SW versus CM. What particularly stood out were the
higher values of commemoration in the NW cities. This result may have been a function of the region
having been formerly densely populated by Germans. Particularly after the WWII, there may have been a
tendency to “Bohemize” the street names via commemoration. More recently, new names, honoring
Czech personalities and important events in Czech history have created a new identity for the place
(Klemensova 2021; Matusova 2015). Another factor which may have come into play here is the fact that
the NW has traditionally been an industrial area. As a result, the Communist regime may have felt it
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necessary to onomastically colonize the area using commemorative urban names. The interpretation of
the higher C index numbers in the CM cities may also be due to the underlying heterogeneity of this area.
There is the mountainous Sudeten area of Jesenicko, which was settled slowly and with limited success;
the more fertile Sudeten region of northern Moravia around the towns of Sumperk and Sternberk; the
fertile region of Han4; and the rural eastern region of Moravia—each with different settlement histories.

As will be detailed in part 5, the higher degree of commemoration was not found to be directly
related to the size of the German minority. However, higher C index scores may be connected to the
resettlement of the border regions, which, in northwestern Bohemia and Silesia, brought with it
considerable population turnover. These demographic shifts could have led to a lower level of connection
between residents and their localities. As a result, local identity might have been replaced by national
identity, with the creation of urbanonyms that stressed national or supra-national themes as opposed to
local ones.

1,04

0,8

0,6

0,4 -

0,2 4

0,0 . ; T
Bohemia Moravia Silesia

Figure 2: Visualization of the C index values sorted according to the Czech historical lands and using a
combination of dotplot and boxplot. For an explanation of the features, see figure 1.
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Figure 3: Visualization of the C index values using a combination of dotplot and boxplot and sorted
according to the cohesion regions (CB = Central Bohemia, SW = Southwest, NW = Northwest, NE =
Northeast, SE = Southeast, CM = Central Moravia, MS = Moravian-Silesian Region). For the explanation
of the features, see figure 1.

5 Commemoration from the Viewpoint of City Size and
German Population

In the next part of the study, we focused our attention on determining whether any characteristic or
variable directly influenced the number of commemorative names and, consequently, the value of C
index. We decided to test two hypotheses which were generated from earlier, primarily qualitative
research. The first hypothesis involved the relationship between the size of a city (as measured in by its
population) and the total of its urban names. More specifically, the first hypothesis theorized that the
smaller a settlement unit was, the more the number of urbanonyms will remain stable. This assumption
is based on the idea that in larger cities, the stock of non-commemorative names (e.g., based on
locations, directions of the street, original place names, residents, etc.) is essentially exhausted, and city
officials must therefore resort to making use of commemorative names. In smaller cities, this pressure
does not exist (Bitusikova 2022; Lastovkova et al. 2022; Vaculik 2014; David 2010; Matusova 1989,
1988). This hypothesis is also challenged by previous research which indicates that commemorative
names are also found in rural urbanonymy (Macha 2023; Czaplicka-Jedlikowska 2016).

According to research by Premysl Macha (2023), who focused on small settlements (with a
population of up to 5,000 and in the area of Moravia), the number of commemorative names reached
21.3%. A much higher percentage was documented in towns, and a lower percentage was found in market
towns and villages. According to Macha (2023), in small settlements, the proportion of commemorative
names also increased with the number of inhabitants. In our sample, however, no such relationship was
found. Using both the population and the number of urbanonyms as indicators of the city size, we found

ans-names.pitt.edu
DOI 10.5195/names.2025.2666 Vol. 73 No. 4, Winter 2025 ISSN: 0027-7738 (print) 1756-2279 (web)




NAMES: A JOURNAL OF ONOMASTICS
Commemorative Motive in Czech Urban Names

Pearson correlation coefficient values of 0.006 and -0.05. No significant patterns emerged from the
scatterplots either (see figures 4 and 5). This outcome may be ascribed to the variable values of the C
index in the small settlements, which was mentioned earlier in part 3. It may also have been a result of
our rather broad definition of commemoration. Supporting this explanation is the fact that newer
research utilizing a narrower definition of commemoration has shown that in cities with higher
populations, there are more streets named after famous people (Kloknerovi 2024).
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Figure 4: The scatterplot of the C index values (= C) and the city sizes measured in the number of
inhabitants (= inhab).
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Figure 5: The scatterplot of the C index values (= C) and the city sizes measured in the number of
urban names (= urb).

The second hypothesis theorized that there would be a higher prevalence of commemorative names in
border towns, particularly in the former Sudetenland.4 The reasoning behind this hypothesis lies in the
historical and political developments of this area which have been more dynamic in comparison to the
inland part of the Republic. It was therefore postulated that in the areas undergoing politically or socially
intensified evolutions, the dominant ideology would make a pronounced effort to manifest its power
through commemorative names (Azaryahu 1996).

The Czech borderlands—the “Sudetes”—is a largely mountainous area which was settled later than
the lowland inland areas. This region was also primarily settled by the German-speaking ethnic group. In
some areas, the villages were essentially populated by Germans only, while other settlements were mixed
(Czech + German). The composition of the population influenced the language of the local toponyms in
that, originally, the urbanonyms were mostly German. This pattern changed after the establishment of
the Czechoslovak Republic in 1918. Based on the new language laws, German names were often
Bohemized and/or supplemented with a Czech variant. This particularly occurred in areas where the
German speaking ethnic group was in the minority. However, in regions where Germans formed the
majority, some names retained their monolingual German forms. This was especially common in small
settlements and politically insignificant places (Klemensova 2019; Mattsova 1988).

Another important historical event affecting toponyms in the Sudetes came in the year 1938. After
the annexation of the Sudetenland by the Third Reich, Czech name variants were systematically removed
and Czech names were Germanized. Additionally, many streets were named after prominent Nazis or
Germans. However, probably the most significant change to the Sudeten street systems came in 1945. As
part of the de-Germanization, when the German population was removed/expelled (not only) from the
borderlands, the Sudetes were resettled mainly by inland or repatriated Czechs and Slovaks (Glassheim
2016). As a result, de-Germanization and Bohemization of geographical names occurred as well. During
this time, the street names were most commonly translated or replaced with new names, often lacking a
historical connection with the town.

The first waves of renaming were very spontaneous, with commemoration being the primary naming
type employed. As part of the effort to rewrite the history of the borderlands and create a new reality
reflecting the Socialist direction of Czechoslovakia, many national, Slavic, or Soviet naming strategies
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were used.5 From the existing (qualitatively conducted) research (Klemensova 2019, 2021; MattSova
1998), it is evident that the percentage of commemorative names increased in the border towns
compared to the pre-war period. Moreover, street names that had not originally been commemorative
were often changed using a commemorative strategy. For example, Nabrezni tiida | Uferstrasse
‘Riverside Street’ became Gottwaldovo nabrezi: namesake of the street Klement Gottwald, the future
first Czechoslovak Communist President.

Based on these historical factors, the second hypothesis was that border towns with a higher pre-
WWII German minority, which underwent turbulent changes and significant renaming during the post-
war period, would exhibit a higher degree of commemoration even today. However, the calculations
showed that there was no correlation between the number of commemorative urbanonyms and the size
of the German minority. The Pearson coefficient was only -0.02 (see the scatterplot on figure 6). The
street names in the cities of the former Sudetenland thus did not seem be different in terms of their rate
of commemoration compared to the inland settlements. Although the number of commemorative street
names in the border towns may well have been higher after the Second World War—due to for example
the large-scale renaming process after the fall of Communism in Czechoslovakia in 1989—these
differences, if they existed, seem to have disappeared. However, although this region may not stand out
in terms of its number of commemorative names, current research suggests (Kloknerova 2024) that it
may be distinguished by the semantic (motivational) type of its street names. Due to the disruption of
historical continuity and the social/cultural de-Germanization, local committees may have tended to
choose nationally prominent persons and symbols at the expense of regional ones after 1945. These
regional figures were perceived as “German” and largely rejected (David & Klemensova 2021). The post-
war developments (i.e., the large-scale resettlement, shifting composition of the population, and
economic (in)stability) may have yielded distinct naming patterns in each and every Sudetenland town.
It seems therefore clear that frequent renaming and political instability do not necessarily lead to a
higher percentage of commemorative street names and that local authorities responsible for naming have
played a significant role in shaping the network of street names.
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Figure 6: The scatterplot of the C index values (= C) and the proportion of the local pre-WWII
German population (= germ).
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Conclusions and Discussion

The goal of the study was to provide a comprehensive picture of the onomastic commemoration in Czech
cities. This research has found that the commemorative street names form, on average, 45% of the city’s
urbanonymy. The median (44%) was very close to the average and the data followed a normal
distribution curve. Half of the values were found to be within the span of 0.36 to 0.54, but the overall
dispersion of the data is quite high (from 0.13 to 0.82). Given that similar large-scale investigations have
not yet been conducted in other countries, the question arises whether these numbers are Czechia-
specific, or whether they show a general tendency of commemorative street-naming in Slavic countries,
or even internationally. The paper can thus serve as a solid foundation for further research. What may
also be of use is the classification of the cities that was proposed on the basis of their z-scores.

Another important finding of this research was that affiliation of a city to a historical land did not
appear to be a factor influencing the amount of commemoration found in its urban names. However,
what did play a role was the EU-designated regions. These divisions may better reflect the current
situation than the traditional division of Czechia into Bohemia, Moravia, and Silesia. The statistically
significant differences between these regions were particularly striking for the Northwest with a higher
proportion of the commemorative street names being found there as compared to the Southwest,
Northeast, and Moravian-Silesian Region. This finding may be attributable to the Northwest having
notable population shifts and Communism-linked industrial heritage. Finally, no correlations were
detected between the level of commemoration and the city size: larger cities thus did not have more
commemorative names. The cities’ pre-WWII German population and the frequent renaming and
politically dynamic developments did not lead to a higher degree of commemoration in the street names
we investigated, although political and social shifts and milestones such as World War II and the fall of
the Berlin Wall (Stiperski et al. 2011) undoubtedly have had a significant impact on the state of street
names (Azaryahu 2011).6

Nevertheless, it appears that the efforts of the residents themselves and the local authorities have
also played a considerable role in shaping the final naming outcomes. Indeed, the current renaming
practice in the Czech Republic would seem to reflect the involvement of the wider public and ongoing
discussions (David 2021). This appears to be particularly evident in smaller towns (whether suburban or
rural), where the street naming systems have been affected by multiple factors. In the case of larger cities
(and primarily in the city centers), the state and political interests of the country are likely to have a great
influence on the urbanonymy. However, the street names in smaller settlements demonstrate a certain
resistance to such top-down forces—either driven by the interest and engagement of local residents or,
conversely, by their lack of interest and a passive approach to street naming altogether.

To conclude, as far as the current research is concerned, the reasons behind the lower/higher values
of the commemoration index for a city seem mostly individual. This finding appears to correspond with
the fact that naming public spaces is a matter decided by local municipal authorities. The selection of
street names is therefore influenced by personal preferences of administrative officers, their political
stances, pressures from inhabitants, and the amount and “vivacity” of the local unofficial toponymy—the
more vigor it has, the more probable it may be that they will (co-)create the official urbanonymy of the
city.

Notes

1For more information on commemoration, see David 2011a; and Azaryahu 2011, 1996.

2There are cities where commemorative street system is relatively rare. Such is the case with Brasilia, the
capital of Brazil; Washington, D.C.; and Tokyo, where streets are marked using a combination of
numbers and letters to name urban spaces. Nevertheless, even in their street name system, elements of a
celebratory motive can be identified. For more, see Rose-Redwood 2018.

3 For more on toponymic commodification, see Rose-Redwood et al. 2019. For a discussion of the de-
Russification of names in Ukraine, see Gnatiuk & Melnychuk 2023.

4 For previous resaerch, see Klemensova & Mistecky 2022.
5 Walkowiak (2019) has discussed a similar development in Poland.

6 The type of city development may also play a role—whether it is a city center, a later-built housing
estate, or an annexed rural village (Rusu 2021; Jane¢kova 2014; Vaculik 2014; David 2011b).

ans-names.pitt.edu

DOI 10.5195/names.2025.2666 Vol. 73 No. 4, Winter 2025 ISSN: 0027-7738 (print) 1756-2279 (web)



NAMES: A JOURNAL OF ONOMASTICS
Commemorative Motive in Czech Urban Names

Sources

Archiv mésta Plzné. Encyklopedie Plzeri: ulice. [Encyclopedia of Plzen: Streets]. Accessed 7 July 2023.
https://encyklopedie.plzen.eu/home-mup/?acc=ulice.

Balinkovd, Petra. 2012. “Urbanonyma v mésté Tyn nad Vltavou”. [Urbanonyms in the City of Tyn nad
Vltavou]. BA thesis. Jihofeska univerzita v Ceskych Budé&jovicich.

Bartinék, Martin. 2017. “Geografické aspekty urbanonymie na pfikladu mésta Dé¢in”. [Geographical
Aspects of the Urbanonymy on the Example of Déin]. BA thesis. Univerzita Jana Evangelisty
Purkyné v Usti nad Labem.

Bartuskova, Barbgra. 2021. “Nazvy ulic v Tresti”. [The Street Names in Trest]. BA thesis. Jihoceska
univerzita v Ceskych Budéjovicich.

Béhalova, Stépanka, FrantiSek Fiirbach, Michaela Chladkova Kérnerova and Sabina Langerova. 2014.
Jindrichohradecky uli¢nik. [Jindfichiv Hradec Street Directory]. Jindfichtv Hradec: Muzeum
Jindfichohradecka.

Brezinova, Kristyna. 2019. “Urbanonymie mésta Sumperka”. [Urbanonymy of the Town of Sumperk]. BA
thesis. Ostravska univerzita.

Burian, Luk&$. 2021. Mélnicky uliénik. [Mélnik Street Directory]. Mélnik: Mélnicky osvétovy a
okraslovaci spolek.

Cironis, Petros. 2003. Rokycansky uli¢nik: nazvy a popis ulic a namésti v Rokycanech. [Rokycany
Street Directory: Names and Descriptions of Streets and Squares in Rokycany]. Rokycany: Statni
okresni archiv v Rokycanech.

Coupek, Jiif. 2015. Uherskohradistské ulice: piehled nazvil s jejich historickym vijvojem. [Streets of
Uherské Hradisté: An Overview of Names and Their Historical Developments]. Uherské Hradisté:
Muzejni spolek v Uherském Hradisti & Slovacké muzeum v Uherském Hradisti.

CUZK. RUIAN: ulice. [RUIAN: Streets]. Accessed 11 August 2023.
https://vdp.cuzk.cz/vdp/ruian/ulice?atfill.

Dedeciusova, Andrea. 2018. “Urbanonymie Nového Mésta pod Smrkem”. [Urbanonymy of Nové Mésto
pod Smrkem]. BA thesis. Technick4 univerzita v Liberci.

Dédkov4, Gabriela. 2012. “Urbanonyma mésta Turnova”. [Urbanonyms of the City of Turnov]. BA thesis.
Univerzita Jana Evangelisty Purkyné v Usti nad Labem.

DiviSov4, Jana. 2008. “Urbanonymie mésta Jihlavy”. [Urbanonymy of the City of Jihlava]. MA thesis.
Technick4 univerzita v Liberci.

Dobesova, Lucie. 2018. “Toponymie Nového Ji¢ina”. [Toponymy of the City of Novy Ji¢in]. MA thesis.
Ostravska univerzita.

29
1

Dolezelikova, Petra. 2009. “Urbanonyma a anoikonyma v HoleSové a jeho blizkém okol
and Anoikonyms at the HoleSov Region]. MA thesis. Univerzita Palackého.

. [Urbanonyms

Duskov4, Nela. 2021. “Toponymie Hlu¢ina”. [Toponymy of the City of Hlué¢in]. BA thesis. Ostravska
univerzita.

Eisner, David and Jan Hergesell, eds. 2020. C‘elc’zkovigkg ulicnik I: katastralni tizemi Celdkovice.
[Celakovice Street Directory I: Estates of Celdkovice]. Celakovice: Méstské muzeum v Celakovicich.

Eisner, David and Jan Hergesell, eds. 2021. Celakovicky uli¢nik II: Zaluxi, Sedléanky a Cisar'ska
Kuchyné. [Celdkovice Street Directory II: Zaluzi, Sedlédnky, and Cisafskd Kuchyné]. Celakovice:
Meéstské muzeum v Celakovicich.

Fantova, Katefina. 2019. Plzerisky uli¢nik: proépa se takle menujou? [Plzen Street Directory: Why Are
They Named This Way?]. Plzeii: Stary most.

Fiedlerova, Julie. 2022. “Urbanonyma ve Svitavach: historie a soucasnost”. [Urbanonyms in Svitavy:
Past and Present]. MA thesis. Masarykova univerzita.

Florianova, Petra. 2019. “Jazykové prostfedi mésta Hostka”. [The Language Environment of the Town of
Hostka]. MA thesis. Univerzita Jana Evangelisty Purkyné.

Garkisch, Milo$. 2003. Berounsky uli¢nik: jak Sel ¢as berounskymi ulickami. [Beroun Street Directory:
How Time Has Passed through the Streets of Beroun]. Beroun: Nakladatelstvi BH.

Hakenova, Andrea. 2012. “Urbanonyma v mésté Mnichovo Hradi$té”. [Urbanonyms in the City of
Mnichovo Hradisté]. MA thesis. Jihoceska univerzita v Ceskych Budéjovicich.

ans-names.pitt.edu

ISSN: 0027-7738 (print) 1756-2279 (web) Vol. 73 No. 4, Winter 2025 DOI 10.5195/names.2025.2666

33


https://encyklopedie.plzen.eu/home-mup/?acc=ulice
https://vdp.cuzk.cz/vdp/ruian/ulice?atfill

34

NAMES: A JOURNAL OF ONOMASTICS
Tereza Klemensova and Michal Mistecky

Holodiidkov4, Radmila. 2020. S uli¢nict po Zatci: ulice mésta Zatce. [With a Street Directory all around
Zatec: Streets of the Town of Zatec]. Zatec: Regionalni muzeum K. A. Polanka v Zatci.

Hostek, Jifi, Josef Moudry and Milo§ Povolny. 2018. Viasimsky uli¢nik: pritvodce po ndzvech ulic a
verejnych prostranstvi. [Vlasim Street Directory: Guide to Street Names and Public Spaces].
Vlasim: Mésto Vlasim.

Janecek, Vit. 2014. “Uli¢ni nézvoslgvi v meésté Kaplice”. [The Street Names in the Town of Kaplice]. BA
thesis. Jihoceska univerzita v Ceskych Bud€jovicich.

Jelinkova, Lucie. 2011. “Nazvy ulic a namésti ve Slaném”. [Tbe Names of the Streets and Squares in
Slany]. MA thesis. Univerzita Jana Evangelisty Purkyné v Usti nad Labem.

Kalab, Michal. 2012. “Toponymie Vranova nad Dyji s ohledem na stav pted rokem 1945”. [The Toponymy of
Vranov nad Dyji with Respect to the Situation before 1945]. MA thesis. Masarykova univerzita.

Klemensova, Tereza. 2019. “Toponymie ¢eského pohrani¢i po roce 1945 (na ptikladu vybranych obci
Jesenicka)”. [The Toponymy of Czech Borderlands after the Year 1945 (as a Case Study of Chosen
Municipalites of the Region of Jeseniky)]. PhD diss. Ostravska univerzita.

Klima, Jan. 2014. “Nazvy ulivc v mésté Protivin”. [The Street Names in the Town of Protivin]. MA thesis.
Jihoceska univerzita v Ceskych Budé&jovicich.

Knapikov4, Jaromira and Zdenék Kravar, eds. 2017. Opavsky uli¢nik: historie a soucasnost ulic a namésti.
[Opava Street Directory: Past and Present of the Streets and Squares]. Opava: Statutarni mésto
Opava & Zemsky archiv v Opavé.

Kocourkové, Jifina. 2014. “Urbanonyma v Ostrové”. [Urbanonyms in the City of Ostrov]. MA thesis.
Jihoceska univerzita v Ceskych Budé&jovicich.

Kohout, Jifi. 2013. MladovoZicky ulicénik aneb jak ulice k nazvu p¥isly. [Mlada Vozice Street Directory:
How the Streets Got Their Names]. Mlada VoZice: Mésto Mladé Vozice.

Kolatik, Josef. 2010. Luhacovicky ulicnik aneb Priwvodce (nejen) po nazvech ulic mésta. [Luhacovice
Street Directory: Guide (Not Only) to the Street Names of the Town]. Lazné Luhacovice: MéDK
Elektra.

Kommov4, Michaela. 2018. “Urbanonyma mésta Céslav, jejich motivace a Klasifikace”. [The Urbanonyms
of the Town of Céslav, their Motivations and Classifications]. BA thesis. Univerzita Jana Evangelisty
Purkyné v Usti nad Labem.

Koneény, Stanislav. 2004. Poli¢ské ulice a vjvoj jejich ndzuil. [Streets of Policka and the Evolution of
their Names]. Litomysl: Stanislav Koneény.

Kotasov4, Petra. 2008. “Vyvoj v nazvoslovi ulic v Trutnové od roku 1900”. [Development of the Street
Names in Trutnov since 1900]. MA thesis. Univerzita Jana Evangelisty Purkyné v Usti nad Labem.

Kourkova, Magdalena. 2019. “Honorifikaéni motiv v urbanonymii mésta Jablonec nad Nisou”.
[Commemorative Motives in Urbanonymy of the Town of Jablonec nad Nisou]. MA thesis.
Technicka univerzita v Liberci.

Kova¥, Daniel and Pavel Koblasa. 1998. Ulicemi mésta Ceskyjch Budgjovic: nazvy ceskobudéjovickych
vefejnyjch prostranstvi v minulosti a dnes. [Through the Streets of Ceské Budé&jovice: the Names of
Ceské Budéjovice Public Spaces in the Past and Present]. Rudolfov: Jelmo.

Kubitek, Antonin et al. 2008. Upicky uliénik aneb promény ndzvti ulic. [Upice Street Directory: Changes in
Street Names]. Upice: Méstské muzeum a galerie Julie W. Mezerové Upice.

Kubickov4, Ivana. 2015. Nazvy litovelskijch ulic v minulosti a dnes. [Street Names of Litovel: Past and
Present]. Olomouc & Holice: Nakladatelstvi R. Kasparova & DANAL.

Kunes, Vaclav. 2013. “Nazvy ulic ve Volyni”. [Street Names in the Town of Volyné]. MA thesis.
Jihoceska univerzita v Ceskych Budé&jovicich.

Linkova, Magdalena. 2019. “Pomistni nzvoslovi na katastru mésta Smrzovka”. [Anoikonyms in the Area
of the Town of Smrzovka]. BA thesis. Technicka univerzita v Liberci.

Lopaur, Miloslav. 2012. Zd'arsky uliénik I.: mésto Zd'ar. [Zd4r Street Directory I: the Town of Zdar].
Zdar nad Sazavou: Mésto Zd'ar nad Sazavou.

Ludvik, Lubor and Jifi Prasek. 1998. Pisecké ulice. [Streets of Pisek]. Pisek: J&M Pisek.

Matysova, Kristyna. 2017. “Uli¢ni n4azvoslovi mésta Novy Bor”. [Urbanonymy of the Town of Novy Bor].
BA thesis. Technicka univerzita v Liberci.

ans-names.pitt.edu

DOI 10.5195/names.2025.2666 Vol. 73 No. 4, Winter 2025 ISSN: 0027-7738 (print) 1756-2279 (web)



NAMES: A JOURNAL OF ONOMASTICS
Commemorative Motive in Czech Urban Names

vyry

Mercova, Markéta. 1999. Kromérizské ulice: vijvoj pojmenovani. [Streets of Kroméiiz: The Evolution of
Names]. Kromé&FiZ: Statni okresni archiv v Kromérfizi — Muzeum Kroméfizska v Kromérizi.

Mésteckd, Sylva. 2006. Boleslavsky uli¢nik. [Boleslav Street Directory]. Mlad4d Boleslav: Muzeum
Boleslavska.

Méstské muzeum Sedlc¢any. 2021. Sedl¢ansky uli¢nik: ulice pojmenované po vyznamnych osobnostech.
[Sedl¢any Street Directory: Streets Named after Prominent Figures]. Sedl¢any: Turistické
informacni centrum Sedl¢any.

Mréckova, Ludmila. 2016. “Historie a sou¢asnost vlastnich jmen ulic v Teplicich”. [Street Proper Names
in Teplice: Past and Present]. MA thesis. Univerzita Hradec Kralové.

Nesvarba, Miroslav et al. 2006. Lovosické ulice v proméndach ¢asu. [Streets of Lovosice through the Ages].
Most: Tisk Press CZ.

Novackova, Markéta and Nadézda Mastnd. 2009. Ndzvy ulic v Dacdicich. [Street Names in Dacice].
Accessed 10 August 2023.

%A1zvv+da%C4%8D1ck%Cq%BDch+uhc p%Cs5%AFvod,+historie,+datace.pdf.

Novakova, Lenka. 2012. “Urbanonyma mésta Klasterec nad Ohfii, jejich motivace a Kklasifikace”.
[Urbanonyms of the Town of Klasterec nad Ohii, their Motivations and Classifications]. MA thesis.
Univerzita Jana Evangelisty Purkyné v Usti nad Labem.

Ondrasova, Zuzana. 2010. “Urbanonymie Otrokovic”. [Urbanonymy of the City of Otrokovice]. MA thesis.
Ostrava: Ostravska univerzita.

Panééek, Jaroslav. 1996. Jména ulic v Ceské Lipé: pramen poznani vjvoje mésta. [Street Names in Ceska
Lipa: Source of Knowledge of the City’s Development]. Ceska Lipa: Mésto Ceska Lipa.

Patrovska, Zdena. 1999. Ulicemi mésta Loun. [Through the Streets of the Town of Louny]. Louny: Statni
okresni archiv Louny & Méstsky aiad v Lounech.

Pelikdnova, Petra. 2016. “Uliéni nazvoslovi mésta Prachatice”. [The Street Names in the Town of
Prachatice]. BA thesis. Jiho¢esk4 univerzita v Ceskych Bud&jovicich.

Peterek, Jaromir. 1997. Soudasné a historické ndzvy fulneckych ulic. [Current and Historical Street
Names of Fulnek]. Fulnek: Méstsky tafad ve Fulneku.

Pleyelova, Anna. 2022. “Analyza pouli¢niho néazvoslovi v mensich méstech na Jind¥ichohradecku”.
[Analysis of Street Names in Smaller Towns in the Jindtichtv Hradec District]. BA thesis. Jihoceska
univerzita v Ceskych Budé&jovicich.

Rehounek, Jan. 2020. Nymbursky “uli¢nik”: pritvodce ulicemi, jejich osudy, historii, ptivodem ndzvti v
kralovském mésté Nymburce. [Nymburk Street Directory: Guide to the Streets, their Fates, History,
and Origins of Names in the Royal Town of Nymburk]. Nymburk: Jan Rehounek & Kaplanka
Nymburk.

Slivov4, Lucie. 2020. “Urbanonymie moderniho mésta: Havifov”. [Urbanonymy of the Modern City:
Havifov]. BA thesis. Ostravska univerzita.

Spécil, Vladimir. 1992. Pritvodce olomouckymi ulicemi. [Guide to the Streets of Olomouc]. Praha: Danal.
Statistickyj lexikon obci v republice Ceskoslovenské I: Cechy. [Statistical Lexicon of Municipalities in the

7 v

Czechoslovak Republic I: Bohemia]. 1924. Praha: Statni tfad statisticky.

Statistickyj lexikon obci v republice Ceskoslovenské II: Morava a Slezsko. [Statistical Lexicon of
Municipalities in the Czechoslovak Republic II: Moravia and Silesia]. 1924. Praha: Stitni afad
statisticky.

Statutarni mésto Olomouc. 2017. Olomouc: internetovd encyklopedie mésta: ulice. [Olomouc: Online
Encyclopaedia of the City: Streets]. Accessed 28 January 2023.
https://encyklopedie.olomouce.cz/cs/ulice.

Stehlikové, Veronika. 2013. “Uli¢ni nézvoslovi v mésté Pisek”. [Street Names in the Town of Pisek]. MA
thesis. Jihocéeska univerzita v Ceskych Budé&jovicich.

Svobodova, Martina. 2017. “Toponyma a chrematonyma méstyse Hostomice”. [Toponyms and
Chrematonyms of the Township of Hostomice]. BA thesis. Univerzita Jana Evangelisty Purkyné v
Usti nad Labem.

Seféik, Ondiej. 2001. Ulice mésta Kravar v roce 2001 a vijvoj jejich pojmenovdni. [Streets of the Town
of Kravare in 2001 and the Evolution of their Names]. Kravare: Zamecké muzeum v Kravafich.

ans-names.pitt.edu

ISSN: 0027-7738 (print) 1756-2279 (web) Vol. 73 No. 4, Winter 2025 DOI 10.5195/names.2025.2666

35


https://www.dacice.cz/e_download.php?file=data/editor/512cs_1.pdf&original=N%C3%A1zvy%2Bda%C4%8Dick%C3%BDch%2Bulic_p%C5%AFvod%2C%2Bhistorie%2C%2Bdatace.pdf
https://www.dacice.cz/e_download.php?file=data/editor/512cs_1.pdf&original=N%C3%A1zvy%2Bda%C4%8Dick%C3%BDch%2Bulic_p%C5%AFvod%2C%2Bhistorie%2C%2Bdatace.pdf
https://encyklopedie.olomouce.cz/cs/ulice

36

NAMES: A JOURNAL OF ONOMASTICS
Tereza Klemensova and Michal Mistecky

Stastny, Jiff and Gymnézium Mimoti. 2012. Uliénik Mimoné: piehled ndzvil ulic, ndmésti, mostii a
ostatnich verejnych prostranstvi v Mimoni. [Mimon Street Directory: Overview of Street Names,
Squares, Bridges, and Other Public Spaces in Mimori]. Mimori: Mésto Mimori.

Vaculik, David. 2014. “Urbanonymie vybranych mést Moravy a Slezska (jeji vznik, vyvoj, systém a
Kklasifikace)”. [Urbanonymies of Selected Towns in Moravia and Silesia: Origins, Developments,
Systems, and Classifications]. PhD diss. Masarykova univerzita.

VIk, Frantisek. 2012. Moravskobudéjovicky uliénik [Moravské Budéjovice Street Directory]. Moravské
Budéjovice: Muzejni spolek Moravské Budéjovice.

Volkova, Jitka and Marek Vitalij. 2011. Litomérické ulice. [Streets of Litomérice]. Hostivice: Baron.

Vondraskova, Kristyna. 2022. “Toponomastika mésta Vodnany”. [Toponomastics of the Town of
Vodtiany]. BA thesis. Jihodeska univerzita v Ceskych Budé&jovicich.

Vykouk, Jaroslav. 2009. Kladensky tulak: povésti, piibéhy a zajimavosti o piivodu jmen ¢éturti, ¢asti
mésta a mistnich lokalit v Kladné. [The Kladno Wanderer: Legends, Stories, and Interesting Facts
about the Origins of Names of Districts, City Parts, and Local Areas in Kladno]. Kladno: Sladeckovo
vlastivédné muzeum v Kladné.

Zezulova, Magdalena. 2020. “Uliénj nézvoslovi mésta SuSice”. [Street Names in the Town of SuSice]. MA
thesis. Jihoc¢eska univerzita v Ceskych Budéjovicich.

Zivniistkova, Michaela. 2016. “Urbanonyma v mésté Tabor”. [Urbanonyms in the City of Tdbor]. MA
thesis. Jihoéeska univerzita v Ceskych Budéjovicich

References

Azaryahu, Maoz. 1996. “The Power of Commemorative Street Names”. Environment and Planning
D: Society and Space 14, no. 3: 311-330.

Azaryahu, Maoz. 2011. “The Critical Turn and Beyond: The Case of Commemorative Street Naming”.
ACME: An International E-Journal for Critical Geographies 10, no. 1: 28— 33.

Bitusikova, Alexandra. 2022. “Transformations of Place, Memory and Identity through Urban Place
Names in Banska Bystrica, Slovakia”. Hungarian Geographical Bulletin 771, no. 4: 401—417.

Bucher, Slavomir, René Matlovi¢, Alena Lukacova, Barbora Harizal, Kvetoslava Matlovi¢ova, et al. 2013.
“The Perception of Identity Through Urban Toponyms in the Regional Cities of Slovakia.
Anthropological Notebooks 19, no. 3: 23—40.

Buchstaller, Isabelle, Malgorzata Fabiszak, Seraphim Alvanides, Anna Weronika Brzezifiska, and Patryk
Dobkiewicz. 2024. “Commemorative Cityscapes: Spatiotemporal Patterns in Street Names in
Leipzig, East Germany and Poznan, Poland”. Language in Society 53, no. 2: 291-320.

Czaplicka-Jedlikowska, Maria. 2016. “Nazewnictwo miejskie, a wiejskie mikrosystemy toponimiczne”.
[Urban Names versus Rural Toponymic Microsystems]. Acta Onomastica 55, no. 1: 53—60.

David, Jaroslav. 2010. “Honorifikace jako uréujici rys moderni urbanonymie”. [Commemoration as a
Defining Feature of Modern Urbanonymy]. Mnohotvdrnost a specifi¢nost onomastiky: IV. ¢eskd
onomasticka conference. Edited by Jaroslav David, Michaela Cornejova, and Milan Harvalik, 131—
137. Ostrava — Praha: Filozoficka fakulta Ostravské university — Ustav pro jazyk éesky AV CR.

David, Jaroslav. 2011a. “Commemorative Place Names: Their Specificity and Problems”. Names 59,
no. 4: 214—228.

David, Jaroslav. 2011b. Smrdov, Breznéves a Rychlonozkova ulice: kapitoly z moderni ¢eské toponymie.
[Smrdov, BreZnéves, and Rychlonozkova Street: Chapters from Modern Czech Toponymy]. Praha:
Academia.

David, Jaroslav. 2013. “Street Names—Between Ideology and Cultural Heritage”. Acta Onomastica 54,
no. 1: 53—60.

David, Jaroslav. 2017. “Honorifika¢ni toponymum”. [Commemorative Toponym]. CzechEncy — Novy
encyklopedicky slovnik cestiny. Edited by Petr Karlik, Marek Nekula, and Jana Pleskalovi. Brno:
Masarykova univerzita. Accessed February 6, 2024.
https://www.czechency.org/slovnik/HONORIFIKACNI TOPONYMUM

ans-names.pitt.edu

DOI 10.5195/names.2025.2666 Vol. 73 No. 4, Winter 2025 ISSN: 0027-7738 (print) 1756-2279 (web)


http://www.czechency.org/slovnik/HONORIFIKAČNÍ

NAMES: A JOURNAL OF ONOMASTICS
Commemorative Motive in Czech Urban Names

David, Jaroslav. 2021. “President Vaclav Havel as an Inspiration for Czech Urbanonymy”.
Onomastica 65, no. 1: 255—269.

David, Jaroslav, and Tereza Klemensova. 2021. “German Place Names in the Czech Lands - the
Perspective of Post-war Opinion Journalism”. Beitrdge zur Namenforschung 56, no. 3: 187—207.

Glassheim, Eagle. 2016. Cleansing the Czechoslovak Borderlands: Migration, Environment, and Health
in the Former Sudetenland. Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press.

Gnatiuk, Oleksiy, and Anatoliy Melnychuk. 2023. “A Case Study of De-Russification of Ukrainian
Hodonyms: Rigged Trial or Justice Restored?” Names 71, no. 4: 40—55.

Janeckova, Marie. 2014. “Uli¢ni ndzvoslovi 20. stoleti a tendence ovliviiujici vybér nazvii” [Street Names
in the 20th Century and Trends Affecting the Selection of Names]. Viastni jména v textech a
kontextech. Edited by Minafovd Eva, Dagmar Sochorovi, and Jitka Zitkova, 96—101. Brno:
Masarykova univerzita.

Karimi, Ali. 2016. “Street Fights: The Commodification of Place Names in Post-Taliban Kabul City”.
Annals of the American Association of Geographers 106, no. 3: 738—753.

Klemensov4, Tereza. 2019. “Bohmisch Gasse, Schillerstrasse, Titova, Skolni — One Street, Many Names:
Urbanonymy in the Czech Borderlands during the 20th Century”. Acta Onomastica 60, no. 1: 45—
62.

Klemensova, Tereza. 2021. Zemépisné ndzvy v pohrani¢i po roce 1945 na piikladu okresu Jesenik.
[Geograpical Names in a Border Region after 1945: Case Study of the Jesenik District]. Cerveny
Kostelec: Pavel Mervart.

Klemensova, Tereza, and Michal Mistecky. 2022. “Schiller kontra Komensky — uli¢ni nazvy v pohranici a
honorifikace”. [Schiller versus Komensky — Street Names in the Border Regions and
Commemoration]. Od etymologie ke krajiné: onomastika pro 21. Stoleti. Edited by Jaroslav David,
Tereza Klemensova, and Michal Mistecky, 335—351. Brno: Host.

Kloknerova, Hana. 2024. “Jména osobnosti v nazvech ulic ¢eskych obci, aplikace toponymic GIS”.
[Names of Personalities in the Street Names of Czech Municipalities, Application of Toponymic GIS].
BA thesis. Univerzita Palackého.

Lastovkova, Barbora, Marek Lastovka, Katefina JiSova, Josef Trika¢, and Vaclav Ledvinka. 2022.
Prazsky ulicnik: encyklopedie nazvit prazskijch verejnych prostranstvi. [Encyclopedia of Names of
Prague Public Spaces]. Praha: Academia.

Light, Duncan. 2004. “Street Names in Bucharest, 1990—1997: Exploring the Modern Historical
Geographies of Post-socialist Change”. Journal of Historical Geography 30, no. 1: 154— 172.

Mécha, Pfemysl. 2023. “Urbanonymie malych sidel na p¥ikladu Moravy: explorativni analyza”.
[Urbanonyms in Small Settlements: An Explorative Analysis of Moravia]. Acta Onomastica 64, no.
1: 88-103.

Markowska, Malgorzata. 2017. “Decomposition of Changes in Structure and Trends in Employment in
Czechia at NUTS 2 level”. GeoScape 11, no. 2: 84—92.

Mattsova, Jana. 1988. “Ke stavu a vyvoji urbanonymie mést na ¢esko-némeckém jazykovém rozmezi”.
[The State and Development of Urbanonymy in Cities in the Czech—German Language Border
Region]. Urbanonymia: zbornik prednasok z 2. celostatneho onomastického semindra. Edited by
Pavel Zigo, 85-90. Bratislava: Univerzita Komenského.

Matasova, Jana. 1989. “Vyvoj a standardizace pomistnich jmen a urbanonym v ¢eském pohrani¢i” [The
Development and Standardization of Anoikonyms and Urbanonyms in the Czech Borderlands]. Nase
Fec 72, no. 4: 179—187.

Matasova, Jana. 2015. Némecka vlastni jména v destiné. [German Proper Names in Czech Language].
Praha: Nakladatelstvi Lidové noviny.

Mokwena, Lorato. 2020. “Blurring the Boundaries Between ‘Urban’ and ‘Rural’: Oral Route Directions
and the Invention of Street Names in Ulco and Delportshoop”. South African Geographical Jounal
103, no. 1: 1-16.

Neethling, Bertie. 2016. “Street Names: A Changing Urban Landscape”. The Oxford Handbook of Names
and Naming. Edited by Carole Hough, 144—157. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

ans-names.pitt.edu

ISSN: 0027-7738 (print) 1756-2279 (web) Vol. 73 No. 4, Winter 2025 DOI 10.5195/names.2025.2666

37



38

NAMES: A JOURNAL OF ONOMASTICS
Tereza Klemensova and Michal Mistecky

Odalo$, Pavol. 1996. “Urbanonyma v procese spolofenskych zmien 9o. rokov v eurdpskych
postsocialistickych krajinach”. [Urbanonyms in the Process of Social Changes of the 1990s in
European Post-Socialist Countries]. Urbanonyma v kontexte histérie a sti¢asnosti: materidly z
onomastického kolokvia. Edited by Pavol Odalos and Milan Majtan, 80—87. Bansk4 Bystrica —
Bratislava: Pedagogicka fakulta UMB and Fakulta humanitnych vied UMB - Jazykovedny tstav L.
Stdra SAV.

Palonen, Emilia. 2008. “The City-Text in Post-Communist Budapest: Street Names, Memorials, and the
Politics of Commemoration”. GeoJournal 73, no. 3: 219—230.

Prochazkova, Lenka. 2016. “Historické aspekty urbanonymie Mnichova Hradisté” [Historical Aspects of
the Urbanonymy in Mnichovo Hradisté€]. Acta Onomastica 55, no. 1: 210—236.

Ptac¢nikova, Martina. 2021. Mezi Stalinovou tiidou a Husdkovym tichem: kapitoly z praZské toponymie.
[Between Stalinova tfida and Husékovo ticho: Chapters from Prague’s Toponymy]. Praha:
Academia.

Rose-Redwood, Reuben S. 2018. “From Number to Name: Symbolic Capital, Places of Memory and the
Politics of Street Renaming in New York City”. The Political Life of Urban Streetscapes: Naming,
Politics, and Place. Edited by Rose-Redwood, Reuben S., Derek H. Alderman, and Maoz Azaryahu,
431—452. London: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.

Rose-Redwood, Reuben S., Derek H. Alderman, and Maoz Azaryahu, eds. 2018. The Political Life of
Urban Streetscapes: Naming, Politics, and Place. London: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.
Rose-Redwood, Reuben S., Jani Vuolteenaho, Craig Young, and Duncan Light. 2019. “Naming Rights,
Place Branding, and the Tumultuous Cultural Landscapes of Neoliberal Urbanism”. Urban

Geography 40, no. 6: 747—761.

Rusu, Mihai S. 2022. “Gendering Urban Namescapes: The Gender Politics of Street Names in an Eastern
European City”. Names 70, no. 2: 11—25.

Stiperski, Zoran et al. 2011. “Identity through Urban Nomenclature: Eight Central European Cities”.
Geografisk Tidsskrift — Danish Journal of Geography 111, no. 2: 181-94.

Ursini, Francesco-Alessio and Haiping Long. 2020. “Urbanonyms and Their Linguistic Properties in
Italian”. Names 72, no. 3: 66—75.

Vaculik, David. 2014. “K nékterym apektiim motivace v urbanonymii”. [On Some Aspects of Motivation
in Urbanonymy]. Vlastni jména v textech a kontextech, edited by Eva Minafova, Gagmar
Sochorov4, and Jitka Zitkov4, 102—106. Brno: Masarykova univerzita.

Walkowiak, Justyna B. 2019. “Names as Covert Affirmation of Identity: On Some Propagandistic
Urbanonyms of the Post-War Western Borderlands in Poland”. Acta Onomastica 60, no. 1: 138—
149.

Wiliams, Lynne J., and Hervé Abdi. 2010. “Fisher’s Least Significant Difference (LSD) Test”.
Encyclopedia of Research Design, 491—494. Edited by Neil Salkind. Thousand Oaks: Sage.

Woolson, Robert F., and William Clarke. 2002. Statistical Methods for the Analysis of
Biomedical Data. New York: John Wiley & Sons.

Funding Details

This work was supported by the Czech Science Foundation (GACR) under Grant number 22-09310S
Quantitative Onomastics: Starting Points, Concepts, Applications.

Al Disclosure Statement

The authors acknowledge that ChatGPT-40 was used to create a map of the index C values (see GitHub) on
8 August 2024. The exact wording of the prompt was “Create a map of the Czech Republic with the
selected cities depicted as circles. The colours of the circles will depend on the degree ascribed to each
city. Use Python”.

ans-names.pitt.edu

DOI 10.5195/names.2025.2666 Vol. 73 No. 4, Winter 2025 ISSN: 0027-7738 (print) 1756-2279 (web)



NAMES: A JOURNAL OF ONOMASTICS
Commemorative Motive in Czech Urban Names

Notes on the Contributors

Tereza Klemensova (Ph.D.) is an assistant professor at the Department of Czech Language, Faculty of
Arts, University of Ostrava. She specializes in onomastics and historical grammar. Her main research
interests include the toponymy of border regions, urban place names, and linguistic landscapes. She
examines proper names from both qualitative and quantitative perspectives, focusing primarily on their
synchronic aspects, while also taking into account diachronic developments. https://orcid.org/0000-
0002-9635-0851

Michal Mistecky (Ph.D.) is an assistant professor at the Department of Czech Language, Faculty of
Arts, University of Ostrava. He specializes in quantitative linguistics, stylometry, and corpus linguistics.
His main focus is application of quantitative methods in various domains of language (onomastics,
education, literary scholarship, slang studies, journalism, neurodegenerative diseases, disinformation
recognition). https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9183-4435

v v2

Correspondence to: Michal Mistecky, Faculty of Arts, Havlickovo nabiezi 3120/38A, 702 00
Ostrava, Czechia. E-mail: michal.mistecky@osu.cz

ans-names.pitt.edu

ISSN: 0027-7738 (print) 1756-2279 (web) Vol. 73 No. 4, Winter 2025 DOI 10.5195/names.2025.2666

39


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9635-0851
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9635-0851
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9183-4435
mailto:michal.mistecky@osu.cz

