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�EVWUDFW����VSLW�� ��W��VL��� VF��ODUV�LS����(�JOLV�� W�S���P��� W����DP�V� �I��DW�UDO�

DWWUDFWL��V� L�� /��G��� U�SU�V��W� D� GLVWL�FW� D�G� ��G�U�U�V�DUF��G� FDW�J�U��� 7�LV� DUWLFO��

D�DO���V� W��� OL�J�LVWLF�F�DUDFW�ULVWLFV��I� W��� �DP�V��I����� �DW�UDO�DWWUDFWL��V� L��/��G����

��LF��FD��E��U�JDUG�G�DV��LVW�ULFDO�D�G�F�OW�UDO�DUWLIDFWV��(PSO��L�J�D�T�DOLWDWL���DSSU�DF���

W���VW�G��DLPV�W��L���VWLJDW��W����W�O�JLFDO��ULJL�V��P�US��O�JLFDO�VWU�FW�U�V��D�G�V�PD�WLF�

features�of�the�place�names�of�these�natural�attractions�in�London.�The��ndings�reveal�that�

2OG�(�JOLV�� DFF���WV� I�U� �����I� W��� �DP�V����LO��1�UPD���U��F�� D�G�0�G�U��(�JOLV��

together�comprise�31.3%.�From�a�morphological�perspective,�more�than�90%�of�the�names�

are�compounds�following�the�pattern�[Modi�er�+�Common�Noun].�Semantically,�expressions�

of�ownership�and�social�structure�(35.7%)�constitute�the�dominant�meaning�group,�followed�

by� topographical� descriptions� (24.3%).� Overall,� the� results� indicate� that� the� names� of�

/��G���V��DW�UDO�W��ULVW�VLW�V�V�U���D��LVW�UL�JUDS�LFDO�I��FWL���D�G�FD��E��U�JDUG�G�DV�D�

I�UP��I�V�FLDO�DUF�L����I�W������LU��P��W�D�G�J��JUDS����G�F�P��WL�J�W���WUD�VLWL���IU�P�

I�ON�EDV�G� G�VFULSWL��� �DPL�J� SUDFWLF�V� W�� LG��O�JLFDO� D�G� F�PP�P�UDWL��� �DPL�J� W�DW�

re�ects�the�historical�transformation�of�a�modern�metropolis.

.H��RUGV��W�S���P������PDVWLFV��/��G����DW�UDO�DWWUDFWL��V��OL�J�LVWLF�D�DO�VLV��SODF���DP�V��

�UED��OD�GVFDS�

���DQ�L�2SHQ�8QLYHUVLW����DQ�L��9LHWQDP

I.�Introduction

3ODFH�QDPHV���U� W�S�Q�PV�� IXQFWL�Q�

DV�IDU�P�UH�WKDQ�VLPSOH�JH�JUDSKLFDO�ODEHOV�

I�U��ULHQWDWL�Q��WKH��DUH�SU�I�XQG�OLQJXLVWLF�

DQG�FXOWXUDO�DUWLIDFWV�ZKHUH�KLVW�U���S�ZHU��

DQG� LGHQWLW��F�QYHUJH��7KH�DFW��I�QDPLQJ�

LV� QHYHU� QHXWUDO�� 1DPLQJ� UHSUHVHQWV� D�

IXQGDPHQWDO� H[HUFLVH� LQ�DVVHUWLQJ� F�QWU�O��

converting�abstract,�undi�erentiated�space�

LQW��D�UHDOP�FKDUDFWHUL]HG�E��KXPDQ�PHDQLQJ�
DQG�H[SHULHQFH��&XOWXUDO�JH�JUDSKHUV�KDYH�

S�VLWHG�WKDW�ODQJXDJH�VHUYHV�DV�D�PHFKDQLVP�

LQ� W�S�Q�PLF� LQVFULSWL�Q�� D� SU�FHVV�

WKU�XJK� ZKLFK� ODQGVFDSHV� DUH� LPEXHG�

ZLWK�QDUUDWLYHV��PHP�ULHV��DQG�LGH�O�JLHV��

�IWHQ� OHJLWLPL]LQJ� FHUWDLQ� KLVW�ULHV� ZKLOH�

marginalizing�or�obliterating�others�(Rose-

Redwood�et�al.,�2017).

&�QVHTXHQWO��� WKH� H[DPLQDWL�Q�

�I� W�S�Q�P�� SU�YLGHV� D� GLVWLQFWLYH� DQG�

essential� framework� for� analyzing� the�

UHODWL�QVKLSV� DP�QJ� ODQJXDJH�� V�FLHW���

DQG� W�S�JUDSK��� ,W� GHP�QVWUDWHV� Q�W�

�QO�� ZKDW� F�PPXQLWLHV� XQGHUVWDQG�



��

DE�XW� WKHLU� VXUU�XQGLQJ� HQYLU�QPHQWV�
EXW� DOV�� K�Z� WKH�� HQJDJH� ZLWK�� F�QWHVW��

DQG� F�PPHP�UDWH� WKHLU� UHSUHVHQWDWL�QV�
�I� WK�VH� VSDFHV� WKU�XJK� WKH� �VWHQVLEO��
LQQ�FX�XV�DFW��I�QDPLQJ�

/�QG�Q��ZLWK�LWV�KLVW�U��VSDQQLQJ�P�UH�

WKDQ�WZ��PLOOHQQLD�DV�D�FHQWHU��I�VHWWOHPHQW��

WUDGH��DQG�S�ZHU��UHSUHVHQWV�DQ�H[FHSWL�QDO�

VLWH�I�U�W�S�Q�PLF�VWXG���7KH�FLW��S�VVHVVHV�
D� PXOWLOLQJXDO� ODQGVFDSH� WKDW� IXQFWL�QV� DV�
D�SDOLPSVHVW��Q�D� JUDQG� VFDOH��ZLWK� OD�HUV�

demonstrating� in�uences� from� Celtic,�
Roman,�Anglo-Saxon,�Norse,� and�Norman�

)UHQFK� F�QWULEXWL�QV� W�� WKH� GHYHO�SPHQW�
�I� 0�GHUQ� (QJOLVK� �&�DWHV�� ������� 7KLV�

strati�cation,�however,�represents�not�mere�

SDVVLYH�VXSHUS�VLWL�Q�EXW�UDWKHU�D�G�QDPLF�
historical�account�of�interactions,�con�icts,�

DQG�FXOWXUDO�DVVLPLODWL�Q��6XFFHVVLYH�ZDUV��
F�QTXHVWV�� DQG� GHP�JUDSKLF� VKLIWV� KDYH�

UHVXOWHG� LQ� DQ� LQWULFDWH� DPDOJDPDWL�Q� �I�
QDPHV�ZLWK�PXOWLSOH�FU�VWDOOLQH�VWUDWD��ZKHUH�
Q�PHQFODWXUH�IU�P�YDUL�XV�HS�FKV�F�H[LVWV�

LQ�SU�[LPLW��

7KXV�� H[DPLQDWL�Q� �I� WKHVH� QDPHV�
IDFLOLWDWHV� H[SO�UDWL�Q� �I� GLDFKU�QLF�

ODQJXDJH� HY�OXWL�Q� DQG� WKH� SU�JUHVVL�Q�
�I� V�FLDO� VWUXFWXUHV�� ��XJK� �������

characterizes� them� as� “linguistic� fossils”,�
�HW�WKH��SUHVHUYH�P�UH�WKDQ�PHUHO��DUFKDLF�
Y�FDEXODU��� 7KHVH� W�S�Q�PV� HQF�GH� WKH�

�1���I�WKH�FLW��V�V�FLDO�VWUXFWXUH��HF�Q�P���

DQG� GLYHUVH� OHJDO� V�VWHPV�� UHYHDOLQJ� WKH�

F�PSOH[LW���I�LWV�KLVW�ULFDO�GHYHO�SPHQW�

II.� Theoretical� framework� and�

OLWHUDW�UH�UHYLH�

������RSR��P��DV�F�OW�UDO�SUDFWLFH

7�S�Q�P��� WKH� VWXG�� �I� SODFH�

QDPHV���FFXSLHV�D�FUXFLDO�LQWHUGLVFLSOLQDU��
VSDFH� F�QQHFWLQJ� OLQJXLVWLFV�� JH�JUDSK���

KLVW�U���DQG�DQWKU�S�O�J���&�QWHPS�UDU��
W�S�Q�PLF� UHVHDUFK� KDV� HY�OYHG� EH��QG�
VLPSOH�HW�P�O�JLFDO�FDWDO�JLQJ�W��HPEUDFH�

FULWLFDO� SHUVSHFWLYHV� �Q� S�ZHU�� PHP�U���

DQG� ODQGVFDSH� ��OGHUPDQ� �� ,QZ��G��

������� &ULWLFDO� W�S�Q�P�� H[DPLQHV� K�Z�

naming� practices� re�ect� and� perpetuate�

V�FLDO� KLHUDUFKLHV�� LGH�O�JLHV�� DQG�S�ZHU�

VWUXFWXUHV�

Rose-Redwood�et�al.�(2010)�argue�that�

SODFH�QDPLQJ�F�QVWLWXWHV�D�I�UP��I�VSDWLDO�

J�YHUQPHQWDOLW��� ZKHUHE�� DXWK�ULWLHV� XVH�

Q�PHQFODWXUH� W�� �UJDQL]H�� FDWHJ�UL]H��

DQG� XOWLPDWHO�� F�QWU�O� XUEDQ� VSDFH� DQG�

S�SXODWL�QV�� 7KLV� SHUVSHFWLYH�� GUDZLQJ�

IU�P� )�XFDXOGLDQ� F�QFHSWV�� LOOXPLQDWHV�

K�Z� W�S�Q�PV� VHUYH� DGPLQLVWUDWLYH��

S�OLWLFDO��DQG�LGH�O�JLFDO�IXQFWL�QV�EH��QG�

PHUH�JH�JUDSKLFDO�UHIHUHQFH�

��ZHYHU�� DV� .HDUQV� DQG� %HUJ�

�������GHP�QVWUDWH��QDPLQJ�LV�Q�W�V�OHO��

a� top-down� process.� Vernacular� or� folk�

QDPLQJ� SUDFWLFHV� HPHUJH� IU�P� HYHU�GD��

OLYHG� H[SHULHQFHV� DQG� IUHTXHQWO�� UHVLVW�

or� subvert� o�cial� nomenclature.� This�

dialectic� between� o�cial� and� vernacular�

QDPLQJ� SU�YHV� SDUWLFXODUO�� UHOHYDQW� I�U�

QDWXUDO� ODQGVFDSH� IHDWXUHV�� ZKLFK� �IWHQ�

UHWDLQ� DQFLHQW�� GHVFULSWLYH� QDPHV� U��WHG�

LQ� DJULFXOWXUDO� DQG� VXEVLVWHQFH� SUDFWLFHV�

SUHGDWLQJ�I�UPDO�DGPLQLVWUDWLYH�VWUXFWXUHV�

�����(��OLVK�WRSR��PLF�VW�GLHV

(QJOLVK� SODFH�QDPH� VWXGLHV� S�VVHVV�

D� GLVWLQJXLVKHG� VFK�ODUO�� WUDGLWL�Q�

GDWLQJ� W�� WKH� HDUO�� ��WK� FHQWXU��ZLWK� WKH�

HVWDEOLVKPHQW� �I� WKH� (QJOLVK� 3ODFH�1DPH�

6�FLHW�� �(316�� LQ� ������ )�XQGDWL�QDO�

work� by� scholars� like�Ekwall� (1960)� and�

VXEVHTXHQW� F�PSUHKHQVLYH� F�XQW��E��

F�XQW�� VXUYH�V�KDYH�FUHDWHG� DQ�H[WHQVLYH�

F�USXV��I�HW�P�O�JLFDO�UHVHDUFK���HOOLQJ�DQG�

Cole’s� (2000)�seminal�work�on� landscape�

WHUPV� LQ��QJO��6D[�Q� FKDUWHU� E�XQGDULHV�

UHY�OXWL�QL]HG� WKH� XQGHUVWDQGLQJ� �I� K�Z�

Old� English� speakers� conceptualized� and�

FDWHJ�UL]HG�WKHLU�HQYLU�QPHQW�
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For� London� speci�cally,� Mills’s�

������� GLFWL�QDU�� UHSUHVHQWV� DQ�

DXWK�ULWDWLYH� UHIHUHQFH�� SU�YLGLQJ�

HW�P�O�JLHV� I�U� WK�XVDQGV� �I� QDPHV�

DFU�VV� �UHDWHU� /�QG�Q�� ��ZHYHU�� DV�

&�DWHV��������Q�WHV��/�QG�Q�V�W�S�Q�PLF�

ODQGVFDSH� SUHVHQWV� XQLTXH� FKDOOHQJHV�

GXH�W��LWV�H[FHSWL�QDO�OLQJXLVWLF�GLYHUVLW���

XUEDQ� WUDQVI�UPDWL�Q�� DQG� WKH� IUHTXHQW�

O�VV��U�F�UUXSWL�Q��I�HDUO��I�UPV�WKU�XJK�

FHQWXULHV��I�XVH�DQG�UHLQWHUSUHWDWL�Q�

Recent� research� has� begun�

examining� speci�c� thematic� categories�

within�London’s� nomenclature.� Ekwall’s�

(1954)� early� work� identi�ed� patterns� in�

/�QG�Q� VWUHHW� QDPHV��ZKLOH�P�UH� UHFHQW�

VWXGLHV� KDYH� H[SO�UHG� F�PPHP�UDWLYH�

QDPLQJ� SUDFWLFHV� ��]DU�DKX�� ������� WKH�

S�OLWLFV� �I� UHQDPLQJ� �/LJKW�� ������� DQG�

WKH� W�S�Q�PLF� LPSULQW� �I� LPPLJUDWL�Q��

��ZHYHU�� V�VWHPDWLF� OLQJXLVWLF� DQDO�VLV�

�I� QDWXUDO� DWWUDFWL�Q� QDPHV� DV� D� GLVWLQFW�

F�USXV�UHPDLQV�XQGHUH[SO�UHG�

����� �RUSKROR�LFDO� SDWWHU�V� L��

(��OLVK�WRSR��P�

(QJOLVK� SODFH� QDPHV� H[KLELW�

FKDUDFWHULVWLF� P�USK�O�JLFDO� VWUXFWXUHV�

re�ecting� historical� word-formation�

SU�FHVVHV�� 7KH� P�VW� SU�GXFWLYH� SDWWHUQ�

LQY�OYHV� F�PS�XQG� I�UPDWL�Q�� W�SLFDOO��

following� a� [Speci�c� +� Generic]� model�

where�a�speci�c�element�(often�a�personal�

QDPH�� GHVFULSW�U�� �U� SUHYL�XV� SODFH�

QDPH�� F�PELQHV�ZLWK� D� JHQHULF� HOHPHQW�

LQGLFDWLQJ�SODFH�W�SH��)LHOG��������

&�PP�Q� 2OG� (QJOLVK� JHQHULFV�

LQFOXGH� tūn� �IDUPVWHDG�� HVWDWH��� hām�

�K�PHVWHDG�� YLOODJH��� lēah� �Z��G��

FOHDULQJ��� DQG� I�OG� ��SHQ� ODQG��� 7KHVH�

JHQHULFV� HY�OYHG� VHPDQWLFDOO�� �YHU�

WLPH�� tūn�� I�U� LQVWDQFH�� GHYHO�SHG� IU�P�

LQGLFDWLQJ�D�IHQFHG�HQFO�VXUH�W��GHQ�WLQJ�D�

IDUPVWHDG�DQG�HYHQWXDOO��D�W�ZQ���HOOLQJ��

������� 8QGHUVWDQGLQJ� WKHVH� VHPDQWLF�

VKLIWV� SU�YHV� FUXFLDO� I�U� WKH� DFFXUDWH�

LQWHUSUHWDWL�Q��I�P�GHUQ�SODFH�QDPHV�

Norman�French�in�uence�introduced�

QHZ� JHQHULFV� DQG� QDPLQJ� SDWWHUQV��

SDUWLFXODUO�� I�U� HOLWH� DQG� HFFOHVLDVWLFDO�

landscapes.� Terms� like� park� (enclosed�

KXQWLQJ� JU�XQG��� I�UHVW� �U��DO� KXQWLQJ�

SUHVHUYH��� DQG� ZDUUHQ� �UDEELW� EUHHGLQJ�

ground)� re�ect� feudal� land� management�

V�VWHPV��6FKDPD���������0�GHUQ�(QJOLVK�

QDPLQJ��SDUWLFXODUO��IU�P�WKH���WK�FHQWXU��

�QZDUG�� LQWU�GXFHG� F�PPHP�UDWLYH�

SUDFWLFHV��QDPLQJ�IHDWXUHV�DIWHU�P�QDUFKV��

nobility,� and� public� �gures,� marking� a�

IXQGDPHQWDO� VKLIW� LQ� QDPLQJ� P�WLYDWL�Q�

from�descriptive�to�honori�c.

2.4.� Semantic� �elds� in� landscape�

WRSR��P�

7�S�Q�PLF� VHPDQWLFV� F�QFHUQV� WKH�

PHDQLQJV�HQF�GHG�LQ�SODFH�QDPHV�DQG�WKH�

conceptual� categories� or� semantic� �elds�

WKH�� UHSUHVHQW�� �HOOLQJ� DQG� &�OH� �������

identi�ed� several� primary� semantic�

G�PDLQV�LQ��QJO��6D[�Q�ODQGVFDSH�WHUPV��

W�S�JUDSK���KLOOV��YDOOH�V��ZDWHU�IHDWXUHV���

YHJHWDWL�Q� �WUHHV�� SODQWV��� IDXQD�� ODQG�

XVH� �DJULFXOWXUH�� VHWWOHPHQW� W�SHV��� DQG�

�ZQHUVKLS�

Room� (1988)� emphasizes� that�

VHPDQWLF� LQWHUSUHWDWL�Q�PXVW� DFF�XQW� I�U�

E�WK� WUDQVSDUHQW� DQG� �SDTXH� PHDQLQJV��

6�PH� QDPHV� UHWDLQ� FOHDU� GHVFULSWLYH�

F�QWHQW��H�J���%ODFN��DW��GHVFULELQJ�KHDWK�

YHJHWDWL�Q��� ZKLOH� �WKHUV� KDYH� EHF�PH�

VHPDQWLFDOO�� �SDTXH� WKU�XJK� OLQJXLVWLF�

FKDQJH�� UHTXLULQJ� HW�P�O�JLFDO� DQDO�VLV�

W��UHF�YHU��ULJLQDO�PHDQLQJV�

6WHZDUW�V� �������FODVVLFDO� W�S�O�J��

�I� �PHULFDQ� SODFH� QDPHV� GLVWLQJXLVKHV�

GHVFULSWLYH� QDPHV� �UHIHUULQJ� W��

SK�VLFDO� IHDWXUHV��� DVV�FLDWLYH� QDPHV�

�F�PPHP�UDWLQJ� SHUV�QV� �U� HYHQWV���
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incident� names� (marking� historical�
�FFXUUHQFHV��� DQG� S�VVHVVLYH� QDPHV�
�LQGLFDWLQJ� �ZQHUVKLS���:KLOH� GHYHO�SHG�
for� American� contexts,� this� framework�
o�ers� useful� analytical� categories�
DSSOLFDEOH�W��(QJOLVK�W�S�Q�P��

)�U� XUEDQ� QDWXUDO� VSDFHV�

speci�cally,� semantic�analysis�can�reveal�
FKDQJLQJ�FXOWXUDO�DWWLWXGHV�W�ZDUG�QDWXUH��
7KH� VKLIW� IU�P� XWLOLWDULDQ�� DJULFXOWXUDO�

GHVFULSW�UV� W�� DHVWKHWLF�� UHFUHDWL�QDO�� DQG�
commemorative� names� re�ects� broader�
WUDQVI�UPDWL�QV� LQ� ODQGVFDSH� YDOXHV�
DFF�PSDQ�LQJ� XUEDQL]DWL�Q� DQG� WKH�
HPHUJHQFH� �I� P�GHUQ� HQYLU�QPHQWDOLVP�
�7K�PDV��������:LOOLDPV��������

�����0HW�RGROR��

�����5HVHDUFK�GHVL��

7KLV� VWXG�� HPSO��HG� D� TXDOLWDWLYH�
UHVHDUFK� PHWK�G�O�J�� EHVW� VXLWHG� W��
LQWHUSUHWLYH� DQDO�VLV� �I� OLQJXLVWLF� GDWD�

ZLWKLQ� KLVW�ULFDO� F�QWH[WV�� 7KH� DSSU�DFK�
F�PELQHG� SULQFLSOHV� IU�P� KLVW�ULFDO�

OLQJXLVWLFV�� �Q�PDVWLFV�� DQG� F�USXV�
OLQJXLVWLFV�� GUDZLQJ� XS�Q� HVWDEOLVKHG�
PHWK�G�O�JLHV� LQ� (QJOLVK� SODFH�QDPH�
VWXGLHV��)LHOG�� ������ZKLOH�LQF�US�UDWLQJ�
F�QWHPS�UDU�� WKH�UHWLFDO� SHUVSHFWLYHV�
IU�P� FULWLFDO� W�S�Q�P�� �%HUJ� ��

9X�OWHHQDK���������

7KH� UHVHDUFK� GHVLJQ� DG�SWHG� D�

systematic,�tripartite�analytical�framework�

H[DPLQLQJ�� ���� HW�P�O�JLFDO� �ULJLQV�� ����

P�USK�O�JLFDO�VWUXFWXUHV��DQG�����VHPDQWLF�

signi�cance.� This� structure� aligns� with�

VWDQGDUG� SUDFWLFHV� LQ� W�S�Q�PLF� DQDO�VLV�

ZKLOH� HQVXULQJ� F�PSUHKHQVLYH� WUHDWPHQW�

�I�WKH�OLQJXLVWLF�GLPHQVL�QV��I�WKH�F�USXV�

�����&RUS�V�FR�VWU�FWLR�

7KH� I�XQGDWL�Q� �I� WKLV� VWXG��
F�PSULVHV� D� SXUS�VH�EXLOW� F�USXV� �I�
115� o�cial� names� of� designated� natural�

DWWUDFWL�QV� ZLWKLQ� �UHDWHU� /�QG�Q�V�

DGPLQLVWUDWLYH� E�XQGDULHV�� 6LWHV� ZHUH�

V�VWHPDWLFDOO��VHOHFWHG�IU�P�DXWK�ULWDWLYH�

HQYLU�QPHQWDO� DQG� SXEOLF� GDWDEDVHV��

WKH� �UHHQVSDFH� ,QI�UPDWL�Q� I�U� �UHDWHU�

/�QG�Q� ��L�/�� GDWDEDVH�� 1DWXUDO�

(QJODQG�V� LQYHQW�U�� �I� GHVLJQDWHG� VLWHV��

and�o�cial� registers�of�The�Royal�Parks�

DQG� WKH� &LW�� �I� /�QG�Q� &�US�UDWL�Q��

ensuring�the�corpus�is�both�veri�able�and�

UHSUHVHQWDWLYH�

The� dataset� re�ects� London’s�

JUHHQ� DQG� EOXH� LQIUDVWUXFWXUH� GLYHUVLW���

encompassing� Royal� Parks� (n=8,� 7%),�

Major� Parks,� Commons,� and� Heaths�

(n=33,� 28.7%),� Hills� and� Viewpoints�

(n=12,� 10.4%),� Woods� and� Forests�

(n=21,�18.3%),�and�Rivers,�Wetlands,�and�

Waterbodies�(n=20,�17.4%).�This�diversity�

allows� identi�cation� of� overarching�

OLQJXLVWLF� SDWWHUQV� ZKLOH� UHPDLQLQJ�

VHQVLWLYH�W��S�WHQWLDO�YDULDWL�QV�LQ�QDPLQJ�

conventions� across� speci�c� geographies�

�U�KLVW�ULFDO�SHUL�GV�

����� �DWD� FROOHFWLR�� D�G� D�DO�VLV�

SURFHG�UHV

)�U� HDFK� W�S�Q�P�� HW�P�O�JLFDO�

�ULJLQV� �I� F�QVWLWXHQW� HOHPHQWV� ZHUH�

traced�using�authoritative�reference�works,�

LQFOXGLQJ� 0LOOV�V� ������� �LFWL�QDU�� �I�

London� Place� Names,� Ekwall’s� (1960)�

&�QFLVH� 2[I�UG� �LFWL�QDU�� �I� (QJOLVK�

3ODFH�1DPHV�� DQG� VSHFLDOL]HG� VFK�ODUO��

SXEOLFDWL�QV� IU�P� WKH� (316�� 7KH� J�DO�

ZDV� Q�W�PHUHO�� W��DVVLJQ� D� VLQJOH��ULJLQ�

ODQJXDJH� EXW� W�� GHF�QVWUXFW� HDFK� QDPH�

LQW�� LWV� F�QVWLWXHQW�P�USKHPHV�DQG� WUDFH�

WKHLU� LQGLYLGXDO� HW�P�O�JLFDO� KLVW�ULHV��

DFF�XQWLQJ� I�U� K�EULG� I�UPV� F�PELQLQJ�

elements�from�di�erent�linguistic�strata.

Toponyms�were�classi�ed�according�

W�� WKHLU� Z�UG�I�UPDWL�Q� VWUXFWXUH��

VLPSOH� �VLQJOH� P�USKHPH��� F�PS�XQG�



��

�WZ�� �U� P�UH� IUHH� P�USKHPHV��� GHULYHG�
(involving� a�xation),� or� phrasal� (multi-
Z�UG�VWUXFWXUHV�ZLWK�JUDPPDWLFDO�IXQFWL�Q�
Z�UGV��� )�U� F�PS�XQGV�� WKH� G�PLQDQW�
FDWHJ�U���WKH�LQWHUQDO�VWUXFWXUH�ZDV�IXUWKHU�
DQDO�]HG�� LGHQWLI�LQJ� WKH�J���ULF�HOHPHQW�
�LQGLFDWLQJ� SODFH� W�SH�� DQG� WKH� speci�c�

HOHPHQW��SU�YLGLQJ�DGGLWL�QDO�GHVFULSWL�Q��

(DFK� W�S�Q�P� ZDV� F�GHG�
according� to� its� primary� semantic� �eld�
�U� PHDQLQJ� G�PDLQ�� )�OO�ZLQJ� �HOOLQJ�
and� Cole’s� (2000)� framework,� primary�
FDWHJ�ULHV�LQFOXGHG��7�S�JUDSK��3K�VLFDO�

�HVFULSWL�Q�� )O�UD�)DXQD�� /DQG� 8VH�
)XQFWL�Q��2ZQHUVKLS�6�FLDO�6WUXFWXUH��DQG�

&�PPHP�UDWLYH�� 6�PH� QDPHV� UHTXLUHG�
DVVLJQPHQW� W�� PXOWLSOH� FDWHJ�ULHV�� LQ�

ZKLFK� FDVH� SULPDU�� DQG� VHF�QGDU��
VHPDQWLF� P�WLYDWL�QV� ZHUH� GLVWLQJXLVKHG�

EDVHG� �Q� HW�P�O�JLFDO� HYLGHQFH� DQG�
KLVW�ULFDO�F�QWH[W�

IV.�Findings�and�discussion

����� (W�PROR�LFDO� D�DO�VLV�� D�

P�OWLOD�HUHG�OL���LVWLF�OD�GVFDSH

7KH� HW�P�O�JLFDO� DQDO�VLV� UHYHDOV�
WKDW�/�QG�Q�V�QDWXUDO�DWWUDFWL�Q�W�S�Q�P��

F�QVWLWXWHV� D� PXOWLOD�HUHG� OLQJXLVWLF�
SDOLPSVHVW��ZLWK�2OG�(QJOLVK�I�UPLQJ�WKH�

G�PLQDQW�I�XQGDWL�Q�

7DEO������LVWULE�WL����I�W�S���PV�E��SULPDU���W�P�O�JLFDO��ULJL�

Linguistic�Origin 1�PEHU Percentage (�DPSOHV
2OG�(QJOLVK �� ����� Hampstead,�Ealing,�Fulham,�Brockwell,�Oxleas,�Norwood
0�GHUQ�(QJOLVK �� ����� Victoria�Park,�The�Green�Park,�Crystal�Palace�Park
1�UPDQ�)UHQFK � ���� Richmond�Park,�Tooting�Bec,�Lesnes�Abbey
&HOWLF � ���� :DQGVZ�UWK�&�PP�Q���DUWI�UG��HDWK
2WKHU���EULG � ���� 0XOWLSOH�OLQJXLVWLF�HOHPHQWV

7KH� SUHG�PLQDQFH� �I� 2OG�

(QJOLVK� �ULJLQV� ������ HVWDEOLVKHV� D� SUH�

urban,� agrarian� toponymic� framework.�

Names� like� Hampstead� (OE� hām-stede�

“homestead”),� Ealing� (OE� tribal� name�

Gillingas�“people�of�Gilla”),�and�Fulham�

(OE� Fugla� hām� “homestead� of� birds/

fowlers”)� re�ect�Anglo-Saxon�settlement�

SDWWHUQV�DQG�DJULFXOWXUDO�SUDFWLFHV��7KHVH�

QDPHV� �IWHQ� SUHVHUYH� OLQJXLVWLF� IHDWXUHV�

H[WLQFW� LQ� 0�GHUQ� (QJOLVK�� IXQFWL�QLQJ�

DV� WLPH� FDSVXOHV� FDSWXULQJ� Y�FDEXODU���

SK�Q�O�J��� DQG� HYHQ� V�FLDO� VWUXFWXUHV� �I�

F�PPXQLWLHV�WKDW�QDPHG�WKHVH�ODQGVFDSHV�

�YHU�D�PLOOHQQLXP�DJ��

7KH� VXEVWDQWLDO� 0�GHUQ� (QJOLVK�

layer� (31.3%)� marks� a� fundamental�

shift� in� naming� practices.� Names� like�

Victoria�Park,�Regent’s�Park,�and�Crystal�

Palace� Park� are� not� descriptive� but�

F�PPHP�UDWLYH�� K�Q�ULQJ� P�QDUFKV��

regents,� and� signi�cant� events.� This�

re�ects� the� transition� from� vernacular,�

E�WW�P�XS� QDPLQJ� U��WHG� LQ� ODQGVFDSH�

SHUFHSWL�Q� W�� W�S�G�ZQ�� LGH�O�JLFDO�

QDPLQJ� E�� DXWK�ULWLHV�� FKDUDFWHULVWLF�

�I� P�GHUQLW��V� VSDWLDO� J�YHUQPHQWDOLW��

(Rose-Redwood�et�al.,�2010).

Norman� French� in�uence,� though�

QXPHULFDOO�� P�GHVW� �������� FDUULHV�

signi�cant� cultural� weight.� Names� like�

Richmond�(Norman�French�“rich�mount”)�

and�elements�like�bec�(stream)�in�Tooting�

%HF� UHSUHVHQW� WKH� 1�UPDQ� F�QTXHVW�V�

OLQJXLVWLF�DQG�V�FLDO� LPSULQW��SDUWLFXODUO��

in� elite� landscapes� like� royal� parks� and�

HFFOHVLDVWLFDO�SU�SHUWLHV�

7KH� PDUJLQDO� &HOWLF� SUHVHQFH�

��������SULPDULO��SUHVHUYHG�LQ�ULYHU�QDPHV�

like� Wandle� and� Darent,� demonstrates�

WKH� GHSWK� �I� /�QG�Q�V� OLQJXLVWLF� KLVW�U���

&HOWLF� ULYHU� QDPHV� IUHTXHQWO�� VXUYLYH�
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OLQJXLVWLF� WUDQVLWL�QV� EHFDXVH� ULYHUV��

DV� IXQGDPHQWDO� ODQGVFDSH� IHDWXUHV��

PDLQWDLQ� QDPLQJ� F�QWLQXLW�� HYHQ� DV�

WKH� VXUU�XQGLQJ� S�SXODWL�Q�V� ODQJXDJH�

FKDQJHV��1LF�ODLVHQ��������

The� etymological� strati�cation�

revealed� in� this� analysis� re�ects� broader�

V�FL�OLQJXLVWLF� SDWWHUQV� LQ� (QJOLVK�

W�S�Q�P���7KH��QJO��6D[�Q�F�QTXHVW��I�

%ULWDLQ�LQ�WKH��WK��WK�FHQWXULHV�HVWDEOLVKHG�

2OG� (QJOLVK� DV� WKH� G�PLQDQW� ODQJXDJH�

�I� VHWWOHPHQW� DQG� ODQGVFDSH� QDPLQJ��

Unlike�the�Roman�occupation,�which�left�

UHODWLYHO�� IHZ� W�S�Q�PLF� WUDFHV� EH��QG�

PDM�U� XUEDQ� FHQWHUV�� WKH� �QJO��6D[�Q�

VHWWOHPHQW� IXQGDPHQWDOO�� UHVKDSHG� WKH�

W�S�Q�PLF�ODQGVFDSH��7KH�KLJK�SU�S�UWL�Q�

�I� 2OG� (QJOLVK� QDPHV� LQ� WKH� F�USXV�

GHP�QVWUDWHV� WKDW� HYHQ� ZLWKLQ� D� KHDYLO��

XUEDQL]HG� DQG� PXOWLFXOWXUDO� P�GHUQ�

PHWU�S�OLV�� WKH� �QJO��6D[�Q� OLQJXLVWLF�

VXEVWUDWH� SHUVLVWV� DV� WKH� I�XQGDWL�QDO�

OD�HU� �I� ODQGVFDSH� Q�PHQFODWXUH�� 7KLV�

persistence� is� particularly� remarkable�

JLYHQ� WKDW� /�QG�Q� KDV� H[SHULHQFHG�

F�QWLQX�XV� GHP�JUDSKLF�� OLQJXLVWLF�� DQG�

FXOWXUDO�FKDQJH�I�U��YHU��������HDUV�

7KH� UHODWLYHO�� VPDOO� EXW� FXOWXUDOO��

signi�cant� Norman� French� layer� requires�

FDUHIXO� LQWHUSUHWDWL�Q�� :KLOH� �QO�� �����

�I� QDPHV� VK�Z� GLUHFW� 1�UPDQ� )UHQFK�

etymology,�the�in�uence�of�Norman�French�
�Q�(QJOLVK�SODFH�QDPLQJ�SUDFWLFHV�H[WHQGV�
EH��QG� VLPSOH�Z�UG� F�XQWV�� 7KH�1�UPDQ�
&�QTXHVW� LQWU�GXFHG� QHZ� DGPLQLVWUDWLYH�

V�VWHPV��ODQG�WHQXUH�DUUDQJHPHQWV��DQG�HOLWH�
cultural� practices� that� profoundly� a�ected�
ODQGVFDSH� �UJDQL]DWL�Q� DQG� Q�PHQFODWXUH��

Terms�like�SDUN�DQG�I�U�VW�HQWHUHG�(QJOLVK�YLD�

Norman�French,�carrying�speci�c�legal�and�
V�FLDO�PHDQLQJV�WLHG�W��IHXGDO�KXQWLQJ�ULJKWV�
DQG�U��DO�SUHU�JDWLYHV��7KHVH�WHUPV�ZHUH�Q�W�
PHUH�GHVFULSW�UV�EXW�OHJDO�GHVLJQDWL�QV�ZLWK�

signi�cant�implications�for�land�use,�access�
ULJKWV�� DQG� V�FLDO� KLHUDUFK��� �� I�U�VW�� LQ�
PHGLHYDO�OHJDO�WHUPLQ�O�J���ZDV�Q�W�VLPSO��
D�Z��GHG�DUHD�EXW�ODQG�XQGHU�VSHFLDO�U��DO�

MXULVGLFWL�Q�VXEMHFW�W��I�UHVW� ODZ��6LPLODUO���
D� SDUN� GHVLJQDWHG� DQ� HQFO�VHG� KXQWLQJ�
JU�XQG�� W�SLFDOO�� DVV�FLDWHG� ZLWK� PDQ�U�
K�XVHV��U�U��DO�UHVLGHQFHV��7KH�SUHVHQFH��I�

WKHVH� 1�UPDQ� )UHQFK� HOHPHQWV� LQ� QDWXUDO�
DWWUDFWL�Q�QDPHV�WKXV�VHUYHV�DV�D�OLQJXLVWLF�
marker�of�elite�landscape�appropriation�and�
WKH� LPS�VLWL�Q��I�IHXGDO� ODQG�PDQDJHPHQW�

V�VWHPV�

����� �RUSKROR�LFDO� D�DO�VLV�� WKH�

FRPSR��G�DV��DPL���EO�HSUL�W

0�USK�O�JLFDO� DQDO�VLV� UHYHDOV�
remarkable� structural� consistency,� with�
F�PS�XQG� I�UPDWL�Q� �YHUZKHOPLQJO��

G�PLQDQW�

7DEO������LVWULE�WL����I�W�S���PV�E��P�US��O�JLFDO�VWU�FW�U�

Structure 1�PEHU Percentage (�DPSOHV
&�PS�XQG ��� ����� �DPSVWHDG��HDWK��&ODSKDP�&�PP�Q��2[OHDV�:��G
6LPSOH � ���� Blackheath,�Mitcham
3KUDVDO � ���� �DUU�Z��Q�WKH��LOO
Derived�(A�xal) � ���� (DOLQJ��7��WLQJ

7KH�F�PS�XQG�VWUXFWXUH�V�G�PLQDQFH�

(90.4%)� re�ects� English� toponymy’s�

IXQGDPHQWDO� QDPLQJ� JUDPPDU�� 7KH�

productive� [Speci�c� +� Generic]� pattern,�

where� a� speci�c� element� (descriptor,�

SHUV�QDO� QDPH�� �U� SUHYL�XV� SODFH�

QDPH�� F�PELQHV� ZLWK� D� JHQHULF� HOHPHQW�

�LQGLFDWLQJ� SODFH� W�SH�� KDV� VHUYHG� DV� WKH�

SULPDU��QDPLQJ�WHPSODWH�I�U�FHQWXULHV�

�QDO�VLV� �I� JHQHULF� HOHPHQWV�

UHYHDOV� WKH� P�VW� IUHTXHQW� 2OG� (QJOLVK�

ODQGVFDSH�WHUPV�
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7DEO�����&�PP����OG�(�JOLV��J���ULFV�L��W���F�US�V

Generic 2(�)RUP 0HDQLQ� Frequency (�DPSOHV
WXQ tūn )DUPVWHDG��HVWDWH �� �FW�Q��.HQVLQJW�Q��.HPSW�Q
KDP hām ��PHVWHDG��YLOODJH � Hampstead,�Peckham,�Streatham
OHDK lēah :��G��FOHDULQJ � %HQWOH��3UL�U���.HQOH��&�PP�Q
GXQ dūn �LOO � :LPEOHG�Q��0�UGHQ��&�XOVG�Q
IHOG IHOG 2SHQ�ODQG � May�eld,�En�eld

7KHVH� JHQHULFV� UHYHDO� K�Z��QJO��
Saxon� speakers� categorized� their�
ODQGVFDSH��7KH�tūn�>�hām�>�feld�KLHUDUFK��
re�ects�settlement�patterns�from�enclosed�
IDUPVWHDGV�W��YLOODJHV�W���SHQ�DJULFXOWXUDO�
ODQG�� 7KH� IUHTXHQF�� �I� lēah� �Z��G�
FOHDULQJ�� LQ� D� KHDYLO�� XUEDQL]HG� F�QWH[W�
SUHVHUYHV� PHP�U�� �I� /�QG�Q�V� �QFH�
Z��GHG�FKDUDFWHU�

�HWDLOHG� H[DPLQDWL�Q� �I� LQGLYLGXDO�
W�S�Q�PV� IXUWKHU� LOOXVWUDWHV� WKHVH�
P�USK�O�JLFDO� SULQFLSOHV�� &�QVLGHU�
Hampstead�Heath��D�F�PS�XQG�I�OO�ZLQJ�
the� classic� [Speci�c� +� Generic]� pattern.�
Hampstead�itself�is�a�compound�(OE�hām-
VWHGH��OLWHUDOO��K�PH�SODFH��U�K�PHVWHDG���
which�then�serves�as�the�speci�c�element�in�

WKH�ODUJHU�F�PS�XQG�ZLWK�Heath�(OE�hǣth,�
�XQFXOWLYDWHG� ODQG� ZLWK� FKDUDFWHULVWLF�
vegetation”).� This� creates� a� hierarchical�
F�PS�XQG� VWUXFWXUH� LQ� ZKLFK� DQ� HDUOLHU�
F�PS�XQG� LV� HPEHGGHG� DV� D� F�PS�QHQW�
LQ� D� ODWHU�� ODUJHU� F�PS�XQG�� 6XFK�
UHFXUVLYH� F�PS�XQGLQJ�GHP�QVWUDWHV� WKH�
productivity�and��exibility�of�the�[Speci�c�
+�Generic]� pattern,� allowing� speakers� to�

FUHDWH� LQFUHDVLQJO�� F�PSOH[� DQG� SUHFLVH�
SODFH� GHVFULSWL�QV� ZKLOH� PDLQWDLQLQJ� D�
F�QVLVWHQW�VWUXFWXUDO�WHPSODWH�

7KH� P�USK�O�JLFDO� VLPSOLFLW��
F�QFHDOV� VHPDQWLF� F�PSOH[LW��� :KLOH�

WKH� VWUXFWXUH� UHPDLQV� F�QVLVWHQW�� WKH�

relationship� between� speci�c� and� generic�

HOHPHQWV� YDULHV� F�QVLGHUDEO��� ,Q� V�PH�

cases,� the� speci�c� element� locates� the�

feature�(“Clapham�Common”�-�the�common�

EHO�QJLQJ� W��QHDU� &ODSKDP��� ,Q� �WKHUV�� LW�

describes� a� characteristic� (“Blackheath”�

-� heath� with� dark-colored� vegetation).�

,Q� �HW� �WKHUV�� LW� LQGLFDWHV� �ZQHUVKLS�

or� association� (“Kensington� Gardens”�

�� JDUGHQV� DVV�FLDWHG� ZLWK� .HQVLQJW�Q�

Palace).�This�semantic��exibility�within�a�

�xed�morphological� template� exempli�es�

the� cognitive� e�ciency� of� the� [Speci�c�

+� Generic]� pattern:� it� provides� a� stable,�

SUHGLFWDEOH�VWUXFWXUH�ZKLOH�DFF�PP�GDWLQJ�

GLYHUVH�VHPDQWLF�UHODWL�QVKLSV�DQG�QDPLQJ�

P�WLYDWL�QV�

0�GHUQ�(QJOLVK�F�PS�XQGV�I�OO�Z�WKH�

VDPH�[Speci�c�+�Generic]�template,�but�with�

JHQHULF� HOHPHQWV� VKLIWLQJ� IU�P� DJULFXOWXUDO�

terms�(tūn,�feld)�to�recreational�designations�

(Park,�Gardens,� Green),� a� semantic� change�

P�UH�IXOO��GLVFXVVHG�LQ�6HFWL�Q�����

����� �HPD�WLF� D�DO�VLV�� IURP�

GHVFULSWLR��WR�FRPPHPRUDWLR�

Semantic� analysis� identi�es� �ve�

SULPDU�� PHDQLQJ� G�PDLQV�� UHYHDOLQJ�

signi�cant� patterns� in� historical� naming�

P�WLYDWL�QV�
Table�4.�Distribution�of�toponyms�by�primary�semantic��eld

Semantic�Field 1�PEHU Percentage (�DPSOHV

2ZQHUVKLS�6�FLDO�6WUXFWXUH �� �����
Kensington,�Gunnersbury,�Tooting�Bec,�Monken�
�DGOH��&�PP�Q

7�S�JUDSK���HVFULSWL�Q �� ����� Blackheath,�Morden,�Primrose�Hill,�Blythe�Hill�Fields
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7KH� SUHG�PLQDQFH� �I� 2ZQHUVKLS�
6�FLDO� 6WUXFWXUH� QDPHV� ��������
proves� particularly� signi�cant.� Names�
LQF�US�UDWLQJ�SHUV�QDO�QDPHV��.HQVLQJW�Q�
from�OE�Cynesige�“royal�victory”),�tribal�
a�liations� (Ealing� from� Gillingas),� and�
institutional�ownership�markers�(Monken�
“monks”,�Tooting�Bec� from�Bec�Abbey)�
HQF�GH� V�FLDO� KLHUDUFKLHV� DQG� S�ZHU�
VWUXFWXUHV��7KHVH�QDPHV��IWHQ��ULJLQDWHG�DV�
HVWDWH�GHVLJQDWL�QV��ZKHUH�ODQG��ZQHUVKLS�
GHWHUPLQHG�F�PPXQLW��LGHQWLW��

This� semantic�pattern� re�ects� feudal�
DQG�PDQ�ULDO�V�VWHPV�LQ�ZKLFK�ODQG�WHQXUH�
�UJDQL]HG�V�FLHW���7KH�QDPH��XQQHUVEXU���
I�U� LQVWDQFH�� GHULYHV� IU�P� 2(� �XQQKLOGU�
(a� Scandinavian� woman’s� name)� +� burh�
(forti�ed� place),� suggesting� Danish�
VHWWOHPHQW�DQG� IHPDOH�SU�SHUW���ZQHUVKLS��
UHYHDOLQJ�E�WK�HWKQLF�GLYHUVLW��DQG�Z�PHQ�V�
OHJDO�VWDQGLQJ�LQ�HDUO��PHGLHYDO�/�QG�Q�

7�S�JUDSKLFDO��HVFULSWLYH� QDPHV�
�������� UHSUHVHQW� WKH� P�VW� WUDQVSDUHQW�
VHPDQWLF� FDWHJ�U��� GLUHFWO�� UHIHUHQFLQJ�
landscape� features.� Blackheath� describes�
dark-colored�heath�vegetation;�Primrose�Hill�
likely� references� �oral� coverage;�Morden�
GHULYHV�IU�P�2(�mōr-dūn�moor�hill��7KHVH�
names�exemplify�folk-geography,�encoding�
vernacular� environmental� knowledge�
DQG� GHP�QVWUDWLQJ� K�Z� F�PPXQLWLHV�
F�JQLWLYHO�� PDSSHG� ODQGVFDSHV� WKU�XJK�
VDOLHQW�IHDWXUHV�

7KH� &�PPHP�UDWLYH� FDWHJ�U��
��������� HQWLUHO�� 0�GHUQ� (QJOLVK��
marks� the� fundamental� semantic� shift�
DFF�PSDQ�LQJ� P�GHUQLW��� 7KHVH� QDPHV�
honor�monarchs�(Victoria�Park,�Alexandra�
Park),�regents�(Regent’s�Park),�politicians�

(Gladstone� Park),� and� signi�cant� events.�
This� naming� practice� re�ects� centralized�
DXWK�ULW��V�LQFUHDVLQJ�F�QWU�O��YHU�SXEOLF�
space�and�the�emergence�of�parks�as�civic�
LQVWLWXWL�QV�H[SUHVVLQJ�QDWL�QDO�DQG�FLYLF�
LGHQWLW���&�QZD���������

7KH� UHODWLYHO�� P�GHVW� )O�UD�
)DXQD� UHSUHVHQWDWL�Q� �������� PLJKW�
VHHP� F�XQWHULQWXLWLYH� I�U� QDWXUDO� VSDFHV��
yet� re�ects� that� prioritized� social� and�
HF�Q�PLF� �YHU� HF�O�JLFDO� LQI�UPDWL�Q��
Names� like� Acton� (OE� āc-tūn� “oak�
farmstead”)� reference� vegetation� but�
HPSKDVL]H� DJULFXOWXUDO�XWLOLW�� UDWKHU� WKDQ�
E�WDQLFDO�GLYHUVLW��

����� �LDFKUR�LF� SDWWHU�V� D�G�
L�WHUSUHWL�H�V��WKHVLV

,QWHJUDWLQJ� HW�P�O�JLFDO��
morphological,� and� semantic� �ndings�
clear� diachronic� patterns� re�ecting�
/�QG�Q�V� KLVW�ULFDO� WUDQVI�UPDWL�Q��
7KH� GDWD� GHP�QVWUDWHV� D� IXQGDPHQWDO�
WUDQVLWL�Q� LQ� W�S�Q�PLF� SUDFWLFH� DFU�VV�
WKUHH�KLVW�ULFDO�SHUL�GV�

3UH�1�UPDQ� SHUL�G� �SUH��������
&KDUDFWHUL]HG�E��2OG�(QJOLVK�G�PLQDQFH��
VLPSOH� F�PS�XQG� VWUXFWXUHV�� DQG�
VHPDQWLF�I�FXV��Q��ZQHUVKLS��W�S�JUDSK���
DQG� ODQG�XVH��1DPHV�HPHUJH��UJDQLFDOO��
IU�P�DJULFXOWXUDO� F�PPXQLWLHV��HQF�GLQJ�
practical� landscape� knowledge.� The�
QDPLQJ�SU�FHVV�LV�YHUQDFXODU��E�WW�P�XS��
DQG�IXQFWL�QDOO��GHVFULSWLYH�

0HGLHYDO�HDUO�� P�GHUQ� SHUL�G�
(1066-1700):�Marked�by�Norman�French�
in�uence,�particularly� in�elite� landscapes�
(royal� parks,� ecclesiastical� estates).�
0DLQWDLQLQJ� F�PS�XQG� VWUXFWXUHV� EXW�
introducing� new� generics� (park,� forest)�

Semantic�Field 1�PEHU Percentage (�DPSOHV

&�PPHP�UDWLYH �� �����
Victoria�Park,�Regent’s�Park,�Gladstone�Park,�
Alexandra�Park

)O�UD�)DXQD �� �����
�FW�Q���XOZLFK��:�UPZ��G�6FUXEV��2[OHDV�:��G��
)LQFKOH�

/DQG�XVH�)XQFWL�Q �� ���� Mitcham�Common,�Peckham�Rye,�Lea�Valley



��

re�ecting� feudal� hunting� rights� and� land�
PDQDJHPHQW�� 6HPDQWLF� HPSKDVLV� �Q�
ownership� intensi�es�under� the�manorial�
V�VWHP�

0�GHUQ� SHUL�G� �S�VW��������
�UDPDWLF� VHPDQWLF� VKLIW� W�ZDUG�
F�PPHP�UDWLYH� QDPLQJ�� SDUWLFXODUO��
DFFHOHUDWLQJ� LQ� WKH� 9LFW�ULDQ� HUD� ZLWK�
systematic�park�creation.�Modern�English�
EHF�PHV�G�PLQDQW� I�U�QHZ�GHVLJQDWL�QV��
0�USK�O�JLFDO� VWUXFWXUHV� UHPDLQ� ODUJHO��
compound� but� with� radically� di�erent�
VHPDQWLF� F�QWHQW�� 1DPLQJ� EHF�PHV� W�S�
down,� ideological,� and� honori�c� rather�
WKDQ�GHVFULSWLYH�

This� transition� re�ects� broader�
V�FLHWDO� WUDQVI�UPDWL�QV�� 3UH�P�GHUQ�
QDPHV� HQF�GHG� WKH� OLYHG� H[SHULHQFH� �I�
ODQGVFDSH� DV� D� SU�GXFWLYH� UHV�XUFH� DQG�
settlement� site.� Modern� names� re�ect�
ODQGVFDSHV� UHF�QFHSWXDOL]HG� DV� DPHQLW��
VSDFH��VLWHV��I�UHFUHDWL�Q��FLYLF�SULGH��DQG�
QDWL�QDO�LGHQWLW���7KH�VKLIW�IU�P�Hampstead�
Heath��GHVFULSWLYH��K�PHVWHDG�V�KHDWK��W��
�LFW�ULD�3DUN��F�PPHP�UDWLYH��K�Q�ULQJ�
WKH�TXHHQ��HSLW�PL]HV�WKLV�WUDQVI�UPDWL�Q�

7KH� W�S�Q�PLF� HYLGHQFH� DOV��
LOOXPLQDWHV� FKDQJLQJ� HQYLU�QPHQWDO�
YDOXHV� DQG� KXPDQ�QDWXUH� UHODWL�QVKLSV�
DFU�VV� KLVW�ULFDO� SHUL�GV�� 3UH�P�GHUQ�
QDPHV��ZLWK�WKHLU�HPSKDVLV��Q��ZQHUVKLS��
topography,�and�economic�utility,�re�ect�a�
Z�UOGYLHZ�LQ�ZKLFK�QDWXUH�ZDV�SULPDULO��
YDOXHG� I�U� LWV� SU�GXFWLYH� FDSDFLW�� DQG�
resources.�Names�like�2�O�DV�:��G��Z��G�
ZKHUH� �[HQ� JUD]H�� �U�Peckham�Rye� �U�H�
�elds�of�Peckham)�encode�an�instrumental�
UHODWL�QVKLS� ZLWK� WKH� ODQGVFDSH�� ZKHUH�
QDWXUDO� IHDWXUHV� DUH� F�QFHSWXDOL]HG�
SULPDULO�� LQ� WHUPV� �I� DJULFXOWXUDO� XWLOLW��
DQG� UHV�XUFH� H[WUDFWL�Q�� 7KLV� XWLOLWDULDQ�
SHUVSHFWLYH� DOLJQV� ZLWK� SUH�LQGXVWULDO�
HF�Q�PLF� V�VWHPV� EDVHG� �Q� VXEVLVWHQFH�
DJULFXOWXUH�� ZKHUH� VXUYLYDO� GHSHQGHG�
GLUHFWO���Q�ODQG�SU�GXFWLYLW��

7KH�HPHUJHQFH��I�F�PPHP�UDWLYH�
QDPLQJ� LQ� WKH� P�GHUQ� SHUL�G� VLJQDOV�
D� IXQGDPHQWDO� UHF�QFHSWXDOL]DWL�Q� �I�
urban� natural� spaces.� Victorian� park�
FUHDWL�Q�� P�WLYDWHG� E�� F�QFHUQV� DE�XW�
SXEOLF� KHDOWK�� V�FLDO� �UGHU�� DQG� FLYLF�
LPSU�YHPHQW�� WUDQVI�UPHG� SUHYL�XVO��
DJULFXOWXUDO��U�ZDVWH�ODQGV�LQW��GHVLJQHG�
UHFUHDWL�QDO� ODQGVFDSHV�� 7KH� SUDFWLFH� �I�
naming�these�new�parks�after�monarchs,�
politicians,� and� national� �gures� re�ects�
WKHLU� IXQFWL�Q� DV� LQVWUXPHQWV� �I� FLYLF�
SULGH�DQG�QDWL�QDO� LGHQWLW��F�QVWUXFWL�Q��
Parks�became�spaces�for�the�performance�
�I� FLWL]HQVKLS�� V�FLDO� PL[LQJ� �ZLWKLQ�
FODVV� E�XQGDULHV��� DQG� WKH� LQFXOFDWL�Q�
�I� DSSU�YHG� YDOXHV� DQG� EHKDYL�UV�� 7KH�
W�S�Q�PLF� VKLIW� IU�P� GHVFULSWLYH� W��
commemorative�thus�marks�not�merely�a�
FKDQJH�LQ�QDPLQJ�IDVKL�Q�EXW�D�SU�I�XQG�
WUDQVI�UPDWL�Q�LQ�WKH�V�FLDO�PHDQLQJ�DQG�
IXQFWL�Q��I�XUEDQ�QDWXUH�

&�QWHPS�UDU��SHUVSHFWLYHV��Q�XUEDQ�
JUHHQ�VSDFH��HPSKDVL]LQJ�HF�O�JLFDO�YDOXH��
EL�GLYHUVLW�� F�QVHUYDWL�Q�� HF�V�VWHP�
VHUYLFHV�� DQG� SV�FK�O�JLFDO� ZHOO�EHLQJ��
UHSUHVHQW��HW�DQ�WKHU�F�QFHSWXDO�VKLIW���QH�
ODUJHO�� S�VW�GDWLQJ� WKH� F�USXV� DQDO�]HG�
KHUH�� )XWXUH� UHVHDUFK� PLJKW� LQYHVWLJDWH�
ZKHWKHU� ��VW�FHQWXU�� QDPLQJ� SUDFWLFHV�
I�U�QHZO��GHVLJQDWHG�XUEDQ�QDWXUDO�DUHDV�
re�ect� these� emerging� environmental�
values,� potentially�marking� a� third�wave�
�I� W�S�Q�PLF�SUDFWLFH�GLVWLQFW� IU�P�E�WK�
SUH�P�GHUQ� GHVFULSWLYH� QDPLQJ� DQG�
P�GHUQ�F�PPHP�UDWLYH�QDPLQJ�

0�UH�YHU�� WKH� SHUVLVWHQFH� �I� 2OG�
(QJOLVK� QDPHV� LQ� KHDYLO�� XUEDQL]HG�
contexts� reveals� toponymic� stickiness.�
(YHQ� DV� ODQGVFDSHV� WUDQVI�UPHG� IU�P�
DJULFXOWXUDO� W�� XUEDQ�� QDPHV� SUHVHUYHG�
OLQJXLVWLF� DQG� FXOWXUDO� PHP�U��� (SSLQJ�
)�UHVW��WK�XJK�Q�Z�D�UHFUHDWL�QDO�DPHQLW���
maintains� its� OE� name� from� Ēppinga�
�WULEDO� JU�XS��� F�QQHFWLQJ� F�QWHPS�UDU��
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/�QG�QHUV� W���QJO��6D[�Q� SUHGHFHVV�UV�
who� �rst� named� this� landscape� over� a�
PLOOHQQLXP�DJ��

V.�Conclusion�

7KLV� DQDO�VLV� �I� ���� /�QG�Q�
QDWXUDO� DWWUDFWL�Q� W�S�Q�PV� UHYHDOV�
three� key� patterns.� Etymologically,� Old�
(QJOLVK� G�PLQDWHV� ������� �YHUODLQ� E��
1�UPDQ� )UHQFK� ������� DQG� 0�GHUQ�
(QJOLVK���������OD�HUV��0�USK�O�JLFDOO���
F�PS�XQG� I�UPDWL�Q� SUHG�PLQDWHV�
(90.4%)� following� the� [Speci�c� +�
�HQHULF��SDWWHUQ��6HPDQWLFDOO����ZQHUVKLS�
DQG�V�FLDO�VWUXFWXUH�F�QVWLWXWH�WKH�SULPDU��
QDPLQJ�P�WLYDWL�Q���������� I�OO�ZHG�E��
W�S�JUDSKLFDO� GHVFULSWL�Q� �������� DQG�
F�PPHP�UDWLYH�SUDFWLFHV���������

7KHVH� GLPHQVL�QV� W�JHWKHU� UHYHDO�
D� IXQGDPHQWDO� GLDFKU�QLF� VKLIW� IU�P�
YHUQDFXODU�� GHVFULSWLYH�� E�WW�P�XS�
QDPLQJ� U��WHG� LQ� DJULFXOWXUDO� ODQG� XVH�
W�� LGH�O�JLFDO�� F�PPHP�UDWLYH�� W�S�
down�naming�re�ecting�urban�modernity,�
marking� a� transition� in� how� Londoners�
UHODWH� W�� QDWXUDO� VSDFHV�� IU�P�SU�GXFWLYH�
ODQGVFDSHV�W��FLYLF�DPHQLW��VLWHV�

�V� D� GLVWLQFW� F�USXV�� QDWXUDO�
DWWUDFWL�Q� W�S�Q�PV� �FFXS�� DQ�
LQWHUPHGLDWH� S�VLWL�Q�EHWZHHQ� IUHTXHQWO��
FKDQJLQJ� XUEDQ� VWUHHW� QDPHV�DQG� ODUJHO��
VWDEOH�UXUDO�VHWWOHPHQW�QDPHV��PDLQWDLQLQJ�
DQFLHQW� I�XQGDWL�QV� ZKLOH� LQF�US�UDWLQJ�
P�GHUQ� F�PPHP�UDWLYH� SUDFWLFHV��
3UDFWLFDOO��� XQGHUVWDQGLQJ� W�S�Q�PLF�
KLVW�U�� HQKDQFHV� KHULWDJH� PDQDJHPHQW��
SXEOLF�DSSUHFLDWL�Q��I�QDWXUDO�VSDFHV��DQG�
LQI�UPHG�F�QVHUYDWL�Q�GHFLVL�QV�

)XWXUH� UHVHDUFK� F�XOG� H[DPLQH�
vernacular� folk� toponymy� alongside�
o�cial� nomenclature� and� pursue�
LQWHUGLVFLSOLQDU�� F�OODE�UDWL�Q� ZLWK�
KLVW�ULFDO�HF�O�JLVWV�DQG�DUFKDH�O�JLVWV�W��
P�UH�IXOO��UHDOL]H�W�S�Q�P��V�S�WHQWLDO�DV�
D�V�FL��HQYLU�QPHQWDO�DUFKLYH�
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