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THE MEDIEVAL ATTESTATIONS
OF CROATIAN PRE-SLAVIC ISLAND NAMES

The oldest attestations of toponyms on the Croatian territory originate from ancient sources,
i.e. from the inscriptions and texts prior to the arrival of Slavic tribes on the East Adriatic coast.
These are explicitly pre-Slavic toponyms. Some of them survived early medieval migrations
and preserved their linguistic continuity in Croatian as borrowings from Romance into Slavic.
The medieval attestations of these toponyms serve as a link between ancient and contemporary
names, and can provide much information on the linguistic development of Slavic and Romance
in that period, as well as on early contacts between Roman and Slavic people in the area. This
paper studies one group of Croatian pre-Slavic toponyms, island names, by documenting and in-
terpreting their medieval attestations. The data studied include written sources of 9"—13" ¢. For
each island name, the author lists and describes their medieval attestations, tracing their linguistic
development. The author attempts to determine whether these attestations are Romance or Slavic
and to detect the oldest attestation that can be considered Croatian. The analysis concludes
that 1) the majority of medieval attestations are Romance; 2) some Slavic traits can be found
in Byzantine attestations from the 10" c., and 3) the oldest reliable Croatian attestations of this
group of island names appear in Croatian texts from the 13" c.
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1. Introduction

Croatian island names offer an abundance of material to be studied, meanwhile
constituting a part of Croatian toponymy which has been, in general, studied most
thoroughly.! Nevertheless, there are still many unknown details which need to be
investigated.

Croatian island names can be categorized by origin as Slavic and non-Slavic. Non-
Slavic names can further be subcategorized as Pre-Slavic and Romance. Amongst Ro-
mance toponyms we can chronologically differentiate between Romance before Slavic
(Early Romance) and Romance coinciding with Slavic, i.e. 1) Early Christian Romance,
2) Dalmatian Romance, 3) Vlach Romanian, and 4) Venetian [Skok, 1950, 259].

Pre-Slavic names are those which existed before the arrival of Slavic tribes
on the East Adriatic coast in the 67" c. In practice, the only certain criterion to de-
termine which names are pre-Slavic is their attestation in ancient sources, i.e. in texts
and inscriptions dating prior to the arrival of Slavic tribes. Croatian pre-Slavic toponyms
originate from Latin, Greek or other native Indo-European languages spoken on this
territory before Greek and Roman colonization and now jointly referred to as “Illyrian,”
or from even older, completely unknown pre-Indo-European languages.

Some of the pre-Slavic place names survived early medieval migrations and have
continued to exist up to the present day in Croatian. Following the linguistic changes,
their form changed throughout centuries. Pre-Slavic toponyms with continuity in Croa-
tian are, in the linguistic sense, borrowings from Romance languages into Slavic
(Croatian). Most of the pre-Slavic toponyms were borrowed very early, in the course
of the first contacts between indigenous Romance and the newly arrived Slavic people,
i.e. they were borrowed from Early Romance into the Common Slavic. Also, there are
pre-Slavic toponyms which were borrowed later, from Dalmatian Romance or Venetian.

Written sources in which we can find place names on what is present-day Croatian
territory are dated between the 4" ¢. BC and the 6™ ¢. AD. The 7" and the 8" centuries
are considered “mute,” as there are no written sources from this period. The sources
appear again from the 9" c., in the form of short inscriptions. These oldest inscriptions
are written in the Latin language and in Latin script. The work De administrando
imperio originates from the 10" c., written by the Byzantine emperor Constantine
Porphyrogenitus?. It was originally written in Greek and it is an indispensable histori-
cal and linguistic source for the period. Beginning with the 11" ¢., besides Latin docu-
ments, those written in the Croatian language, in Glagolitic and Cyrillic script, also
appear. Throughout the Middle Ages all the three scripts were used. However, most
of the medieval sources relevant for this subject are Latin.

! The most notable studies include the books Slavenstvo i romanstvo na jadranskim otocima by Petar
Skok [1950] and Toponimija hrvatskoga jadranskoga prostora by Petar Simunovié¢ [2005], as well as
several extensive monographs about Zadar islands that have recently appeared at the University of Zadar.

2For the explanation of the term Slavic in De administrando imperio cf. [Loma, 1999].
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In the ancient sources relating to the Croatian territory, more than 50 island names
were mentioned, which includes all the islands larger than 90 km? (with the exception
of Dugi otok), most of the islands of about 30-90 km?, and several smaller islands which
were important for navigation. All of the island names mentioned in ancient sources
are, by default, pre-Slavic. Although there are other criteria to indicate that a certain
more recently attested toponym is pre-Slavic, none of them are definite. In the present
paper, the term pre-Slavic means ‘mentioned/recorded in pre-Slavic sources’.

It should be noted that medieval sources present a partial list of ancient nesonyms,
some islands being mentioned under different names. Also, some islands were men-
tioned for the first time in medieval sources. Ancient island names like Arba, Brattia,
Issa, Ladesta, Melite can be matched to contemporary names Rab, Brac, Vis, Lastovo,
Miljet respectively, through various linguistic developments. However, the ancient name
Cissa cannot be linguistically matched with the medieval and present-day name Pag.

In his monograph Slavenstvo i romanstvo na jadranskim otocima, Petar Skok [1950,
11-13] established two toponomastic regularities which apply to the Adriatic islands.
Large islands, which were important for colonization and economy, almost all have older,
pre-Slavic or even pre-Latin names. Names of smaller islands are newer, mostly Venetian.
The second Skok’s toponomastic regularity applies to the whole Mediterranean: the most
important settlement on the island and the island itself bears the same name, and it is often
unclear whether the island name or the settlement name was the primary one.

2. Objectives and methodology

In the present paper, the goal is to analyse medieval attestations of the names
of Croatian islands first mentioned in ancient sources. The medieval attestations are
a link between the ancient, pre-Slavic island names and their present-day equivalents.
When compared to their ancient and modern counterparts, the medieval island names
can clarify linguistic developments on the Croatian territory (from Latin to Romance,
from Common Slavic to Croatian), early contacts between Romance and Slavic peoples
on Croatian territory and the processes of populating East Adriatic islands.

The objectives of the paper are: 1) to document and interpret attestations of Croa-
tian pre-Slavic island names from the 913" c. sources; 2) to describe the linguistic
development of island names from ancient to medieval and from medieval to modern
forms; 3) to isolate the oldest Croatian, i.e. Slavic attestation.

The core material used for this analysis has been excerpted from the database
created within the DOCINEC project,® which comprises the oldest Croatian language
attestations from the 9"—13" ¢. written sources. More recent attestations are cited from

3The DOCINEC (Documentation and Interpretation of the Earliest Croatian) project is funded by
Croatian Science Foundation and is being carried out at the Institute of Croatian Language and Linguistics,
in Zagreb, under the leadership of Dr Amir Kapetanovic.
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secondary sources. Attestations were then sorted and analysed. The linguistic connec-
tions between ancient, medieval and present-day names were described. It was also
specified if any of the medieval attestations can be considered Slavic and, if not, when
was the Croatian name first mentioned.

An island name was considered Croatian if it was attested in texts written in Croa-
tian (given that all the words written in Croatian texts are somehow adapted, at least
in spelling) or if it displayed Slavic linguistic characteristics (phonological and/or
morphological).

3. Analysis of island names

In the following list, island names are sorted alphabetically, according to their
present-day spelling. Different name attestation types from the 913" c. sources are
numbered. When the same type is recorded more than once, only the oldest attestation
is cited, and the number of matches is mentioned in brackets.

Braé

1. 6 Bpating
viloog £tépa pueyain 6 Bpating (10" c.) [Const. Porph., 36, 21].

2. 1 Bpatla
vijool téocapeg, o Méleta, 1o Kovpkovpa, 1) Bpatlo kot 6 ddapog (10" ¢.)
[Const. Porph., 30, /70].

3. Bracia

GEN: Bracie (> 6x)
iudici insule Bracie in Dalmacia (1078) [CD, 1, 159].

ACC: Braciam
et habeat has parochias: Phar, Braciam et Lissam, Corceram, Lastam et Mulcer
et totam Crainam (1185) [CD, 2, 193].

ABL: Bracia (> 2x)
et omnibus charissimis nobilibus de Bracia <...> quam ipsi nobiles de Bracia
(1078) [CD, 1, 159].

LOC: Braciae
Braciae comite Drasina, zupano Dragoslav, iudices Parvoslav et Gregorius
Dragosii (1228) [CD, 3, 280].

Derivative: Bracienses
iudices et Bracienses venientes coram potestate (1240) [CD, 4, 112].

4. Bracia
in insulis Quare et Bragie (13" c.) [Zjaci¢, 1, 47].

5. Braga (> 2x)
Volo et iubeo, ut de ecclesia sancti lohannis in Braca curam habeatis
ad mitendum in eam seruum dei, et omnis terra (late 11" ¢.) [CD, 1, 210].
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6. Brachia (> 4x)
fuitque plebs Brachie et Phare cum comite Bratco na (sic!) Bolu (1184)
[CD, 2, 190].
7. Brazza (= 2X)
Ego quodem Nicola Casari emi in Brazza de Dobrona (1205) [CD, 3, 54].
8. Bracza
insulas inter Spalatum et Ulmes sitas, videlicet Faram et Braczam, Gorzuram
et Laugurstam (1221) [CD, 3, 191].
9. Braza (> 3x)
honorem domini ducis Veneciarum de terra Farre et Braze (1290) [CD, 6, 697].
10. Derivative: bracki
otokom hvarskim i brackim (1250) [Mali¢, 1988, 222-226].
11. Derivative: bracski
plk bracski i hvarski (1250) [Mali¢, 1988, 222-226].

The island name Brac was recorded in ancient sources* as Brattia. In its phono-
logical development from Vulgar Latin to Slavic, the most noticeable is the develop-
ment of palatal zs through Romance iotation. This palatal was adapted as Croatian ¢.
All medieval attestations have this palatal marked as: ¢(i), ¢(i), z(z), ch(i) (types 3-9).

The other noticeable change is the gender shift from Latin feminine to Slavic
masculine. As a rule, ancient island names on Croatian territory became masculine
in Slavic. This is explained by the fact that in Latin the word for island, insula, is feminine
and the Croatian word, otok, is masculine. This gender change is also one of the criteria
for determining whether an island name is Slavic or Romance [Tekavci¢, 1976, 50].
The first masculine attestation is 10" ¢. 6 Bpdtlng in De administrando imperio. However,
other medieval attestations are feminine, ending in an -, including the second attestation
from De administrando imperio () Bpdtlo — 2), which qualifies them as Romance.

The oldest attestations in Croatian texts are adjectives derived from the island name
Brac: bracki and bracski in a document from the 13" ¢., from the island Brac itself.

Cres, Osor
12. Kerso (= 5x)
toti tres de Kerso et multi alii (1208) [CD, 3, 78].
13. Kersii
iudices Kersii (1276) [CD suppl., 2, 72].
14. Derivative: Kersini
acceptum per Absarenses et Kersinos (1276) [CD suppl., 2, 72].
15. Chersi (> 8x)
pro se et hominibus sui commitatus Chersi et Absari (1261) [CD suppl., 1,
251].

* Attestations from ancient sources are cited and described in [Iv$i¢, 2013].
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16. Chersii, Chersio

notarius et cancellarius Chersii (1248) [CD, 4, 358];

Petitio dilecti filii Drasingonis de Chersio laici (1291) [CD, 7, 24].
17. Kerzo (= 3x)

Grubo de Kerzo et filio eius (1198) [CD, 2, 300].
18. Derivative: Cersensi

Ego Andrea plebanus Cersensis subscripsi (1172) [CD suppl., 1, 43].
19. "Oyapa

Kol i Etepov vnoiov & "‘Oyapa (10" ¢.) [Const. Porph., 29, 288].
20. Apsaro (> 3x)

Signum manus Ulato, tribunus de Apsaro (999) [CD, 1, 49].
21. Apsari

in insula Apsari (1200) [CD, 2, 346].
22. Derivative: Apsarensis (> 12x)

sancte Apsarensis ecclesie futurus episcopus (1064—1065) [CD, 1, 101].
23. Absari (> 11x)

pro commitatu Absari et insulis eidem Rogerio concessis (1187) [CD, 2, 215].
24. Absaro

filios Cagi Berti de Absaro (1261) [CD suppl., 1, 252].
25. Derivative: Absarensis (> 40x)

Dominico Absarensi (879) [CD, 1, 16].
26. Derivative: Absaritanus

a quodam Absaritano (ca. 1070-1076) [CD, 1, 151].

The island Cres was mentioned in ancient sources under the name Apsoros,
Ayoppog, Absarus. It was also the name of the main settlement on the island. As
the name of the settlement it was borrowed into Croatian and gave the present-day
oikonym Osor.

The present-day island name Cres developed from the name of the other major
settlement on the island. This was recorded in Antiquity as Crexi, Kpéya and again
in the Middle Ages as Kerso, Kerzo, Chersi. The present-day form Cres developed
through Slavic 2™ palatalization and liquid metathesis. All of the medieval forms re-
flect the stage before these developments, and therefore cannot be attributed to Slavic.
The absence of Romance palatalization, i.e. the fact that the initial consonant is writ-
ten as K, Ch in front of e shows that these forms are to be attributed to the Dalmatian
Romance [cf. Skok, 1950, 35].

The majority of medieval attestations are for the settlements on the island, not
the island itself. The island itself was mentioned in 1200 as insula Apsari (21), which
does not show any Romance or Slavic developments, and again in the 14%c.: guandam
insulam nostram Absari et Kersi appellatam (1371) [CD, 14, 361], ad ipsam insulam
Absari et Kersi (1371) [CD, 14, 361].
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The Croatian name Cres was recorded late, in the 18" ¢. [ARj, 1, 821].

Hvar
27. 0. Xoopao,

vijoog o Xmopa, vijoog “Ing, vijcog (10" ¢.) [Const. Porph., 36, 22].
28. Quara

episcopatus Quariensis (1239) [CD, 4, 91];

in insulis Quare et Bracie (13" ¢.) [Zjaci¢, 1, 47].

Masculine/neuter:

29. Fari, Faro (= 3x)
terram ecclesie in insula Fari pro cambio Miche de Draguno et accepit ab eis
in insula Lexe(!) terram (late 12" ¢.) [CD, 2, 363].

30. Phar, Phari (= 2x)
et habeat has parochias: Phar, Braciam et Lissam, Corceram, Lastam et Mulcer
et totam Crainam (1185) [CD, 2, 193].

31. Farro
Stanii filii Sabbe de Farro et aliorum multorum (1240) [CD, 4, 113].

Feminine:

32. Fara (= 2x)
insulas inter Spalatum et Ulmes sitas, videlicet Faram et Braczam, Gorzuram
et Laugurstam (1221) [CD, 3, 191].
33. Phara (= 6x)
fuitque plebs Brachie et Phare (1184) [CD, 2, 190].
34. Farra (> 2X)
honorem domini ducis Veneciarum de terra Farre et Braze (1290) [CD, 6, 697].
35. Pharra
de terra Pharrae et Braze (1292) [CD, 7, 71].
36. Faria
ecclesia de Faria (1242) [CD, 4, 151].

Derivatives:

37. Farensis (> 2X)
cui nimirum Absarensis, Veglensis, Arbensis et Farensis episcopatus tamquam
sue metropoli subiacebunt (1154) [CD, 2, 77].
38. Pharensinus
uniuersis nobilibus Pharensine insule salutem (1168-1169) [CD, 2, 121].
39. hvarski
otokom hvarskim i brackim (1250) [Mali¢, 1988, 222-226].
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In ancient sources the nesonym Hvar was recorded as ®dapog, Qapia, Pharia,
Faria. The most noticeable changes in the development from Vulgar Latin to Slavic
are the gender shift from feminine’ to masculine and the substitution of initial PA/F
with Croatian Hv-.

In medieval sources the most frequent records are feminine in -a; however, non-
feminine attestations also occur. Non-feminine attestations are ambiguous, so they
could indicate that these forms are (influenced by) Slavic.

The substitution of initial PA/F with Slavic Hv- shows that the name was borrowed
into Croatian very early, before the Croatian phoneme f arose [cf. Holzer, 2011, 33].
The substitution is recorded in the 10™ ¢. (27) and again later in Romance attestations
from the 13™(28) and 14™ c. Nevertheless, the majority of medieval attestations have
the initial F or Ph.

The oldest certainly Croatian attestation is the adjective hvarski from the 13" c.
(39), and the oldest non-derived Croatian forms are from the 15" c. [ARj, 3, 748].

IZ, Figlina
40. nC
"Eotiovvii€ (10" ¢.) [Const. Porph., 29, 292].
41. Y¢i (= 2x)
de insula Y¢i (1265) [CD, 5, 345].
42. Hegii (> 2x)
in insula Hegii (1281) [CD, 6, 394].
43. Heg¢i, Heco (> 6X)
positam in insula Hegi (1287) [CD, 6, 587].
44. Eci
de terra mea posita in insula E¢i (1291) [CD, 7, 54].
45. Jeco, Jeci
vxor condam Grisouani de Je¢o <...> positam in insula Jegi <...> apud terram
Jurgii de Je¢o (1299) [CD, 7, 338].

In ancient sources, this island was called Figlina. This name was not repeated
in more recent sources. The oldest medieval attestation is from the 10" c. (41),
in the cluster 'Eotiovviil, which is analysed as 'Ectiovv- and -n{ (-éz). The second
part, £z, refers to the island of Iz [Skok, 1950, 110; Cace, 1999, 53]. The island is again
recorded from the 13 ¢. These attestations are regularly written with a ¢, an usual sign
for a palatal consonant. The vowel in the first syllable is rendered as either y or e, which
can both stand for Romance closed e. Initial H or J (43, 44, 45) are unclear. Although
the attestations are regularly non-feminine, it would be speculative to consider them
Croatian, given that the etymology is unknown.

> Note that Greek @dpog is also presumably feminine.
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Korcula

46. 16 Kobvprovpa
vijoot téooapeg, T Méheta, o Kovpkovpa, 1) Bpatla kol 6 ddapog (10" ¢.)
[Const. Porph., 30, 710].

47. 1 Kovprpa
vijoog peydin M Kovpkpa, ijtor 1o Kikep, &v 1 Eotiv kal kdotpov (10™ ¢.)
[Const. Porph., 36, 16].

48. 10 Kixep
vijoog peyddn N Kovpkpa, iitor 1o Kikep, &v 1) Eotiv kal kdotpov (10™ c.)
[Const. Porph., 36, 16].

49. Gorzura
insulas inter Spalatum et Ulmes sitas, videlicet Faram et Braczam, Gorzuram
et Laugurstam (1221) [CD, 3, 191].

50 Corzula
extrahere de portu Manfridoniae hordei salmas 30 vehendas Corzulam (1289)
[CD, 6, 651].

51. Curzula (> 3x)
Curzule insule habitatores (10" ¢.) [Racki, 1877, 427];
Cum de comitatu Curzule et Mellete (1262) [CD, 4, 236].

52. Corcera (= 3x)
et habeat has parochias: Phar, Braciam et Lissam, Corceram, Lastam et Mulcer
et totam Crainam (1185) [CD, 2, 193].

53. Corcira (> 3x)
quas tulerunt in Corcira (1231) [CD, 3, 345].

54. Krvkre
u drugomo otocé u Krvkre (1222—-1228) [CD, 3, 224].

In ancient sources, it was recorded as Képxvpa, Koprvpa, Corcyra. In Croatian,
there are two forms of this island name: Krkar (older borrowing) and Korcula. The latter
is usually considered to be a Venetian form (cf. Venetian Curzola); however, the pho-
nological development of the name is not completely clear.

Medieval attestations and their more recent continuations indicate that parallel
variants should be reconstructed as starting forms (differing in treatment of the Greek
v/y): *Korkira, *Korkura, *Korkiura [see Kapovi¢ & Vuleti¢, 2010].

The phonological development of the older Croatian form, Krkar, can be relatively
well traced through historical records: Latin Corcyra (Itinerarium Antonini) or Corcora
(Anonymus Ravennas) developed into Romance *Korkura [Holzer, 2011, 117], later
borrowed into Slavic. The next stage is probably recorded in De administrando imperio
(10™ ¢.), tar Kovprovpa, to Kovpkpa (46, 47), and then the Croatian form attested
in the 13" ¢. Krokré (54) (locative).

From the end of the 12" ¢. and in the 13" c., the forms Corcira, Corcera (52,
53) are recorded. They stand for the Romance *Corcera (< *Korkira), which can
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also, in theory, be the source for the Croatian Krkar, if the borrowing occurred after
the 2" palatalization [Holzer, 2011, 1/8].

From the 13" c., there are occurrences of attestations with the palatalized middle
consonant (z) (49-51) and the dissimilated ending -/a (50, 51). The » — > r — [ dis-
similation is a frequent and trivial phonetic change. Assuming that the Greek v /
Vulgar Latin y was pronounced as [iu] in Romance, this would create the conditions
for the palatalization of preceding k. The result of this palatalization is the Croatian ¢,
Venetian z. The precursory Romance form *Korkiula would yield Croatian Korcula,
and further Dalmatian Romance development of *Korkiula would yield *Kurkiula
and Venetian Curzola [cf. Tekav¢ié¢, 1976, 53; ERHSI, 2, 203].

Krk, Vegla
55. Béxkha
'EE avtdv 1@V vioiov £otiv 1o kdotpov 1 Békha, kal €ig (10" ¢.) [Const.
Porph., 29, 287].
56. Veglia (= 2x)
pro communitate Veglie (1133) [CD, 2, 42].
57. Wegla
si vero Weglam insulam suam rehabuerint, tunc cum naui que galea dicitur
seruire teneantur (1209) [CD, 4, 444].
58. Vegla, Uegla (> 12x)
nos eramus in insula Vegle (1198) [CD, 2, 298].

There were also recorded derivatives Veclensis (> 5x, from 1153 [CD, 2, 74]),
Veglensis, Ueglensis (> 7x, from 1163 [CD, 2, 94]), Vegliensis (> 2x, from 1133 [CD, 2,
42)), Veglisanus (from 1198 [CD, 2, 298]), Ueglesanus (= 3x, from 1289 [Zjaci¢, 1, 46]).

In Antiquity, the island and the town were called Curicta, Curicum, respectively.
This pre-Slavic name regularly developed into the contemporary Krk. The oldest at-
testation is from 1388: ofockih dobrih muzi z Krka i za svega otoka [AR], 5, 592].

However, in the studied period, only its local Romance name Vecla/Vegla was
recorded. This name goes back to Vulgar Latin veclus < Latin vetulus ‘old’ and it de-
veloped in the local Vegliot Romance language. Initially, it referred to the town of Krk
as “the old town” (civitas vetula) in contrast to “the new town” (present-day Punat),
and was later transferred to the whole island [Skok, 1950, 22]. The pronunciation with g/
[1]1s, according to Skok [Skok, 1950, 22], the Italian pronunciation of Vegliot Romance.

Lastovo
59. 10 AdotoPov
vijoog 10 Adotofov (10" ¢.) [Const. Porph., 36, 23].
60. Lasta (= 2x)
et habeat has parochias: Phar, Braciam et Lissam, Corceram, Lastam et Mulcer
et totam Crainam (1185) [CD, 2, 193].
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61. Laugursta
insulas inter Spalatum et Ulmes sitas, videlicet Faram et Braczam, Gorzuram
et Laugurstam (1221) [CD, 3, 191].

62. Lagusta
filium Drase de Lagusta <...> de eadem terra Laguste <...> vicecomitem
Laguste <...> iudices Laguste (1297) [CD, 7, 265].

63. Ladestina insula
Deo fautore ad votum consequeretur, improbos Ladestinae insulae habitatores
aggredi conatus est (10" c.) [Racki, 1877, 427].

In ancient sources, the island name was recorded as Ladesta. Spelled with a non-
Latin accent as Lddesta, it morphed into the Dalmatian form Lasta by means of Vulgar
Latin syncope [cf. Holzer, 2011, /21]. Tt is recorded in the 12 and 13" c. attestations.
From this form, with the Slavic possessive suffix -ovo, the contemporary island name
Lastovo was derived. The oldest attestation of this form is again in the 10" ¢c. in De ad-
ministrando imperio, 10 Adotofov (59)°.

Formally, it is also possible that the form Lastovo was derived from the adjective
lastovski. The -ov suffix would be inserted in front of the possessive ending -ski in order
to avoid the consonant cluster *-s¢(»)ski [Skok, 1950, 227, note 1d].

Medieval attestations like Lagusta, Laugursta (61, 62) are Romance and were
influenced by the personal name Augustus.

Maun

64. Maonis
in capite insule Maonis (1203) [CD, 3, 31].

65. Mauni (> 8x)
nostram propriam insulam in nostro Dalmatico mari sitam, que uocatur Mauni
(1069) [CD, 1, 113];
ut insulam Mauni, quam iam dictum sancti Crisogoni monasterium regis
Cresimiri beate memorie largicione (1190) [CD, 2, 244].

The contemporary island name Maun is generally derived from the ancient island
name Moa, assuming the alteration Mao <genitive Maonis> is possible. The (Latin)
genitive Maonis was recorded in the 13" ¢. From the 12 until the 14" c., the form
Mauni, genitive of the Latin o-declension, was regularly recorded. It is reasonable
to assume that this form is Latinized Croatian Maun.

Mljet
66. MeAim
AnooTO ™V O Gy1og Aovkag pépvntat Meiitmy (10 ¢.) [Const. Porph., 36, 18].

¢ Greek neuter ending -ov stands for Slavic -o.
"The document is not original [Vuleti¢, 2011, 687].
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67. Derivative: Melitensis
monasterio Melitensi (1284) [CD, 6, 456].
68. Melta
terram sancte Marie de Melta (1282) [CD, 6, 413].
69. Derivative: Meltensis
domino Isach sancte Marie Meltensis abbati (1201) [CD, 3, 3].
70. Mlete
ve Mlete (1222—-1228) [CD, 3, 224].
71. Méheta (2x), Meleta (> 11x)
vijool Téooapes, T0 Méleta, To Kovprovpa, 1| Bpatla kol 6 @dapog (10 c.)
[Const. Porph., 30, 710];
quod est in Meleta (1039) [CD, 1, 72].
72. Meletta (> 2x)
et fratres eius postulaverunt nobis ecclesiam sancti Panchratii de Babbina palla
que est in Meletta (1151) [CD, 2, 68].
73. Melleta
Cum de comitatu Curzule et Mellete (1262) [CD, 5, 236].

In ancient sources, the island name was recorded as Me\itn, Melite, Melita, Melta.
The form Melta, recorded in the late Antiquity and again in the 13 c. (68, 69), developed
through Vulgar Latin syncope, and is the source for the Croatian M/jet. The Croatian
form Mljet arose through liquid metathesis and gender change and is initially recorded
in the 13" ¢.: Mleté (70) (locative).

The most frequently found form in medieval sources is Meleta (71), with variants
Meletta (72) and Melleta (73), which shows the Romance change i > e.

According to Constantine Porphyrogenitus, Slavic people from Neretva inhabited
the island around the 10™ ¢.; however, linguistic evidence shows that Romanic people
also inhabited the island at his time [Skok, 1950, 209].

Molat
74. Meketa

Meheta, "Eotioovi{ (10% ¢.) [Const. Porph., 29, 292].
75. Melatta

piscationes: una in insula Melatta, altera in Tilago (986-999) [CD, 1, 50].
76. Melata

piscationes: vna in Melata insula, altera in Tilago (ca. 1078) [CD, 1, 168].

In ancient sources, it was recorded as Malata. The contemporary Croatian island
name Molat shows the usual gender change and it could have developed regularly from
the ancient Malata, assuming that it was borrowed before Slavic d > o.

Medieval attestations do not, however, correspond either to the ancient Malata or
to contemporary Molat. The initial syllable in medieval attestations is Mel-. If the ancient
form with the initial Mal- is original, the medieval Mel- can be explained through (folk
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etymological?) influence of the Latin mel ‘honey’ or through a Dalmatian Romance
change similar to that of the place name Spalatum > *Speletu- (> Spljet, Split) |cf.
Ivsi¢, 2013, 292 ff].

Alternatively, the original form might be the ancient Malata, not the Medieval
Melata. In this case, the Croatian form Molat would have developed through a Dalma-
tian Romance change similar to that of ponistra from Latin fenestra ‘window’ [Skok,
1950, 94].

The form Mehetd (74) recorded by Constantine Porphyrogenitus could have been
misspelled under the influence of other island name, Méieta ‘Mljet’ [Skok, 1950, 94],
or another Dalmatian Romance change [Skok, 1950, 94].

Murter, Srimac, Colentum
77. Srimaz
super duabus insulis Srimaz scilicet et Zuri dicentes (1285) [CD, 6, 528].

The island which is presently called Murter, in ancient sources was recorded under
the name Colentum, Celentum. This ancient name was not repeated in medieval sources.

In the 13" (77) and 14% c.® appears the name Srimac, which was used for this island
up to the 18" ¢. [Jurisié, 1953, 249]. Although medieval records in Latin texts could
indicate that the name is Srimac, Glagolitic registries from the island of 1658—1706
clearly show that ending consonant was ¢: u Srimac, u Srincu, od Srimca, u Srimcu
(17" ¢.) [Jurisié, 1953, 248 ff.]. The name Srimac, which is still known in folk tradi-
tion on the island, arose through incorrect reading of Latin and Romance historical
sources [JuriSi¢, 1953, 249].

The etymology of the stem Srim- is unknown. It is compared to the toponyms
Srima (peninsula near Sibenik) [cf. Skok, 1950, 149, note 5] and Srijem (pre-Slavic
Sirmium). Whatever is the real origin of the stem, the suffix -a¢ is Slavic, which
means that, from the synchronical point of view, the whole island name Srimac is
Croatian.

The present-day name Murter derives from Latin mortarium ‘mortar.’ Its Dalma-
tian Romance form with the suffix -ar (Mortar) was initially recorded in the 14" c.
and the form with the Venetian suffix -er (Morter) was initially recorded in the 15% ¢.
[Vuleti¢, 2010, 338].

Pag, Cissa

78. Pagi (> 40x, usually island)
tantum retinentes de iure suo paucas uillas Pagi: Pegani, Murowlani, Wlasigi
(1071; forgery from the 14" c., script points to end of the 12" or the beginning
of the 13" ¢.) [CD, 1, 124];
in insula Pagi (1174) [CD, 2, 136].

8 Scrimach (1357) [CD, 12, 438), Srimag, Srimicz (1324) [CD, 9, 216), Srimaze (1366) [CD, 13, 519].
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79. Pago (> 90x, usually settlement)
Verinus et Volcossius judices de Pago (1199) [CD, 2, 368].
80. Pagum (> 4x)
ab introitu ve <...> Pagum, sui comitatus scilicet Kesse (1178) [CD, 2, 152].
81. Pagh, Paghi
de villa Pagh (1207) [CD, 3, 73];
de insula Paghi (1292) [CD, 7, 113].
82. Pagy (> 9x)
in valle Pagy (1279) [CD, 6, 316];
insula Pagy (1292) [Zjaci¢, 1, 69].
Derivatives Paganes, Pagani, Pagensis, Paghensis were also abundantly recorded.
83. xiooa
Yxnpddxioca (10" ¢.) [Const. Porph., 29, 291].
84. Kessa (2x)
de comitatu insule Kesse vertebatur (1178) [CD, 2, 152].

In ancient sources, the island name was recorded as Cissa, Sissa, Gissa, with
the homonymous name of the settlement on the island (Gissa). In the 10" c. this island
name was recorded in the cluster Zxnpddkieca (83) and then again twice in the 12 ¢.
(84). All of the other medieval attestations for the name Cissa refer to the settlement,
they appear in forms Cissa, Chisa, Chissa, Chessa, Kisa, Kissa, Kessa, Kesensis until
the 14" ¢. [Skok, 1950, 69]. The initial K, Ch is indicative of the Dalmatian Romance
pronunciation, without Romance palatalization (cf. Cres). The settlement name was
preserved in Croatian in the derivative Caska (from Cas-ska < *Cos- < *Ciss-, reflect-
ing the 2" Slavic palatalization and the change i > » > a).

From the 11" ¢., the island is mentioned as Pagi (78) which is also the present-day
name of the island. This name originates from Latin pagus ‘village’, transferred from
the settlement to the whole island. The island and the settlement names were repeatedly
documented in medieval sources with a few dozens of attestations. The island is not
mentioned in the nominative case, being rather recorded in syntagms like insula Pagi
(78), de insula Paghi (81), insula Pagy (82), neither it appears as a feminine noun,
displaying any indications of Slavic morphology.

Premuda
85. TTupotipa (10" ¢.) [Const. Porph., 29, 291-292].

In ancient sources, this island name was recorded as Pamodos, Primodia. The 10" c.
form TTvpdtipa is certainly misspelled. The explanation of this misspelling given by
Skok [1950, 93, note 1] is very speculative [cf. Cace, 1999, 52].

In the 14" c. the form Premude (ad insulam Premude (1332) [Leljak, 2006, 357)
was recorded. It corresponds to the present-day Croatian form. The feminine gender
qualifies it as Romance.
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Rab
Feminine:
86. 1 Appn
gtepov vnoiov 1) Appn (10 ¢.) [Const. Porph., 29, 288].
87. Arba (= 4x)
duarum insularum Arbe et Gollo concessarum (1214) [CD, 3, 126].
88. Arbes
In ciuitate Arbes (1018) [CD, 1, 54].

Masculine:
89. Arbo (> 15x%)
ad procurandum in Arbo (1289) [Zjaci¢, 1, 10].
90. Arbi (= 50x)
hominibus Arbi (1166) [CD, 2, 105];
in insula Arbi (1292) [CD, 7, 115].
91. Arbum (= 15x)
ita venerunt Arbum (1118) [CD, 2, 130].

Derivatives:

92. Arbensis, Arbenses (> 600x)
ecclesie Dalmatiarum, Arbensis, Velclensis, Absaranenisis, que sunt in occindue
(928) [CD, 1, 37].

93. Arbitanus
Similiter Absarensis ecclesie episcopum et Arbitanum atque Ragusitanum
(928) [CD, 1, 38].

In ancient sources it was recorded as Arba. Initially recorded in the 15" ¢. [ARj, 12,
829], the Croatian form Rab, developed through liquid metathesis, displays the usual
gender change.

All of the medieval attestations reflect the stage preceding liquid metathesis, which
qualifies them as Latin or Romance. However, they vary in gender and the non-feminine
prevails (probably under the influence of the Slavic masculine form). Also, the major-
ity of medieval attestations refer to the settlement on the island, not the island itself.

Solta
94. Solta (= 2x)
Cum commune Spalati vendidisset insulam Soltam (1242) [CD, 4, 155].

In ancient sources, it was recorded as OAOvta, Solenta, Solentia. The older Croatian
name Sulet (recorded in the 16™ c. [AR]j, 16, 928]) is an early borrowing from Latin
Solenta, with gender change and the regular development en > ¢ > e [cf. Tekav¢ié,
1976, 51 ff.].
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In medieval sources, the only attested form is So/ta which is the base for the con-
temporary Croatian So/ta. The phonological development from Solenta to Solta, Solta is
not clear. According to Tekav¢ic [1976, 52], it can be explained by multiple borrowing
between Croatian and Romance: Latin Solenta > Slavic Sulet > Dalmatian Romance
Sult-/Solt > Ttalian/Venetian Solta > Croatian Solta.

Vis
95. "Ing
vijoog "Ing (10" ¢.) [Const. Porph., 36, 22].
96. Lessa
in insula, que dicitur Lessa (1181) [CD, 2, 173].
97. Lissa (> 2x)
et habeat has parochias: Phar, Braciam et Lissam, Corceram, Lastam et Mulcer
et totam Crainam (1185) [CD, 2, 193].
98. Lyssa
in insula Lysse (1298) [CD, 7, 318].

In ancient sources, it was recorded as Issa. The phonological development after
the borrowing into Slavic is: *Is- > *Jis- > *Jbs- > *Is» — *vo Is» (‘to Is’). Inthe 10% c.,
Constantine Porphyrogenitus recorded the middle stage Jis: "Ing (95). Other medieval
attestations are Romance (Lessa, Lissa, Lyssa), with an unexplained initial L-°.

Vrgada
99. AovuPpikdrtov

vnoiov 10 Aovuppidrov (10t c.) [Const. Porph., 29, 289].
100. Lubricata

castrum Lubricata (1096) [Vuleti¢, 2009, 113].
101. Levigrada

Levigradae insulae (10" c.) [Vuleti¢, 2009, 113].

In ancient sources, it was recorded as Rubricatas, a derivation from Vulgar Latin
rubricatus ‘red, coloured in red’.

The oldest medieval attestation is the 10" ¢. Aovufpwdrtov by Constantine Por-
phyrogenitus (99), with the common dissimilation » — » > [ — r, attributable to Vulgar
Latin. In the 11%c. attestation Lubricata, there is also no sign of Slavic phonology.

The contemporary Croatian name Vrgada is considered a borrowing from Vene-
tian Vergada. The oldest attestation of that form would be Levigradae (101) (10" ¢.).

% Petar Skok originally [1914, 444 ff.; 1950, 192] thought that the initial L should be explained as
fused Romance article. Later, however, [ERHSJ, 3, 596] he admits that it is the only such example and that
the oldest attestation with L- (in Procopius) is prior to the development of Romance article.



The Medieval Attestations of Croatian Pre-Slavic Island Names 137

The phonological development displays certain irregularities which are explained
in detail in [Vuleti¢, 2009].

This island was also mentioned in the Middle Ages as insula Lapcate (1390)
[Vuleti¢, 2009, 114, note 35]. This form is considered an older borrowing from Dal-
matian Romance into Croatian [cf. Vuleti¢, 2009, 114 ff.] and the island name Lapkat
was used until the mid 17" ¢. [Juri$i¢, 1953, 242].

4. Conclusion

Apart from the island names Iz, Murter, Pag, the development of other island names
can be retraced from their ancient form through medieval attestations up to present day.
The island of Murter is the only one which is mentioned under three different names
in Antiquity and Middle Ages. In the studied period the island of Krk was recorded
only under its Romance name Vegla. The island of Cres, which had been called Apsa-
rus in ancient times, received its new name from another settlement on the island. For
contemporary names Korcula, Molat, Solta, Premuda, Vrgada, it is either that the lin-
guistic development is partially unclear, or the linguistic connection between ancient,
medieval and present day-forms is not straightforward.

The oldest medieval attestations of studied island names displaying Slavic traits are
found in the 10® c., in De administrando imperio. The Slavic features are: masculine
gender (Brac, Vis), the possessive suffix -ovo (Lastovo) and some characteristic pho-
nological changes (substitution of Latin Ph for Hv (cf. Hvar), j-prosthesis — Vis/Jis).
Masculine gender could also be interpreted as an indication of Slavic for the attestations
of Maun starting from the 11" c. The suffix -ac in the 13" and the 14" c. attestations
of island name Srimac (Murter) is indicative of Croatian derivation.

However, most of the medieval attestations of Croatian island names cannot be
considered Slavic, but rather Romance. The first attestations of pre-Slavic island names,
which can undoubtedly be classified as Croatian, appear in Croatian texts, starting from
the 13" c. for southern islands of Bra¢, Hvar, Krkar (Kor¢ula), Mljet, and 14"-15% c.
for the northern islands of Krk and Rab.
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VHCTHTYT XOPBAaTCKOTO S13bIKa U JIMHTBUCTHKU
3arpe6, XopBarus

CPEJTHEBEKOBBIE YIIOMUHAHUSA TOCTABAHCKUX HA3BAHUI
XOPBATCKHNX OCTPOBOB

JpeBHeiiiine ynoMuHaHusl TOMOHUMOB, OTHOCSIIUXCS K TEPPUTOPUHU COBPEMEHHOM XO0p-
BaTHH, OOHAPYKUBAFOTCS B AHTUYHBIX UCTOYHUKAX — HAJIITUCSIX U TEKCTaX, CO3MaHHBIX JI0 IIPH-
XOJla CJIAaBSHCKUX IJICMEH Ha BOCTOYHOE MOOCPEKbE APUATHYCCKOTO MOPS. DTHU TOITOHUMBI
SIBIISTEOTCS AOCABSIHCKUMU 10 YMOJT4aHu10. HekoTopkle U3 3TUX Ha3BaHUN NEPEKIITU MUTPALIUN
CpeaHEBEKOBbS M COXPAHUIIMCh B XOPBATCKOM $SI3bIKE B KAU€CTBE POMAHCKUX 3aMMCTBOBAaHUH.
YroMuHaHUsl JaHHBIX TOMOHUMOB B CPEIHEBEKOBBIX MCTOUHHMKAX CITYKAT CBA3YIOLIEH HUTHIO
MEXIy APCBHIUMH U COBPEMCHHBIMY Ha3BaHMsIMHA. KpoMe TOro, OHM MOTYT OBITh HCTOYHUKOM
[ICHHOI MH(POPMALIUU O Pa3BUTHH CIIABTHCKUX M POMAHCKHUX HApEYHMil B BOCTOUHOW Anpua-
THKE B CpEJHEBEKOBBIN mepuon. Hacrtosmas cTarbs MOCBSILEHA W3YUYEHUIO CPEAHEBEKOBBIX
(ukcanuii OMHOHN TPYIITBI XOPBATCKUAX JOCITABIHCKHX TOIMIOHHMMOB — Ha3BaHUI OCTPOBOB.
PaccmarpuBaemble jaHHbIe poucxXoadaT U3 uctoyHukoB [X—XIII BB. Iy kax10ro Ha3BaHUs
ABTOP MEPEUUCIISIET U OMUCHIBAET €ro CPETHEBEKOBbIE YIIOMUHAHUS, YTO MO3BOJISIET MPOCIie-
JIUTh UCTOPUYECKOE PA3BUTUE TOMOHUMOB. [ToMHMO 3TOro0, aBTOp MPEeNNPUHUMAET MOIBITKY
MIPOU3BECTH JIMHTBUCTUYECKYIO aTPUOYIIAI0 OHUMOB, HICHTUDUIHPYS UX KaK POMAHCKHUC WU
CJIaBsIHCKUE, a TAK)KE YCTAHOBUTD MEPBbIE YIIOMUHAHMSI, KOTOPbIE MOXKHO pacCMaTpUBATh B Ka-
YECTBE YK€ COOCTBCHHO XOPBATCKUX. B pe3ynbrare aHaim3a aBTOp MPUXOIUT K CICAYIOIIHM
BBIBOJIaM: 1) OOJIBIITMHCTBO CPETHEBEKOBBIX YIIOMUHAHUIA SIBIISTFOTCSI POMAHCKIMHU; 2) HEKOTOPBIC
CJIaBSTHCKUE YEPTHI MOTYT OBITh OOHAPYKECHBI B BH3aHTUICKIX MCTOYHUKAX HaunHAs ¢ X B.;
3) nmpeBHelMe COOCTBEHHO XOPBATCKUE CBUICTEIILCTBA PACCMATPUBACMON TPYIIITBI HA3BAHUN
OCTPOBOB TOSIBJISIIOTCSI B XOPBAaTCKUX McTouHMKax HaunHas ¢ XIII B.

KnrodyeBbIe CJ10BAa: Ha3BaHUS OCTPOBOB, OCTPOBa XOPBATHH, CPEIHEBEKOBLIC HC-
TOYHHKH, TOCIIABIHCKAs TOMOHUMHUS, PAHHHE POMAHCKO-CJIaBSHCKUE KOHTAKTBI.
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