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SMALL ROADSIDE SACRAL STRUCTURES IN THE BORZECHOW COMMUNE
(LUBLIN REGION) AND THEIR DENDROFLORA

Magdalena LUBIARZ,* Piotr KULESZA, Matgorzata ZAK-KULESZA
The John Paul Il Catholic University of Lublin, Poland

Trees and shrubs significantly increase the visual value of roadside crosses and shrines. The paper presents results of the inventory
of small roadside sacral structures in Borzechéw Commune (Central-Eastern Poland). The species composition and the age status of
dendroflora surrounding small roadside sacral structures were examined. We have inventoried 94 small roadside sacral structures
in Borzechéw Commune. Only 68 of them were surrounded by trees and shrubs that represent 39 species. The most common
deciduous species are small leaved lime (Tilia cordata Mill.) and common lilac (Syringa vulgaris L.), but the most common coniferous
species is northern white-cedar (Thuja occidentalis L.). In the research area the most common small roadside sacral structures are

crosses. Shrines and statues of saints are very rare.
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Small roadside sacral structures represent an important
element of the cultural landscape of Poland. Alongside
other displays of religious cult, they create a sacral or
religious landscape, and are the spiritual and cultural
legacy of the nation. They constitute a material expression
of devotion of the local people, as well as a part of broadly
understood sacral space (Przybylska 2005; Myga-Piatek,
2012; Plit, 2012). Roadside crosses and shrines dominate
the landscapes of all regions across Poland, as evidenced by
the results of studies to date. Since 1990’s, the number of
roadside crosses in Poland has rapidly increased, exceeding
fourfold the number of shrines and statues (Przybylska and
Czepczynski, 2016). The majority of studies regarding small
religious structures in Poland is inventory in character, with
special focus on typological, historical, cultural, and artistic
aspects (Seweryn, 1958; Gauda, 1987; Janicka-Krzywda,
1991; Biatczak, 2002; Pawelec, 2004; Golonka-Czajkowska
and Maj, 2006; Fortuna-Antoszkiewicz and Kimic, 2007;
Kozaczynska, 2007; Kondraciuk and Urbanski 2008; Garbacz,
2009; Kozaczynska, 2010; Metges, 2010; Frackiewicz,
2011; Czerwinski, 2012; Rembis et al., 2012; Antolak and
Szyszkowski, 2013; Rydzewska and Wilkaniec, 2013;
Pukowiec and Pytel, 2013; Hernik et al., 2013; Holly 2012;
Kulesza and Lubiarz, 2013; Kuprjaniuk, 2014; Hochleitner,
2014; Kijowska, 2015; Kulesza et al., 2017a). Only a few
studies undertake the issue of vegetation accompanying
the objects, especially their evaluation from a natural
viewpoint (Borcz and Czechowicz, 2003; Majdecka-Strzezek,
2003; Pudelska, 2011; Lubiarz and Kulesza, 2013; Kulesza et
al, 2017b; Goraczkowski and Bykowska, 2018). However,
the authors highlight the great value of trees and shrubs
that grow near crosses and shrines. Due to this vegetation,
roadside crosses and shrines become more visible within

the landscape, thus increasing their sacral expression in
terms of space (Antolak and Szyszkowski, 2013). Especially
significant are tall, old trees that form a connection between
the earth and the heaven. They express the divine and
earthly elements alike. What is more, the span of their crowns
demarcates a safe space for the sacral objects, highlighting
their religious aspect (Cata, 2007). Thus far, studies suggest
that the most dominant deciduous trees are lime trees
(Tilia sp.), while among coniferous — Thuja sp. (Cata, 2007;
Pudelska, 2011; Lubiarz and Kulesza, 2013; Kulesza et al.,
2017b). Despite the fact that roadside sacral structures are
increasingly becoming the subject of interest of many fields
of study, there still are not enough studies dedicated to the
vegetation that surrounds them. Therefore, it is important
to extend analyses and supplement the present state of
research.

The Borzechéw Commune was established in 1973,
however, the area it consists of has a complicated history.
Before 1474, the administration of the Borzechéw
Commune area belonged to the Sandomierz Voivodeship.
Between 1474 and 1795, the territory was a part of the
Lublin Voivodeship, the Urzedéw County to be exact.
Only after 1830 and entering this region to the Kingdom
of Poland did the area become a part of the Lublin
County. After regaining independence by Poland in 1918,
the territory that presently belongs to the Borzechéw
Commune was a part of Niedrzwica Duza and Wilkotaz
Communes. Following the Second World War, in the years
1955-1972, the areas that comprise this commune were
under the jurisdiction of Gromada National Councils, i.e.
the smallest administrative units of the country, which
usually encompassed a few villages (Koztowski, 2013).
Parish membership also underwent significant changes.
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Villages originally belonging to this area belonged to
the Wilkotaz and Ratoszyn parishes. In 1930 the parish of
Ktodnica Dolna was established and is still operational. In
2006 a new parish in Borzechéw was founded (Koztowski,
2013).

The oldest villages of the Borzechéw Commune aree:
Borzechéw, Ktodnica Dolna, Ktodnica Gérna, topiennik (all
originated in the 15" century), as well as Kepa dating back
to the 16" century. The remaining villages are from the 19™
century. Only three villages -Dobrowola, Kolonia topiennik,
Majdan Radlinski - were founded at the beginning of the
20" century (Stownik Geograficzny Krélestwa Polskiego,
1880-1914).

Material and methods

The field research was carried out across the span of the
Borzechéw Commune (cadastral area), rural in character.
The commune is situated in the Lublin Voivodeship
(middle-eastern Poland), and its area equals 67.73 km? This
commune was sellected for our study due to the fact that
its area previously belonged to historic settlement units.
What is more, Borzechéw adjoins other communes with
high historical value. The study includes all roadside sacral
structures (crosses, shrines, statues) located within the
administrative boundaries of the commune. Observations
and measurements were performed in July and August,
2018. We determined the types of sacral structures, as well
as species composition of the accompanying vegetation
using the method of dendrological inventory based listing
all observed trees, shrubs, and prostrate shrubs. Botanical
nomenclature for the dendroflora was adapted from
Seneta and Dolatowski (2017). In the case of trees, we
also carried out a dendrochronological analysis, using the
measurements of diameter at breast height (130 cm from
the ground), as well as a tree age table by Majdecki (1986).
Detailed photographic documentation was prepared as
well.

Results and discussion

Despite its rich history, the Borzechéw Commune is
somewhat forgotten. One of the reasons is that it was
founded relatively late — in the second half of the 20%
century - by merging different administrative units.
Therefore, it has been insufficiently studied in terms of its
value as a cultural landscape, especially when considering
sacral structures — in comparison to the neighbouring
communes (Niedrzwica Duza, Wiklotaz), that have been
thoroughly studied (Biegalska, 2000; Janczarek et al., 2014;
Kosidto, 2015).

The Borzechéw Commune is located far from vital
communication and pilgrim routes, especially the Lublin
section of the Way of Saint James leading through Krasnik to
Sandomierz (Mrdz, 2014ab). In the past, however, it used to
belong to Via Regia leading from Vilnius, through Lublin to
Cracow (Koztowski, 2013). That ensured its rapid economic
and demographic development. The register of monuments
of the Lublin Voivodeship from 2018 indicates that curatorial
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protection encompasses only three architectural complexes:
the wooden parish church with historic tree stand in Ktodnica
Dolna, the manor-park complex in Ktodnica Dolna, as well as
the historic manor and park in topiennik (Kopciowski, 2018).

As a result of the research carried out across the
Borzechéw Commune, 94 roadside sacral structures were
found. Among those are: 5 statues, 3 shrines, 84 crosses,
and 2 crosses with cabinet shrines (Fig. 1). It is important to
note that, in comparison with other communes from Lublin
Voivodeship and the rest of the country, this commune is
filled with roadside sacral structures, since in the Metgiew
Commune (area of 95.64 km?) there were 84 sacral structures
(Lubiarz and Kulesza, 2013), in the Trzydnik Duzy Commune
(104.73 km?) - 73 structures (Kulesza et al., 2017b), and in
the Nakto nad Noteciag Commune (186.97 km?) only 23 such
structures were found (Goraczkowski and Bykowska, 2018).

Roadside sacral structures in the Borzechéw Commune
are scattered unevenly. The higher concentration of
these objects was noted in Ktodnica Gérna and Ktodnica
Dolna situated in the south-eastern part of the commune.
Numerous crosses can be found in topiennik (South-West)
and Majdan Skrzyniecki (North-West). The area of the village
of topiennik is dominated by metal crosses, whereas in
Majdan Skrzyniecki one can find metal crosses, as well as
old, wooden, often dilapidated ones (Fig. 2).

The majority — 89 objects are situated in the direct
vicinity of roads, where 31 crosses and 1 statue were found

Figure 1

A cross in Laczki-Pawtéwek
Photo: Magdalena Lubiarz, 2018
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Figure2 Crossesin Majdan Sk_rii/n-iecki
Photo: Magdalena Lubiarz, 2018

at crossroads or forks in the road. What is more, 2 crosses
and 2 statues are on private properties, and 1 cross is
situated in the manorial-park complex in Ktodnica Dolna.
The landscape of the Borzechéw Commune is dominated
by roadside crosses. Among them, over 53 are made from
metal, 26 from wood, 5 from stone, and 1 from concrete.
The results of our analyses indicate that none of the
inventoried roadside sacral structures is under legal
protection, despite the fact that some of them visibly show
historical and cultural value. Few objects have a date of
their construction, information about the founder, or any
inscription related to their origin. Four of the inventoried
objects show clear historical value. The oldest is the wooden
cross from 1906 in Kepa Borzechowska, with the inscription:
“GOD ALMIGHTY, ACCEPT THE SIGN OF YOUR CROSS,
WHEN THE POLISH NATION IS NEARING FREEDOM, WE,
POOR FARMERS, WORSHIP YOU, MERCIFUL GOD, HAVE
MERCY ON US” (Fig. 3). The origin of the cross needs to be
linked to the edict of tsar Nicholas Il of Russia from 1905,
and peasants’ movements, which were the result of the
documentin this area.The cross isaccompanied by two over-
one-hundred-year-old small leaved limes (Tilia cordata Mill.).
Around 1908 Jozef Sokalski founded a brick shrine in Kepa
Waly. It is surrounded by new plantings of Chinese juniper
(Juniperus chinensis L) and nothern white-cedar (Thuja
occidentalis L.). The interior of the shrine, however, does
not show high historical value, possibly due to the damage
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Figure3 Crosses in Kepa Borzechowska
Photo: Magdalena Lubiarz, 2018

sustained during two World Wars, and following renovation.
Situated in Klodnica Dolna is a statue of Christ carrying
a cross from 1909, founded by Mr and Mrs Modzelan. Next
to the statue there is a single specimen of an approximately
seventy-year-old small leaved lime with three trunks, as
well as one, approximately one-hundred-year-old common
hornbeam (Carpinus betulus L.), with three trunks as well.
Situated in Ludwindw is a stone cross from 1922, founded
by the local people. The cross has a small niche, housing
a new picture of Our Lady of Fatima, of no historical value.
Perhaps there used to be a work of art with higher historical
value. Growing next to the cross there are two, nearly one-
hundred-year-old specimens of small leaved lime.

Among the inventoried roadside sacral structures in
the area of the Borzechéw Commune, 68 are accompanied
by higher vegetation. The inventoried deciduous plants
represent 25 genera from 18 families, whereas among
coniferous plants there were 7 genera belonging to
3 families. The majority of identified taxa are of foreign
origin, since among deciduous plants they constitute over
71%, and among the coniferous — 55%. The remaining taxa
represent taxa of the native flora.

Within the area of the Borzechéw Commune among the
vegetation accompanying the roadside sacral structures
36 species were found, including: 8 species of deciduous
trees, 9 species of coniferous trees, 16 species of deciduous
shrubs, 2 species of coniferous shrubs, and 1 species of
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a deciduous prostrate shrub (Fig. 4).
16 specimens of plants were identified
only as far as the level of genus. These
are representatives of the Paeonia
genus (4 specimens), Rhododendron
(6 specimens), and garden roses (Rosa
sp. — 6 specimens). Similar results were
obtained in the Metgiew Commune,
where 34 species of accompanying 84
roadside sacral structures were found
(Lubiarz and Kulesza, 2013). In another
commune in Lublin Voivodeship -
Trzydnik Duzy - 42 species of
dendroflora were found at 73 objects
(Kulesza et al., 2017b). Pudelska (2011)
noted that 28 species of trees and
shrubs were found alongside 31 sacral
structures in the area of the Przeworsk
County.

The highest species percentage
share is represented by deciduous
shrubs (44%), followed by deciduous
trees (22%), coniferous trees (25%),
coniferous shrubs (6%), and deciduous

prostrate shrubs (3%) (Fig. 4). A similar
structure of domination of individual
groups of dendroflora in the Trzydnik
Duzy Commune was identified by
Kulesza et al. (2017b). Within the
area of the Borzechow Commune,
deciduous  plants accompanying
crosses and shrines are represented
by 25 species (which constitutes 69%
of the inventoried species), whereas
coniferous ones — by 11 (equal to 31%).
Similar observations were presented
in the case of the Trzydnik Duzy
Commune, where 76% of the identified
dendroflora belongs to deciduous
species (Kulesza et al., 2017b). In the
Metgiew Commune, however, only
19% of the species were coniferous
(Lubiarz and Kulesza, 2013).

In the Borzechéw Commune area
the majority of identified species
belonged to the Cupressaceae family,
which is represented by 7 species
from 4 genera. Among deciduous
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Figure 5 Number and percentage share of plant specimens in individual groups of

dendroflora
Source: own study

plants, the highest number of species
was inventoried within the Rosaceae
family — 3 species from 2 genera, as
well as the aforementioned garden
roses which were identified only as
far as their genus. Similarly, in the
area of the Trzydnik Duzy Commune,
the most numerous genera belonged
to the following families: Rosaceae,
Cupressaceae and Oleaceae (Kulesza et
al., 2017b).

There were 273 specimens of
plants, including 164 specimens
of trees, 96 specimens of shrubs,
and 13 specimens of prostrate
shrubs inventoried in the area of the
Borzechéw Commune. Deciduous
plants have the greatest number of
representatives, since there were
52 trees, 88 shrubs, and 13 prostrate
shrubs.  Coniferous  plants are
represented by 112 specimens of trees,
and 8 specimens of shrubs inventoried

(Fig. 5).

The most often  occurring
deciduous tree species is Tilia
cordata (28 specimens), whereas

among deciduous shrubs it is Syringa
vulgaris (28 specimens). Tilia cordata
accompanies 16 crosses and 2 figures,
whereas Syringa vulgaris — 12 roadside
crosses. It is a sign of a continuing
trend of planting vegetation at sacral
objects that originated at the turn of
the 19" and 20™ centuries (Majdecka-
Strzezek, 2003). Similarly, in the area
of other communes of the Lublin
Voivodeship, the most numerous
deciduous species was Tilia cordata
(Lubiarz and Kulesza, 2013; Kulesza et
al, 2017b). However, in the Kuyavian-
Pomeranian Voivodeship, the most
numerous species were Picea abies,
Tilia cordata and Acer platanoides, and
among the shrubs, Buxus sempervirens
was the most dominant (Gorgczkowski
and Bykowska, 2018).

The most numerous coniferous
plant is Thuja occidentalis (66
specimens), present at 20 objects,
including 19 crosses and 1 shrine.
There is an increasing popularity of
using coniferous plants alongside
sacral structures. Such observations
were made earlier, in the areas of the
Trzydnik Duzy and Metgiew Communes
situated in the Lublin Voivodeship
(Lubiarz and Kulesza, 2013; Kulesza
et al, 2017b). Goraczkowski and
Bykowska (2018) have also found that
the most numerous coniferous taxon
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in the Nakto nad Noteciag Commune is Thuja ‘Smaragd’
Pudelska (2011), on the other hand, reports that Thuja
occidentalis occurs individually near crosses and shrines of
the Przeworsk County.

The most numerous genus in our research is Juniperus,
since there were 4 species belonging to this genus (Juniperus
communis, Juniperus sabina, Juniperus scopulorum, and
Juniperus chinensis). Similar data was obtained by Kulesza et
al. (2017b) in the area of the Trzydnik Duzy Commune, as
well as Gorgczkowski and Bykowska (2018) in the Nakto nad
Notecia Commune, which confirms that coniferous plants
are used more often as a supplement of roadside crosses
and shrines, most probably due to them being evergreen.

Near certain objects, trees and shrubs were planted
symmetrically, creating a framework for the cross or shrine.
However, in many locations in the Borzechéw Commune
ambiguous compositional settings were observed. It is
sometimes due to the fact that trees were cut down at one
side of the object, as evidenced by stumps left behind by the
removed specimens. It was observed that large deciduous
trees are replaced with coniferous species, especially from
the Thuja and Juniperus genera.

At 28% of the roadside sacral structures inventoried in
the area of the Borzechéw Commune there are no trees or
shrubs. Identical results were obtained in the area of the
Trzydnik Duzy Commune (Kulesza et al., 2017b). In the case
of the Metgiew Commune 24% of objects lack dendroflora
(Lubiarz and Kulesza, 2013). As in other regions of Poland,
within the studied area there often was ornamentation
present on roadside crosses and shrines, made from flowers
produced using synthetic materials (Frackiewicz, 2011;
Pudelska, 2011; Antolak and Szyszkowski, 2013 Lubiarz
and Kulesza, 2013; Kulesza et al,, 2017b; Rydzewska and
Wilkaniec, 2013).

Measurements and calculations show that the majority
of tree specimens is not older than 20 years, and the size of
only 3 small leaved limes (Tilia cordata) suggests age above
100 years. Two such specimens of small leaved lime were
found at two crosses in Kepa Borzechowska, where there is
located a wooden cross from 1906 (Fig. 3). One specimen
of lime tree grows at a cross situated on an earth mound in
Ktodnica Dolna.

The obtained results are similar to those from earlier
studies carried out in the Lublin Voivodeship, in the Metgiew
and Trzydnik Duzy Communes (Lubiarz and Kulesza, 2013;
Kulesza et al., 2017b). The dominant form of sacral structures
in the three communes is a cross. As in the Metgiew and
Trzydnik Duzy Communes, in the Borzechéw Commune,
deciduous plant species were more numerous (Lubiarz and
Kulesza, 2013; Kulesza et al., 2017b).

Conclusions

There were 94 roadside sacral structures found in the area of
the Borzechéw Commune, among which crosses were the
most numerous. The remaining forms were rarely present.
Unfortunately, none of the roadside sacral structures was
entered into the register of monuments, despite the fact that
the statue of Christ from 1909 in Ktodnica Dolna definitely
deserves such protection. The majority of roadside sacral
objects (as many as 72%) are accompanied by trees and
shrubs, both deciduous and coniferous. Species composition

of the dendroflora confirms the results of previous research
regarding the vegetation near roadside crosses and shrines
in other parts of the Lublin Voivodeship, since the most
often observed genera are Tilia, Syringa and Thuja. As in
previous studies, there is a visible tendency of replacing
old specimens of deciduous trees with coniferous plants,
especially of alien origin. Our analyses show that in many
places people care for roadside sacral structures, however,
there are spaces, where crosses were left without care,
slowly degrading. Therefore, it is important to continue in
carrying out inventory types of studies in order to preserve,
even if only in photographs, some of the forgotten roadside
objects.

ANTOLAK, M. = SZYSZKOWSKI, W. 2013. Funkcjonowanie krzyza
przydroznego w krajobrazie kulturowym Polski. In Prace Komisji
Krajobrazu Kulturowego PTG, 2013, no. 21, pp. 57-66.

BIALCZAK, A. 2002, Krzyze i kapliczki przydrozne zachodniej
Kurpiowszczyzny. In Zeszyty Naukowe OTN, 2002, no. 16,
pp. 253-286.

BIEGALSKA, J. 2000, Historia wsi Niedrzwica Koscielna, Niedrzwica
Koscielna : Wyd. Towarzystwo Przyjaciét Niedrzwicy Koscielnej.
BORCZ, Z.M. 2003. Czechowicz. Zielerh towarzyszaca obiektom
sakralnym. In Gospodarczyk F. (red.) Ogrody przyswiatynne
i klasztorne.  Rekonstrukcja, rewaloryzacja, pielegnacja.
Wroctaw: Stowarzyszenie Ogrody Dolnoslaskie, 2003, pp. 81-86.
CALA, A.2007. Krajobraz z sacrum w tle — kapliczki przydrozne jako
element krajobrazu wsi opolskich. In Teka Kom. Arch. Urb. Stud.
Krajobr. - OL PAN, 2007, no. 3, pp. 24-34.

CZERWINSKI, T. 2012. Kapliczki i krzyze przydrozne w Polsce.
Warszawa : MUZA, 2012, 250 p.

FORTUNA-ANTOSZKIEWICZ, B. - KIMIC, K. 2007. Miejsce kapliczek
i przydroznych krzyzy w krajobrazie terenéw wiejskich Mazowsza.
In Teka Kom. Arch. Urb. Stud. Krajobr. — OL PAN, 2007, no. 3, pp.
35-47.

FRACKIEWICZ, W. 2011. Kapliczki w zywym dziedzictwie kultury
tradycyjnej koto Lublina. In Studia Kulturowo-Edukacyjne, vol. 6,
2011, no. 1, pp. 98-151.

GARBACZ, K. 2009. Na szlaku bitgorajskich kapliczek i krzyzy
przydroznych. Zielona Géra : Agencja Wydawnicza PDN, 2009,
352 p.

GAUDA, A. 1987. Ludowe krzyze Zelazne na Lubelszczyznie.
In Studia i Materiaty Lubelskie, 1987, no. 12, pp. 109-144.
GOLONKA-CZAJKOWSKA, M. = MAJ, M. 2006. Kapliczki, krzyze
i figury przydrozne. Znaki sacrum ludzka reka wzniesione.
Skarby kultury gminy Bukowina tatrzanska. Studium sakralizacji
przestrzeni. Bukowina Tatrzanska : KLINgraf, 2006, 111 p.
GRACZKOWSKI, TJ. BYKOWSKA. 2018. Charakterystyka
przydroznych obiektéw sakralnych gminy Nakto nad Notecia.
In Nauka Przyroda Technologie, vol. 2018, no. 1, pp. 19-33.
HERNIK, J. - OSTROWSKI, M. - NOWAK, P. 2013. Kapliczki
i przydrozne krzyze elementem krajobrazu kulturowego.
Studium Przypadku gminy Miechéw. In Prace Komisji Krajobrazu
Kulturowego PTG, 2013, no. 21, pp. 89-102.

HOCHLEITNER, J. 2014. Kapliczki w krajobrazie kulturowym Warmii
na przetomie stuleci XIX i XX. In Mragowskie Studia Humanistyczne,
vol. 1,2014, no. 1, pp. 70-92.

HOLLY, G. 2012. Krzyze i kapliczki przydrozne na pograniczu polsko-
stowacko-ukrainskim. In Roczniki Bieszczadzkie, 2012, no. 20, pp.

309-345.

Unauthentifiziert | Heruntergeladen 18.12.19 12:35 UTC



JANCZAREK, A. - MARZEC, Z. - SKROK, R. 2014. Gmina Wilkotaz.
Krakéw : Wydawnictwo Imagine Design Group, 2014.

JANICKA-KRZYWDA, U. 1991. Kapliczki i krzyze przydrozne
polskiego Podkarpacia. Warszawa : Towarzystwo Karpackie, 1991,
74 p.

KIJOWSKA, J. 2015. Krzyze w krajobrazie wiejskim Wielkopolski -
istniejace czy utracone dziedzictwo kulturowe? In Kapnatcbkuii
Kpan, 2015, no. 1-2 (6-7), pp. 358-366.

KONDRACIUK, P. - URBANSKI, A. 2008. Kapliczki, figury i krzyze
przydrozne w pejzazu pogranicza. Lublin-Zamo$¢ : Muzeum
Zamoyskie, 2008, 128 p.

KOPCIOWSKI, D. 2018. Obwieszczenie nr 1/2018 Lubelskiego
Wojewddzkiego Konserwatora Zabytkéw w Lublinie z dnia
2 lutego 2018 r. w sprawie wykazu zabytkéw wpisanych do rejestru
zabytkéw nieruchomych wojewddztwa lubelskiego i do rejestru
zabytkéw archeologicznych wojewddztwa lubelskiego. 2018,
Dziennik Urzedowy Wojewddztwa Lubelskiego, Poz. 576. [http://
www.wkz.lublin.pl/images/stories/Obwieszczenie_nr%201%
202%202018%20r_%20LWKZ.pdf]

KOSIDLO, M. 2015. Niedrzwica Duza jakiej nie znamy - z dziejow
przedwojennej wsi. Niedrzwica Duza : Zeszyty Niedrzwickie,
Towarzystwo Przyjaciot Ziemi Niedrzwickiej, 2015.
KOZACZYNSKA, B. 2007. Kapliczki, figury i krzyze przydrozne
elementem krajobrazu przyrodniczo-kulturowego potudniowo-
zachodniego Podlasia. In Zabka, M., R. Kowalski. (eds.). Przyroda
a turystyka we wschodniej Polsce. Siedlce : Wydawnictwo Akademii
Podlaskiej, 2007, pp. 256-270.

KOZACZYNSKA, B. 2010. Mata architektura sakralna w krajobrazie
kulturowym Ziemi tosickiej. In Problemy Ekologii Krajobrazu, 2010,
no. 27, pp. 203-207.

KOZLOWSKI, M. (ed.). 2013. Studium uwarunkowan i kierunkéw
zagospodarowania przestrzennego gminy Borzechéw. Lublin :
Zaktad Planowania Przestrzennego Towarzystwa Urbanistow
Polskich, 2013, 81 p.

KULESZA, P. - LUBIARZ, M. 2013. Przydrozne obiekty sakralne
w gminie Melgiew (woj. lubelskie) - analiza kulturowo-
krajobrazowa. In Prace Komisji Krajobrazu Kulturowego PTG, 2013,
no. 21, pp. 127-140.

KULESZA, P. - LUBIARZ, M. - ZAK-KULESZA, M. 2017a. Kulturowe,
historyczne i religijne znaczenie kapliczek i krzyzy przydroznych
w gminie Trzydnik Duzy. In Archiwa Biblioteki i Muzea Koscielne,
2017, n0. 108, pp. 123-151.

KULESZA, P.— LUBIARZ, M. - ZAK-KULESZA, M. 2017b. Dendroflora
of roadside sacral objects in the Trzydnik Duzy Commune (Lublin
Voivodeship). In Acta Scientiarum Polonorum Administratio
Locorum, vol. 16,2017, nol. 4, pp. 239-247.

KUPRJANIUK, S. 2014. Ludowa rzezba drewniana w wyposazeniu
warminskich kapliczek i krzyzy dawniej i dzié. In Studia Etckie, vol.
16,2014, no. 2, pp. 183-202.

LUBIARZ, M. - KULESZA, P. 2013. Dendroflora przydroznych
obiektéw sakralnych w gminie Metgiew (woj. lubelskie) w aspekcie
przyrodniczo-krajobrazowym. In Teka Kom. Arch. Urb. Stud.
Krajobr. - OL PAN, vol. 9, 2013, no. 1, pp. 42-54.
MAJDECKA-STRZEZEK, A. 2003. Zielern obiektéw sakralnych
w Polsce - tradycja i wspotczesnosc. In Gospodarczyk, F. (red.)
Ogrody przyswiatynne i klasztorne. Rekonstrukcja, rewaloryzacja,
pielegnacja. Wroctaw : Stowarzyszenie Ogrody Dolnoslaskie, 2003,
pp.87-101.

MAJDECKI, L. 1986. Tabele wiekowe drzew. Manuscript. Warszawa :
SGGW, 1986.

MELGES, H. 2010. Wspodtczesne rozwigzania materiatowe form
kapliczek w krajobrazie wsi i miasta. In Czasopismo techniczne, vol.
18,2010, no. 107, pp. 321-328.

MROZ, F. 2014a. Matopolska droga éw. Jakuba - geneza, rozwoj,
nowe wyzwania i perspektywy. In Rozprawy Naukowe Akademii
Wychowania Fizycznego we Wroctawiu, 2014, no. 47, pp. 22-31.
MROZ, F. 2014b. Szlaki pielgrzymkowe w krajobrazie sakralnym
Polski In Partyka J. (ed.) Krajobraz sakralny. Lwéw : XXIl Seminarium
Sacrum i przyroda, 2014, pp. 103-118.

MYGA-PIATEK, U. 2012. Krajobrazy sakralne i religijne préba
umiejscowienia w typologii krajobrazéw kulturowych. In Prace
Komisji Krajobrazu Kulturowego PTG, 2012, no. 17, pp. 13-23.
PACYNIAK, C. — SMOLSKI, S. 1973. Drzewa godne uznania za
pomniki przyrody oraz stan dotychczasowej ochrony drzew
pomnikowych w Polsce. In Roczniki AR w Poznaniu, 1973, no. 67,
pp. 41-65.

PAWELEC, L. 2004. Wielokulturowy wymiar kapliczek i krzyzy
przydroznych. Prace Naukowe Akademii im. Jana Dtugosza
w Czestochowie. In Pedagogika, 2004, no. 13, pp. 243-252.

PLIT, J.2012.Slady sacrum w krajobrazie. In Prace Komisji Krajobrazu
Kulturowego PTG, 2012, no. 17, pp. 33-40.

PRZYBYLSKA, L. 2005. Pojecie przestrzeni sakralnej. In Domanski,
B. — Skiba, S. (red.). Geografia i sacrum. Krakéw : IGIGP UJ, 2005, no.
2, pp. 381-387.

PRZYBYLSKA, L. - CZEPCZYNSKI, M. 2016. Landscape Sacralisation
in Post-communist Poland. In Scottish Geographical Journal, 2016,
pp. 1-21.

PUDELSKA, K. 2011. Zielen towarzyszaca kapliczkom i krzyzom
przydroznym powiatu przeworskiego. In Zeszyty Problemowe
Postepow Nauk Rolniczych, 2011, no. 568, pp. 101-110.
PUKOWIEC, K. = PYTEL, S. 2013. Typologia i waloryzacja matych
form architektury sakralnej w krajobrazie Ziemi Wodzistawskiej.
In Prace Komisji Krajobrazu Kulturowego PTG, 2013, no. 21,
pp- 103-113.

RADZISZEWSKI, M. 2008. Krzyze, kapliczki i figury swietych. Obiekty
kultu religii chrzescijariskiej w gminie Przygodzice. Przygodzice :
Radziszewski M., 2008, 53 p.

REMBIS, M. - SOWA, M. - UHRYNSKA, A. 2012. Przydrozne
kapliczki piaskowcowe z potudniowej czesci Krakowa. In Przeglad
Geologiczny, vol. 60, 2012, no. 7, pp. 368-371.

RYDZEWSKA, A. - WILKANIEC, A. 2013. Kapliczki i krzyze
w krajobrazie otwartym i zurbanizowanym Wielkopolski. In Prace
Komisji Krajobrazu Kulturowego PTG, 2013, no. 21, pp. 89-102.
SENETA, W. - DOLATOWSKI, J. 2017. Dendrologia. Warszawa : Wyd.
Naukowe PWN, 2017, 544 p.

SEWERYN, T. 1958. Kapliczki i krzyze przydrozne w Polsce.
Warszawa : PAX, 1958, 213 p.

Stownik geograficzny Krélestwa Polskiego i innych krajow
stowianskich. T. 1-15, Warszawa : nakt. Filipa Sulimierskiego
i Whadystawa Walewskiego, 1880-1914.

T

Unauthentifiziert | Heruntergeladen 18.12.19 12:35 UTC



