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SANSKRIT -ndr- AND DRAVIDIAN

-­
ter  -­ 1

that   contain   it.   As   several   of   these   forms   constitute   problems  

to  consider  these  forms  together  and,  for  reasons  to  be  explained  
below  under  section  2,  from  the  vantage  of  Dravidian.  The  goal  
herein  is  to  see  whether  some  of  these  problems  can  be  solved.
The   forms   are  

/ 1 2

,   ,   :   tand-­/ /    and  

1 

-­

this  paper,  the  following  abbreviations  are  used:     =  Burrow  
  =  Burrow  and  Emeneau  

  =  Monier-­Wil-­
  =   ,  2nd

  =  

Hindi,  M.  =  Marathi.  Abbreviations  of  Dravidian  languages  are  those  of   .  Also,  Drav.  
=  Dravidian,  PDr  =  Proto-­Dravidian,  PCDr  =  Proto-­Central  Dravidian,  PNDr  =  Proto-­North  
Dravidian,  PSDr  =  Proto-­South  Dravidian,  etc.  C  =  consonant,  N  =  nasal,  V  =  vowel,  fV  =  

the  TransIndic  Transliterator  font  used  for  some  of  the  diacritics  in  this  paper  is  available  from  
www.linguistsoftware.com/tintu.htm,  +1-­425-­775-­1130.
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,  
/

/ .   Sources   consulted   for   the   compilation   of  
this  list  were   ,  

   is   listed   in   the  Ad
denda  to   .

  
  etc.:   tand-­/

/ /   
/ .

The  origins  of  these  forms  are  diverse.

2008a),   to  which   the   reader   is   referred.   It   is   viewed   there   to   be  

-­

,  
-­/ -­)    

-­

  1.528-­529).
-­

for   the  Balto-­Slavonic   forms.      3.458   and      3.509-­510  
consider  the  form  to  be  unclear  and  focus  on  attempted  explana-­

  does  mention  Bur-­
row’s  connection.

  2.427,     
1.266,     3.121).

,   ,  
-­

mologies.  With   regard   to   this,   see      2.131   and      2.10.  
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and  views  the  form  to  rest  on  a  babble  form,  or  affectionate  form  
nana   ‘mother,’  an  inherited  Indo-­Euro-­

  3644.
1 -­

for  1 ,  which  on  the  basis  of  a  connection  proposed  below  
would  appear  to  be  a  loanword  form  Telugu.     3.179,  178  has  

  4.774  to  be  an  incorrect  reading  for   ,  which  appears  
to  represent  the  merger  of  a  number  of  non-­Indo-­European  forms  

  2.302,     2.141,  3.328).
  is  a  variant  reading  of  limited  occurrence  in  

to  a  confusion  of  script,  regarding  which  see  section  14.1  below.
)   is   an      formation   in  

,   and  has  

211-­212).

not  at  all  convincing.
-­/1.
-­

The  semantic  concord  with  its  non-­Indo-­Iranian  cognates,  how-­

,  -­   ‘to  
   ‘food,  

/1. -­  

-­   ‘intoxicating,’   -­   ‘intoxication,  
  2.299-­

Lat.   -­
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,   ,   tand-­.  This  
tan

1959-­69/1.1065-­1066,      2.476,      is  

the  regular  adjective  tand-­

,  -­   
tan-­  

tand-­   ‘to   become   relaxed,’     

  explains  the  semantic  connection  between  tand-­  and  tan-­,  
“through   tension,  or   tautness,  one  exhausts  oneself,  or  wearies  
oneself.”  But  this  seems  cosmetic.

-­

/
  etc.,   / ,   ,  and   .

In  several  other   instances,  on   the  other  hand,   there   is  ample  

-­/ -­,  
,  1 ,   ,   ,   / ,   .

Also   to   be   considered   in   this   connection   is   the   opinion   of  

in  which  -­ -­  >  -­ ,  which  
he  would  relate  to  OSl.     ‘testicle.’  So  also,  he  argued  in  that  

  ‘moon’  on  the  basis  of  the  Sindhi  forms  
  ‘passionate’  and     ‘moon.’  Turner’s  suggestion  has  

.
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cluster  -­
-­   the  

pronunciation  of  which  is  realized  in  some  Dravidian  languages  

1970:  97  n.  21,  172).  That  loanwords  from  Dravidian  which  con-­

-­  is,  therefore,  not  out  of  the  question.

-­

It  was  posited,  therefore,  that  the  rules  of  euphonic  combination  

-­

language  of  which  we  have  records.
The  second  assumption  involves  the  formation  of  consonant-­

clusters  such  as  Ta.  -­ -­)  that  correspond  
-­.

-­
ern  Dravidian   languages.  Thus,  Ma.   -­nn-­,  To.  Ko.   -­ -­,  Ka.   -­ -­,  
-­nd -­),  Tu.  Kui  Kuwi  -­ -­/-­ -­,  Br.  -­s-­,  all  other  
Central  Dravidian  and  North  Dravidian  -­nd-­/-­ -­/-­ -­.  The  merg-­

as  -­ -­  in  inscriptions  before  the  9th  c.  A.D.  and  merged  with  -­ -­  
later,  less  often  with  -­nd

The  cluster  is  preserved  in  formal  Tamil  as  -­ -­  in  such  forms  
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as   ),     
5052  Ta.   ),  and     5151  Ta.   and  

  868  Ta.   -­,  
In   classical  Tamil   this   consonant-­cluster’s  most   frequent  oc-­

nt-­  to  a  
root  ending  with  -­ .  This  results  in  -­
rules  of  euphonic  combination:     +  n  >   ,     +  t  >  

-­
neau  1967:  374a,  Andronov  1969:  44).  Examples  of   this  forma-­
tion  are:   6.3   -­,     
6.15   -­,     6.19     

  ‘he  
-­  and   .

In   the  dialects   of  Tamil  with  which   I   am   familiar,   this   con-­
sonant-­cluster   is  pronounced   in   forms   that  appear   to  have  Pro-­

-­/-­ -­,  and  in  instances  in  which  the  
nt-­  to  a  verb  

the  root  of  which  ends  with  -­   as  -­nd-­.  The  cluster  as  preserved  

-­

97  n.  21).  It  is,  however,  not  un-­indicative  of  the  postulated  inter-­

nt-­,  which  might  be  added  to  
roots  ending  with  -­   so  as  to  form  a  consonant-­cluster  that  corre-­

-­,  once  had  a  wider  active  distri-­

-­

intransitive.  But  note  such  examples  as  classical  Ta.     ‘non-­
  ‘not   to  be’  and  classical  Ta.   -­
-­  ‘to  stand,  remain.’2

-­

2 
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-­  and  Dravidian   roots  
that  end  with  -­
-­nt-­  so  as  to  arrive  at  a  consonant-­cluster  comparable  to  Ta.  -­ -­,  
Te.  -­ -­).

  
  +  nt  >  

-­
-­

  ‘air,  wind’:  Ta.     ‘id.’  
-­    ‘some,   few,   small,’   -­a   ‘some,   a   few,’   -­   

‘to  become  few,’   -­ -­ai   ‘humbleness,’   -­p-­    ‘fewness,’   -­
  ‘to  roll,  revolve,  spin,  etc.,’   -­i  

‘wheel,’   -­ai  ‘id.,’   -­ :  Ta.     ‘to  
-­ ,   -­nt-­ai.

-­
lation  follows  the  development  of  such  consonant-­clusters  within  

-­
-­

ilation  in  Proto-­Dravidian,  which  assimilation  he  argues  was  held  

assimilation  develops  across  the  board  in  Dravidian  in  agreement  
with  the  developments  of  the  consonant-­clusters  concerned.
On  account  of  this  procedure,  and  for  the  convenience  of  read-­

ers  not  familiar  with  the  structure  of  Dravidian  forms,  when  cit-­

forms  involved  have  been  outlined.  These  have  been  used  in  the  

Such  is  not  to  be  understood  as  implying  deri-­

vation   from   such   Proto-­Dravidian   forms.  When   derivation  

has  been  possible,  this  has  been  made  from  actual  Dravidian  

forms  containing  a  consonant  cluster  that  might  reconstruct  

to  PDr  *-­ -­  or  a  root  ending  with  -­l,  or  *-­   >  -­l.
A  third  assumption,  perhaps  implied  in  the  second  assumption,  
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nt

containing  -­ -­,  in  Dravidian  we  would  have  a  root  ending  with  
-­   >  -­ -­

nt-­.  This  assumption  is  based  on  the  consideration  

-­
vidian  languages  the  Dravidian  content  of  the  lexicons  of  which  
is  now  in  a  decimated  state  through  contact  of  these  languages  

which,   on   the   basis   of   a   comparison   of   that   of   classical  Tamil  

During  the  course  of  this  investigation,  it  was  found  that  other  
-­

sidered  as  well  in  order  to  provide  enough  comparative  material  
to  support  the  assumptions  outlined  and  some  of  the  correspond-­

forms  containing  -­ -­,  -­ndh-­,  -­ ,  and  -­ -­,  and  the  large  
number  of  forms  containing  -­ -­.  It  must  be  noted  at  the  outset,  

main  a  different  set  of  problems  with  regard  to  their  relationship  

examples,  however,  or  when  these  forms  could  be  demonstrated  
to  be  cognate  to  Dravidian  forms  containing  a  root  ending  with  
-­   or  -­   to  which  -­nt
In   addition,  whenever   a   correspondence  was  made   between  

-­   etc.,   the  

-­
independent  of  the  Dravidian  lexicon  for  forms  that  might  con-­
tain  -­ -­,  -­nd-­,  -­ -­  etc.,  in  one  place  and  -­ -­  elsewhere.
On  account  of  the  assumptions  made,  which  posit  that  the  re-­

-­
quired  in  all  cases.
The  results   indicate  a  number  of   features   that  are  best   to  be  

forms  containing  -­ -­.  These  features  will  be  discussed  starting  
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nt-­  had  been  

-­   will  be  discussed  in  section  9.
-­

der   question   in      itself.   For   example,   Tu.   in  
  1337  Ta.   .  Also,  compare  the  forms  in     1973  

)   ‘hair,   feather’   and      2002  
Pa.   -­
murti)     etc.  ‘feather,  hair.’  In  
that  had  been  collected  at  that  time  was  listed  with  question  with  

  1973.  The  two  short  

Various  sub-­groupings  have  been  proposed  for  Dravidian.  For  

-­

-­

Indo-­European  or,  at  least,  Indo-­Iranian.
Perhaps   because   of   this   situation,   Haspelmath   and   Tadmor  

-­

-­
vest  the  time  and  effort  needed  to  complete  the  database  and  write  a  
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nd  ed.  in  1875)  
-­

neau  1954:  285b).

-­
en  in  Burrow  1971:  540  n.  4).  And  in  1972,  Burrow  reformulated  

-­
herited  from  Indo-­European,  

93)  commented  that  these  two  efforts  made  much  smaller  the  list  

-­
-­

been   given,   but   also   Dravidian   and   Munda   explanations.   For  

In  1967,  arguing  that  there  occur  in  the     words  of  ap-­

   and      increase  with  
time,   and   that  most   of   them   are   ,   or  words   of  
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a  single  occurrence,  he  further  discusses  new  traits  of  sentence  
-­

use  made  of   the   inherited  word   iti   ‘thus.’  Both  are  comparable  
to  common  Dravidian  usage.  Along  with   the  development  of  a  

pre-­Vedic   innovations   that  “seem   to   leave   little  doubt  as   to   the  

46-­47)  also  observed  independent  of  Kuiper’s  considerations.

origin  of  most  of  the  words  sorted  out  in  his  earlier  1955  publica-­

proposed  phonological  criteria  for  distinguishing  foreign  words  
in   the  

-­
-­
-­

Burrow   or  Kuiper.  He   lists,   though,   13   of  Burrow’s   suggested  

-­

then,  with  a  small,  but  precious,  handful  of  Vedic  forms  for  which  

93-­111)  also  adds  to  Kuiper’s  listing  of  grammatical  features  in  

api .  
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Emeneau  argued  that  bilingualism  led  to  phonological,  lexical,  

instance,  Emeneau  1962).  It  is  for  such  arguments,  and  treating  

and  1974),  focus  he  inherited,  in  part,  from  American  anthropo-­

Burrow  and  Emeneau  have  collaborated  on  a  comparative  Dra-­
nd  ed.,  1984),  at  the  end  of  

  was  borrow-­

-­
.  

He  sees  loanwords  in  the  

  
3196  Ta.   -­

-­

is  no  other  evidence  of  such  close  contact.

/ .  Levitt  argues  that  this  is  the  result  of  merger  of  in-­
herited   Indo-­European  material   with   Dravidian  material.   Note  

/
-­
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Kuiper  and  Emeneau.
-­

api iti

iti

-­
-­

tures  that  conform  to  Dravidian  patterns.  Further,  he  discussed  the  

-­

-­

-­
cess  on  a  less  controversial  footing.

-­
nemes  in  some  of  the  languages  of  Central  Dravidian  and  North  

of   consonant   clusters   in  Central   and  North  Dravidian   is   paral-­

well  be  related.  I  would  argue  that  such  also  explains  the  develop-­

also  consider  Nostratic  studies  and,  in  general,  genetic  connec-­

words   that   Emeneau   considered   to   be   near   certain   loans   from  
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  4004  Ta.   pp-­,  -­tt-­),  

  
4249  Ka.   ‘sound  in  imitation  of  that  produced  

from   the   spout   of   a   vessel’  …  Te.      ‘with   a   bubbling  
noise,’  Levitt  has  argued  are  inherited  forms  within  Indo-­Euro-­

-­
ian,  but  also  in  Afroasiatic,  Austroasiatic  and  Austronesian,  and  

,  which  to  date  is  also  not  seen  to  have  secure  non-­Indic  

2.437-­438  and     2.228  argue  for  inde-­

opinion  Emeneau  criticizes),  but  also  in  Indo-­European  in  Eng.  
,      and   Lat.  

though,  is  seen  to  have  merged  with  a  form  of  Dravidian  origin  

  and   -­

form  being  the  more  convincing.
So  also,  Santali   -­

  ‘to  swell,  bloat,  puff  up’  can  be  seen  to  
  4499  Pa.     

Levitt   1989a:   101-­111,   29,   32,   2-­sided   foldout   chart).  Kramrisch  

Santali  form   ,  the  name  of  a   -­substitute  
in   the  

   ‘plough’   shares   an   ar-­
  2907  Ta.  
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,     ‘plough’  and  Austroasiatic  and  Austronesian  words  

n.  9,     3.97-­98).  

17-­19)  have  now  added  to  the  discussion  Afroasiatic,  Sumerian,  

Most  of  the  forms  considered  in  the  supporting  arguments  in  
  and     to  be  “not  

-­
ilar  assessment.

-­

  and  
,  two  of  the  forms  treated  here  as  well.

4. Metathesis

,  and  one  
set  of  the  proposed  correspondences  involved  in  the  discussion  of  

,  entail  in  one  interpretation  of  the  data  the  possibil-­
2  and  the  consonant  of  an  associated  deriva-­

3)  in  the  Dravidian  forms  in  question.
A  clear   instance  of  metathesis  of  C2  and  a  consonant-­cluster  

  +).  This  is  also  a  good  example  of  
nt

  2.312,  
3.386),  to  what   -­  and,  in  some  few  signi-­

  5.546-­547).  Such,  perhaps,  is  

-­
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  4977  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­):
  4977  Ta.   -­,   -­nt

  
   -­,   -­nt-­)  

to   stretch   oneself   as   from   laziness.  Ma.  
,  

  to  stretch  oneself.  Ko.   -­)  to  stretch  
-­)  to  stretch  the  

meander,  stretch  oneself  with  windings  of  the  limbs  …  n.  state  of  
being  bent,  curved,  etc.  …     a  bend,  curve,  winding  course  

a)   to  be  turning  round  
  curve,  circle,  ring,  twist,  the  

  twist,  entan-­
glement  …  Pa.  

  to  

The  correspondence  is  charted  in  Table  I.  
  would  be  the  

result  of  metathesis  between  C2  of  the  Dravidian  root  and  a  con-­
sonant-­cluster  -­nt 3  added  to  a  form  of  

-­V-­.  The  situation  with  regard  to  the  vowels  cannot  
-­

ian   a

1971:  35)  has  commented  must  have  been  extensive  bilingualism  
in  order   to  account   for   the  Dravidian  elements   that  entered  In-­

Dravidian  in  origin.
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TABLE  I

MANTHARA

,  2. -­,  

bent

Bharata’s  mother

Proposed  Dravidian  derivation:
  4977  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)

to  stretch  oneself  with  windings  of  the  

Through  metathesis  of  C2  and  a  
consonant-­cluster  -­nt 3.

RV -­

   2.561-­562,      2,295).   See,  

discussion  of  metathesis     5023  Kur.   :
  5023  Kur.     frog.  Malt.   -­V-­

In  Dravidian,  -­
  ‘cowdung  or  a  place  spread  with  

As  this  paper  will  demonstrate,  our  recorded  Dravidian  forms  
-­

dence  indicates  must  have  been  attached  at  one  time  to  cognate  
Dravidian  forms.  
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  would  be  the  
result  of  metathesis  of  V1C2  of  the  Dravidian  root,  and  V2  and  the  
consonant-­cluster   -­ 3   added   to   this  

,  p.  762b).
Metathesis  of  V1C1  in  Dravidian  roots  beginning  with  V-­,  and  

of  V1C2   in   roots   beginning  with  C-­,   has   been   demonstrated   to  

-­
tathesis  of  C2C3   1080  Kui  

-­p t   
-­p    4761   Ta.  

-­   1337  
Ta.     …  Pa.  

  2334  Ta.   -­,  
3 -­,   ,  with  metathesis  of  

-­ -­  to  -­ 2C3  appears  to  
be  indicated  for  North  Dravidian  in,  for  example,  Malto  in     
1285  Ta.   -­ ,   ,     …  Malt.  

  11  Ta.   -­,  
-­nt e

in     1996  Kur.   e -­),  Malt.   ,  cross-­referenced  
with     1366  Ta.   ).3
a   clear   example  of  metathesis  of  V1C1   in  North  Dravidian   in   a  
probable  relationship  between     1517  Kur.   ,  Malt.     
‘pig’  and   771  Ka.   ,     

4

sources.  These  words  show  several  North  Dravidian  phonological  

3   Ta.     =  Kur.  Malt.  
4   =  Kur.  Malt.  s
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-­

  and  one  set  of   the  proposed  cor-­
,   such  

2  in  its  new  po-­
-­

due   to   loss   of  C2 2  

evident  in     4723  Ta.   -­,   -­)  …     
…      and  Ka.   ,     …   ,   but   also  Ka.   ,  

,   -­
,   the  

14.15  below.

-­  or  
t

66).  This  results  in  the  lengthening  of  the  radical  vowel.  He  also  
notes  opinion  that  in  some  cases  forms  that  seem  to  be  later  and  

Mutation  Rule.”

to  be  reconstructable  within  Proto-­Dravidian,  and  to  continue  as  
a  change  in  sub-­groups  and  languages  in  later  periods.  
Examples  are     4410  Ta.   ,     …:  Ta.     and     

4886  Ta.   pp-­,  -­nt-­),   -­,  -­nt-­):  Ta.   pp-­,  -­nt-­).
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158 Indologica Taurinensia, 37 (2011)

radical  vowel.  See,  for   instance,   the  example  from     4723  
Ta.  

Tamil,  with  elision  of  a  medial   .

loans  from  Dravidian.

L )  with     4603  
Ma.   .  This  is  an  instance  in  which  we  have  a  clear  example  

   2.344).      mentions,   “perhaps  
apa-­  composition?).”  Also  with  question,     mentions  the  

connection  of  this  form  in     with  

  ‘strip-­
ling,’  etc.).  

  is  not  an  a-­  negative  
  56c,  for  instance,  but  rather  

-­
tation   led   to   a   form     he  understood   to  
be  a  negative  formation  in  apa-­.  “As  soon  as  the  meaning  of  the  
second  element  in     was  lost,  this  negative  form  in  apa

a

second  element  of  which  began  with  pa
po-­”  in     is  a  

small,  blunt,  dull.’
Consider,   though,   the   Telugu   form  

  4603:
  4603  Ma.  

  little  girl.  Tu.   ,  
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   lass.  Te.  
-­

  with  loss  of  the  second  

,  

  are  related  to   ,     which  contains  

  girl,  wife.  Also,  
  

‘father.’  As   ,  
of  endearment  used  to  little  children  or  inferiors.’  Also,  Ma.  ap
pan  ‘father,’  
for  Kannada,  as  well.  It  can  be  suggested  here  that     and  

-­
  

4603  Ma.   ,   .
  ‘hog’  

),   )  with     771  Ka.   :
   771  Ka.     wild   hog.   Te.   ,      wild  

,   .   9,  

  ‘hog,’  on  the  basis  of  the  evi-­

)  there  is  a  loss  of  the  
initial  vowel.  The  later  borrowing,  of  course,  merged  with  a  pre-­

.  See     
  opines,  “Not  clear.”  

  with  Austroasiatic  forms  for  ‘an  un-­castrated  boar.’
   and  one   set   of   the  proposed  

,  

forms  themselves.
One  possible  clear  example  of  such  an  occurrence  is  in  Brahui  

forms  for  ‘lizard’  in     1338  Ta.   ,   :
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  1338  Ta.   ,     lizard.  Ma.     lizard,  esp.  
.  Ka.   ,     big  lizard.  

Tu.     a  poi-­
.  

1173).   Br.   ,   ,   ,   in   ,   etc.   rough   lizard  

but  also  provide  forms  of  appropriate  shape  that  might  serve  as  
  

RV1,  VS1
  
-­

   instead   of      or     

-­ )  
-­  into  contact  with  the  -­ .  This  would  require  

-­
rable  to  Br.   and  

-­
  ‘swift  animal.’

With  regard  to  this  form,  
also     1.227).
Other  examples  in  

for  example,     1902  Tu.   -­
  2814  Ta.   -­,   -­nt-­)   for  Brahui,   and     329  

Ta.   -­),     3955  Tu.   u,     4226  Ta.  
,     4341  Ta.     etc.,  and     4616  Ta.   ,   for  

example,  for  within  Proto-­Dravidian  itself.  Such  data  is  referred  

The  clearest  examples  comparable  to  the  situations  that  appear  to  
  and  one  of  the  sets  of  proposed  

  are  
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,   .  
AV1,  E   -­

,  a  derivative,  

  2.369,  3.702).  With  question,     notes  Turner’s  
   ‘moon’  on   the  ba-­

sis  of  the  Sindhi  forms     ‘passionate’  and     ‘moon.’  
,  

43)  who  argued  that     is  an  epithet  of  the  sun,  of  which  the  

the  moon,  but  never  the  sun.  The  two  values  are  antithetical  and  

points  out  that  Middle  Indic  also  distinguishes     and   .  
-­

,  which  Turner  would  relate  to  OSl.     
‘testicle.’  Burrow  points  out,  though,  that  there  is  in     
3.1.2   the  word      ‘egg.’  That   this  word  shows  no   trace  of  an  -­ -­  

“spontaneous  cerebralization,”   there  is  no  need  to  assume  an  -­ -­   to  
explain  the  -­

  and   ,  Burrow  remains  neutral.  

-­
,  note  Kur.     in     276  

Ta.   -­,   -­)  and  the  Kui  forms   ,   ,     list-­
ed  with  question  in     3115  Ta.   -­,   -­).  

   etc.   with      276   Ta.   -­,  
-­)  and     3115  Ta.   -­,   -­):
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  276  Ta.   -­,   -­)   to  burn,  glow,   shine,  be  

,  

   that  
  

-­)   to  
  af-­
  

   to   burn   as  with  

).  To.  as  
Ka.   -­),  

  state  
,  

-­  to  burn.  Tu.     to  burn,  blaze,  
,     

hot  season,  summer.  Te.   -­

Ko.)   -­
it t

  to  feel  pain  in  the  soles  of  the  

-­ -­
t-­  which  such  

:
  3115  Ta.   -­,  

  heat,  
   glowing   coals.  

Te.  t )   
-­)   to  

-­,   -­  
  burning  coals.  

,  
.  
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  id.  Kui   ,   ,     live  coal,  embers  
:  

  276  and,  as  noted  above,  the  Kui  
forms   in  
question.

  would  provide  a  form  with  initial   -­,  as  
postulated  to  exist.
The   correspondence   is   charted   in   Table   II.   Such   a   semantic  

-­
-­  instead  of  -­ -­  is  discussed  below  

-­s),   one   of  

name     ‘ L   or  

  210  Ta.   :
   210   Ta.   ,   )      oleander,  

   fetid   tree,   .  Ma.   ,     

-­  >  Ø  as  in  South  

-­:  
t

/-­ -­
en  together  provide  us  with  a  parallel  formation  to  that  argued  for  

  etc.  and     276  and     3115.  
  

-­   is   the  
result  of     +  nt  >   ,  as  mentioned  above  in  section  2.  Further,  we  

nt-­   to  a  new  
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-­  formed  through  metathesis  of  what  would  appear  to  be  
in  the  extant  South  Dravidian  forms  an  original  C1  and  C2,  with  
euphonic  combination.
I  must  note  that  Dr.  Allan  Thrasher  has  objected  to  me  with  

   on   the   grounds   that   -­

  etc.  with-­
does  occur  as  an  ending  on  forms  in  

.  See,  for  instance,  Te.     in     1303  Ta.     
-­),  Te.     in   ,  and  Te.     

in     1851  Ta.   .  Further,  the  connection  here  is  semanti-­

I  should  also  point  out  that  
for  plants   that  must  exist.   I  have  extracted   from     all   terms  
with  -­ .    

in  Table  II  along  with  the  charting  of  the  correspondences  in  the  
  etc.  and  the  proposed  Dravidian  

  276  and     3115.
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TABLE  II

Proposed  Dravidian  derivation:
  276  Ta.   -­,   -­)

-­ -­
  3115  Ta.   -­,   -­)

-­ -­
  276  and     3115  cross-­referenced  in     on  assumption  of  original  

t-­.)

violent
cruel  
impetuous

  276,  Ta.  
Ka.  Tu.).  Compare  also,  perhaps,  such  meanings  as:  to  suffer,  be  in  distress,  

  276,  Ta.  Ma.  Ka.  Te.)

hot   276,  Ta.  Ma.  Ka.  
  

  3115,  Ta.  Te.  Kol.  Pa.)

ardent  with  passion   276,  Ta.  Ma.  Ka.)

  276,  Ta.)

In  compound,  also:
harsh

  276,  Ta.  Tu.)

In  major  derivatives:

warmth   3115,  Ta.)

  276,  Ta.)

Perhaps  compare  

  276  

road.

Compare  also:

  ‘the  sun’   276,  Ta.)

nt-­  to  a  root  ending  
with  -­ ,  with  euphonic  combination.

Proposed  Dravidian  derivation:
  210  Ta.   ,   )   -­ -­

-­  >  Ø,  as  in  South  Dravidian.)

nt-­  to  a  root  ending  
with  -­   or  -­

nt -­  formed  through  metathesis  and  what  would  appear  
to  be  in  the  extant  South  Dravidian  forms  C1  and  C2,  together  with  euphonic  

1.
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an  associated  form  with  -­ -­.     3.151,  155  judges  these  forms  to  

-­
,  

,  Ma.   id.  But  he  and  Emeneau  leave  these  forms  out  
of     and   .  In  1972,  he  and  Emeneau  list  Ka.   ,     

478a).  Ka.     etc.  are  not  mentioned  in  this  location.
  with     1337  Ta.   :

  1337  Ta.  
,     cancer  
,  

i/

with  question.

thesis  of  this  paper  with  regard  to  euphonic  combination,  the  Tulu  

of     +  nt,  and  perhaps     +  t.5  Tu.   ,  thus,  can  be  seen  to  
,  except  Tu.     has  

not  undergone   loss  of  C2  and  vowel  contraction.  The  Kui   form  
2  and  vowel  contraction,  

,   though   this  shows  a  
form  with  -­ dda

-­
  as  develop-­

ing  from     +  t
note  5  above).  However,  if  the  Kannada,  Telugu  etc.  forms  with  

5   +  nt  >   ,  pronounced  in  modern  
  +  t  >     or   ,     pronounced  

  being  realized  in  a  number  of  Central  
Dravidian  languages  as  d
97,  and  97  n.  21).
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-­ -­  mentioned  above  as  having  been  removed  from  the  Dravidian  

Dravidian  forms,  such  an  explanation  would  not  maintain.  Such  

-­    there  is,  of  course,   the  addition  of  
-­nt -­  instead  of  -­ -­  is  discussed  below  
in  section  8.
Of  note  with  regard  to  the  interpretation  of  some  of  the  data  

2  and  C3  are,  as  noted  
in  place,  Ta.     in     210  Ta.     1337  
Ta.   ,  the  Parji  form   .

  in  an  association  
-­

  2.131).

VS,  B  +)  as  well.
  1.170,  

  version  10,  
6)  understands  it  to  be  an  example  of  an  Austroasiatic  “Para-­

-­/ -­,  without  providing  a  
comparable  Austroasiatic  form.
The  form  occurs  as  a  name  of  a  man  in     1.112.6.

  to  have  near  certain  Dra-­

over  55  are  the  names  of  fauna.  These  are  cross-­referenced  with  

  lists  as  

6   The  reference  to  this  form  on  p.  10  in  the  1999  printing  appears  to  have  been  omitted  
due  to  a  printing  error  in  Witzel  2001  on  p.  13.

indologica 2011.indb   167 08/11/13   12:23



168 Indologica Taurinensia, 37 (2011)

  with     2070  Ta.   :
  2070  Ta.  

  jujube  tree.  Ka.   ,   -­ ,   -­   
  Willd.  Tu.   -­   id.  Te.   )     id.  

Indicated  is  stem  reduplication  in  which  -­ -­  >  -­ -­  as  occurs  in  
-­

ian,  and  throughout  Dravidian  in  various  languages,  -­ -­  >  -­ -­,  or  
-­ -­  instead  
of  -­ -­  as  in  the  stem  of  the  borrowed  form.

  
),   -­

1959-­69/1.531).     3.64,   though,  opines  that   the  form  is  prob-­
  1.169,  the  form  

-­
ian  which  explains  the  otherwise  problematic  -­
form,  and  which  at  the  same  time  explains  other  meanings  carried  

  etc.  in  the  various  meanings  of  these  
forms  to     2049  Ta.   ,     2050  Ta.   ,     2051  
Ta.   ,     2052  Ta.   ,  
Ta.   ,     2055  Ta.   ,     2056  Ta.   -­),  

  2063  Ta.   -­),  and     2069  Ta.   .  To  fa-­
ciliate  comparison,   this  data   is  charted  in  Table  III  with  a   lim-­

-­

number  of  instances.

indologica 2011.indb   168 08/11/13   12:23



169Stephan Hillyer Levitt, Sanskrit -ndr- and Dravidian

TABLE  III

Problematic.  Often  said  to  be  cognate  with  
.

Proposed  Dravidian  derivation:
   2049,      2050,  

  2051,     2052,  
   2055,      2056,   2063,  

  2069,  depending  on  meaning.  Required  
for   derivation   is   reduplication   in  which      >     

Dravidian,   and   throughout  Dravidian   in  vari-­
ous  languages,     >   ,  or   ).

,     female  
).

   2051  Ta.   ,     

  2052  Ta.     pincers.  Ma.     tongs.  
Ka.  
Compare   in   the   context   of      1843   Ta.  

   pincers,   forceps,   crab.   Te.      a  
-­ -­

compare  in  the  context  of     2064  Ta.     
  

sting   of   a   wasp,   hornet,   scorpion,   claws   of   a  
)-­,  freq.  as-­

)

the  curved  end  of  the  beam  of  a  balance  

-­   curved  or  bent  edge  
-­ -­

-­)   to  
  

bend,   curve.   Kui  
-­

   -­   cucumber.

a  pair  of  compasses  in  a  particular  position  
L

  corner.  Ka.     angle,  
  cor-­

ner,  etc.,  point  of  the  compass.  Tu.  
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L   2069  Ta.   -­
-­

ticles.  Ma.  
,   -­

nel.  Tu.     

/o /o -­
)-­,  -­ -­,  -­

Also,  perhaps:

L    2049   Ta.  

also,  Ta.     bird’s  crest.  Ko.     crest  of  a  
bird.  Tu.  

o

-­   
2063  Ta.   -­
bourine),  hammer  …  To.   -­)  to  tap  

  wood-­
/o

L    2050   Ta.      creeper,   umbilical   cord.  
Ma.     creeper,  what  is  long  and  thin,  umbili-­

L    on   all   fours,  
bent  double.

,  
L Ta.   -­    folded  arm.  Ma.   -­   bent  

arm.  Ka.   ,   ,   -­
,  
-­)  

,   ).

   2055   or      2056.      2055  
Ta.     cruel,  severe,  Ma.  

   2056  Ta.  
shiver  with  cold.  Ma.  
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Indo-­European  form  with  reduplicated  Dravidian  forms.
RV  +),  ‘ich-­

B

VS,  B)   is  cognate  with  Indo-­European  forms  meaning  ‘brown,  
  2.409-­

410,  
-­

plant,  or  perhaps  to  the  
referents.  The  most  frequent  color  attribution  to   ,  of  course,  

,  which  has  a  color  range  of  ‘reddish  brown,  brown,  
   compare  

-­
cation  of   ),  
the   juice   of   the  

In   this   context,   compare      4232   Ta.      and     
5490  Ta.   :

  4232  Ta.  
   dun   color.  Ka      shine,  
-­ -­

  as  a  color  attribution  of  and  an  
RV  1.140.6,  RV -­

text  of  references  to     as  a  bull  of  such  colors  as   RV  
9.2.6,  RV

  4310  Ta.  
Ma.   n)  

.  Te.     bown,  
3)  

  1931  Ta.  
red  or  brown,  but  also  applied  to  animals,  e.g.  Ta.  
colored  bull,  Ta.   -­

  5490  Ta.  
.  Ma.   ,   ,     civet  cat.  Etc.  But  also,  

To.  
,  

Malt.   -­ i/
Required   in  both   instances  would  be  methathesis  of  V1C2  of  
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the  root,  etc.,  as  is  indicated  as  well  in  Br.   ,   in  Brahui  
forms  for  the  names  of  lizards,  referred  to  above  in  section  5.  To  

-­

and  solve  this  problem.  Further,  should  there  have  been  a  merger  

  and   -­/ -­  due  to  these  latter  forms’  as-­
sociation  with      >  
North  Dravidian  

-­

,   -­

1 /1

  ‘cowdung,  or  a  place  
L),  the  lending  language  on  the  basis  of  present  

with  other  forms  in     5082  Ta.   -­):
  5082  Ta.   -­

  

,  
   to   anoint,   wax,   varnish,   daub   a   place  
  anointing,  varnish,  daubing,  polishing.  

Ir.     wax.  …  Ko.   -­)   to  cleanse  
-­)   to   smear   with  
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-­  
) ,     

  to  paint  cattle  for  the  Pola  or  Diwali  fes-­

-­  to  ap-­

t-­)  to  rub  and  clean  utensils  with  ashes,  
etc.  Kui  

h

holes,  etc.  Br.   -­
)

  or   .  Nor  
does  

L),  the  lending  language  on  the  basis  of  present  evi-­
-­   ‘bow’  in     

  with  regard  to  meaning  and  form.  Required  for  

  =  Ta.   .  
On  account  of  the  length  of  this  listing  in   -­
sentative  example  of  forms  are  given  here:

-­

-­ -­ -­   
-­ -­

-­   bent  
-­

  elbow.  Ka.   ,   ,  
  

)   ,   ,   -­
-­   a  

-­
  is  not  
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clear.  
  

of  
be  narrowed  down   to   two  or   three  possibilities,   such  as  on   the  

-­

-­

indicate   that   the   lending   language  or   languages  had  undergone  

-­  >   -­  >  p -­
-­/

in     4729  Ta.   -­   rather   than  initial   -­.  
B  +),  

B),  
B   +),     
AV1

The  initial  
-­  and  
simpler  of  these,  and  therefore  the  more  preferable,  is  that  it  re-­

-­   to   -­   in  ancient  Iranian  and  Indo-­

-­   >   Br.  
-­

ed.  While   the  vowel   in   the  examples  here   is  not  a   front  vowel,  

Dravidian  development.  The  alternations  here  are  clear.  Note  in  
this  regard  Krishnamurti’s  1961  example  of  Te.     ‘to  crum-­
ble’:  Br.   -­  ‘to  crumble.’  This  Brahui  form  has  been  left  out  of  

.  See     4975  Ta.   ,     5008  Ta.   -­,  
-­nt-­),  and   ,  p.  756b.

-­
strated  in  this  paper  enable  us  to  propose  in  this  context  between  
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RV  +)  and  the  form  Ta.     ‘lo-­
tus’  in     4997  Ta.   -­,  -­nt pp-­,  -­tt-­).  This  Tamil  form  
is  included  in  

  
AV

  

-­

  2.300-­301,  3.759,     

nt -­,  

have  been  added  in  Tu.     prior  to  the  addition  of  other  
  1337  Ta.   ).  In  this  in-­
-­,  is  attested  to  in  the  Ta-­

p-­  instead  of   -­.  One  is   -­  ~   -­  >  p
p-­  instead  of  

-­

standing  in  compounds  for   ,   ,  and  

,     
   ‘a   large  

B  +),   B),  but  
B  +)  and  the  related   -­

B  +),  v.l.   S3

-­  >  -­s-­.  Another  instance  in  which  we  appear  to  have  a  
North  Dravidian   phonological   development   is   in   evidence   in   a  

AV,   ,   )   and      1842   Ta.   -­   >   -­s-­   as   in  
-­

ment  see  DEDR,  pp.  xii-­xiii 2003:  

146

  1517  Kur.   ,  Malt.     ‘pig’  in  section  4  above.
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  1842  Ta.  
Ma.   ,      log,   stump,  gnarled  

   log.  Ko.     
club,  bar  of  door,  log.  To.  

   log   of  
   small   piece   of  wood.  Tu.  

,     a  small   log  of  
wood.  Te.  

/o -­ /o -­

  1.247,     1.382).
-­

North  Dravidian  and  Central  Dravidian.  Together  with  the  above  

-­
velopments  are:

-­  >  -­ -­.  This  development  has  been  noted  with  regard  to  
VS,  B

-­   >   -­ -­.  This   development   is   required   for   the   proposed  
-­/ -­,   RV  

+),   RV  +),  and  
S   +),   and   perhaps   for  

-­

-­
ndh   and  

.   Such   suggests   perhaps   Dravidian   post-­nasal  

v.  C1V1C2-­V2 3)  C3-­  >  C1 3)  C3-­.  What  is  referred  

feature  of  Proto-­Dravidian  residual  throughout  Dravidian  in  in-­
stances  in  which  C2 ,  and  in  which  

notes  additional  medial  consonants  that  seem  to  be  lost  at  times.  
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in  which  this  process  seems  to  have  occurred  appear  throughout  
Dravidian,  setting  up  alternate  roots.  What  is  referred  to  here  as  

  329  Ta.  
p   4226  

Ta.   a/e -­    
  

   4341   Ta.   -­ -­ -­  

Such  a  process  appears  to  have  been  present  in  North  Dravid-­

established   in      is   scant.  Thus,  Br.   ,   ,      in  
  1338  Ta.   ,   -­ -­

,  Malt.  
  in     1902  Tu.   -­  etc.  …  

-­   in     
4902  Ta.   a/ /o -­
Also,  consider     1818  Ta.     ‘tube,  bone  …’  and     

2188  Kur.   ,  Malt.     ‘bone’  through  loss  in     2188  of  
the  medial  -­   1818  Te.   ,   ,   ,  

).  And  consider     1910  Ta.     ‘ ’  
and     2072  Kur.   ,  Malt.     ‘

-­  +  -­t-­  or  -­tt-­).

  etc.,  as  noted  in  sec-­
tion   5   above,  Kui   ,   ,      in      3115   Ta.     

-­,   -­)  and  Kur.     in     276  Ta.   -­,  
-­)  …   -­).  The  latter,  while  not  providing  ap-­

   etc.   in  North  

Dravidian  and  North  Dravidian  with  regard  to  what  I  see  to  be  

loss  had  occurred  in  Dravidian  one,  though,  does  demonstrate  in  
cognate  Dravidian   forms   the   appropriate   alternate   root.  This   is  
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RV1,  VS1)  for  which  an  appropriate  
alternate  root  is  present  in  Brahui.  A  marginal  exception  to  this  

,   -­
ternate  roots  cannot  be  found  elsewhere  in  Dravidian  with  a  single  
exception  in  which  the  appropriate  alternate  root  is  in  Brahui  per-­

-­

have  been  withdrawn  as  being  too  far  from  certain.  Compare  the  
listing  in  Burrow’s  article  with  the  listing  of  cross-­referenced  San-­

cross-­referenced  with  Dravidian  forms  in  
too,  was  withdrawn   for   .  With   regard   to   ,   see     
2.416-­418,  

-­

-­  >   -­  >  

-­  >   -­,  or  
RV

,  

unwarranted   from   the  vantage  of   the  data  being  presented  here,  

  5206,  p.  762a)  show  a  similar  development.
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- + -nt-

form  with  Dravidian  cognates  that  reconstruct  such  as  to  contain  
,  used  to  refer  to  vari-­

.  

containing  cognates  that  might  reconstruct  so  as  to  contain  PDr  

form  containing  cognates  that  reconstruct  to  a  root  that  ends  with  
-­   and  to  which  there  must  have  been  added  with  euphonic  com-­

nt-­,  are  both  established.
There   is,  however,  variation  with   regard   to   the   realization   in  

,   but   ,   but   also      and  perhaps,  
,  but  also   ,   ,  and  

the  certain  derivation  of  which  cannot  be  arrived  at,   ,  but  
also   ,  but  also  
-­nd ,  but  also   -­  and   tand-­,  but  also   -­.  

  >     and  
.  There  

ndh-­   is   still  another  

,  
  for     is  that  we  

  >     in  the  
forms  concerned,  or  rather  whether  it  is  euphonic  combination  of  
-­ -­  +  -­nt   >  

,  and  with  regard  to  one  of   the  sets  of  
-­  and   .  The  resulting  euphon-­

ic  combination  cannot  be  explained  otherwise.  But  is  such  also  
involved   in   ,   ,   and  

  5313  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  
and      5308   Ta.   .   The   initial  
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word  can  be  explained  on  the  basis  of  the  alternation  that  occurs  
between   -­  and  

-­

-­

   5313   Ta.   -­,   -­nt-­)   to   surround,   hover   around,  
pp-­,   -­tt-­)   to  

,      circle,  circum-­

-­)   to   surround,   encompass.   Ma.      to  
   sur-­
   ring,  

  bracelet.  Ko.  
  all  around.  To.   f t-­)  

  buffaloes   that  are  driven   to   funeral  with  buf-­
  

  circle,  bangle.  Ka.  

or  encompassing,  what  surrounds,  state  of  being  circuitous,  one  

  bangle,   ring.  Tu.      to  enclose,  
surround,  besiege.  Te.  

  5308  Ta.     mass,  mul-­
  

  clan.  Te.     

-­ -­
The  correspondence  is  charted  in  Table  IV.

,  pp.  480b,  
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762c)   that      5313  Ta.   -­,   -­nt
  

‘bracelet,  ring,  girdle,  circle,  circumference.’  
  

is  to  be  connected  rather  with     4677  Ta.  
Ka.  

543-­544)  opted  instead  for  a  connection  with  OSl.     ‘testicle.’  
Neither  Burrow’s  original  suggestion  nor  the  Indo-­European  sug-­

-­
ent  as  the  suggestion  here,  it  ought  be  emphasized.
Whether  it  is  -­ -­  or  -­ -­  that  underlies  the  Dravidian  form  that  
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TABLE  IV

2.294).
Proposed  Dravidian  derivation:

  5313  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)

  5308  Ta.  
-­ -­

  5313:

a  circle

circumference

a  ring

-­
chase),  buffaloes  that  are  driven  to  funeral  with  

a  globe

an  orb

a  ball

a  wheel

halo  round  sun  or  moon

-­  and  derivatives,  esp.  
  ‘bracelet,  armlet,  ring,  girdle,  circle,  circum-­

  

near  and  distant  neighbors

,   ,  both  ifc.  often  =  ‘surrounded  

-­
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  5308:

multitude,  assemblage,  troop,  retinue,  

  ‘multitude,  swarm.’)

Through  Dravidian  alternation  of     ~   ,  and  ad-­
nt-­  to  a  root  ending  

with  -­   or  -­   with  euphonic  combination.

to  Dravidian  forms  which  contain  -­ -­  that  cannot  be  attributed  
to   euphonic   combination.   Thus,   ,   but   also     
and  
that  -­ndh-­  was  also  a  realization  of  the  consonant-­cluster  that  is  

Certain  explanation  of  this  data  is  impossible  at  present.  Apparent  
is  that  the  euphonic  combination  of  -­ -­  and  -­nt-­  followed  the  devel-­

-­  within  the  Dravidian  languages  concerned  to  some  

tand-­,   -­  and   ,     and   ,  for  example.

i.  Within  the     itself  we  have  evidence  for     +  nt
-­nd-­,  -­ -­,  -­ -­,  -­ -­,  and  -­ -­.  
Within  the  
-­ndh-­.  This  amounts  to  almost  all  our  variation.

  +  nt -­  in  forms  that  en-­

These  stand  beside  forms  with  -­ -­,   -­ -­,   -­ -­,  and  perhaps  
-­ndh-­.
iii.   Variant   realizations   of   the   Dravidian   forms   concerned  

stand  beside  one  another  throughout  our  data.  Thus,     be-­
side      and      etc.   and   -­   beside,   in   one  

tand   beside   .
Perhaps  part  of  the  explanation  is  to  be  attributed  to     +  CDrN-­

Dr   -­
-­

tions  as     beside     and     beside   .
That  the  data  indicates  more  than  one  lending  language  is  al-­
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,  which  
  in  ref-­

erence  to  the  name  of  a  class  of  demons,  and  that  we  do  not  get  

data  as  -­ -­  and  perhaps  -­ndh-­  as  the  result  of  the  euphonic  com-­
bination  in  discussion,  point  toward  a  merger  in  the  lending  lan-­

-­,  as  noted,  such  as  occurred  in  Tulu,  

-­

The  variation  that  occurs  within  the  same  form  within  a  given  piece  

within  the  same  period  of  literature,  however,  requires  explanation.
Possible  is  dialect  or  idiolect  variation  within  Dravidian.  Such  

tand-­,  
-­,   ,  

and     being  a  variant  reading  for   .  

equivalents  for  disconsonant  Dravidian  sounds.  A  Central  Dra-­
vidian  and  North  Dravidian  conjunct  such  as  -­ -­,  for  example,  
can  be  expected  to  have  created  problems  from  the  standpoint  of  

ndh-­  in  such  
forms  as     and  
72)  regards   ,    for  
an  “inserted  
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- and -nt-

nt -­)   has   been  
:

1 L   ‘auspi-­
L -­  ‘to  be  or  render  fortunate,  to  do  an  auspi-­
L

L).  This  correspondence  is  disucussed  in  context  in  the  discus-­

AV    ‘dull-­
  +).  This  correspondence  is  

,   ,  
and   -­/

).  The  forms  are  as-­

  3.150,  155).
,   ,   L

),   ).  The  euphonic  combination  here  
ndh-­  and  -­ -­,  and  -­ -­.  Compare     

-­

‘horse.’  For  a  clear  explanation  of  the  Central  Dravidian  forms  in  
-­

  2.2:  414a,  all  relate  
Ta.      to   Ta.  

  1705).
See  also     2.2:  412a  where  

).
Ta.  

  2.2:  506a).
Thus,  Ta.   .  This  provides  us  with  a  clear  

explanation  of  the  -­
nt-­  added.
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,   ,  and   ,  note  that  in  Dra-­
vidian  -­ -­  and  -­ nt-­.  

nt-­,   -­ -­,   and  
-­
-­nt-­  and  one  of  the  forms  with  -­ -­,  with  euphonic  combination  in  
force.

t-­  in  metatheti-­

White  Horse,”   the  name  of   the  10th
come,  which  incarnation  is  seated  on  a  white  horse  with  a  drawn  

-­

word,  of  Dravidian  origin.

   fame,  
-­

V  +),   AV
th  c.  A.D.  -­  12th  c.  A.D.),’  Pallava  ‘name  of  a  

rd th

6th  to  mid-­8th  c.  A.D.).’
  622c  to  be  a  denominative  verbal  

form  of   -­
ern).     2.124  understands  it  as  an  -­ -­  form  of  
of   -­  ‘to  bring  over  or  to,  rescue,  save,  protect,  etc.’

B -­
  616a,  

.

Ta.   ,   though      3996  
cross-­references   the  forms   it   lists   in   that   location  with   those   in  

  as  having  probable  ultimate  Dra-­

   ‘protector’   a  Dravidian   rule  of  morphophonemics:  
bases  with  a   long  vowel  +  short  consonant  alternate  with  basis  

1)VC2 1) C2C2-­  
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ending  with  -­ nt-­  to  a  dialectical  form  
in  which  -­   and  -­
More  problematic  are:

L),     
L),   -­  ‘to  burst,  

pha S1,  L),  
L).

-­

,  however,     2.202  notes  that  
pha   seems  to  be  
  3898  Ta.  

paunch,  etc.’  See,  however,     3.348,  349,  which  opines   that  

  4004  Ta.   -­,  -­tt

however,  it  has  been  provided  with  an  Indo-­European  derivation  
  2.201).  The  relationship  of  

  ‘fruit’  and  the  surrounding  contro-­

forms   here   chance?   Or,   perhaps   parallel   to   one   interpretation  

evident  in   -­

pha ,     2.391,  3.765.
One  does  have  in     4013  Ta.   -­ -­   onomatopo-­

-­

meaning  ‘the  sound  produced  when  an  earthen  vessel  with  wa-­
pha   and  
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  3898  represented  here,  
-­?7

   and   ,   and  
,   ,   ,  and  such  forms  as     noted  in  the  dis-­

-­
-­/-­ -­  appears  to  be  involved,  in  alternation  with  a  common  

nt-­.  With  regard  to  the  alternation  of  -­ -­/-­ -­  in  
-­

   +),   ‘ground,   soil,  
  +),  

),   ):      ‘an  
  +),  

B,  S).     1261c  

-­,   from  which   the   other   forms   noted   here   are   derived.     
,  

  3.525,     2.764).

.   Perhaps,  
   in   this   fashion?  Could   the   form  be   a  Dravid-­

nt-­  or  -­ -­  had  been  added  and  

  and  the  associa-­
,  however,  argue  

for  a  genuine  Dravidian  origin,  and  support  for  the  present  thesis.
viii.  A  comparable  situation  in  which  another  common  Dravid-­

t-­,  is  added  to  a  stem  ending  in  -­
a

RV

term   RV  +)  
-­+-­t-­+  -­a).

  
3.366-­367,   ,  though,  is  considered  not  to  have  

  2.650).

7 

-­.
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-­  +  
-­t-­  >  -­ -­,  -­ -­  +  -­t-­  >  -­
be  pronounced,  the  ‘ ’  here  being  pronounced  with  two  taps.  Voic-­

This   explanation,   it   is   to   be   noted,   contradicts   Fortunatov’s  

the  results  of  -­ -­  +  -­nt -­
-­  merge  in  North  Dravidian,  which  

of  euphonic  combiation,  and  which  explains  variant  realizations  
-­  +  -­nt-­  in  such  forms  as   ,  pha ,  and  

variant  realization,  but  of  -­ -­  +  -­t-­.

  caste  names  are  often  translated  as  “In-­

corresponding  to  the     class.  

  
  5536  Ta.     ‘dart,  spear,  lance,  

-­).  The  -­
t

,  is,  as  has  been  noted,  a  common  Dravid-­
-­
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10. Aspiration

-­/ -­  
through   the  mediation  of  Dravidian   is  

-­/ -­  through  the  me-­
diation  of  Dravidian,  and  not  with  the  more  basic  Indo-­European  

nth

nt-­.

-­  was  realized  in  
ndh -­

gesting  Dravidian  post-­nasal  plosives  was  mentioned  in  that  place.
We  have  observed  also  that  for  the  consonant-­cluster  which  re-­

sults  from  the  euphonic  combination  of  -­ -­  and  -­nt-­  in  Dravidian,  

which   include   -­ -­   and,   perhaps   demonstrating  merger  with  
-­,   -­ndh

containing   an   aspirate   are   indicated,   are   :   ,     
and   :   ,   ,   .
It  is  not  clear  at  this  time  whether  this  data  is  to  be  understood  to  

demonstrate  phonological  developments  within  Dravidian,  or  to  re-­

11. Vowels

-­
-­

proposed  correspondences  in  this  paper  have  been  observed  with  

Thus:  a  >   ,     1107  Ta.   ,   ,  
a  >   ,  o,     4712  Ta.   ,   ,   i/e  >  
a,     2759  Ta.     …  Ka.   e  >  a,     3414  
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Ta.   ,   e  >  a,   ,     3732  Ka.   ,  
e ,   /o  >  a,     4987  Ta.     …  

Ka.   o  >  a,     5106  Ta.  
o  >   ,     3507  Ta.  tonti ,   o  >   ,  

  4452  Ta.  po pp-­,  -­tt ).

12. Merger

-­
cept  of  semantic  extension  to  explain  the  broad  range  of  meanings  

the  broad  range  of  meanings  is,  however,  indisputable.  This  is  par-­

  and   -­/ -­  indicate  

a  root  of  Indo-­European  origin.  The  data  for  this  merger  is  par-­
  in  its  infrequent  meaning  ‘charming,  

-­
-­/ -­  in  one  of  its  

Dravidian  derived  meanings.
.  

   in  its  citable  sense  ‘sectar-­
  

  as  ‘tiger’  can  be  demonstrated  here  to  be  based  on  a  
merger  of   this   form  with  a   form  derived   from     4307  Ta.  

nt-­  had  been  added:
  4307  Ta.   ,     tiger.  Ma.     id.  Ko.     id.  To.   ,  

)  id.  Ka.     id.  Tu.     id.  
Te.   ,   ,     leopard,  cheetah.  Kol.  

a ),     
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3)   ,  

  for   -­
bination  of  -­ -­  and  -­nt -­

  with  
p  >  h-­  in  mid.  and  mod.  Kannada)  

  3.327-­328).
.   In  

  3311  
Ta.  
he  connects  it  rather  with  an  Indo-­European  root   -­  with  a  nasal  

-­
ization”).     1.509-­510  opines  that  the  word  in  this  meaning  

In   the   word’s  meaning   ‘ ,’   however,   it   is  
-­    ‘

-­

  2399  Ka.   :
  2399  Ka.   ,   ,   ,   ,  

cucumber,      cucumber.   Tu.  
,   ,   ,  

at-­,  -­ -­,  -­

-­

  1.511,     1.654,  3.249).
Other  meanings  associated  with  this  form  and  its  derivatives,  

result  of  merger.
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  in  two  of  its  

-­ ),’  with  the  
  1669  Ta.     ‘depth,  pond  …  deep  cav-­

  2081  Ta.     ‘tuft  …  tuft  of  hair,’  
,  p.  760a).  

Merger  of  Dravidian  forms  with  forms  of  Indo-­European  deri-­

  in  its  meaning  ‘an  
iron  mallet,’  which  in  this  meaning  was  provided  with  an  Indo-­

-­

  
1651   Ta.      ‘waterpot,’      1655   Ta.      ‘house,’   and  

   1883  Ta.      ‘nest,   birdcage,   coop  …   trap   for   catching  
wild  animals.’  Merger  has  also  been  argued  for  an  Indo-­European  

/

-­  has  

Such  merger,  of  course,  is  in  clear  evidence  in  situations  of  lan-­
guage  contact.  Compare,  for  example,  the  merger  of  OE     
and  MF   ,  OF     in  Eng.   ,     and  OF  

,     in  Eng.   ,     
on  OE   ),     in  Eng.  

,  which  see).

the 

The  presence  of  Dravidian  loanwords  in  the     has  been  
-­

  from  the  middle  

-­/
-­  and   ,  the  replacement  of  the  Indo-­European  seman-­
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with  such  semantic  content  in  the  earliest  strata  of  the     ar-­
gues  for  contact  with  Dravidian  for  a  period  of  time  prior  to  the  be-­

,  as  argued  

allowed  for  the  loans  to  be  made,  to  become  adopted  and,  in  this  
instance,  to  replace  the  original  Indo-­European  semantic  content.

,   and   the  
.  Could  the  cognate  Dravidian  forms  have  been  

associated  with  an   indigenous  Dravidian  use  of   ,   and  could  
this  be  the  reason  for  the  almost  total  replacement  of  the  original  

-­
cation  of  
connection   between   Dravidian   and   Uralic   would   support   an   in-­
digenous  Dravidian  use  of   .  It   is  Uralic  peoples  for  whom  a  

and  1994)  has  argued   that   the   -­cult  was  of  Dravidian   Indus  
2-­82,  71,  37,  2-­sided  

.  
Of  especial  note  in  this  regard  is  that  Uri  Tadmor  in  Haspelmath  

-­

borrowing  is  “religion  and  belief.”

ndr-

-­,  as  has  
been  indicated,  are  a  heterodox  group.  In  two  instances,  no  mean-­

  etc.,  
).  In  one  of  these  instances,  the  form  itself  cannot  be  de-­

  etc.).  In  a  third  instance,  the  

).   Two   additional  
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/ -­/spand   re-­
-­

TABLE  V
-­

TAIN  THE  CONSONANT-­CLUSTER  -­ -­

Indo-­European  (2)

                                2

Dravidian  (12)

  +  nt                                  7

-­                                  2

-­            1

Variant  for  form  in  -­   with  
Dravidian  radical  element          1

parallel  forms  not  certain          1

Other  (3)

Orthographic  confusion                          1

,   )

1     -­/ -­
3    Alternation  with  -­nd-­:     etc.:  

tand-­/ :   -­/
:  

1    Alternation  with  -­nd-­,  -­ -­:   :
-­/ -­

1    Alternation  with  -­ -­,  -­ -­:   /
,  

1    Alternation  with  -­ -­,  -­ -­,  -­ -­:
/   etc.

,   /

1 /1

)

2 /2

)
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Not  Listed:   /   etc.,   ,   ,  
,   /

to  borrowing.  Uri  Tadmor,   though,   in  Haspelmath  and  Tadmor  

verbs,   verbs   are   indeed   borrowed   as  well.   In   the   samples   dis-­
cussed  in  their  volume  14%  of  the  total  words  were  verbs,  while  
31%  were  nouns.  And  in  the  case  of  two  languages,  the  propor-­
tion  of  loan  verbs  was  greater  than  loan  nouns.
A  discussion  of  each  form  follows:

14.1.

  in  
the     and  the   .8

-­.
The  form  appears  to  be  a  variant  due  to  orthographic  confu-­

  al-­

an-­   and   -­
thographic  practice  of  indicating  long   -­  and  -­ -­  in     

this  case  over  the  character  for  short  a-­.9  Such,  either  because  it  is  
not  clear  or  because  it  is  not  familiar  to  the  scribe,  is  sometimes  
construed  as  an   .  The  subsequent  -­ -­  before  the  conso-­

consonant,  must  then  have  been  displaced.10  The  initial  long   -­  of  
the  original  form  now  would  be,  of  course,  initial  short  a-­.

8   The  citations  in     are  to   .   .  49:  471  and   .  
9 -­

quent  variant   .  Compare  also     script  a-­  and     script  
i-­  and     manuscripts.

10 -­
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but  rather  an  unacceptable  manuscript  reading  that  is  paleograph-­

14.2. )

14.3.

14.4.

a  number  of  technical  mathematical  usages.

14.5. -­/ -­

  32.6,  where  it  is  giv-­
en  a  meaning   ‘to   tell   a   lie.’   -­   and   -­  occur   as  variants  

  or   ).
-­

tions   in   the  
  
-­

-­  and     1372  Ta.   -­,   -­
cus  on  theft  and  deceit.  These  forms  have  been  connected  with  

,  p.  759c,  760b):
   1372   Ta.   -­,   -­)   to   rob,   steal,   deceive   …  

  thief,  robber,  deceitful  person  …  Ma.  …     theft,  lie,  
  theft,  untruth,  false,  forged  …     
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thief,  liar,  rogue.  …  Ka.  
deceit  …  Tu.     thief,  rogue  …     false,  
untrue,  fraud,  cheating,  lie  …  Te.  …   ,     a  liar,  de-­
ceiver,  cheat,  rogue.  …  Br.     deceitful.  

I   provide  here   a   limited  number  of   representative  Dravidian  

14.6. / ,  

variants  of  one  another.  But  while  their  occurrences  are  discrete,  

.  Thus,     ‘the  
root  of  

  
.’  See  also     3.159,  which  notes  that     

.  
of     to  be  unclear.
Compare     2235  Ta.   ,  which  contains  the  names  of  

  2231  Ta.  
-­),  

rivers  are  cleared.’  Such  an  extension  of  an  alternate  root  from  a  
  

focuses  on  a  particular  species  of   :
   2235   Ta.      sedges   and   bulrushes,   .   Ma.  

   .   .  Ka.   .  
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14.7. )

-­/
.  It  appears  to  be  an  

-­/ -­   occurs   in   citable   form  
  

conditioned  preservation  of  the  consonant-­cluster   -­  is  compara-­
ble  to  that  for   -­  in     in     4.2.9,  and  

s-­.  Cognate  forms  for  
-­/

  1.528-­529.

14.8.  1 /1

1 1

  2.946,  925-­926,  

sees  1 1   
containing  what   he   refers   to   as   an   “intrusive   1   

‘bare,  bald,’  and  to  have  Pa.  
as   11)  as  a  variant.

  1.370  and   -­
certain,”  or  “not  clear.”
Compare,  though,  the  Telugu  forms  in     1542  Ta.     
-­):

  1542  Ta.   -­)  …  Ko.  
  to  

  to  cut  to  pieces  …  Malt.  
i/e

-­  variant  of     1564  Ta.   pp-­,  -­tt-­):
   1564  Ta.   pp-­,   -­tt

pp-­,  -­tt
-­),   -­

,     scraper,  scrapings.  

11 
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Ma.  
   a  

   the  god  of  barbers  …   ,  
  to  shave,  scrape,  scratch  …  

  a  scratch  as  with  the  
  

-­)  to  shave  
-­  to  shave.  Pa.   -­,   -­,   -­  to  scratch  …  Kur.  
)   to   rub   off,   scour.  Malt.     

i/ /e -­  
i/e

-­  variant  can  be  found  in     1588  
Ta.   pp-­,  -­tt-­),  cross-­referenced  in     with     1582  

:
  1588  Ta.   pp-­,  -­tt

-­,  -­ )  
  dig-­

ging,  scratching,  burrowing  …   -­)  to  dig  out,  scoop  …  
Te.   ,   ,      to   stir   up,  

a/i/e
  upper  part  of  a  comb   .  697).  

Pe.   t h it-­)  to  

That      contains   forms   for   ‘comb’  
1   

‘barber,’  and     1542  Ta.   -­)  and     1564  Ta.  
pp-­,  -­tt

‘barber.’  That  both     1564  Ta.   pp-­,   -­tt-­)  and     
1588  Ta.   pp-­,   -­tt
strengthens  the  argument  for  a  connection  between  these  two  sets  

With   regard   to   the   alternation   of      and      in  Dravidian,   sug-­

also,  for  instance,     2231  Ta.   -­),   -­)  cited  
/ ,  
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-­  
t-­,  see  

-­  before  a  front  
vowel.  The  development  seems  to  be  independent  in  Tamil  and  

palatalization  does  not  appear  in  Telugu  before  a  front  vowel,  the  
forms  are  considered  to  be  loanwords  from  Kannada  or  some  oth-­
er  neighboring  language  in  which   -­  remains  before  a  front  vowel  

1

   in      1542  Ta.   -­
-­  for  Te.  -­

  >   ,  as   in      for   )  
in     >      in  North  Indi-­

  >  

-­

  7.3.18,  to  which  text  he  gives  a  date  of  7th  c.  
B.C.,  and  in  Bharata’s   ,  to  which  he  gives  a  date  of  
4th  c.  B.C.  Thus,  a  Telugu  origin  for  the  form  is  indeed  possible.

  1542  Ta.  
-­)  are  based  on  forms  parallel  to  Ta.   -­),  

Ma.   ,   ,   Ka.   ,   Tu.   ,   etc.   in  
  1564  Ta.   pp-­,   -­tt

   as   in  
  1588  Ta.   pp-­,  -­tt-­)  and  

nt-­.  Note  the  addition  
-­,  -­ -­,  and  

-­p-­  
-­,  -­pp-­,  -­ -­  etc.  in     1564  Ta.   pp-­,  -­tt-­),  

but   not   -­nt

indologica 2011.indb   201 08/11/13   12:23



202 Indologica Taurinensia, 37 (2011)

.  
Also  note  that  

)-­  in  Ma.   ,  
  and  Ko.   -­),   -­).  That  the  forms  

in     mean  ‘to  comb’  and  ‘comb’  would  
1    is  based  on  a   form  

for  such  forms  as  Te.     ‘to  cut  to  pieces.’
1 -­

Also  no  doubt  related  here,  given  the  semantics  of  the  Dravid-­
   ‘circumcised,’  

  2.923,     383ab).
   in   this   meaning   to   be   a  

  ‘unmarried,’     
,  

-­
-­

phan).’  This  seems  far-­fetched.

to  be  “unclear.”
  ‘to  

cut’  seems  straightforward.

14.9.  2 /2

2 2

s.v.   ,  
‘

  or   .
In  the  context  of  the  Dravidian  forms  given  above  as  related  

1 1 -­
/ ,   ,  compare  

here     1617  Ta.   :
   1617   Ta.      greens,   pot-­herbs,   vegetables   …   Ma.  

  greens,  eatable   leaves,  esp.     and  vari-­
ous   ,     spinach  …  
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Ka.   ,   ,     herb,  

not  in  evidence  in   .  Note  that  the  Telugu  forms  listed  here  
are  loans  from  Kannada.  Also  note,  as  mentioned  above  in  sec-­

  are  not  referred  to  in  

1 1 ,  
/   and   .

14.10.   ,   ,   :  tand-­/ -­

,   ,   -­
tion  of   -­    to   tand-­,  with      and     being   regarded  as  

  

  
in      in  

   7.15.5,      3.14.1   and   3.14.4,  
and     15.19.1  as  a  denominative  formation  

.     in  similar  
  in     2.30.7  to  represent  

an  acceptable  alternate  stem   -­  that  occurs  also  in     liter-­
  3.2.158  where  

a  root   -­  is  given  as  the  base  for   ,  and  to     
5.2.36  where  a   root   -­   is  given  as   the  base   for   .  Al-­

  to  be  a  denominative,  accepts  
-­  as  an  acceptable  alternate  stem  for   tand-­,  and   following  

   from   this   stem.      436c   cites   a   fur-­
ther   instance   of   an   alternate   stem   -­

  15.5,  leaves  it  ambiguous  as  
  from  this  

stem  or   from  a   stem   tand-­,   and   lists      as   a   causative  
of   a   stem     he  
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-­  and  deriving     
  as  a  denominative  formation,  and  

  as  a  form  based  on  the  stem  tand-­.  Chlodwig  Werba’s  

regular  adjective  tand-­
  as  itself  a  denominative,  while  

it   is  conceivable  on  the  basis  of  comparison  with  a  small  num-­
ber  of  rare,  sporadic,  and  sometimes  doubtful  instances  of  forms  

-­,  for  -­ -­)  within  the  same  

  as  a  denomi-­
-­

To  be  noted  is  that  there  also  occur  forms  of  the  shape   ,  
,   and   -­

criteria  to  be  variant  forms  for   ,   ,  and  tantí
tan-­.

tand-­  contains  noth-­
tan-­,  of  which   it   is  sup-­

tand-­,  
and   the   standard  derivations  of   -­,   on   semantic,   historical,  

tand-­   and   -­   to  

Compare,  however,  the  semantic  spread  of  tand-­/ -­  and  its  
derivatives  to  that  of     3127  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­):

tand-­/ -­  and  derivatives:  languid,  fatigued,  laziness,  
lassitude,  exhaustion,  tired,  wearied,  sleepiness.

  3127  Ta.   -­,   -­nt
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,  

-­

Ma.  
,     to  moderate,  abate.  Ko.  

-­,   -­)  to  
,     exhaustion,  weari-­

ness.  Malt.   -­
The  correspondence  is  charted  in  Table  VI.
Malt.     provides  a  form  parallel   to   that   required  for   the  

tand-­/ -­   through   the   addition,   with   eu-­
nt tand-­  

and  

-­ -­,  -­ -­,  and  -­nt
and   ,   ,  and  tantí
considered  in  this  regard  is  that  the  stem  tand

  1.138.1.
nd-­  and  -­   would  appear  

-­
,   ,     ought  to  be  interpret-­

with  corresponding  feminine  forms  in  -­   and  later  -­
addition  of  -­a  and  -­i  with  corresponding  feminine  forms  in  -­   and  
later  -­ .12 -­
tion  as  it  is  easiest  explained  as  a  past  passive  participle  of   -­  

  
suggests     
and     in   ,  in  the  present  context  it  would  appear  
that   there   is   cause   to   extend   this   interpretation   to      and  

  would  

on  
on   tand-­  or   tand-­.  

12   occurs  as  the  name  of  a      in     15.5,  and     
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tand-­/ -­  and   its  
derivatives  a  great  deal.

TABLE  VI

TAND-­/TANDR-­  AND  DERIVATIVES

tand-­  =  expanded  form  of  tan -­  =  
  

VS  15.5)  or   ,  or  
causative  stem  of   -­.  No  consensus.

tand-­,  RV1 -­,  RV1  VS1   2  
1.)

languid
fatigued
laziness
lassitude
exhaustion
tired
wearied

sleepiness

Proposed  Dravidian  derivation:
  3127  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  
-­

Tu.)

Malt.)

to  loosen,  to  become  loose,  looseness  

  >   ,  and  addition  of  a  derivative  
nt-­  to  a  root  ending  with  -­ ,  with  

euphonic  combination.

14.11.   /   and  

   and  
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the  names  of   two      in   the     of   the     

A.  C.  Burnell’s  edition  of  the  
changed   this   listing   to   ,   being   the  name  of   a      and  
also  two   ,  with   ,   ,  and     being  
variants.  
The   forms   occur   in      2.3.3-­4   in   a   listing   of  

   and      are  
  is  the  form  

that  occurs  for  the  second  name  in  manuscripts  that  give  a  second  
-­

ranted  on  the  basis  of  the  manuscript  evidence  he  provides.  That  
  is  the  name  of  a     appears  to  be  an  assumption  

on  his  part.

no  attempt  at  an  association  of  them  with  Dravidian  can  proceed.
  and     do  not  consider  these  forms.

14.12. ,  

  ‘husband’s  sister’  occurs  in     10.85.46.  It  
   2.99  

and  in  lexicographic  citation  as   .  The  derivative  forms,  
  ‘husband’s  sister’s  son’  and   ,  a  pat-­

,  occur  in     4.1.104  and  4.1.100  

nana   ‘an  expression  for  
  and     ‘hus-­

nand-­  and   to  Dravidian  and  Uralic   forms  
  2.131).  The  

  2.131,     2.10).

nana.     and     consider   the  form  to  rest  
-­

nana

form.  
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‘husband’s   sister’     

-­
   and   ,   also   ‘husband’s   sister,’   to  
  3644  Ta.  

-­

   and  
-­

nate  realization  of  the  same  consonant-­cluster,  as  is  in  evidence  
tand-­/   and   ,  for  example.13  

,  for  example.  These  

,   ,  and  also     and   ,  
to     3644  Ta.   :

  3644  Ta.   ,   ,     husband’s  sister.  Ma.  
  id.,  brother’s  wife.  Ko.     sister-­in-­law,  female  cross-­

,   ,     
-­

,      elder  
  

id.  Kui  
  elder  brother’s  wife.  

na natt

Of   interest   is   that   the   root   alternation   that   occurs   between  
South  Dravidian  on  the  one  hand,  and  Central  and  North  Dravid-­

natt-­  and  Central  and  North  Dra-­
na -­,  indi-­

  was  borrowed  from  North  Dravidian  or  
Central  Dravidian.  With  regard  to  the  pronunciation  of  the  mod-­

-­,  see  
-­,  for  instance,  

which  is  -­ -­.

13   For  an  alternate  interpretation,  see  the  last  paragraph  of  this  section.
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  and   -­

of  the  same  consonant-­cluster  as  in   ,  but  also  that  there  is  
nt-­  instead  of  -­t-­  or  -­tt-­,  a  

common  alternation  in  South  Dravidian.  In  general  in  Dravidian,  
single  or  geminate  stops  often  alternate  with   the  stop  preceded  

-­
tage,  Eng.   ,  Lat.      ‘trumpet,’  which  

  3389  Ta.     
‘tube’  …  Ka.     …     …  Te.     …  

-­
vidian   origin,  while   the   older      etc.  would   be   of  North  
Dravidian  or  Central  Dravidian  origin.

14.13.

is  listed  along  with   as  an  incorrect  read-­
   634a,   632a).   There  

is   also   a   lexicographic   variant,      4.756,      631c).  

in   the      15.26.1,  
   1.1.30).   The   variations   that   occur   in  

the   literature   from   the   earliest   period,   such   as   -­    in  
  2.10.9  represent,  however,  perhaps  not  in-­

correct  readings  but  alternate  forms  of  the  word  that  exist  in  San-­
)  

has  been  discussed  in  section  8.
-­

ed.  

  and   ,  however,  the  forms  
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  4327,  
4492,  p.  761c).
It  is  the  opinion  here  that  in  consideration  of  the  semantics  of  

forms  added   to      in   ,   the  merging   in     4492  of  
words  for  ‘drop,  spot’  in  

and   the   arguments   in   the   present   paper,   the   suggestion   can   be  
reinstated.

  4327  
Ta.     and     4492  Ta.   :

  4327  Ta.  
point.  Ko.     dot.  Tu.   ,   -­   a  fowl  having  white  

-­

4492  Ta.   -­
head.  Ma.   ,  
red.  Ka.   ,     round  

  a  dot.  Te. -­
  drop.  Pa.     drop,  spot.  

,  
p a/

from  a  Dravidian  form  to  be  connected  with     4327  Ta.     
-­

nt-­.  Such   is,  of   course,   the   form’s  basic  meaning   in  
-­

-­
-­

It  is  argued  here  that  these  forms  in     4327  underlie  those  
in     4492  Ta.   ,  which  can  be  derived  from  the  forms  in  

  4327  Ta.     through  the  addition  of  the  common  Dravid-­
t tt

in  the  instance  of  Ma.  
-­  >  

Ko.  To.  -­ -­  >  Tu.  -­ -­).  The  classical  Tamil  rules  of  euphonic  combi-­
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nation  concerned  would  be     +  t  >     or   ,     +  t  >  
  

   etc.  with   these   two  sets  of  
-­

-­,  -­nd-­  etc.,  while  extant  
  etc.  A  

   and   ,   for   example,   in   their  possible   relationships  
  3644  Ta.     

  2070  Ta.   -­
   ‘a  detached  particle,  drop,  globule,  

AV

),’  with  the  
  4492  Ta.     that  mean  ‘drop,  spot,  dot.’14  

-­
  

,  
  4312  Ta.     has  

been  pointed  out  in   .

and  as  the  name  of  various  other  plants  the  form’s  origins  remain  
  2.302).

In  its  meaning  as   the  name  of  a  people  an  Austroasiatic  ori-­
gin  has  been  argued.   ,   though,  opines  that  this  is  not  clear  

  2.302,     2.141).  On  the  basis  of  the  arguments  in  this  

  ‘name  of  a  barbarous  tribe’  and  the  et-­
  

4323  Ta.   ,      ‘hunter,  mountaineer’  …   ‘a   caste   of  
jungle  dwellers.’

14   A  full  discussion  of  this  data  cannot  be  entered  into  in  this  context.
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14.14.

  is  a  word  of  lexicographic  citation  noted  to  mean  
RV   1331a).

Conceivable  is  that  the  form  is  to  be  considered  a  late  derivative  
of   RV,   ,  Vop,  L ,  

-­.15
In  argument  against  this,  though,  is  that  while  there  are  a  few  

the  root.  Further,  it  would  be  unusual  to  have  two  alternate  words  

form  of  the  same  root.
From  the  vantage  of  the  present  context,  in  argument  against  

this  viewpoint  is  that  there  exists  in  lexicographic  citation  a  San-­

occurs   in      4.1.2   a   form     used   as   a  
-­

terpreted   as   ‘
  5.219,  Burrow  1979:  152,  

and  that  there  is  cited  in  the     a  root   -­  ‘to  be  or  
  745b).  
  has  been  ques-­

-­
VS  +)  and/or  a  pun  on   .  

Arguments   against   the   traditional   interpretation  do  not   alter  
  means  

-­

   9408,  Burrow  
1979:  151-­152).

,   ,  and  

15   2.244).
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,  an  -­   

2.483-­484,     and,  in  mean-­
-­  not  discussed   in     or   ,   though  

-­   in  the  meanings  
  >   dda  in  Middle  In-­

dic,  which  latter  in  turn  also  >  

the  forms  with  which  we  are  dealing  here,  the  forms  must  be  ap-­
,   ,  

  745b,  748c,  1331a).  These  terms  all  have  broad  se-­

different  emphasis  in  each.  As  it  is  
  and   ,  the  semantic  spread  of  this  word  is  used  as  

that  our  search   is   for  possible  Dravidian  cognates  for   ,  
,  and   -­,  and  not  for     in  its  various  nuances.

Also  to  be  emphasized  is  that  certain  English  words  that  oc-­

literature  in  some  instances  have  been  avoided  in   .  One  of  
,   ,  

and   ,  which  meaning  is  not  to  be  found  in   .
-­

ups  emerge  for  the  semantic  spread  of   .  These  are  found  
in     5373  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  and  in  the  combined  semantic  
spread  of     4550  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  and     4551  Ta.       
-­,  -­nt-­).
The   former,      5373,   does   not   indicate   forms   of   an   ap-­

,  
,  and   -­.  It   is  noted  here  as  it  provides  a  parallel   in-­

stance  of  a  semantic  spread  in  Dravidian  such  as  that  in  question,  
and   therefore  provides   a  measure   against  which   an   association  
of     4550  and     4551  with  a  meaning  ‘ ’  can  be  
assessed.
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The   latter,      4550  and     4551,   are   separated   from  
one   another   in      it  would   appear   on   the  grounds   that   the  

  4551  demonstrate  possible  semantic  relationship  
with     4305  Ta.     and     4570  Ta.   .  Their  two  
semantic  spreads  are  not  separated  from  one  another  in     6.3:  

  4550  such  as  ‘in-­
,  n.  ‘heap  of  unwin-­

not   included   in  
combined  here  further  on  the  basis  that  forms  in     4551  pro-­

,   ,  and   -­  through  use  of  the  
,’  with     5373  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  and  with  

  4550  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  and     4551  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­).  
-­

breviated  here:
  and   ):  blessed,  

-­
-­

  5372  Ta.   -­,  -­nt -­

tti-­)  to  felicitate,  congratu-­
   livelihood,  

-­
-­)  to  bless,  praise,  

extol  …  Ko.   -­
band  …   -­)  to  pros-­

  wealth  …  Ka.  …   )  living,  life,  livelihood,  state  of  
  to  live,  

-­)   to   live,  
  to  thrive,  prosper,  exist,  subsist,  last,  

t-­)  to  

   pa -­,  often  associated  with  a  derivative  
t pat
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  4550  Ta.   -­,  -­nt

   accumulation,  
   increase,   excellence   …   living,  

-­,  
-­,  

-­,   -­)  to  live  hap-­
  interest  in  

,  
  abundance,  increase.  Te.  
  4551  Ta.   -­,  -­nt

,  
Te.  

)

  4550  and     4551  
with   ,   ,  and   -­  comes  from   -­  in  various  
of   its

is   in   accord  with   observed   variant   realizations   of   the   conjunct  

of   -­
  etc.  Also  plausible  is  

,  as  is  routine  
understanding.  Arguing  against   this,  however,   are   such   lexico-­

  4550  
and  

L)  and,  in  an  instance  of  parallelism  with  
,   L

isolated  here  is  not  to  be  confused  with  an  earlier   -­,  which  
  745c,  746c).

   in   its   lexicographic   meaning   ‘tremulous   mo-­
tion,’  it  ought  to  be  noted,  might  be  connected  with     5307  
Ka.  
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a,   ,  e   >   -­  in  Kan-­

in  all  North  Dravidian.  There  is  also  possible  evidence  for  this  in  
Telugu.  The  South  Dravidian  and  North  Dravidian  developments  

-­
murti  2003:  141-­142).

TABLE  VII

in     5372  Ta.   -­,  -­nt pa   -­,  often  associ-­
t pat   4550  

Ta.   -­,  -­nt   4551  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  

blessed

fortunate

pleasant,  dear

In  compounds  also:

fortune

splendid

in   .  All  meanings  are  from  the   ,  

  5372

benediction

  4550,  4551

  4551  
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-­,  and  derivatives  of   -­  in  lexico-­
,   ,  

-­  with     4550,  4551.    

excellent’

-­  ‘to  shine’   4551  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  shine.  Te.     shine.

Compare     4551  Ta.   -­,  -­nt
  brightness  of  countenance.

Compare  
referenced     4305  Ta.  
such  meanings  as  ‘to  dawn,  light  to  appear,  to  shine  through  
whiteness.’

  ‘fortune’   4550  Tu.   ,     
  gain.

14.15.  

-­/

-­/1. -­   is   cognate   with   forms   throughout   Indo-­

1873:  977,  Lanman  1884:  211a).  The  meanings  ‘to  intoxicate,  to  

As  noted  in  section  1,  Lat.   -­

the  Indo-­Iranian  forms  on  the  one  hand  and  other  related  Indo-­
European  forms  on  the  other.  No  doubt  on  the  basis  of  the  Iranian  
forms  and  the  single  Latin  form,     2.299-­300  opines  that  the  
form  in  Proto-­Indo-­European  carried  the  meaning  ‘to  be  wet,  be  
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Iranian  material   is   late  from  the  vantage  of  the  Vedic  material,  
16  

-­

-­
/1. -­
mann  1873:  1003,     787c,  etc.).  The  semantic  concord  between  

-­
tions  of   -­/1. -­  is  obscure.

-­/2.
Lat.   ,   -­
69/1.729).  The  root  is  considered  to  be  a  semantic  development  from  

-­

occurred  at  a  time  posterior  to  the  compositon  of  the   .  Ac-­
in     

10.179.1   together   with   -­/1.
  5.471  places  this  occurrence  together  with  what  it  views  

to   be   the   two  other   occurrences   of   -­/2. -­   in   the   .  
Accoding   to  

-­
ni-­  in     3.7.3.14,  4.3.2.4,  and  4.6.9.6,  and  with  the  

ni .17
-­

  in     10.30.2,  which  form     does  not  appear  
  5.516  under   -­ -­

andhi

with  his  lisitng  of   ,  in  

and  its  earliest  occurrences  are  subject  to  different  interpretations.

16 

Elamite   and   among   the  North  Dravidian   languages  Brahui,   and   to   connections   between   a  

17 
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-­/2. -­  through  
a.  With  the  exception  of  its  oc-­

-­/2. -­  is  not  transparent.  Re-­
  opines,  “not  clear.”

-­/2. -­   and   such  
other  standard  derivatives  as     ‘name  of  a  sacred  moun-­
tain,’     ‘coral   tree,’     ‘house,  palace,   temple  …,’  

  ‘a  stable  for  horses.’
It  is  proposed  here  that   -­/1. -­

  4729  Ta.   ,  
   4723  Ta.   ).   -­/2. -­   represents   the   semantic  

  5078  Ta.   ).
-­

  and   ,  in  
its  earlier  Vedic  occurrences  corresponds  with  one  of  the  sets  of  

  4729  Ta.   )  that  has  merged  in   -­
/1. -­.   In   its   later  Vedic  meanings,   it   corresponds   to   the   set  

-­/2.    5078  
Ta.   ,   in   its  Vedic  occurrences   cor-­

-­/1.   4723  Ta.   ).  In  its  later  epic  and  clas-­

-­/2.   5078  Ta.   ).

  and   .
-­  and  -­nd-­  are   to  be   interepreted  here  as  

euphonic  combination  of  -­ -­  and  -­nt-­.  From  the  vantage  of  San-­

  and     

-­a -­
lationship  that  maintains  between   -­/1. -­,   -­/2. -­,  
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,  and   .
In  this  instance,  of  course,  what  we  have  is  the  merger  of  Dra-­

Indo-­European  origin.
This  data  is  charted  in  Table  VIII.  Included  is  independent  lex-­

-­
-­
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TABLE  VIII
CORRESPONDENCES  OF  MAD-­/MAND-­

-­/1. -­ -­/2. RV 3   U1   1)
  4729  Ta.     5078  Ta.  
  4723  Ta.   -­

V)   +)
,  B  +)   +)

-­/1. -­  +   V)   4729  semantic  spread  includes  ‘to  rejoice,  
to  be  pleased,  to  be  delighted’  +  ‘to  shine,  be  

-­

  Mn:  to  rejoice
to  be  glad/gladden

to  be  delighted

B  +)
B)

B  +)

AV1)
B  +)

Compare     4729  Kannada  semantic  spread  

Also,  Tu.   ,   ,     ‘great,  large,  
  ‘a  crowd.’

Compare  

-­
ness,  pride,  arrogance.’

nt-­  to  a  
root  ending  with  -­   with  euphonic  combination.  
Merger  with  Indo-­European  form.

Perhaps:   ,   ,   ,   ,  
,  each  appearing  to  be  a  different  high  

Deriv.   -­  such  as   ,     in  meaning  

forms.

-­/1. -­  
Compare     4723  semantic  spreads  for,  as  
examples,  Ta.     ‘bewilderment  of  mind,  
confusion,  ignorance,  delusion,  illusion,  wonder,  

-­
  ‘that  which  

possessedness,  evil  spirit.’
  +)

Compare     4723  meanings  of  ‘bewilderment  
of  mind,  false  understanding,  torpor,  foolishness,  
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AV) .  Pro-­
-­  for  PDr  

-­ -­.
Deriv.   -­  such  as   ,   ,     in  
meanings  ‘lust,  in  rut,  love,  sexual  passion’  not  

Compounds  with  deriv.  such  as   ,  
  for  ‘bewitching  or  enticing  woman.’

  
4723  as  Ta.     ‘temptress,  fascinating  wom-­
an,  blandishing  woman.’

  >   ,  addition  of  a  
nt-­  to  a  root  ending  with  -­   

with  euphonic  combination.  Merger  with  Indo-­
European  form.

-­/1. -­  in  meanings  ‘to  boil,     4618  Ta.     meanings  ‘re-­

  4894  Ta.   ,   ,   ai  meanings  
‘to  bubble  up,  ferment.’  Analagous  semantic  ex-­

-­/2. -­

,  B  +)

a  low  tone,  the  low  or  base  tone  of  the  voice

  +)

-­

Compare  collocation  of  meanings  in     5078:  

-­

-­
pare  esp.  Ta.   -­,  -­nt

  5077  under  Ka.   )  ‘…  
eat  with  a  muttering  sound,  mumble,  eat.’

The  correspondence  of     4729  Ta.     with  those  mean-­
-­/  1. -­  that  do  not  refer  to  intoxication  or  in-­

  in  its  earlier  Vedic  occurrences  
is  not  obvious  on  the  surface  from  the  combined  semantic  spread  

fact   that   the  semantic  spread  of   -­
resented  throughout  the  various  Dravidian  languages  for  which  

-­/1. -­  and   V

be  splendid  or  beautiful.
   4729   Ta.  

   strength,   abundance,   wealth,   richness,   elegance,   bril-­
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-­

B   +),  
B),   ,  S3 -­

B  +),  
AV  12.1.2),  

B

,   ,   ,   ,   ,  each  appearing  to  be  
a  different  high  number,  with  Kannada,  Tulu,  and  Telugu  forms  
in     4729  Ta.   -­

  and     are  treated  in  
  2.207.

  4729  Ka.     a  large  
concourse,  a  crowd.  Tu.   ,   ,     great,  large,  big,  
extensive,  chief,  principal,  important.  Te.     a  crowd.

-­/1. -­  or  to  forms  within  Dravidian  formed  
through  the  addition  with  euphonic  combination  of  a  derivative  suf-­

t-­  or  
-­ -­.  Of  note  is  that  the  Buddhist  forms  would  show  the  Dravidian  root  

t-­  or  -­d-­,  but  without  euphonic  combination  
in  force.
The  initial  

forms  in   -­  and   -­   is  open  to  several   interpretations.   It  can  be  
explained  as  evidence  of  the  frequent  Dravidian  development  of  
-­  >   -­  and  
not  
  and   -­/ -­  and   /   

  
and  

-­  to  
in  Br.   -­.  With  regard  to  this,  with  refer-­

p-­/ -­
rable  development  is  in  evidence  in  a  possible  connection  made  
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in  that  place  between  a  form  comparable  to  Ta.     ‘lotus’  in  
   4997  Ta.   -­,   -­nt pp-­,   -­tt   

RV  +).
Compare  as  well  the  frequent  meanings  ‘pride,  arrogance,’  as-­

-­  such  as     and   .  
-­/1.

Tamil,  Kannada,  Tulu,  and  Telugu  forms  in     4729  Ta.   :
  4729  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  to  abound,  be  plentiful,  be  full,  

increase,   be   proud,   become   large,   swell,   spread,   expand.   Ka.  

act   in   an  overbearing  manner.  Tu.   ,      great-­
  pride,  arrogance.

The  proposed  correspondence  of     4723  Ta.     with  
-­/1. -­  that  refer  to  intoxication  or  

inspiritation  is  suggested  in  part  because     4723  would  also  
  in  its  earliest  meanings.  

relationship  it  establishes  between   -­/1. -­  and  the  earlier  
  and   ,  and   -­/  2. -­  and  the  

source  for  the  meanings  that  refer  to  intoxication  and  inspiritation  
as  well  as  for   the  meanings  of  derivatives  of   -­   that  refer   to  
sexual  excitement  and  acute  lust  and,  in  composition,  bewitching  

-­

extensions  of  an  Indo-­European  form.

,   ,  

AV -­
.  We  

-­/1. -­  in  meanings  that  refer  to  intoxication  or  in-­

,  and  derivatives  of   ,   ,     
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with     4723  Ta.   -­,   -­):
-­/1. -­

  
-­

-­   a  bewitching  or  
wanton  woman.   -­    a  bewitching  or  wanton  woman.  

  passion,  love  or  the  god  of  love.
  4723  Ta.     …  n.  bewilderment  of  mind,  confusion,  

ignorance,  delusion,  illusion,  wonder,  intoxication,  madness,  tod-­
  bewildered  

  
-­)   to  entice,  facinate,   infatuate,  bewitch,   threaten,  men-­

-­
-­

woman,  fascinating  woman  …  Ka.   ,     intoxication,  
   to  

,     person  who  in  re-­
  to  be  bewildered,  

   a   bewildered,   bad,  
,   ,     bewilder-­

  n.).  Tu.  

  love,  passion,  de-­
-­ -­

V -­
The  proposed  collocation  of  forms  for   -­/1. -­,  and  
   and      in   their   earlier   meanings,   leaves   unexplained  

-­
act  correspondence  in  the  recorded  data,   -­  in  its  meaning  ‘to  
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with     4618  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  and     4894  Ta.   ,  
,   ai

however,  would  not  be   as   straightforward  as   the   above  correla-­
tions  form  the  vantage  of  Dravidian.  It  would  also  involve  redun-­

explaining  other  common  meanings.  In  part  because  of  this  point,  

Not  implausible  is  that  the  semantic  spread  represented  here  was  
-­

have  facilitated  merger  with  the  Indo-­European  root.
The   correspondence   of      5078   Ta.   -­/2.

-­/2. -­  occurring  to-­
gether  with  the  later  meanings  of     and     in     5078:

-­/2. ,  B  +)  

base  tone  of  the  voice.  

  5078  …  Ta.   ,  
-­,  -­nt-­)   to  be  

pp-­,  -­tt

pitch  …  
Ma.  …   -­

   slowness,  

usage  of  
that   had  merged   in   1. -­   is   discontinued   after   the  Vedic   pe-­
riod,  as   is  1. -­   itself   in   the  main  outside  the  four  Vedas  and  
the   -­  remains  functional.  
Usage  of   -­/2.
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’s  composition,  but  never  becomes  well  established.  It,  how-­
ever,  becomes  the  basis  for  a  new  form     beginning  in  the  
later  Vedic  period.  Beginning  in  the  epic  period  it  provides  a  new  
form,   ,  which  joins  in  usage  a  late  Vedic  form     that  

-­
tinued  1. -­  and  was  not  involved  in  the  earlier  form   .

-­/1. -­  and   V)  with  
-­

ciation  of  these  forms  in  usage  with  Indra,  Soma,  and  Agni.  Thus,  
in  the  

concept.  Out  of  79  occurrences  of  1. -­,  50  refer  unambigu-­
,  
-­

-­/1. -­  and   V).  In  this  context,  to  
be  emphasized,  as  noted  above  in  section  13,  is  that  Uri  Tadmor  

-­

  4723  Ta.  
-­/1.

are  South  Dravidian  forms  that  refer  to  inspiritation  or  inspira-­

-­/1.
-­  does  not  appear  to  indicate  differentiation  of     4729  

Ta.     and   4723  Ta.   -­

-­
rate  what   are   here   regarded   as   two   semantic   spreads.  And   for  
1.

from  independent  lexical  support,  though,  is  strong.  No  one  has  
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ever  had  reason  before  to  believe  that  what  we  have  here  are  two  
semantic   spreads  merged.  No   one,   therefore,   has   ever   combed  

-­
amples  can  be  cited   involving   the  complex  of   forms  under   im-­
mediate  discussion.

,   for   instance,   provides   possible   indication   of   a  
merger  of  an  Indo-­European  form  with  a  form  of  Dravidian  ori-­
gin  that  had  merged  in   -­/1.
etc.,’  

‘charming,  delightful’   in     2.39.6  and     2.4,   for  
example,  argue  on  semantic  grounds  for  a  relationship  with   -­
/1. -­,  and     4729  Ta.   .  
A  parallel  form  containing  -­dh   

),  also   related  here   to     4729.  The  problem  
with  regard  to  the  interpretation  of  -­dh-­  here  has  been  referred  to  

-­
tives   of   -­/2.
relationship   to   one   another   or   to   -­/   2. -­.   For   example,  

   ‘the  name  of  a   sacred  mountain,’      ‘the  coral  
tree,’      ‘a   habitation.’   A   connection   has   been   proposed  

  ‘a  stable  for  horse’  and  
  in   -­   

4777  Ta.     
-­

gestions  were  withdrawn,  though,  in     and   .  Suggested  
  and  the  grouping  of  

  4741  Ta.   -­,  -­nt

referenced     4730  Ta.  

,  p.  762b).  It  also  refers,  however,  to  quarreling  and  

  4730  Ta.  …   -­
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Ka.     to  strive  and  struggle  for  the  retention  or  obtainment  
  mutual  strife  or  struggle  for  …  .

  4741  ar-­

,   that   of      4730  would   be   consonant  with   such.   The  

and  contention,  and  mutual  strife,  associated  with  Mount  Man-­

  
4730  Ta.     and     4741  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  without  good  
cause.  This  correspondence  is  charted  in  Table  IX.

TABLE  IX

MANDARA

2.
concord  between  forms  classed  as  derivatives  
of  2. -­.

Name  of  a  sacred  mountain

the  gods  and  Asuras  cooperate  with  
one  another  to  churn  the  ocean  so  as  
to  retrieve  things  lost  in  the  deluge,  
including  the  Vedas.  Struggle  for  the  
Vedas  between  the  gods  and  Asuras  

Proposed  Dravidian  derivation:
4741  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­)  

  4730  Ta.  

  4741  and     4730  cross-­
referenced  in   .)

  4741:
to  oppose

      wrangle
      dispute
      contend

  4730:

Ka.     ‘to  strive  and  struggle  for  the  
retention  or  obtainment  of  things’

Ka.     ‘mutual  strife  or  struggle  for’
Ta.   -­

quarrel’

-­nt-­  to  a  root  ending  with  -­   with  euphonic  
combination.

We  have,  thus,  in   -­/1. -­,  in   -­/2. -­,  in  the  de-­
rivative  forms  of  these  roots,  and  in  the  forms  classed  at  present  
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as  derivatives  of   -­/2. -­,  evidence  of  the  merger  with  an  

  4729  Ta.   ,     4723  Ta.   ,     5078  
Ta.  

  ‘house,  palace,  temple  …’     4777  Ta.     ‘hall  
  

4730  Ta.   .  See  also  in  this  regard  the  connection  suggested  in  
-­

-­  and   ,  and     
4977  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­).

14.16.   )

   is   a   variant   form   in      manuscripts   for  
   6.23.6   and   is  

  ‘agreeable,  pleasant,  grati-­

See   also      2.446,   which   concludes   that   both   the   word’s  
form  and  meaning  are  unclear.

might  read     6.23.6:
i.  An  alternation  between   -­ -­  and   -­ -­   in   the   forms  under  

-­

ii.  The  initial   -­
hibit   a  Dravidian   origin   for   the   form.  Such   an   initial   consonant  

metathesis  was  a  process  in  the  northern  Dravidian  languages  from  

perhaps  might  be  dropped,  as  is  perhaps  the  case  in  the  proposed  
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  from     771  Ta.  
iii.  Conceivable   is   that   the   form   is   to  be  connected  with   the  

   ,   ,  which  contain  
,     

be  intimate,  be  united  with,  be  possessed  of.’  Such  would  be  in  

14.17.  

-­
vide  enough  information  for  an  investigation  into  possible  Dra-­
vidian  cognates.  While     3.430  lists  this  word,  it  notes  little  

14.18.

  5.4.29  
-­

  or   .

14.19.

  is  considered  
-­.  The  latter  has  cognate  forms  

   3.142,  
   2.502-­503).   The   semantic   spread   of   the   two   forms,  

-­  involves  praising  and  doing  homage.

p-­   and   that   refer   to   speech  with   various   specialized   connota-­
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p-­  >   -­  does  not  maintain.  Alterna-­
tion  between  p-­  and   -­,  however,  does  occur  much  as  alternation  
between     and  

  and     in  
  ‘a  praiser,  bard,  herald,’  which  form  is  

  2.406-­407,     3.353).

p -­   and     with      4235  Ta.  
-­,  -­nt-­):
  4235  Ta.   -­,   -­nt

,      praise,   adula-­

  fame,  renown.  Ma.  …   ,     praise,  renown  …  Ka.  
,   ,  

,   ,  
,   i)ta  

-­)  to  be  sounded  abroad,  
po    re-­

po po   to  praise,  extol.  
po -­  often  associated  with  

a/ /o

a/ /o -­.  
a/ /o -­  

-­  or  -­nd-­  through  the  euphonic  com-­
bination  of  -­ nt-­.  Required  in  this  instance  for  the  

  >   -­  would,  
-­

  would  be  either  a  later  for-­
mation  through  the  addition  of  -­ ,  or  an  alternate  form  to   -­  
with   -­ -­   that   does   not   appear   in   literature   until  Ujjvaladatta’s  

.  Such  would  parallel  the  alternate  

  and   tand-­/ -­.  That   the   form  ap-­

problem  with  regard  to  the  normal  derivation  of  this  form.
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Of  note  is  that  the  Dravidian  semantic  spread  of  this  grouping  
-­

-­.  This  per-­
-­

sent  in     4235  Ta.   -­,  -­nt-­).  Compare     3951  Ta.  
-­),     4003  Ta.   -­),  and     

4605  Ta.  
-­

ship,  reverance,  adoration.’

14.20.  

connected  with  Old  Church  Slavonic     and  

-­

-­
manic  cognates  for  the  Old  Church  Slavonic  forms.     3.458  

from  within  Indic.  

argues  for  a  more  immediate  Indic  source  for  the  form.

emerged  during  the  present  investigation.  Perhaps  of  note  are  the  
not  dissimilar  semantic  spreads  of     84  Ta.   -­,   -­nt-­)  
and     524  Ta.   -­),  for  example.  Such  indicate  that  

  can  be  cited  
for  Dravidian.

14.21.   /

-­/
3501  n.  ‘h,’  which  cites  
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  3.550-­
551,   -­

-­
d  in  combination  with  n  after  

dropping  -­

forces  available  data.  It  further  leaves  unaccounted  for,  the  near  
pervasive  emphasis  of   -­/ -­

-­
  in     19.41.5.

spand

lists  most  occurrences  of  the  root  in  the   -­s  under  spand-­,  
listing      as      3.782,   2.773).   Such,  
of   course,   parallels   the   alternation   observed   above   between  

  and   .
No  matchup  with  Dravidian  can  be  attempted  until  a  defensi-­

ble  correlation  can  be  established  for  the  initial  consonant-­cluster.

14.22.  

  

  4.159  and  in  lexicographic  citation.  Both  words  are  
listed  in   han

  ‘death,’  also  in  
lexicographic  citation  and  listed  in   -­  ‘to  
abandon,  relinquish.’

,   ,  and  
  2426  Ta.  

-­/ -­,   -­

,  
.  3335).  

t-­)  to  die  …  Pe.   t   to  die  …  
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hat t   

  would  be  a  variant  of  the  form,  which  could  

Neither     nor     treat  these  forms.

-­   are   a  

,   ,  and  
to  in  either  the  
the   .  The  
forms  which,   in   the   grammarian   Patañjali’s  words,   are   “crude  

Several,  such  as     and   ,  are  variants  of  forms  that  

Several,   such   as   and   ,   are   not   variants   of  
forms   containing   a   consonant-­cluster   other   than   -­ -­   but   are  

In  one  instance,  that  of   ,   ,   ,  and  tand-­,  the  

account  of  the  alternate  stem   -­.  These  forms  have  been  sug-­
gested  here  to  be  related  to  Dravidian.
In   another   instance,   that   of      and   -­/1. -­,   the  

forms.  These  forms  have  been  suggested  here  to  contain  the  se-­
mantic  content  of  Dravidian  forms,  and  to  be  the  result  of  merger.  
The  collocation  of  forms  proposed  provides  for  the  root  and  its  

with  regard  to  a  second  root   -­/2. -­  and  its  derivatives.

with  such  a  broad  spread  of  meanings,  that  it  is  problematic  as  to  
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whether  it  is  to  be  connected  with  possible  Indo-­European  cog-­
nates  or  with  a  more  immediate  Indic  source.

  and   )  can  be  seen  thus  to  be  them-­

,  of  

forms  with  Indo-­European  derivation  that  contain  the  consonant  
cluster  -­ -­,  otherwise  characteristic  of  forms  with  extra-­Indo-­

point  that  at  some  time  must  receive  explanation.
From  the  vantage  of  Dravidian,  it  has  been  demonstrated  that  

was  in  force  in  these  instances,  and  that  this  euphonic  combina-­
tion  was  not  disconsonant  with  classical  Tamil  rules  of  euphonic  

2  of  the  root  and  a  conso-­
2  
-­
-­

tic  of  North  Dravidian  and  was  present  in  Proto-­Dravidian.  Such  
a  process  has  been  argued  before   to  be  characteristic  of  South  

-­
duplication  in  Dravidian  in  other  than  onomatopoetic  forms  has  
also  been  presented.
It  has  been  further  suggested,  on  the  basis  of  the  evidence  pre-­

sent  with  regard  to     and   -­/ -­,  that  contact  with  Dra-­
vidian  must  have  been  extensive  prior   to   the  composition  of   the  

,  and  that  perhaps  there  was  an  indigenous  Dravidian  use  of  
  prior  to  the  Indo-­Iranian  usage  of     in  South  Asia.

-­
gies  have  been  proposed  or  suggested  follows.  Except  for  instanc-­
es  in  which  additions  have  been  made  in  or  changes  have  been  

,  
standing  Dravidian  cross-­references  cited  are  not  listed.
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,   ,     crab,  pair  of  compasses,

     +) sec.  6  

   VS,  B  +) sec.  6
,   ,     +)

)
,   L)

RV1,  VS1) sec.  5
) sec.  14.5

AV,   ,   )

   )

   L) sec.  7

  +) sec.  5
),   ) sec.  5  

  +) sec.  5
) sec.  5
-­)

   L L )
)

,      ) sec.  14.6
,   L) sec.  14.8  

,   ,     
         AV1,     +) sec.  5

   L) sec.  5
1 L) sec.  14.8
2 L) sec.  14.9
1 1 )
2 2 )
tand -­):   ,   ,  

   RV  +) sec.  14.10  

)
-­ ,      L) sec.  12  

B  +) sec.  14.15
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   RV  +)

   L) sec.  12

   ) sec.  12

,   ,   ,      S  +) sec.  14.13

            L) sec.  14.13

            L) sec.  14.13

            L) sec.  14.13  

)
,   ) sec.  5

)
pha S1,  L)

L)
RV4)

L)
B  +) sec.  14.15

B) sec.  14.15  
,  S3 B  +) sec.  14.15  

AV1) sec.  14.15  
L) sec.  14.19  

,   RV  +) sec.  6  
AV  +) sec.  14.13  
)
)

L) sec.  14.14  

   L) sec.  14.14  

   L) sec.  14.14  

:   -­,   L) sec.  14.14
1 L) sec.  14.14  

   B  +) sec.  8

   S  +) sec.  8  

RV  +)                           sec.  4  
-­/ -­:   RV  +) sec.  14.15  

RV,   ) sec.  14.15  
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)
  +) sec.  4  

  +) sec.  14.15  
,   ,   ,   ,  

   ) sec.  14.15  

AV) sec.  14.15  
L) sec.  7  

,   AV)
RV1) sec.  14.16  

)
-­:   RV,  AV,  S) sec.  14.19  

)
  +),     +),  etc.

)
,   ,   L) sec.  14.22  

In  addition,   two  forms  are  cited  here   to  show  process,   in  which   it  

European  or  probable  Indo-­European  derivation,  resulting  in  what  

  name  of  the  5  sons  of     +)
RV  +)

Tables
I.  
II.     /  
III.  
IV.  

-­ -­
VI.   tand-­/ -­  and  Derivatives
VII.     etc.
VIII.   Correspondences  of   -­/
IX.  
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