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METHOD OF PARALLELISMS IN THE INTEItPRETA­
TION OF 1'HE PROTO-INDIAN ilCRIPT. 

Iravatha11l Malladevall. 

L THE IoIETBOJ) 01' PAJULLELISlIIS. 

I .!. The long quest for an understanding of tho P roto-Indian 
(' Hnrappan ') script has ente red an "xcit·ing and perhaps decisivo 
phase with tho recont publicatiollll I of the preliminary fe.uIh 
achieyed by the Soviet and t be Finnish soholars working in tho 
field. Tho methodology adopted by both the teams is broadly 
the same, viz. , (a) the determination of the functional clmracteris­
tics of each sign by statistical-positional analysis carrietl out with 
the help of a computer; find (b) ILscertaining t he probable phonetia 
value by the teohniquo of homophony alJplied niter linguist ic recollS­
t.ruct ion. 'While t horo are ditferonces ill the idontifLcatioll of indivi­
dual signs, bot h tho team. "re agreed 011 the fluldamcntal re"ult 
that the language ofthe insoriptions is Dmvidial'. 

1.2. The purpose of the present paper is to suggest the possI ­
bility of employing an addit·ional technique, that of tho method or 
paraJleliBIDs, te ident ify tim syntltctio feat·uros of t,be proto -Indian 
lnaoriptions and to facilitate their linguistic interprotBt-ion. 

1.3. Emil Forrer' (1932) pointed out that it was possible 
to acquiro an objectiYo comprehension of the contents of an inscrip­
tion even before decipbering the soript by the observation of pllra11o1 
phenomona. Parallel. can Occur between a symbolical ropresentation 
IIoIld B test assooi"ted with it (e.g., .. text insoribed ne .. r tho figure 
of .. deity), between the written object ..,d ita designation (e.g., 
a text with numerals ongmved all a bronze imploment) or bet.ween 
the written symbol itoolf tLnd it·s meaning (e.g ., a ll ideogra m whose 
pictegraphic origin is obvious) . Parallels rnn also bo set up by 
obson-;ng the similarities in tho staauard forlll lll"" omployod in 
anciont inscriptions, e.g., t·he openi.og of the royal i.nscriptiOl1Jj , t.hs 
formulae of curses lLlld the introduct ion to letters. Forror wns 
"blo te sholl' t.hat "" ch comparison. rm'calcd t he bn. ic feature. 
of t ho grammar of '" writing systom (:\,On befure its linguistio 
decipherment. 

1.t. ParllUoll8ms will be TI>Ud on:y if the mILtnrjal ""ed for 
cOmpo.ri80n ie rclo"'LDt. Comparil'o(lJle!LTc proposed hero on the 
b&sie &s.umption th .. t I·he rn"terial rele" lln! to ~I\ under.tllndjng 
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of tho proto-Inctian inscriptions must be primarily Dravidia.n. 
Thu. the (Lpparently votivo inscriptions fou nd on the' tiny' seals 
and prisms a.t tho lowor lovola of Harappa may be cODlparud with 
the earliest "xtant Dravidian votiTe teCl.""t8 in the Tl\mil -Brnhmi 
Insoriptions. The prow-Indian seal terts may bo compared with 
the earliest seal and coin legends in the Dravidian languages. 
Thu proto-Indian graffiti stand oompl1rison with thos~ found on 
tho megalithic pott ry il\ South India (B.B. Ll\I, 1960)'. The 
sea. -texts which presumably consist mostly of namos Bnd titles 
can be uljOfuJly comparnd with Draviclian namo-lisls compiled 
fro.m the earli08t available sourees like tbe Tamil-Brahmi inscrip­
tions, the poems and the oolophons in the Tamil ' &ngam ' works 
and from the vast mllteri lLl in the mectievIlI temple inscriptions. 
Tho na.mes of Dravidian tribes and the non-Aryan ethnic namos 
preserved in early sanskrit litoraturo (Llso cOAAtitute valuable 
comparntive material. Since (LrchlleQlogianl evidonce tells us that 
the Proto-Indian polity was highly organized and woll-adminis­
tered, it is particularly useful to collect and study the technical 
terminology employed in Dravidian ch>io:administronon and palace 
a.ndtempla organizations. The myths and legends embodied in 
Dravidian Jjtemturo and t.he oral tribal tmclitiOIlB may tell U8 much 
about the Beene.'! portrayed on Borne of the prow-Iodinn seale. 
wtly, the survival of the proto-Ind ian script sigos themselves 
can be looked for in the ymbolisms of later Indin.o tradition, as 
iD tboiconogmphy of tho Hindu doilti08, the insignill of tho priestly 
and the toyal families and the wtomistic symbols of Dravidian 
~ribee. 

1.6. One of the criticisms lovelled n.gainBt the methods of deci­
pherment developed by . the Sov.i t Md the FimuBb scholars is that 
thero are too many chOICes n.vru lablo at toc many levels to inspire 
oonfidence in the COl'rectnoRS of !1ny of thorn . Choicee h1lve to 
be made in the interpretation of tho pictori .. 1 nnd tho positional 
value.'! of tho signs and in tho selection of homophones. The 
moth04 of par(l.Ucls enn help in rmrrowing down tho ohoicca and 
inoreasing tho degree of probQbility until more and more paraJIela 
are throWll up whicll emUlOt 1\11 be fCQsonably ascribed to mero 
colnoid.nco or clever oontrivanoo. _ 

1.0. Having l'Cgard to the time at my dispo8ILI, I shall only 
be able to illuBtrate ti,e mothod of I'llraJloIislllS with just two oxam­
pies of signs in tho Pl'oto-Xnclian soript which CUll be demollst.ratod 
to be nominal Buffixes on tho bUBi. of syntMtie pn.nllels from 
anoi.nt Drl\vidi&D insoription.· . 
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~. TH..: • J AIl ' SYMllOL. 

2.1. Tbis is the most familiar symbol in the proto-IndilUl 
script. Previous work in the field baa Blready established the 
roIlowing positi~nal and functional characteristics of tho symbol :-

(I ) I t is the most frequently used symbol in the script. 
Acoording to the preliminary statistical data released by <he 
Finnish team, the symbol ooours 873 <imes in 1944 insoriptlons 
comprising 9,147 total occurrences of all the symbols'. Thus 
IIlmost one-tonth of t·ho total material is accountod for by this 
single symbol. 

(2) The most marked ch&rnctnriBtic of the symbol is its 
t.crminal position at the end of the inscripl.ions. Kondratov has 
cstim"tod that about thirty per oent of aJl tho inscriptions end with 
this symbol'. The Finnish count of 627 futal occurrences' (32'205 
por cent of the number of inscrip!;ions) is in close agreement with 
the Soviet ostimate. 

(3 ) The symbol acts liS a torminal ~ign oven when it occIJl'!l 
in the middle of tl,e toxts. This WI'S noticed by Gadd and Smith 
a. the timo of the first tabulation of t.he symbols nnd wo.s rigorously 
demonstrated by Hunter and more recently by the Soviet and the 
Fmrush teams'. 

(4) The symbol is found affixod to singlo signs or well-defi.ned 
groups of signs wbieb appear by th"ll\I<C]vos to be complele wordl 
Mshown by Hunter'. Kondratov hn. counted 146 different recur­
ring ' blooks' or polygrnlllUloo with this symbol ir tlie fi n,d p"8i,ion". 

(5) Tho symbol occurs oocasionally (12 timos according w 
tho Fimusb tCllm) Ilt the boginning of' tho inscript.ionsl1 • 

2.2. Tho bohllviour of tho symbol Ill> II SlIffi. .. HlI ggUlted to more 
thu.n 0110 scllollU' tho possihility tllilt it could be IIJl inflectional 
caso-onding, possibly tho gcnitivo. All t·lro throe previous 
attompts nt decipherment witlrin tiro Drtwidian framowork, viz., 
th080 of Horns (Lnd tho Soviot nnd tho Finnish scholars, bave 
proposed vari ants of tho Dravidinn genitivo or obliquo C&II6-

morphemes ns linguistic equivalents of the sign in qU08tionll. 
However comparisons with tllo oarliest oxtl,nt Dravidian text. 
in similar contoxta (naroe-Iists, votive inscriptions, legonds on 
coins, etc.) show tilllt tho obsol'vod frequency and distribution 
charl\cl.eristics of tho sigrt IlJ'Il noL matched by those of the Drnvi­
die.n gonit.ive BllffilCCS. Tho Tnmil -Brnhmi inacriptioJUl, in marked 
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contralt with the Prakrit votive texts, do not have even f\ single 
instanoe of a final genitive suffix. The ancient Tamil coin-legends, 
again in sharp contrast wi.h the Frakrit and Sanskrit coin-legends, 
give the names of the rulers in the nominative case. The Dravi­
dian genitive is, more often than not, implicit even in the medial 
positions in a sentence-the so-called zero genitive, Hence the 
• Jar' sign, which is known to occur three times ill a text" of six 
symbols (in the initial, medial and final positions) !lnd which end. 
nearly a third of all the seIlJ-texts, is most unlikely to be the DravI­
dian genitive suffix. 

2.3. It o.ppGars possiblc to identify the sign on the basis of th" 
method of parallels by ma.king the following aBSumptions :-

(1) Judging from our knowledge of seals used by cantem­
poro.ry anoient civilizations, it is reasonable to suppose that the 
bulk ofthe seal-texts would consist of names and titles with perhaps 
somo minimo,1 info1'llUl.tion l'slating to religious 0 ,' oconomic activity_ 

(2) As the lllnguage of tho texts appears to be Dravidian, 
the Damos lind titles would lJo Illostly in the nominative O .. SO, 

invarillbly so .. t tile end of thc texts. 

(3) The most likely hypothesis whioh fits in best witl, the 
observed frequency, distribution and functions of the symbol 
would be to regard it as an integra! element affixed to personal 
nllmes and titles, generally as B suffix, but occasions.lly .. s B 

prefixed element. 

(4) Tho best method to identify t he value oCthe symbol would 
be to scarch for parallels IImong tho most !l.Dcient extant lists of 
DravidiAn parsonal names lind titles in order to identify .. ny fre­
quently recnrring element with positional and functional characte­
ristios matching those of the symbol and connected with it by a 
.uitablo homophone. 

2.4. Tho Dravidian materia] ohosen for the compar"tive study 
are:-

(1) The 001'PW 01 the Tamil-Bra/lmi Inscriptioru".- Theee 
inscriptions lire dated from the Third or till) Second Century B.C., 
and .. re tho most ancient lithio reoords extant in any Dravidian 
IIwgua,ge. 1'heir votivo context, their contents confined mostly to 
Il6rnea and titles and their brevity make them the ideal !ingui.tio 
material for the present oomp .. risOD 
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(2) I'M nam,-li.t. 0/ Tamil '!/angam ' pam": About 
4.n names of poets have been preserved in the colophons to the 
pooms of the' Sang.am ' Age, datable to the first three or four centu­
ries of the Christinn Em. The names represent an almost oomplete 
orGas-seotion of the ancient Tamil society and include those ot 
princes and commoners, men and woman and persons belonging to 
various cla.ns a.nd professions. There i. little doubt tha.t the names 
(which .. re among the moat conservative elements in any language) 
tepresent a tradition going back much farther than the dates of 
the composition ,md the compilation oftheso poems. 

2.5. The most frequently recun'ing element in the formation of 
old Tamil names t urns out to be-an, the masculine singular prono­
minal suffix of the Third Porson , meanin~, 'he, thllit man'. The 
evidence on this point ii conclusive. 

2.6. The Corpua of the T .. mil-Brllhmi InBcriptiollll contain, 
98 composite personal names and titles, in which the suffix-all 
ocours 99 times. Twenty out of the 74 ill.8criptions (excluding two 
akshara-bandhas), i.e ., about 27 per cent, end with-an in the finlll 
positions; (verbal forms ending in-an/on are not included in thio 
oount). In a number of composite names, the sufib<: -an oocurs 
twice or even thrice, e.g., ma~i-/I va~t<akka1' leVl'1' cat/all (TBI. 72) . 

2.7. A random sampling of the first one hundred oomposite 
unmes from the alphabetical list ofthe ' Sangam 'poets yields simillll' 
results. The suffix -an occurs 82 times in these names. The suffix 
occurs 61 timos in the finaJ. position (ignoring the honorifio -ar, 
conventionaJIy added in the colophons to the poets' names). Th", 
relatively high proportion of the suffix in the final position is doubt­
less due to the fact that while those a.re purely name-lists, tho Ta.mil­
Brahmi inscriptions (and, presumably, the Proto-Indian seal_texts) 
often contain in the final position the names of the objects owued 
or gifted. Again many of the composite names in the list ot poets 
"ontain the suffix -an twice or thrice, e.g.,ltai1/a1' centan korra!l -iah . . . . 

2.8. In the light of this evidence from the nearest pILrallel8, it 
lIMmed re .. Bon .. blo to suppose lIS eo provisional working hypothesis, 
that the symbol in question probably represents the Proto-Dr .. vidiu 
equivalent of the m!lSculino singular pronominal suffix of ·the TlUrd 
Perion (-a" in Tamil). 
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(which a.re among the most conservative elements in any la.nguage) 
tepresent a tradition going back much farther than the dates of 
the composition and the compilation oBheso pooms. 

2.5. The most frequently recurring elemont in the formation of 
old Tamil names turn. out to be-an, the masculine singular prono­
rnin!>I suffix of the Third Porson, meanin~, 'he, thQt man'_ The 
evidence on this point ii conclusive. 

2.6. The Corpus of the Tamil-Brnhmi Inscriptions contain, 
98 composite personal names and titles, in which the suflh:-<ll' 
occurs 99 times . Twenty out of the 74 inscriptions (excluding two 
ak..hara-bandhas), i.e., about 27 pe, cent, end with-an in the fin .. l 
positions; (verbal forms ending in-an/on are not included in thio 
oount). In a number of composite names, the sWfu<: -an oocura 
twice or even thrice, e.g., ma~i-II va~t<akka~ teva~ cattall (TBI. 72). 

2.7. A random sampling of the first one hundred oomposite 
nnmas from the alphabetical list of the' Sangam 'poets yields similM' 
results. The suffix -an occurs 82 times in these names. The suaix 
occurs 61 times in the final position (ignoring the honorifio -ay, 
conventiona.I1y added in the colophons to the poets' names). The 
relatively high proportion of the suffix in the final position is doubt­
less due to the fact that while those a.re purely name-lists, tho Ta.miI­
Brahmi inscriptions (and, presumably, the Proto-India.n se!>I-texts) 
often contain in the fin,,1 position the names of the objects owned 
or gifted. Again many of the composite names in the list of poets 
"ontain the suffix -an twice or thrice, e.g., Itai1/a1J centan !wrya!' -iah . . .. 

2.8. In the light of this evidence from the nearest pILrallel8, it 
uomed re"son"blo to suppose Ill! "provisional working hypothesis, 
that the symbol in question probably represents the Proto-Dr .. vidiaD 
equivalent of the masculine singular pronominal suaix of ·the TlUrd 
PeriOD (-a" in Tamil). 
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2. O. Pronominal suffix lJI! oC tho typo ·an o.ro dorivod fro lll a­
(DED. 1), tho domonstrllt.iv6 bnso exprossing tho remoter person 
or thing . Compn.rison of t ho forms 'I'll. avan (' ho, that man '), 
ota., grouped under DED. I onables liS to reoonstruct PDr. · -anr_ 
From a rolatad sorice also formed. from tho domoDsl,rativQ a-, o.g. , 
ala (kII.), atanu (To)" otc., wo can roconstruct ·ant-. Tho old Ta.mil 
equivaJeut, recently l'Ocovorod from tho Talllil-Brahmi inscriptions 
is (a .. )Iai , literally moaning 'ho, thllt man', but usod as .. 
honorifio aftlx (both prefixod and suffixed) with mwo porsonaJ 
DamOl! . Wo ca. .. sot up at tho rDr lovol • . " .. , to roprooont both 
tho 8Ori08 of pronominal .. nixes. 

2.10. The idol\tificn.tion of t iro sign a. tho )Ilo"'nrli"o "ingull" 
pronominal affix of tho Third PonlOn uaod as " honurific with waJo 
personaJ namos and titles ox plains satisfactorily tho high frcquoncy 
of the sign and its normal torminal position in seal toxts proaumllbly 
col18ist ing oooatly of m&lo lIam"" lind titloo. This idontificntion 
aleo oxpl&ins tho mutipIe ocourrOIlCOO of the symbol in tho SIImo oo)[t. 
While the proDominaJ honorific WILS normaJly suffixed, t hero s.ro 
a number of attaetad C8086II in tho TlIomil·Briihmi inscrip­
tions (e.g. TBI. 13) whore it is found in the init ial position. TherA 
is, to my knowlodge, nO other reourring element in Dravidian 
name-formation which can so romo.rkably ooa.toh tho observed 
£requenoy, distribution and funotional ohamoOOrista oHbo symbo.! 
under discussion. 

2.11. Tho pictogra.m 600ms t(l suggest 80000 kind of a vossol 
with handles or pronounoed rim or lip n.t tho mouth and .. tapering 
bottom. Tho following otyma denoting soversl typ08 of vessels 
of III genem1ly simil .... form suggest thomselv08 ILS good homophones 
fbr comparison with ·anr-: 

DED. 110 : antai (Ta.), squirt; alllle (Ka., Tu.) : vco. el 
made of hollow bamboo,ote., genera.lly with a handle; anay (KO.) ; 
milk-pot, bamboo pot; a4y (To.) ; alay-pot; 

DED. 107, 100 : andige.(KIIo.) : Ono pannier; andcmu, ooigam" 
(Te.) : ibid. ; andu (Kilo.); bottom of 0. vessel; Til. L" J<. : anJai (Ta _) ; 
an anoient weight (ooeaeuro !). 

2.12. The following otymo. having the gODoral meaning' mslo, 
e.1der parson '. appear ta be connoctad with the pronOminal 
h.norifio *anr-. meruUng (bet t1:ur,t ma.n ';-

DED. Ill : andra (Kui.) : a. maJe; andra (Kur.): maJo (of 
anirnaJs) ; and!l" (Kur.); 110 haughty mall ; and, ... (Po., M,md.); 
male, man; andira (Skt., lox .) : .. maJo. 
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2. O. Pronominal BuffixOll oC tho typo ·an II.ro dorivod frolll a­
(DED. 1). the domonstrlltive bl\SO expr08sing tho romotor persOIl 
or thing . Comparison of the forms ·1'a. avrm (' ho. that man '). 
eto .• grouped Wlder DED. I onablos liS to rooonstrllct PDr. " -a>lr. 
From a reillted Bonos al80 formed, from tho demoll8l,ratjvo a-, o.g .• 
ala (kII.). atan" (Te) .. ote .• we can roconstruct "ant-. Tho old Tamil 
equiva.!ent. reoontly rocovored from tho Tamil-Bmhmi inscriptions 
is (a n)lai. litorlllly moaning ' ho. that man'. but uacd 38 .. 

honorifio aftlx (hoth prefixod And suffixod) wi th mwo persona.! 
namoo. Wo CWl sot up lit tho rDr lovol ··r"" to reprooont both 
the serios of pronominal "mxes . 

2.10. The idelltification of t iro Hign us tho 1l11,""uii"" Bingul .. r 
pronOminal affix of tho Third PoniOll WlOd IWl II honurific with wa.!o 
persona.! names and titles oXJllait l8 satisfactorily tho high frequency 
of the sign and its normal terminal JlUsition in sea.l texts presumably 
coll8isting mostly of malo IULm"" lind titl06. Thill idontificntioD 
aJ.ao expla.ins tho mutiple ocourrullCOB of the symbol ill tho oomo tol<t. 
While the pronomilleJ honorific W/LS normally suffixed. thero 8d"O 

a number of attooted cases in tho Tamil-BriihDli inscrip­
tions (e.g. TBI. 13) whore it is fUWld in the initial position. Thern 
is, to my knowledge. no other recurring element in Dravidian 
name-formation which can 80 romo.rkahly matoh tho observed 
£roquenoy. distribution e.nd fWlctional eh .. motGrists of the symbo.l 
under disoussion. 

2.11. The pictogram 600ms t<> s uggest 80me kind of a vossel 
with handle<! or pronoWloed rim or lip n.t tho mouth and .. taporing 
bottom . Tho following etyma denoting severeJ typ06 of vessels 
of III genemUy similar form suggost thomsolvos as good homopbones 
lbr comparison with "anr-: 

DED. 110: onto, (Ta.). squirt; a"de (K .... Tu.) : veo. e! 
made of hollow bamboo. etc .• generally with a handle; andy (1(0.) ; 
milk-pot. bambeo pot; OOy (To.) ; cIILy-pot; 

DED. 107. 100 : alldige_(KIL.) : one pannier; andcm ... OOigam" 
(Te.) : ibid. ; an&u (K ... ); bottom of n. vessel; Ta. Lo;(. : atU(li (TIL.) ; 
lID anoient weight (measure 1). 

2.12. The following otyma having the gOl1Oral mOl\ning 'malo. 
elder person'; appear to bo connocted with the pronOminal 
h.norifio ·anr-. meaning 'he. that man ':-

DED. 111: andra (Kui. I : a male; andra (Kur.): m&lo (ot 
animeJ.); andy" (Kur.l; a ha.ughty man ; andr"" (Po .• Ms.nd.); 
male, man ; andiro (Bitt .• lox .) : .. maJe. 



 

 

  

 

DED. 219. : Innla' (,ra.) : ratMr; laMr; (T&.): ibi ,&to., 
21.13. The following porsonal, cllln ""d dynastic namllll Gf 

Dravidian rulers aro perhllps ultime.toly dorived from the honoriAe 
Q8IIg8 of the pronominal affix °a"r- :-

antiran : a porsonal nllme of Ay, a Vel Chieft&in (Puram., 12Q) I 
Antat : clan nnme of chieftains of cow-hords, (Akam.: 59i ; 
""dhra (Pkt ., andha) nnme of Andhra Kings and tho tribe . 

3. TIn: ' A.RROW ' SYMBOL. 

S.1. The main Oho.rHctoristics of tllis symbol o.re its poEitiOIl lIB • 

termin&l sign ILnd it~ funotionILl simiJllrity with tho ' jar' symbol. 
Both tho symhols f"nction .. storminlLl signs not only .. t the nnd of 
texts but ILlso in' medio.! positions. In t ho qU&si-final poFit iollll 
both .. re foll owed by tho s .. mo set of single ,"lIrillblo eigllR. Th" 
preceding symhols or sequonces can bo shown to be complete words 
by thomselves, prob .. bly Mmo> .. nll tit!08. Tbere is, tberefore, 
reason to believe thllt tho' IIn'ow ' symbol, like its funotional twin, 
the ' jar' symbol, i8 .. Iso lin inLoC .... 1 8" ffix " 80d in name - formlltioll8 
lie suggested by H unterJ6. Ho was, howevor , mistaken in thinking 
that tho sequonoo- pre coding tho two ~igrw lire mutua.lJy exclusive. 
Subsequent discoveries h",'e sh()wn thnt thore nro several seqllenCJOl; 
which can end with either of those two signs. 

3.2. The Soviet 8Dd the Finnish $ehola1"!l reg .. rd the ' arrow' 
.ign •• an inJl.ectiona.! or cnso ending on &oceunt of ita termin ... 
position &nd its altercation with tho' jar ' sign ". Since hOlTer"r, 
It h .... hoen sugge.t.cd here tha~ the ' jar' sign i. " suffix lleed in 
Dravidi&ll name-form"t iOl: , ii appoars likely t hat the ' . 'TOrr' 
lien .110 fulfil. " aimi.lr function. 

~.3. It is prima faci. likely that the ' orrow' sign represente 
another gramma.tical clll gory, say, the plum! or the non ·mlW'ouliIle 
euffix. Howover tho com mOil sequcnoos preoeding the two E.igoa 
make it unlikely I.bat the suffi.xos repres~nt mutu .. lly exclusive 
grammatical categorics . The domiMut 'fish ' signs which appear 
iII the bulk of Dames and titles moro of ton have the 'arrow' Eign 
than the ' jar ' siC'l n~ their suffixes. Thi. rDllke. it unlikoly that 
the 'errow ' sign represents tho feminine (' non-masculine ') gender. 
Thm it appo .. rs thnt tbo 'IIrrow ' symbol represents .. nothor .. nd 
leas fre quent element in the formation of Dr .. vidian pereonal namel 
and title.. 

3. &. Tho compnrlltivo .t.atiotiCIII da.t& relating to the two symbol. 
tore imtruotive. According to Kondratov, the O\lJllOOr of bJocu 
eadizr.g with the ' j.r' .. nd th~ ' arro" , .ymboJ. Ie .... peotiftly 
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DED. 2496: /",,/a' (,r ... ) : r .. ther ; /a""r' (To.): ibi ,etc., 
2.13. The fo!lo \\'ing porsonal, clnn and dynastic nam"" ef 

Duvidi .. n rulors aro porhtlps ultime.tely d~rived from the hononA. 
ueage of the pro nomine.! affix *anr- :-

an/iran : a porRone.! name of Ay, n Vel Chieftain (Puram., 12g) , 
.. n/ar : cl&Il ntlme of chieftains of t'Ow-herds, (Akam.: 59j ; 
"ndhra (Pkt., andha) no.mo of Andhro. Kings and tho tribe . 

3. TITE ' A1IRo W ' SYMBOL . 

S.i . Tho main oho.r<lctoristico of this symbol o.ro its poEitiOIl ae • 
terminAl sign nnd il6 funotional simiJl\rity 'lith tho ' jlU" . ,mbol. 
Both tho symhols function .. stormin .. 1 signs not only .. t the nnd of 
texts but also in' medio.! positions. In tho quasi-fino.! poF it iona 
both tiro followed by tho sa.mo set of single 't'o.rinblo sigilli. Th" 
preceding symbols or sequonccR can bo shown to be complete words 
by thomselves, probably na.mOI< .. Illl titl s. Thore is, therefore, 
rooson to bolievo thtlt tho' o.rl' IV' symbol, like its funotion&! twin, 
ille ' je.r ' symbol, is .. Iso an inlegr .. 1 suffix usod in nnme - formn.tioWl 
.., 8ugSllStod by Hunter1o. Ho WM, howovor, mistakon in thinking 
that th" sequonco., preccding tho two signs tlOO mutuaJJy exclusive. 
Sub6equont <moo" ories b,,,-o shown thnt thore aro sevornl seqnen_ 
wbich otln end with e ith~r ofthoso w-o signs. 

3.2. The Soviet and the Finnish 8chol .. 'l'!l regan! the ' arrow' 
sign ••• n inJieotional or on.<;e ending on nccount of its tannin ... 
position and its alternation with tho' j .. r ' sign ". Since ho,~ev "r, 
It hM boen RUgge.1.Cd here th.~ t he ' jar' sign i. .. suffix "eed in 
Dravid ian namo-format ion, ii .. ppoara likely 1 ha t the 'arrorr' 
lip .Ieo fulfill a simi.lr fu.nctiou. 

~.3. It is prima facio likoly tht>t the ' orrm.' sign repreoonte 
anothor gramma.tical cnlegory, say, th pluml or the non ·mMouJine 
suffix . However the commen sequences preeooing the twe ,,;goa 
make it unlikely t,ha.t the 8uffixos repres~nt mutua.Uy exc lusive 
grammGtice.l CGOOgon"" . The dominant 'fi. b • signs which a.ppear 
in the buik of D!I;mcS &nd tit,l e moro of ton h&ve the 'alTOW • Fign 
than the ' jsr ' sign .~ their 8uffixc.. Tbi. makes it unlikoly that 
the 'orrow ' sign represents tho feminine (' non-masculine ') gendor. 
Thus it .pJlO&I'S that tho • tlrrow • symbol represents anoth.or and 
1888 fre quent clement in t he formation of Dravidian per8(mo.! namel 
and title.. 

3. , . Tho comparativo .ta.tL;tiMI dli.te relating to the two symboll 
are imtruotive. According to Kondratov, the ntuBber of blocb 
• .dizls with t he ' j., ' ...,d th~ • arrow' symboll ia "',peciively 
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Btl and 4,8 ( .. pprox:mately 3 : I) . He .. l~o calcu1n.te. th&t the 
percent../(e of inscript.:illlR ending roth either symbol is respectively 
SO and 7 (4.5: I) ". Aocording to tho Finnish tea.m. the total 
OCC1llTonoe~ of the two symbols are respectivoly 873 and 146 
(approximately 6 : 1). " 

:1.1:1. It seems possible to intorpret the .ymbo! throu/(h the 
method of parallelisms 8.B illustr .. tcd in the CIL'*l of the ' ja.r 'symbol. 
The Dravidian linguistio material chosen for compsrativo study 
was subjected to a form .. l MolysiR to identify any recurring nominBi 
element with characterktics matching thoso of tho' arrow ' symbol. 
H turns ont that tbo nominal onding" ocourring mOft frequently 
with old T .. mil penlOnal names and titles, next to thl pronominaJ 
lu.ffi.xes, are-ai and-; wbich may bo comidered together. The 
eomparative statisticS are B8 follows:-

Pronom·inal Nominal Approxi-
Nameo and litle8 orcvrr£lIg '". ' ''ffix. enai 'llf/8. mate raHo. 

Tamil-'Briibmi 
(98 names). 

In. onpt!ollJ 

Alpbabetienl liat of Sangam 
poet<! (first 100 names). 

(-an) (-., a,) 

31 ~:l 

82 33 

Tho p~ra.1lel to olose enough to sugge' t that If tho' jar ' fymbol 
:represe"te the pronominnl bonomo (-an. -tlnl-in Ta.). then th~ 
• mow' symbol is likely to represent the Dr. nominal endings 
(-I. -at in Ta.). 

s.ft. Tho arohaic use of the indepondent su1fu:oo -i. -v nnd -iV 
ooourring in the earliast Tamil-Bra.bmi inscriptions should bo 
8pecially noted; (e.g. ) Kani-' (TBl, 3) ; kani-y (T'SI, 1); lailta,-v 
(TEl, 2); kavili-iy (TBl. 3) and lIaf'uUi-iy (TEl. 1)_ We may 
therefore. oxpect to find . after the names and titles occurring in the 
!16M-texts. a nominal suffix cotreaponding to TEl-i(y) Bnd -a-i(v) . 
(PDr ·-oyi-ey.) 

S.7. It is easy to rocognlae the obioct in the pictogra.m. It is 
an QI70W or a spear-head. Large numbers of copper Mld bronze 
lpeu-heada have been recovered from the siteo of the Proto-Indian 
.tle. :rile reoognition of ~he objoot in the pictoJltam ... IU'IoT 
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HG and 4S (approx'mately 3: 1). He .. 1.0 calcula.te3 that the 
perceD~ of inscript.:vn.q ending with either symbol is respeotively 
SO and 7 (4.5 : 1) 18. Aocording to tho Finnish tlmm, the total 
OCOurrODoe~ of the two symbols are respectivoly 873 and 146 
(approximately 6 : 1) . .. 

:1.6. It seems possible to intorpret the symbol through tho 
mothod of parallelisms as illuatr .. tcd in the cn.'lO of the ' jar' symbol. 
The Dravidia.n linguistio materinl ohosen for oomparativo study 
was subjected to a formal an81ys i~ to identify any recurring DominBi 
element with characterict ics matching thoso of tho' arrow ' symbol. 
It turns out tbn.t the nominal (\nding' ocourring mort frequently 
with old Ta.mil persoual names and titles, next to thl pronominal 
llUffixes, &TB'ai and·; which may ho considered together. The 
comparative statisticS are o.a follows :-

Pronom·inal Nominal Approxi-
Na'",e, and titlea orcvrring ill . "'ffi~. e"dinus. mate raHo. 

(-an) (-i, ail 

Tamil-"BriihIni In. otiptiOIll 911 31 3: 1 
(98 names). 

Alphabetical lilot of Sangam 
poebl (first 100 names). 82 33 Z'5' 1 

Tho p:>rallel ill olose enough to sugge: t that If tho' jar' .ymbol 
.tepresor te the pronominnl honorifio (.<In. ·ant-in Ta.). then th~ 
• a.rrow · symbol is likely to represent the Dr. nominal endings 
(.', -a; in Ta.). 

S.t!. Tho archaic ose of the independent suffh:oo -i, -y nod -iy 
ocourring in the earliest Tamil-Bra-hIni inscriptions should be 
speoially noted ; (e.g.) Ka,,'-' ('rBI, S); ka"'i-y (TllI, 1) ; tanla'-y 
(T:BI, 2); kavili.iy (TBI, 3) and tJal"litti-iy (T:BI, 1). We may 
therefore, 6Xpectto lind. afoor the names and tit les occurring in th9 
lleal-terle, a nominal 8t1ffix corresponding t<> TBI-i(y) and -a-i(vl, 
(PDt --olli-ty·) 

3.7. It is ea8Y to rocognOO tho objoot in the piotogi'run. It is 
All arrow or & apear-head. Largo numbers of copper and hronze 
.peat-heads bn.ve been recovered from the sitoa of the Proto-Indian 
.'Ie. ~8 reoognition of ~he object in the pictolliam .. amnr 
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or opoar and the prob ... ble W!I> of tho symbol .. a DOmin'" .utfts 
iDunediaCeJy suggest the following etyma with the meaningw • 
.. arrow, to shoot (as an arrow), to t hrow (808 a spetu'l , eto. · , 
DED. 691 : til. i (Ta.) I ey-, 'II" (Ko.) c iY" (Te.) ; eto • 

• • EVIDIIlrV •. 

' .1. The identificatiol1l! proposed in thia pl'pe~ Me Centl'ti ...... 
Howe-ver t he following pareJJelisms from later Indian traditio. 
seem to lend some support to the identificat ions. 

' .2. It can be established (rom purely forma.! I'nI'lysis that the 
'Jar ' symbol functions 80S a suffix at the end of what are most 
probably names and t itles on the seal text". This deduction fa 
quite independ~nt of "ny phonetio -value or meaning that may be 
proposed for the sign. I t may be assumed that the names and 
titles ocourring on the s&a.Is would mostly be t hose of the rulins 
aIaases . There is some archaeological o-videnoo th"t the Proto· 
Indian cl"9ilization was ruled by .. priestly oligarohy. " The general 
indication of a combined kingly I>nd priestly rule fits the habit of the 
Third Millennium" (Wheeler , 1966). It is, therefore, signifioant 
that ' jar ' names and ' jar' legends oCcur in later Indian traditioll 
among priestly and ruling olasses. 

'.3. The legend of the 'jar.born ' .agea is indeed -very ancient 
and is even found in the Rigveda (VII : 33), where it is said that 
Vasishtha c.nd Ag!lStya were generated by Mi tra c.nd Varona from a 
jar. Consoquontly Agastya Was known o.s Kumbhayoni. K umhha. 
aamblw va and by other synonymous no.mos and V B8ishtha waa 
oeJJed Ku"dina (' the -vessel '). A very bimilar story '0 is told ill 
!e8pOot of Dronn (whoee "ame Bleo meaDS ... . vessel ' ). 

4 i. Two signiJJco.nt Il.8pecta of these 'jar' legenris meri. 
attention as t hey both seem to indicate that the myth haa a Dro-vidiBll 
origin . 

, . 6 The myth of miraculous birth from a jar 11'"" .hc.~ed br 
the Brahmana.B and the Kshatriy8.8, or rather by the familie. 
which were boll. Brnhman .. and KBho.triya. by tradition . Vasishth. 
was oc.llod Dovaraj. Ago..tya WILB tim reputed leader of t ho 
&Outheru migr~tjon of the Velir olo.n which gave rise to m!Ul)' 
aouthern ruling dynasties ". 'rhe V;;!ir chieftains seem to have 
had aacordotal origin . (It i. iu.etruoti-ve to comp""'" O.Ta. wi. 

o 

or apoar and the probo.ble WI<I of tho symbol .. a DOmina! au1IB 
immediately suggest the following etyma with the moaniuga • 
.. arrow, to shoot (as an arrow), to throw (as a spear), ete. " 
DlID. O!ll : "II, • (Ta.) ley·, '11' (Ko.) I .yv (Te.) ; etc. 

'.1. The identificotiolll! propoaed in thia pape7 a.re tentati ...... 
However the following paraJ.Ieliams from l .. ter Indian traditio. 
_m to lend some support to the identifioatioDS. 

' .2. It CMl be established (rom purely {orma! analysis that the 
, Jar' symbol functioD3 as .. suffix at tho end of what are moat 
probably na.mes and titles on the seal texts. This deduction 18 
quite independent of any phonetio value or meaning tb&t may be 
proposed for the Bign. I t may be lISSumed that the Dames and 
titles ocourring on the eea.ls would mostly be those of tho ruling 
oIaaees. There is Bome archaeologicaJ ovidence that the Proto­
Indian civilization was ruled by a priestly olign.rohy. .. The gener.! 
indication of a combined kingly and priestly rule fits the habit of the 
Third Millennium" (Wheeler, 1966). It is, therefore, significant 
that ' jar ' names a.nd ' jar ' legonds occur in later India.n traditiOD 
among priestly Mid ruling ola.ssea. 

' .3. The legend of the • jar. born ' ftnges is indeed very Moient 
and is oven found in the Rigvoda (VU : 33), where it is swd that 
Vasishtha nnd Agastya wore generated by :Mitra IloIld V&I'UD.a from .. 
jar. Consequent ly Agaatyn. was known lIS Kumbhayoni, K umbha. 
aambha VII and by other synonymoua no.mos and V IIBishtha wa.s 
oaJ.Iod K undina (' the veB881 'J. A vary bimilar story ,0 is told ill 
!e8pect of Dronn (whoee name also moans a ' vessel ') . 

'i. Two significant espects of these 'jar' legends m8ri~ 
attention lIB tbey hoth seem to indicate that the myth has . Drovidi&ll 
origin. 

"6 The myth of miraculous birtb from a jar w"" phared b,.. 
~he Brahmana.s Dond the Ksbntriyaa, or rather by the fam.i!iel 
which wore bol.T. Bra.hmana and Kshn.triya by tradition. Vll8ishtha 
was coJJod Dovaraj. Ago.atyo. WM tho reputed le!lder of tho 
lIOutheTll migTl\tion of tho Velir olan which gave rise to memy 
lIOuthern ruling dynasties " . 'fho V"lir chiofta.ins seem to have 
bad !lacordotal origin. (It i. instru otivo to compM'tl O.Ta. wi. 
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8. &JI)ettaio. wllh tho verb ..eJ • &0 lACriJ)oe '). Dran.. lhe 
Bralunana p"""'ptor of the KIll'U8, w&s aIao the ruler of North 
I' ... oal.. The Andhraa traced thoir d08<:ont from th~ Vodio ""!!"" 
.. iDdieated by their IXULtronymioe like Vasi.hthiputra. eto., and 
at}1ed themaehTe8 .... • ka-brahmana in their insoription... The 
Pallav.... tbe Salrutkay<WalI I\nd the Brah .. tpbAlaY&ll&8 bolonaod 
10 Brahmanioal gotre • . n . 

'.Il. It is ",motim.,. L'OlllIiderod th .. t the exiatenoe of tho 
IIrabmana-JUhatrlY6 familiae indicated greater mobility .mollC 
!.be varnae in tho e&rly Indo-Aryow eodety. However the disco~ry 
of a pro·Aryan and probably Dravidi .. n civilization ruled ovor by a 
prioetIy olig .... oby providoa a new oxplan&tion r. f the ph0nomenon. 
It now appeara Ilkcly tbaL tho Dmhmllna-K>.ha.triya or prie8t-ruler 
uMition is pr..Aryan Dnd po .. ibly a 8urvivnl 0; Proto-lndia.D 
prat.rwe. 

"7. The accond ... peot of the • j ..... legends worthy of IlOti~ 
la their epcei .. 1 """,,oi .. tion witt. th~ Drl\vidiro.ll South. '1'hoy we .. 
current among many Draviuml1 dyns.oliae like the Velir, the PolIa­v... and the Caluky.... The Drnhmnllical 8<>gool AgBOtya and 
VMiahtha (Devnraj/Kundina.) with whom tho • jar' logeoda 
IoN t.a8Ocia.ted "'" the ono. eapociolly popular with South IndiaD 
.... d Dravidie.n trMition"'. 

, ·s. Tho occUl'ftlnoe of the • jar' .ymbol in tho Proto·India!) 
",al-tex1a aoelDb to provide .. c1uo to tho ultimato origin of tbe 
• jar • legends . Tho • j.... . 8ymOOl WB!I connootod, probo.bly 
~bro\lgh homonymy, with t.h .. prio.t .ru lors of tho Proto-Indian 
oi\'i\ization. Whon tho memory of t ho plctogrnphic script WB!I lost. 
tbo • jar' 8ign COlltinuod to 1)(' tI88Ocmtoo with tho priestly and the 
ruling classes of tho COlllpotoite Hindu sooiety nnd becamo " .ymbol 
... "und whioh ruytha grew up. In '" I"'r&llol devolopruont. too 
Dr&vtdian honorific-'anr. homophonou. with •• vOI<OOI' word 
Wt\8 borrowed into SILJ\.hil in tho bttor 58I1l10 at Vru10U8 porio&: 
In dilforent translation. . oa poreonnl and family no.mCll of tbe 
IlratJy and the ruling clM809. -

,·u. The . arrow' symbol hnd a\ao " siUlil .... devolopllleDt. 
The Velil clan wlWt .. Iso known oa Evvi" (florn·.y) which 808me to 
bo ........... ted with the . rmboliom o( tho .....,,, . .. popwar RfIa 
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. I ... ' legends. The 'jar ' .ymbol w,," .OMooted, probo,bly 
through homonymy, with U,e prio~t·ruIOl'3 of tho Proto-Indian 
oi,-i1ization, Whon. the memory of t~o pioto~phic script W,," loat, 
tho ' jar' .ign contmued to II(' QIllIOCUl.too With tho priestJy and the 
ruling cl_ of tho colllpotlite H indu sooioty and oocllmo 0, symbol 
"," lInd whioh myths grew up. In n po.raJlol dovolopmont. the 
Dravidian honorifi"""G"', homophonous with .. 'v","",I' word, 
"... borrowed into Srula!ail in tho Inttar saMO at vanoUl! pori0d8 
In difforent t.r8Ml&tioDH, ae porllOMl aud family name. of the 
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fJr ~ D&IlIeII gf \h~ Yadavae (who are OOnDbOted iD tradItIoIt 
with the Andhra.a and tho Velir)" w38---ftna, or • 8pf'&I", pro­
bably to be tr&oed to the pj.rographic IIign which depicted ,..pear­
he .. d or 6I'ro .... 

"10. Finallyattentjon """1 be drr.wn to .. fNlquont di.grapll. 
eollllisting of the 'fish' and the • arrow' signs in tho aoa1.texf,e. 
llrom position&\ Mlalysia it can be inferred that the di-gtllpb 
represents an importnnt name or title, probably the genaria nllm. 
gf the ruling pri""tly c1~. According to my interpretation", 
tho dig:-.. ph approximatoly oorrosponda to °min/l-ey. The term 
·miley mo.y bo oompo.red with O.To., mil., milai, 'Chioft&in' (Iit., 
'the ahiDing ono') and also with Skt. mkceho (Probably Crom-",iI..,), 
the no.,uo by wbich the indigenou8 ptlUple wero krtown to the oarl, 
Indo-iUyruu;. Hero we acom to ha.ve eivdenre ror .. very oarl1 
Joan-word from Dravidian iDto SlWSkrit. 
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