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STUDIES IN
DRAVIDIAN PHILOLOGY.

I
THE DRAVIDIAN PROBLEM.

1. A study of the antiquities and origin of
things carries with it ay much interest
as a study of current affairs, since the
human mind always looks back into
the past for inspiration and guidance in its onward
march of expansion and development in the future. To
find unity in diversity being the object of Science it.
always tries to connect the past with the present and by
observation and classification of the facts of Nature
traces the process of evolution of things preseut from
things past. The Science of Language applies the
same principle of evolution to all linguistic phenomena
and by collecting, comparing, and scrutinising their
facts tries to trace their origin and lines of development.
“The distinctive feature of the Science of Language,
as conceived nowadays”’, says Otto Jespersen in the
preface to his work Language, its Noture and Develop-
ment, “is its historical character ; a language or a word

Language and its
History.

is no longer taken as something given once for all, but
as a result of previous development, and at the same
time as a starting point for subsequent development.”
The Science of Language is always faced by and has to
find an answer to, a very prominent question “ Why do
we speak as we now do?” To answer this question it
has to take into consideration all the facts supplied by
each and every language spoken on the face of the
earth, and with their help fry to trace the development
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STUDIES IN DRAVIDIAN PHILOLOGY

of these languages through the different periods of
their growth and if possible also to find out their
common original source or sources. We, the people of
South India, too have to face and answer the question
¢Why do we speak such a variety of languages as we
now do ?” This question naturally prompts us to make
an investigation into the origin and development of
the Dravidian group of languages spoken in Southern
India. An atfempt is herein made to trace the history
of this group of languages with special reference to
Telugu and to find out the lines of its growth in ifs
rvelation to other prominent languages of Southern
India, and gain thereby a better knowledge of ifs
primitive structure and distinctive character.

9. Several theories have been brought forward
regarding the origin and development
T:‘:‘":" _‘:_"“t of Telugu as also of other South

e Uravidian . 5
i Indian Languages. Dr. Caldwell, in
his  Comparative Grammar of the
Dravidian Languages claimed for these languages inde-
pendence from Sanskrit and other tongues belonging
to the Indo-European family, and affinity with those
belonging to the Scythian Group. But he seemed
to think that people speaking these two groups
of languages might have come into close contact
with each other at a very . remote period in the
history of mankind. * “The theory I advocate,”
says Dr. Caldwell ¢takes account of both sets of
® It is probable that the wide grass-lands of Eurasia were shared by primi-~
tive tribes, both Indo-European and Ural-Altaic (Altaic and Finno-Ugrian) in
speech, and that there was some amount of intermingling among them. The
connection between the Indo-European and Finno - Ugrian Languages, as
advocated by Henry Sweet (History of Language, London, 1900, Chap. VII)
might be a genetic one, and it may yet be proved that the Indo-European and
Finno-Ugrian speeches have a common origin in the language of the pre-historic

dwellers of the Eurasian plains. Z%e Origin and Development of the Bengali
Langurage by Suniti Kumar Chatterjee p. 23.
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languages compared in the matter of root-material
and grammatical forms, and that no amount of word-
material borrowed by one language from another can
convert the former to the family of the latter. * So,
there can be no meaning in saying that a language
belongs to one family by its origin, and to a distinctly
different one by its growth, unless it is shown that the
former also is an offshoot of the latter, in which
case again, we can talk of both as belonging to only
one family. We talk of different families of languages
on account of the difference in distinctive charac-
teristics, and in the forms and methods of thought and
expression displayed by a certain group of languages,
as against others, just as we divide humanity, out of
convention and for the sake of convenience, and talk
of races and families, according to their geographical
position and special characteristics of life exhibited
by them. Yet at the same time we cannot be
unmindful of the original unity of the whole human
race, as also of the ultimate unity of all the forms of
expression used by the various divisions of mankind
to communicate their thoughts to one another. § If the
Dravidian and the Aryan can be recognised as two
distinet families of languages, we can understand
Telugu or Kanarese as originally belonging to one
family and enriching itself by borrowing a lot of word-
material from a language of another family like the
Sanskrit. If, on the other hand, it is to be maintained
that there is nothing like a distinet Dravidian family of

® A language can adopt and create as many words as it pleases without
changing its character, but it cannot alter its grammar, its syntax, without
becoming another ; for grammar represents the innate mode of thought over
which the individual person or nation has no real control. On the Classification
of Languages by Gustave Oppert p. 17.

T Linguistics is a subject of absorbing interest. The Science of Linguistics

has taught me the essential unity of humanity.——Dr. Tareporevala in his
presidential address to the Linguistic Society of India, 1931,
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languages and that all the languages spoken in Southern
Tndia are nothing but corrupt and disintegrated forms
of Sanskrit or Prakrit, * then most of the grammatical
‘forms common to all these languages and not merely
the transformations found in one particular language
of that group, should be shown to have been derived
from Sanskrit or from gome form of the Prakrit. Indian
grammarians, who declare that Telugu is a ¢ Vikriti ’
of Sanskrit, must be said to have only skipped on the
surface, because they dealt only with the word-material
of the language and tried to derive a portion of it from
Sanskrit or Prakrit, leaving the root-material and the
comparison of the fundamental grammatical forms and
methods quite unnoticed. They had to admit that
even in the limited portion of the word-material they
handled, there is a fairly large residue which cannot be
derived either from Sanskrit or Prakrit. They called it
¢ Desya, 1. e., belonging to the country in which
Telugu is spoken. :

Not only this, even the grammarians T of the
North Indian Prakrits dividing the words into Tatsama
Tadbhava and Desya had to admit that there is some
indigenous element in that group of languages I also—

# cf, Dravidian Philology by Dr. C. Narayana Rao.
+ cf. Desi la by H handra.

+ There are, in all Indo-Aryan languages, a considerable number of words
which cannot apparently be identified in other Indo-European languages. This
is especially the case in modern vernaculars, and the old opinion was that such
words had, generally speaking, been borrowed from the language of the tribes
which inhabited India before the Aryan invasion. The steady progress of
philological studies in later years has enabled us to retrace an ever-increasing
portion of such words to Sanskrit, and many scholars now hold that there have
hardly been any loans at all. It has however been overlooked that it is not
sufficient to show that a word is found in Sanskrit, or even in the Vedic dialects,
in order to prove that it belonged to the original language of the Aryans. The
foreign element must reach back into the oldest times, and it would be necessary
to trace the dubious words not only in Sanskrit, but also in other languages of
the Indo-European family. That is exactly what modern Philology has, in many
cases, failed to do, There are ¢.g., a number of verbal roots in Sanskrit which
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languages whose relationship with the Aryan is not
at all questioned. Attempts have also been made to
identify this indigenous element in the North Indian
languages with the Dravidian element of the South.
The very fact that the old Indian grammarians who
were sound scholars of Sanskrit, and as such followed
the model of Sanskrit grammar in their analysis of
the vernacular languages of India, could not trace
everything that they found in these vernaculars to
Sanskrit or Aryan sources, but had to set apart a
portion as indigenous element in them, goes to prove
that even those Aryan languages which were in a
way super-imposed on the native tongues of India, were
not left unaffected by them. These latter also in
themselves seem to have undergone different kinds of
development according to their geographical distribu-
tion and the nature of the contact they had with the
Aryan language of superior culture. To deny the
existence of any kind of foreign element in the North
Indian vernaculars is tantamount to saying that either
there were no people inhabiting the country when
the Aryans entered India and consequently no language
was spoken in the land at that time, or that there
were only a few uncivilised hill tribes inhabiting
the country who ran away at the sight of the
incoming Aryans without coming into any kind of
contact with them. Such a position does not deserve
any serious consideration. It goes against all the
available evidence, literary, historical, ethnological,
etc., and specially runs counter to the archaeological
evidence furnished by the recent excavations of the
do not appear to occur in other Indo-European forms of speech. The same is
the case with a considerable portion of vocabulary. There is, however, every
probability for the supposition that at least a considerable portion of such
words and bases has been borrowed from the Dravidians. Zinguistic

Survey of India by Grierson Vol. IV p. 278-279. cf, Z%e Chronology of the
Early Tamils by K, N. Sivaraja Pillai p. 123.
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Sindh valley at Mohenjo-daro and Harappa. These
go to prove not only the existence of a highly civilised
people inhabiting the land some thousands of years
before the advent of the Aryans into India, but
also the identity of their civilisation with that of the
Dravidians. *

4. If the theory of Aryan migration into India
and of Aryan conguestis accepted, we
have to take it as quite likely that the
Aryan ftribes on their onward march
came into contact, even on the borders of the Iranian
land, with some mon-Aryan tribes, not excluding the

Origin of the
Prakrits-

Dravidians who differed from them in race, speech,
and culture, unless it is presumed that the country was
a very thinly populated one, and that the few people
that inhabited the country gave an easy way to the
incoming Aryans—a presumption which seems to be
quite against the evidence furnished by even the Vedic

® The Aryans began to pour into India about the middle of the third
millennium B. C. The recent finds of the Archaeological Department at
Mohenjo-daro and Harappa prove the existence of a civilization in the Punjab
and Sindh, which was not Aryan in its characteristics, but allied to the Sumerian
of about 3,000 B.C. It has been suggested from a comparison of their physical
types, burial customs, and matriarchal systems that the Sumerians belonged
to the Dravidian stock, and it is quite reasonable to believe that in the early
part of the third rmillennium B. C. the Aryans had not come and driven
away the Dravidians from the Punjab. Aryamisation of India by N.K, Dutt,
Calcutta, 1925,

Never for a moment was it imagined that five thousand years ago, before
ever the Aryans were heard of, the Punjab and Sindh, if not other parts of India
as well, were enjoying an advanced, and singularly uniform civilization of their
own. Yet this is what the discoveries at Harappd, and Mohenjo-daro have now
placed beyond question, They exhibit the Indus peoples of the fourth and
third mellenia B,C. in possession of a highly developed culture in which no
vestige of Indo-Aryan influence is to be found. . . . Their society is organised
in cities ; their wealth derived mainly from agriculture and trade, which appears
to have extended far and wide in all directions. Their religion is so characteris-
tically Indian as hardly to be distinguishable from still living Hinduism or at
least from that aspect of it which is bound up with animism, and the cults of
Siva and Mother Goddess still the two most potent forces in popular worship.
Preface to Molenjo-daro and the Indus Civilisation by Sir Jobn Marshall.
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Hymns . * Here we find that the occupation of the
country had not been an easy task for them, and we
see clear indications as to how those Aryans had to
gain their way inch by inch from the original inhabi-
tants, who offered a strong resistance at every step.
At the beginning they drove these away from their
original homes by their own superior physical strength
and later on took them into their fold imposing their
language and cultare on them. Thus, in North India,
the original inhabitants, including the Dravidian tribes,
which at one time “seem to have spread over the whole
of Northern India from Beluchistan to Bengal ”, + had
succumbed to the irresistible power of the Aryans,
but not without leaving their marks on the language
and culture of the conquering race. Itis to the close

® The theory of Aryan migration is borne out by the general outlook
upon life as presented by the Vedic poems, which is that of a warlike and
conquering people establishing themselves in a country previously inhabited
by another people, by the character of the Vedic speech which in its habits
differentiates itself from later forms of Indo-Aryan, and associates itself with
Greek and others in preserving a Indo-European structure, and by totally
different forms of culture and ideas presented by Rig Veda on the one hand, and
the oldest Tamil poems on the other—poems which represent the Dravidian
spirit in its purest and most ancient form. Z%e Origin and Development
of the Bengali Language, p. 29.

Hitherto it has commonly been supposed that the pre-Aryan peoples
of India were on an altogether lower plane of civilization than their Aryan
conquerors. The picture of them gleaned from the Hymns of the Rig Veda was
that of black-skinned, flat-nosed barbarians, though at the same time it was
evident that they must have been rich in cattle, good fighters and possessed of
many forts in which they defended themselves against the invaders. Preface
to Mohenjo-daro and the Indus Civilisation.

+ of. The Origin and Development of the Bengali Language, p. 28.

The Indus language or languages must have been pre-Aryan also. This,
for three reasons, seems a most likely conjecture—first, because Dravidic-speaking
people were precursors of the Aryans over most of Northern India, and were the
only people likely {o have been in possession of a culture as advanced as the
Indus culture ; secondly, because on the other side of the Kirthar Range and at
no great distance from the Indus Valley the Brahuis of Beluchistan have
preserved among themselves an island ef Dravidic speech, which may well be a
relic from pre-Aryan times, when Dravidic was perhaps the common language
of these parts ; thirdly, because the Dravidian language being agglutinative, it
is not unreasonable to look for a possible connection between them and the
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