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The Vedic medio-passive aorists, statives and
their participles: reconsidering the paradigm’

LEONID KuLIKov

1. -@na-PARTICIPLES IN PASSIVE USAGES:
PRELIMINARY REMARKS

The present paper deals with a group of athematic middle partici-
ples with the suffix -d@na- which exhibit quite unusual syntactic
~ properties in early Vedic, in the language of the Rgveda (RV).
While the finite forms with which these participles are said to
belong are employed only transitively, -ana-participles made from
the same stem are attested in both transitive and intransitive
(passive) constructions. This fact was noted already by Delbriick in
his seminal Altindische Syntax Such asymmetry in ‘the syntactic
properties of finite and participial forms requires an explanation.
To begin with, I shall focus on two typical examples, the participles
hinvd_né- and yujanad-.

* I should like to take this opportunity to express my thanks to the audience of
the 12th World Sanskrit Conference (University of Helsinki, July 2003), in
particular to St. Insler, W. Knobl and C. Watkins for their suggestions and
critical remarks. I am also greatly indebted to A. Lubotsky for his criticism and *
valuable comments on earlier Crafts of the paper. I acknowledge my debt to the
Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research (NWO) for their financial
support, grants no. 220-70-0C3 (PIONIER project) and 275-70-009 (VENI-
pro_;ect)

' “Verhiltnissmissig hiufig ist passivischer Gebrauch bei aus der Wurzel
gebildeten Participien auf and, die man zum Praesens oder Aorist ziehen kann”
(llgelbruck 1888: 264); see also Delbriick 1888: 379f.; Wackernagel & Debrunner

54:270.
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hinvand- (root hi ‘impel’) occurs 18 times in intransitive
(passive) constructions (as in (1a)), and 10 times 1n transitive con-
structions (as in (1b)) in the Rgveda (see e.g. Kiimmel 1996: 141):

(1) . RV 9.12.8b
somo hinvané arsati
‘Soma, being impelled, flows.’

b.RV 2215
dhiyo hinvand usijah
‘U$ij’s, impelling the (religious) thoughts...’

The syntactic properties of hinvdnd- are in sharp contrast with
those of the finite middle forms made from the nasal present (3pl.
med. hinvdte etc.), with which hinvand- is supposed to belong.
These forms can only be employed transitively, meaning ‘impel’,
as in (2):

(2) RV 9.65.11c
hinvé vdjesu vajinam
‘I spur on this runner [in the race] for prizes.

Similarly, the participle yujand- (root yuj ‘yoke’) occurs 8 times
in intransitive (passive) constructions (as in (3b)) and 14 times in
transitive constructions (as in (3a)) in the Rgveda (see Kiimmel
1996: 90):

(3) a.RV 6.47.19a
yujano harita rathe
‘... (Tvastar,) yoking two fallow [horses] to the chariot.’

b. RV 6.34.2¢c
rdtho na mahé Savase yujandh
‘... like a chariot yoked for the great power.’
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Vedic grammars treat yujand- as a middle participle of the root
aorist (see, for instance, MacDonell 1910: 370). However, again, as
in the case of hinvand-, the corresponding finite forms (3sg.med.
dvukta etc:) can only be employed in transitive usages, as in (4):

(4) RV 7.60.3
dyukta sapta harztah
‘He yoked (now) his seven dun (horses).’

Such remarkable syntactic behaviour of the middle participles re-
quires an explanation: why do these participles show the syntactic
features different from those of the corresponding finite forms?

Here it is in order to take a closer look at the syntactic properties
of the other forms of the paradigms, whcfe the participles hinvana-
and yujand- belong. Apparently, in order to find a clue to our prob-
lem, we need to look for finite forms which are derived from the
same stem as the participles in question (i.e. Ainv- and yuj-) and can
be employed as passives. Such forms indeed exist. In the case of
hinvand-, these are the statives 3sg. hinvé ‘(it) is impelled’, 3pl.
hinviré ‘(they) are impelled’. In the case of yujand-, passive usages

 are attested for the passive aonst 3sg. dyoji ‘(it) was yoked’, 3pl
ayujran ‘(they) were yoked’.2

To put it in morphological terms, the stem hinu-/hinv- is shared
by the nasal present (3sg.act. hindti, 3pl.med. hinvdte etc.), which
never occurs in passive constructions, and the stative (3sg. hinvé),
which is employed in passive usages (“(it) is impelled’). Likewise,
the stem yuj- (yoj-) is shared by the root aorist (3sg.med. dyukta
etc.), never used in passive constructions (dyukta can only mean

‘(he) yoked’, not ‘was yoked’), and the passive aorist (3sg. dyoji,
3pl. dyujran), always employed as passive (‘it was yoked’, ‘they
were yoked’).

2 For statives and (medio-)passive aorists (i-aorists), two formations with
defective paradigms (3sg. and 3pl. only), which are mainly employed in passive
usages, see Kiimmel 1996. For statives, see also Gotd 1997.
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-Thus, the passive syntax of the participles hinvind- and yujana-
can readily be explained on the assumption that they belong with
 statives (3sg. hinvé, 3pl. hmv:ré) or pass1ve aorists (3sg ayoji, 3pl.

dyujran).

" This means that these part1c1ples are homonymous or morpho—
logically (grammatically) ambiguous, but their grammatical charac-
teristics are distinguished by their syntax. hinvand- is a middle pre-
sent participle when employed transitively, meaning ‘impelling’,
and a stative participle when employed intransitively (passively),

‘meaning ‘impelled’. Likewise, yujand- is a middle root aorist
participle when employed transitively (‘yoking’) and a passive
aorist participle when employed in passive constructions (“yoked’):

(i) ki “impel’ (i) yuj ‘yoke’
PRESEN\T STATIVE ROOT ‘AC.)RISTF PASSIVE AORIST
3pl. hinv-dte. 3sg. _hihv—é . - 3sg. d-yuk-ta  3sg. d-yoj-i’
transitive intrapsitive-passive  tramsitive intransitive-passive
‘impelling\/‘impelled’ . ‘yoking’ / ‘yoked®
hinv-Gné- V , yuj-and-

Despite the fact that participle forms are never listed in the stan-
dard Vedic grammars within the paradigms of statives and medio-
passive aorists, the assumption that passive -dna-participles should
be listed within these paradigms seems quite attractive, since it
easily explains their abnormal syntax.

2. MEDIO-PASSIVE AORIST PARTICIPLES VS. MIDDLE
ROOT AORIST PARTICIPLES

A similar account is appropriate for some other -ana-participles
which display passive syntax. Particularly instructive is the case of
the middle participles made from roots which do not have finite
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root aorist forms. Traditionally, such forms are- treated as middle
root aorist participles, but, assuming that ‘they belong with the
(medio-)passive i-aorists, we can more adequately explain the
syntax and morphology of these formations. In this sectlon 1 shall
briefly discuss a few such part1c1ples

2.1. syj ‘set free, emit, create’: sgjgnd-
The: participle sgjand- is attested. exclusively in passive construc-
tions, as in (5):

(5) RV 9.76. Ic .
- harih spjané datyo na satvabhzh _ )
“The fallow [Somal, set free, like a horse, by warriors ...

The only finite formation constructed dlrectly on the root is the
passive aorist (3sg. dsarji, 3pl. dsygran / dsygram; see Insler 1968a
326f. with fn. 23; Kiimmel 1996: 12911.), as in (6):

(6) RV 1.190.2
sargo nd yo ... dsarji
. like“a discharge (= oblatlon) which has been dls-
charged (in Agni = in the ﬁre) (see Insler 1968b: 5) .

Since spj does not form root aorists properly speaking, spjand- |
can only belong with this passive aorist.

2.2. drs ‘see’: drsand-

The participle drsand-* (RV 1.92.12, 10.4_5.8) ‘visible’ undoubtedly
belongs with the passive aorist (3sg. ddarsi, 3pl. adpsran/adrsram);
the middle root aorist first appears in Vedic prose.

*For the hapax dfsdna- (RV 2.104), with a different accentuation, see’
Section 5 below.
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2.3. ruc ‘shine’: rucind-

The participle rucand- ‘shining, bright’ (6x-in the RV) must belong
with the medio-passive i-aorist {(a)roci, 3% in the RV), the mlddle
root aorist forms properly speaking are unattested. -

3. STATIVE PARTICIPLES VS. MIDDLE PRESENT
PARTICIPLES

As in the case of hinvand-, the passive syntax of several middle
participles can easily be accounted for on the assumption that they
~belong with statives made from present stems, not with. these
middle presents properly speaking.

3.1. sﬁ_ ‘press (out)’: sunvand-

Unlike the finite middle forms of the nasal present sunuté, which
are only employed in transitive usages, the middle participle
sunvand-, next to its transitive attestations, occurs once in a passive
construction:

(7) RV 9.101.13
sunwina’syéndhasah
..[speech ...] of the pressed sap.’
(see Gotd 1991: 689 fn. 79; Kummel 1996: 126)

Most likely, this form belongs with the stative sunvé, sunviré,
employed in passive usages (see Gotd 1991: 689 with fn. 78;.
Kiimmel 1996: 123f), as in (8):

(8) RV 7.29.1a=9.88.1a
aydam soma indra tubhyam sunve
“This Soma is pressed for you, O Indra.’

" * Thus, although hesitantly, Wackemagel & Debrunner 1954: 273 (“rucdnd- :
3.Sg. aroci 7).
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3.2. stu ‘praise, sing’: stdvana-, stavand-, stuvand-

We find in the RV three athematlc middle participles made from
the bare toot stu ‘praise’:’ stdvana-, stavand- and stuvang-. Of
these three formations, only the first, stdvana-, is fairly frequent in
the RV (18x), while the others two are hapaxes. It occurs in passive
constructions, as in (9):

(9) RV 1.130.10cd
divodasébhir indra stévano ' vavydhithd éhobhir iva dyduh
‘Praised by the Divodasas, O Indra, increase, as the
heaven [increases] through the days.’

By virtue of its root vocalism, stdvana- can only belong with the
stative stave (on which see, in particular, Oettinger 1976: 112, 120;
Kiimmel 1996: 131f.; Goto 1997: 180ff.), that has apparently gen-
eralized the full grade in the root (cf. the class I present stdvati
formed from it°). By contrast, the participle stuvand- (RV 7.96:3) is
made in accordance with the rules of the derivation of the middle
participles of the root aorist and therefore is likely to be a member
of the paradigm of the i-aorist dstavi (on which see Kiimmel 1996:
132f); its non-stative meaning (‘being praised’, rather than
‘praised’)’ corroborates this assumption:

(10) RV 7.96.3
cetati vajinivatt gmana jamadagmvat stuvana ca

vasisthavat
‘[Sarasvati] appears as nch in horses when being praised

in the Jamadagni style and sung in the Vasistha style.’

> For a synopsis of formations derived from this root, see Narten 1964: 276f.;
1969: 12ff. [= KI Schr. 1. 100ff.];. Goto 1997: 180ff.; Kimmel 1996: 131ff;
2000: 579f. .

® For the secondary character and genesis of this formation, see Narten 1969;
Goto 1987: 331f. with fn. 807.

" For the non-stative usage of the participle grnand in this passage, see
Section 6.
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The abnormal accentuation of the form stavand- (a hapax in the
RV) may result from contamination of the stative and passive aorist
participles, i.e. stdvana- and stuvand-.® The context does not help in
‘determining its paradigmatic status:

(11) RV 6.46.2
sd tvdm nah ... mahd stavané ...
gam dasvam rathyam indra sam kira .

‘You, O Indra, ... bring us a cow and a horse for chariot
together, when being praised / praised as the great one.’

3.3. duh ‘milk, give milk’: dit(g)hdna- / duhand-

As Kiimmel (1996: 58) has demonstrated (see also Gotd 1991:
681ff; 1997: 170ff), the meaning and syntax of the middle
participles dii(g)hana- and duhand- depends on their accentuation:
forms with the accent on the root give the meaning ‘giving milk,
milch(-cow)’, whilst those with the suffix accentuation (2x in the
RV) are employed in the sense ‘milking (for oneself)’. This seman-
tic contrast is perfectly parallel to that between the stative 3sg.
duhé, 3pl. duhré “give milk’ and middle root present (3pl. duhaté)
‘milk (for oneself)’ (discussed at length by Kiimmel 1996: 52ff.).
Obviously, the difference in accentuation between these formations
correlates with their grammatical characteristics: the root-accented
participle du(g)hana- belongs with the stative 3sg. duhé, 3pl. duhré
(‘give milk, be a milch(-cow)’), whilst duhans- (with suffix
accentuation) belongs to the paradigm of the middle root present,
together with 3pl. duhaté etc. (‘milk (for oneself)’).

3.4. idh ‘kindle’: indhana- and evidence from the Atharvaveda
The participle indhana- occurs 5 times in transitive usages
(‘kindling’), as in (12a), and 3 times in passive usages (‘kindled’),
as in (12b), in the Rgveda:

&t Wackemagel & Debrunner 1954: 273: “stavand- (einmal; in stuvand- zu
verbessern?)”. :
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(12) a.RV 2.25.]1a
indhano agnim vanavad vanusyatdh
‘The one who kindles Agni will overpower those who
envy [us].’ '

b: RV 1.143.7

indhano ... vidathesu didyat ... ud u no yamsate dhiyam
‘Being kindled, shining during the sacrifices, [Agni] will
raise our prayer.’ )

The ratio of the transitive and passive usages is summarized in |
Table 1:

indhana- in RV

transitive (‘kindling’) intransitive-p‘assive (‘kindled’)
5x N 3x )
RV 2.25.1, 8.102.22, RV 1.143.7, 8.19.31, 8.23.11
10.3.4, 10.45.], 10.128.1 .

Table 1 _

. The usage of this participle nicely. parallels the syntax4 of the
finite forms derived from the stem indh-: middle present (3sg.
in(d)dhé,’ 3pl. indhdte/indhaté, etc.) is used transitively, as in
(13a); by contrast, the form indhé, attested at RV 7.8.1 in a passive:
construction (13b), must be a stative made from the present stem
‘(see Kiimmel 2000: 125f. fn. 80; Kulikov 2001: 46f):

(13) a.RV 3.13.5¢
Fkvano agnim indhate
“The singers kindle: the fire.’

° With the secondary loss of gemination.



54 LEONID KuLikov

b.RV 7.8.1ab

indhé rdja sam aryé ndmobhir' ydsya préttkam dhutam
ghrténa .

‘With reverence the king, the noble [Lord] is kindled,
whose face is anointed with ghee.’

Thus, the transitive (‘kindling’) and intransitive-passive
(‘kindled’) occurrences of indhana- belong with the transitive nasal
present in(d)dhe and with the stative indhé, respectively.

Such an analysis of indhana- is further supported by evidence
from the Atharvaveda (Sa_imakiya). Since the category of stative
almost disappears after the RV (see Kiimmel 1996: 11), we can
expect that the -ana-participles which are grammatically ambigu-
ous in the RV (i.e::‘_belong either to stative or to some other forma-
tion with which stative shares the stem) will no longer be ambigu-
ous in the Atharvaveda (AV). This assumption _is corroborated by
the ratio of usages of indhana- in the AV, summarized in Table 2:

indhana- in AV

transitive (‘kindling’) intransitive-passive (‘kindled”)
2x
AV 19.55.3,19.55.4
Table 2

4. RECONSTRUCTING STATIVES AND MEDIO-PASSIVE
i-AORISTS

On the assumption that several -ana-participles with the ‘unex-
pected’ passive syntax belong with statives or i-aorists, we not only
are able to account for their ‘abnormal’ syntax, but also to recon-
struct some unattested statives and passive aorists.
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4.1. ad ‘eat’: adind- : *adi

The middle participle adand- (hapax in the RV) is employed in the
passive usage (‘being eaten’; cf. (14)), whilst finite forms of the
root present (3sg.act. dtti etc., middle forms are unattested and
~ probably did not exist in the language of the RV), with Wthh this
participle is traditionally connected, never occur in passive
constructions:

(14) RV 4.19.9 ‘
vamribhih putrdm agrivo ad@ndm ... d jabhartha
‘You [O Indra] have carried out [of a hole] the virgin’s
son, be{ng eaten by ants.’

The passive syntax and the non-stative meaning (‘being eaten’,
not ‘eaten’) of this RVic hapax are likely to point to the unattested
passive aorist *ddi ‘was eaten’.

4.2. hii “call’: huvind- : *dhavi

The root aorist participle huvand- (root hii “call’) is employed both
in transitive (as in (15a)) and intransitive (passive) (as in (15b))
constructions:

(15) a.RV 7.30.3cd
‘ny agnih sidad dsuro nd-hota ' huvané. dtra subhdgaya
-devan ’
‘Agni sits down, the Hotar, hke the Asura, calling the
gods hither for the fortunate [sacrificer].’

b. RV 10.112.3cd

asmdbhir indra  sdkhibhir huvandh ' sadhriciné
madayasva nisidya

‘O Indra, being called by us, [your] friends, be
exhilarated, having sat down together [with us].’ ’
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By contrast, the finite forms of the root aorist (dhimahi. RV
6.45.10 and a few other forms) are employed transitively. Thus,
passive occurrences of huvand- must belong with the unattested
passive aorist *ahavi ‘(he) was called’."

4.3. hi ‘impel’: hiyand- : *dhayi

The participle hiyand-, attested 8 times in the RV, is only employed
in passive constructions (‘being impelled’) and has no correspond-

ing finite root aorist forms (active root aorists, such as 1pl. ahema,
" 3pl. ahyan, are employed transitively). Most likely, this is the

participle of the unattested passive aorist *ahayi ‘was impelled’.

5. SOME FORMAL FEATURES OF THE PASSIVE
-@na-PARTICIPLES

In general, the rules of derivation of (passive) -ana-partlmples do.
- not differ from those for athematic middle participles made from
other stéims. There are, however, some cases of accent vacillation
which have not yet received a satisfactory explanation. The major-
*-ity of the participles in question have the zero grade in the root and,
accordingly, bear the accent on the suffix (-and-), not on the root.
There are, however, a few participles made from the full grade root
with root accentuation (Sdydna-, stavana-). It seems that the grade
of the root depends on its structure: CaR (CaC) roots display the
full grade (§i/say: $dyana-, stu ! stav: stavana-), whilst CaRC /
CRC roots have a zero grade (cf. drs: drsana— rué: rucand-, etc.).
Although we find only two examples of the former type (Sdyana-,
stavana-), active stative participles (see Section 7 below) seem
further to corroborate this regularity, cf. jarant- ‘old’ (not **jurdnt-)
and mdhant- ‘great’ (made from CaR/ CaC roots), as opposed to
pfsant- ‘speckled’ and brhdnt- ‘high’ (CaRC / CRC roots).

' The morphologically unclear form huvé (RV 1.30.9) ‘(he) called’ cannot
represent a stative; see Kiimmel 1996: 142 (“[e]s handelt sich um eine
Augenbhcksblldung nach 1. Sg. huvé in [pada] b”); Lubotsky 1997: 1659 (“3sg.,
inf. or pf. wlithJout redfuplication] (?)").
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“Perhaps, under the influence of the two very common stative
participles, Sdyana- and stdvana-, some stative participles with the
zero grade in the root have undergone secondary accent shift to the
root (cf. indhana-, citana-, di(g)hana-)."" Thus, there may have
beeri a weak tendency to generalize the root accentuation for all
stative participles; cf. especially the root-accented participle
dii(g)hana- (see Section 3.3) opposed to the middle root present
participle duhana- with suffix accentuation.

6. PARTICIPLE OF STATIVES OR i-AORISTS?

The morphological identification of most passive -ana-participles
poses no problem, but in some cases we may need additional
criteria in order to determine which of these two passive formations
(stative, passive aorist, or either of them) the participle in qué_stion 7
“may belong with. Below I shall briefly discuss the features which
can disambiguate some unclear -a@na-participles.

(i) Stem

Since passive i-aorists can only be made from root stems; those
-gna-participles which are derived from the stems other than the
bare root (i.e. from non-root present or intensive stems) can only
belong with statives. In cases where a.barticiple is formed directly
from the root it may, theoretically, belong either with the medio-
passive i-aorist or with the stative made from the root present
stem."2 Most often, however, only one of these two formations
exists, which rules out the other option. Only in cases where either
both or none are attested we are faced with a dilemma: ‘the
participle of statives or i-aorists?

"' For the only example of a full grade root participle with suffix accentuation
(stavand-, RVic hapax), see Section 3.2.

"2 Statives derived from root aorist stems are almost unknown in Vedic, the
only (possible) exception being cité (see Kiitmmel 1996: 10).
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(ii) Accentuation

The accentuation of the passive -ana-participles, briefly discussed
in Section 5, may provide an additional clue to the morphological
identification of participles made from bare roots. Thus, the root
accentuation of the participle citana- (RV 9.101.11) ‘made perceiv-
able” may support connectmg this formation with the stative cité
(RV '10.143.4) (as actually suggested by Kiimmel 1996: 39 on
semantic groupds), rather than with the passive aorist dceti.

Quite remarkable is the difference in accentuation between two
-ana-participles made from the root drs ‘see’. While drsand- (RV
1.92.12, 10.45.8) ‘visible?, discussed in Section 2.2, is a regular
participial derivative of the passive aorist, the hapax dfsana- RV
2.10.4), judging from its abnormal root accentuation, might belong ,
with the unattested stative *drsé “is seen’. The context. seems to
support this analysis; note also the adjacent brhidnt- ‘hlgh which
‘may represent a stative participle, too (see Section 7 below):

(16) RV 2.10.4
jigharmy agnim ... vayasa brhdntam vydcistham dnnai
rabhasam dfsanam v
‘I besprinkle Agni, ... which is high by vital force, most
expansive, appearing (lit. seen) as impetuous through
food.’

(ii1) Temporal/aspectual semantics

The temporal/aspectual meaning of the form in question may also
hint at its grammatical characterization. Thus, for the participle
adand- (see Section 4.1), both the non-stative meaning (‘being
eaten’, rather than ‘eaten’) and the suffix accentuation (adand-, not
*ddana-) seem to support the passive aorist analysis. -

(iv) Paradigmatic features
There may also be some paradigmatic indications that favour one
of the two interpretations. Thus, in the case of the passive participle
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myjana- ‘(being) wiped, (being) cleansed’ (myrj ‘wipe, cleanse’), we.
can probably rule out the stative analysis (stative *myrjé?) and
reconstruct the passive aorist *dmarji, since this root already has a
_stative participle, made from the intensive stem (marmy'dhé-).

To conclude this brief discussion of the features of the passive
-ana-participles, a general methodological remark is in order. In
some cases, evidence for the paradigmatic status (stative or passive
aorist?) of -ana-participles is controversial. Thus, the well-attested
participle grnand- (44x in the RV) can only belong with the stative
grné ‘is praised’ (and the nasal present grnité), but some contexts
rather point to the non-stative meaning, as in (10), where this form
is coordinated with the passive aorist participle stuvana ‘being
praised’. Since the verb gF “praise, sing’ forms no aorists at all, one
may assume that the participle grnand- could supply, where neces-
sary, the participles of the non-existent passive aorist (*dgari,
*girdnd-), thus being functionally shared by the two passive forma-
tions. This means that, even in cases where formal (morphological)
features unambiguously determine the paradigmatic status of a par-
ticiple, its actual usage can, in a sense, ‘accommodate’ both func-
tional values, those of the passive aorist and stative.”

7. ACTIVE PARTICIPLES OF STATIVES?

Thus far, I have only discussed participles of statives and passive
aorists formed with the suffix -Gna-, thus presuming that only the
middle morphology was possible for such participles (which, in
general, meets our expectations with respect to the morphology of
the forms employed in passive usages). Yet there seems to be
evidence for the assumption that stative -ana-participles may have
~had active counterparts. It has frequently been noted (Renou 1966:
6 [= Choix 1: 22]; Watkins 1969: 142ff.; Schaefer 1994: 45f.) that

* On the formal and functional overlappmg of the stative and passive aorist,
see Kiimmel 1996: 20f
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the formation stavdnt- (active participle?), which occurs three times
in the family mandalas of the RV (at 2.19.5, 2.20.5, 6.24.8, only in
the nom. sg. form stavan), attests quite an unusual (for an active
form) passive syntax, cf.

(17) RV 2.20.5¢
musndnn usdsah siiryena stavin
‘...while (he), the praised one, abducted the dawns with
the sun.’ ‘

By virtue of its suffix accentuation and active morphology, this
form cannot belong to the. class I present stdvate, which is only at-
tested in the middle (see also section 3.2). On the other hand, its
semantics and passive syntax plead for the connection of this
formation with the stative stdve, as the active counterpart of the
~ (middle) participle stdvana-.

The assumption of the existence of active stative participles may :
shed light on the paradigmatic status of some other formations in
-ant- (most of which. are traditionally taken to be adjectives).
Watkins, who first drew attention to these formations (1969: 142ff.;
see also Schaefer 1994: 45f.), assumed that they represent active
participles with the secondary accent shift marking their passive:
(intransitive) syntax. These participles mclude besides stavdnt-:

(1) jarant- ‘old’ (i.e. ‘(havmg) grown old’), treated by Gotd
(1987: 153 with fn. 238) as an adjective outside the verbal para-
digm because of its intransitive syntax (‘(grown) old’, not ‘making
old’), different from that of the class I present jdrati ‘makes old’;

(2) pépisat- ‘adomed’ (RV 10.127.7; see Schaefer 1994: 45,
152f)), which may point to the unattested stative *pépise ‘is
,adomed’ of the type cékite (on which see Schaefer 1994: 44);

(3) pfsant- ‘speckled’ (see Wackeragel & Debrunner 1954: 165;
Watkins 1969: 144);
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(4) brhant- ‘high’ may be the active stative participle of the verb
brh ‘be high, strong’ (on which see, in particular, Narten 1959: 45f.
[=KI. Schr. 1: 7f£.]; Jamison 1983: 971.);

(5) mahant- ‘great’ [whose parallelism with stavant- was noted
by Watkins (1969: 144)] may belong with the hapax stative mahe
‘is able’ (RV 7.97.2); see Kiimmel 1996: 79ff.; Goto 1997: 179f.

8. PARTICIPLES OF STATIVES AND i-AORISTS:

A SUMMARY '
The ;eﬁults of this preliminary sketch of the passive -ana-partici-
ples are summarized in tables 3-and 4, which bring together finite
(3rd person singular and plural) and non-finite forms (participles)
of the medio-passive aorists and statives attested in early Vedic,
foremost in the RV:

Medio-passive i-aorists

Verb 3sg. 3pl. participle
ad ‘eat’ *adi adand-RV 4.19.9
drs *see’ ddarsiRV-15x, adpsran RV 7Tx, drsana- RV 1.92.12,
e inj. darsi RV 2x . ddrsram RV 2x , 10.45.8
mia ole | sdnedi nidand- RV 4.5.12
. bht “fear’ *abhayi bhiyand- RV 3x .
b, | *dmanji myjand- RV 3x
" yuj ‘yoke’ dyoji RV 4x dyujran RV 2x yujand- RV 8x
A, aroci RV 2x, o '
ruc ‘shine roci RV 1.121.6 rucand- RV 6x‘4
- vr‘cover’ davari RV 4.6.7 vrand- RV 1.61.10
su ‘press (out)’ | dsavi RV 7x ] ) s"vand- RV 32x
spj “set free, dsarji RV 12x,  dspgran/m RV 19x, I
emit’ - inj. sarjiRV 2x  dsaspgram RV 2x. spjand- RV 11x
stu ‘praise’ dstavi RV 5x stuvand-RV 7.96.3
P : (stavand- RV 6.46.2)
Ai ‘impel’ *dhayi hiyand- RV 7x )
hi “call’ *ahavi huvana- RV 10x

Table 3
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Statives
Verb 3sg. 3pl. participle
idh ‘kindle’ indhé RV 7.8.1 indhana- RV 3x
gF ‘praise’ gmé RV 5x - gmang- RV 44x
cit ‘appear, cité , ye
-RV 9.101.11
_perceive’ RV 10.1434 cltana-R : 91011
.. oy | duhé duhré du(g)hana-
duh give milk RV (10x) + RV (7x') + RV (12x%) +
drs ‘see’ *drsé (D : dfsana- RV 2.10.4
brii ‘say’ bruve RV 5.61.8 bruvand- RV 3.59.1
my. Wl,Pe,, *marmpjé rhamtgdnd- RV 6x
cleanse
57 ‘lie’ S$dye RV 11x Sére AV Sayana-RV 18x
. $ubh $obhe T
*_ “be beautiful’ | RV 1.120.5 Subhand- RV 2x
su ‘press {out)” | sunvé RV 3x sunviré RV 4x sunvand- RV 9.101.13
fu “praise’ tive RV 5 stdvana- RV 18x
Stu praise Stave RV X , (stavand- RV 6:46.2)
hi “impel’ hinvé RV 2x _~_ hinviré RV 8x'® __ hinvand- RV 18x
Table 4
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