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Abstract

This article examines aspects of the information structure of the Vedic clause, with particular attention
to the organisation of the left periphery, within the Split-CP framework proposed by Rizzi (1997;
2001). The analysis takes into consideration phenomena such as topicalisation, focalisation, and left
dislocation, drawing on data from both Vedic prose and poetry, especially from the Atharvaveda and
the Rgveda.

The article addresses the question of whether the left periphery of Vedic clauses can be analysed
as a single discourse-related position or whether it is more appropriately characterised as a structurally
articulated domain®®. In particular, it considers the possibility that more than one constituent may
occur in the left periphery, and that in some cases such elements may precede the complementiser.
The co-occurrence of topicalised elements, typically associated with pronominal resumption, and
focalised elements, generally lacking resumption and sometimes marked by focus particles, is
examined in relation to analyses that distinguish separate Topic and Focus positions.

The behaviour of complementisers in subordinate clauses is also taken into account, with a view
to assessing whether discourse-related material may appear in the left periphery even when a
subordinator is present in the clause, and whether complementisers themselves may occupy different
positions within the CP domain'®. Finally, the article considers correlative constructions in Vedic
and their potential placement in the left periphery, where they are typically resumed by
demonstratives such as tdd. Overall, the article explores the extent to which a cartographic

approach!®! may provide a useful framework for the analysis of Vedic clause structure.

1. Left Periphery
The left periphery of the sentence refers to a concept from generative syntax—introduced in particular
by Rizzi 1997 through the Split-CP theory—which designates the initial portion of the sentence, that

is the area to the left of the verb. This domain can host elements that have been fronted for

% This point will be clarified later in the text, when discussing the different analyses of the left periphery that have
been proposed.

100 See Danckaert (2012, pp. 95-108).

101 See Beninca and Munaro 2010, p. 3: “this research project aims at establishing a systematic matching between
morphosyntactic and semantic features and functional projections, in other words at drawing “maps as precise and detailed

as possible of syntactic configurations”.



informational or pragmatic reasons. According to the Split-CP hypothesis, the left periphery
comprises a finely articulated structure within the Complementiser Phrase (CP), consisting of an
ordered set of functional projections (as adapted here from the schema proposed by Beninca [2001]

and Beninca, Poletto [2004]):

{pisc [HTT} {Force C} {Topic [LD][LI]} {Focus [contrast. Foc][inform. Foc] / [Interr wh-]} {Finp C}

In this work, I examine some phenomena relevant to the cartographic analysis of the left periphery
in Vedic, especially topicalisation and focalisation, with particular attention to cases of co-occurrence
of topic and focus. From these, I will draw some conclusions about the structure of the Vedic sentence
in general.

In order to account for a left periphery consisting of multiple elements with Topic and Focus
functions, I will adopt here the analysis proposed by Danckaert (2011; 2012; 2015), which, building
on Rizzi (2001), allows for the placement of certain complementisers in different positions within the

left periphery.

2. Left dislocation

One of the most widely studied phenomena concerning the left periphery is left dislocation.
Left Dislocation (LD) involves a phrase occurring at the beginning of a clause and being connected
to it by means of a resumptive element, such as a personal pronoun, a demonstrative, or a clitic,
depending on the language in question.

My work originated in the context of the PRIN project on the Atharvaveda as a search for cases of
left dislocation in the AV, following the work of Oertel 1926, which was however based on the
analysis of the prose of Brahmanas. Unlike Oertel, who worked on prose, most of the cases
considered here belong to poetic hymns of the Atharvaveda. This led me to also examine the RV,
which allowed me to find similar cases here as well.

Cartographic studies on the left periphery have paid much attention to the syntax of dislocated
constituents. According to Alexiadou (2006):

The phenomenon referred to as ‘left dislocation’ (LD) ... is characterized by the presence of a
phrase in the first position of the clause which is connected with that clause through the intermediary
of some anaphoric element referred to as the resumptive element... the resumptive element can be
either a regular personal pronoun as in English, or a demonstrative pronoun as in Dutch or a clitic

pronoun as in languages such as Italian, Romanian, Spanish, Hebrew, Arabic, and Greek.

The dislocated element and the resumptive pronoun can have the same case; otherwise, the

dislocated element can be in the nominative case and the resumptive pronoun can appear in any case:
90



in the latter example we speak of a Hanging Topic, which corresponds to the classic Nominativus
pendens.

Oertel 1926 deals with case syntax in Brahmana prose. In particular, his attention is drawn to the
disjunct use of certain cases, i.e. “Prolepsis with Resumption by a Demonstrative Pronoun”.

According to Alexiadou (2006, p. 1), In LD constructions, the clause is considered to be ‘about’
the left dislocated element. This is often referred to as the aboutness requirement.

In this study, the term Topic is used in a broad discourse-oriented sense. Following Beninca &
Poletto (2004, pp. 66-67), the left periphery is assumed to host not only argumental topics expressing
aboutness or topic continuity, but also Scene-Setting constituents, which establish a temporal, spatial,
modal, or situational frame for the interpretation of the clause. Although Scene Settings do not encode

aboutness in the narrow sense, they are treated here as part of the topical domain of the left periphery.

3. Some of Oertel’s Examples from Brahmana Prose
The following examples, drawn from the prose of the Brahmanas and discussed by Oertel (1926), are
commonly cited as early evidence for clause-initial dislocation in Vedic. They involve groups of

nominal expressions placed at the left edge of the clause and resumed by a pronoun:

1) TS 2.4.1.1
[devd manusyah pitaras); té; 'nydta asann [dsura raksarsi pisacas] té ‘nydtah
‘Gods, men, Fathers,- they were on one side; Asuras, Raksases, Pisacas,- they (were) on the other

Side’ (Oertel 1926, p. 2).

2) SB 1.1.1.16

[devan ha vai yajiiéna yajamanams)i tan; asuraraksasani raraksur

The gods, while sacrificing with the sacrifice, them the Asuras and Raksasas impeded. (Oertel 1926,
p. 79).

Other cases reported by Oertel consist of a group of words in the nominative case, resumed by a
demonstrative pronoun in any case and therefore corresponding to the structure of a nominativus

pendens:

3) KS 21.2 (p. 38, 1. 14)

[deva vai svargam lokam yantas] tesam; yani cchandamsy aniruktani svargyany dasan / tais saha
svargam lokam ayan

The gods going to the heavenly world, - what their unexpressed heavenly metres were, with them

they went to the heavenly world”.
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4) SB 4.4.5.1
[at'aitac c'ariram);i tasmin; na rdso 'sti

‘Now this body, there is no sap in it.” (Oertel 1926, p. 36)

4. Left dislocation in AV poetry

It is worth noting that, in addition to the cases identified by Oertel in the prose of the Brahmanas,
comparable instances of left dislocation can also be found in the Atharvaveda Saunakiya, and in
particular in its poetic hymns. What in Oertel’s study appeared to be a characteristic feature of Vedic
prose thus also emerges in Atharvavedic poetry. The following examples were identified during the
examination of the Atharvaveda Saunakiya conducted within the framework of the PRIN 2022
project. These examples are not intended to be exhaustive, but they are sufficient to show that left

dislocation is not restricted to Brahmana prose:

5)  AVS3.13

[amitrasendm maghavannn

asmam chatrityatim abhi);

yuvam tan; indra vrtrahann

agnis ca dahatam prati

The army of the unallied, O Liberal one, those who engage in hostilities against us — you two, O

Indra Vrtra-killer, and Agni, burn them.

6)  AVS 2.12.7

[saptd pranan astau majjids);

tams; te vrscami bréhmana |

dya yamdsya sadanam

agniditto aramkrtah

“Seven breaths, eight marrows: I cut them for you with my spell; you will go to the seat of Yama,

sent by Agni, made satisfactory”

7)  AVS 2.12.1

[dyévdprthivf urv antariksam

ksétrasya patny urugayo 'dbhutah |

utantariksam urii vatagopam):

td; iha tapyantam mayi tapyamane

Heaven and earth, the wide atmosphere, the lady of the field, the marvellous wide-striding one, and

the wide atmosphere sheltered from the wind, let these be kindled here while I am inflamed.
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This latter example could also be interpreted as a case of Nominativus Pendens. So far, in the AV

I have not found clear cases of Nominativus Pendens of the type reported by Oertel in prose!?2.

5. Focalised resumptive pronouns
In all these examples, the phrases resumed by #dd have the informational function of Topic.
Moreover, in some cases the resumptive pronoun tad is followed by certain focus particles, as in

Oertel’s examples evd’%:

8) KS 31.5.12t

[pranam vyanam apanaml; tan; eva yajamane dadhdti

“In-breathing, through-breathing, out-breathing,- right these he places into the sacrificer”. (Oertel
1926, p. 75)

Note that in this case tan also appears to be dislocated from the unmarked OV position (with O

adjacent to the verb).

9) TS 2.6.9.3

[vajiidya yajamanayatmane); téb'va; eva_asisam a sasté

“For the sacrifice, for the sacrificer, for himself;,- just for them he asks a blessing”. (Oertel 1926, p.
93)

102 One possible interpretation, compatible with current cartographic approaches, is that the projection associated
with Hanging Topic is structurally more external than that associated with Left Dislocation. If so, the absence of clear
Hanging Topic configurations in the poetic corpus, as opposed to their attestation in prose, could reflect differences in
the accessibility or activation of more external left-peripheral positions. At the same time, this hypothesis remains
tentative, especially in view of the possibility that not all relevant poetic data have yet been examined, and should therefore

be tested against a broader and more systematic survey of the corpus.

103 T eft-dislocation (LD) has traditionally been analysed as a topic-marking construction (Lambrecht 2001, p.
1072), the dislocated constituent being necessarily non-focal and external to the argument structure of the clause, while
the aboutness relation is encoded by the resumptive pronominal element within the clause. More recent work has
questioned the universality of this functional restriction. Yamaizumi (2011, pp. 82-83), while adopting Lambrecht’s
structural definition of LD, argues that dislocation primarily serves the (re)activation of a referent, whose pragmatic role
(Topic vs. Focus) is determined clause-internally. Building on this view, Westbury (2016, p. 37) proposes that LD may
also be used to announce a focal relation, without the dislocated constituent itself being focal, in what he terms focus-
announcing left-dislocation. Importantly, even under these revised accounts, the dislocated element does not constitute
the locus of focus marking. This is consistent with the Vedic data discussed here, where the dislocated constituent
functions as a Topic or frame-setting expression, while focus is independently marked within the clause by particles such

as id or evd.
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In such cases, the co-occurrence of both topicalised and focalised elements within the same

sentence can be observed, as shown in this tree diagram:

10)
TopP
/\
DP Top'
/\ /\
[pranam vyanam apanam]ji FocP
PN
tani Foc'
N
eva |IP
/\

yajamane dadhati

In AV as well, we find co-occurrences of topic and focus, e.g.:

11) AVS 4,17.8a
[top apamargd) ésadhinam sarvasam[roc éka id] vasi
(AVP 2.26.5 apamarga osadhinam visvasam [eka it] patih)

The apamarga (Achyranthes Aspera) is indeed of all herbs the sole controller/master.
In 11), apamarga functions as an aboutness topic, éka id is an identificational focus.

12)  AVS 3,25.6¢
[Top dthainam akratim krtva] [roc mamaiva) krnutam vdse

then, making her powerless, make her [to be] in my own control.

In 12), although the phrase athainam akratum krtva precedes the main clause, it does not constitute
a Scene-Setting topic in the strict sense (e.g. temporal or spatial frame). Rather, it functions as a frame
topic, introducing a condition or resulting state that provides the discourse background for the

following focalised possessive expression mamaivd.

6. Left dislocation with focalised resumptive pronouns in the Rigveda
Cases of left dislocation where the resumptive pronoun is followed by a focus particle are also found

in RV:
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13) RV 3.5.6

a rbhus cakra fdyam caru nama

b visvani devé vayinani vidvan

¢ [top sasdsya carma ghrtdavat padam vés;

d [tdd; id) agni raksaty dprayuchan

“(He acquired the precious name of Rbhu, the god who knows all the ritual patterns).

The lard-rich skin of food, the trail of the bird, all of this, Agni constantly guards.” (Jamison and
Brereton 2014)

Note that in this case the resumptive pronoun #dd is also dislocated from its canonical position
(SOV), since it precedes the subject agni. Moreover, in this case tdd is followed by the focus particle

id.

14) RV 1091.8

a [medhakardam vidathasya prasadhanam

b agnim hétaram paribhiitamam matim]

¢ [tam id) arbhe havisy a [samandm it]

d [tam in] mahé vrnate ncfnydm tvat

“Creator of wisdom, furtherer of the rite, Agni, the Hotar, best encompassing thought, just him at the
small oblation, just the same for the great one—just him they choose—no other than you”. (Jamison

and Brereton 2014)

Also in these cases, since the dislocated phrase [medhakaram... matim] functions as a topic while
the resumptive pronoun tam is followed by the focus particle id, we observe that these sentences
display the co-occurrences of topic and focus, and the resumptive pronoun tad is dislocated from its
canonical position.

Another example of topic—focus co-occurrence in the AV (and from RV) may be the following

passage:

15) RV 7.41.5/AVP 4.31.5/AVS 3.16.5

a bhaga eva bhagavam astu devas

b téna vayam bhagavantah syama,

c [tam tva] [bhagal [sarva ij] johaviti

d sd no bhaga puraeta bhaveha

Let Bhaga himself be possessed of riches O gods. May we be possessed of riches through him.

Everyone invokes you constantly, O Bhaga. Therefore, O Bhaga, be our leader here.
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In this case we have:

16) [tam tvd] [bhagal] [sarva ij] johaviti
Topic  Voc  Foc

In other words, tdm tva is the object of the sentence and precedes the focalised subject sdrvah;
consequently, the object has been moved to, or is otherwise located in, a peripheral position, plausibly
as a Topic, while the subject is focalised by the particle 7d. This analysis is supported by the fact that
tam tva satisfies the aboutness requirement, since the clause expresses something about an already

established discourse referent. We thus observe the co-occurrence of Topic and Focus.

The following example likewise illustrates that, after an initial topic constituent, elements other

than a resumptive pronoun may be focused:

17) RV 3.2.15

a [tor mandram hotaram sucim advayavinam

b damiinasam ukthyam visvacarsanim

¢ ratham na citram vapusdya darsatam

d manurhitam) [roc sadam id) raya imahe

“The delighting Hotar, the blazing one free of duplicity, the lord of the
household, worthy of hymns and belonging to all lands,

like the shimmering chariot [=the sun?], lovely to see for his beautiful

form, the one placed by Manu, do we ever beseech for wealth”. (Jamison and Brereton 2014)

The passage has a clear Topic—Focus structure. The long noun phrase at the beginning (mandram
hotaram ... manurhitam) refers to Agni, who is already known in the discourse, so it functions as an
aboutness Topic. The verb phrase (ra@yad imahe) is followed by sadam id, where id marks an emphatic
Focus, stressing that the act of beseeching is certain or ongoing, rather than adding new information.

The verse therefore shows both Topic and Focus in the same sentence.

18) 3.4.7

C [top rtam samsanta) [roc rtam it] ta ahur

d dnu vratam vratapa didhyandh

“Reciting the truth, they speak just the truth, reflecting upon their

commandments as the protectors of commandments”. (Jamison and Brereton 2014)

96



In this verse, rtam samsanta does not function as an aboutness Topic, but rather establishes a ritual
and modal frame within which the proposition is asserted, while r#dm it is focalised. This supports

the inclusion of Scene Settings among the discourse-related constituents of the Vedic left periphery.

19) RV 3.29.15

a amitrayiudho maritam iva prayah

b [rop prathamaja brahmano] [roc visvam id] viduh

“Fighting their enemies like the advance troops of Maruts, those first-born of the formulation [=the

Kusikas] know everything”. (Jamison and Brereton 2014)

20) RV 1.1554

¢ ydh [rop parthivani] [roc tribhir id] vigamabhir

d urii kramistorugaydya jivise

“who strode widely across the earthly (regions) with just three paces, for the wide-ranging to live”.

(Jamison and Brereton 2014)

21) 5774
d [top dnitrdhvabhdsah] [roc sadam it] tuturyat
“He would ever pass beyond those who do not raise their radiance on high.” (Jamison and Brereton

2014)

The three passages show the same information-structure pattern, with a preposed Topic followed
by a Focus marked by id. In each case, the Topic refers to an already known or easily identifiable
element (prathamajcf brahmano, pérthivdni, anurdhvabhdsah), which the clause is about. The Focus,
marked by id, does not introduce new information but adds emphasis: visvam id stresses total
knowledge, tribhir id highlights the small number of steps, and sadam it emphasizes continuity or
certainty. These examples therefore illustrate the regular co-occurrence of an aboutness Topic with

an emphatic, non-presentational Focus.

7. Different analyses of the Vedic left periphery

Up to this point, the data discussed here are compatible with Rizzi’s (1997) proposal that the left
periphery of the clause is internally articulated and contains distinct positions for Topic and Focus.
The question, however, is whether the Vedic evidence actually requires such a structural
differentiation, or whether it can be explained by assuming a single discourse-related position to the

left of the clause.
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A different view has been put forward by Keydana (2011; 2018). On the basis of Vedic evidence,
Keydana (2018, p. 2200) argues that Proto-Indo-European featured a single left-peripheral position
for discourse-prominent elements, typically occupied by a single word, although cases with larger
constituents in the left periphery are also acknowledged. In this approach, this position could host
either Topics or Foci, but not separate structural slots for each. It is therefore analysed as a general
Discourse-Functional (DF) position, in contrast to Kiparsky’s (1995) proposal of two distinct
discourse-related positions.

The issue, then, is whether the Vedic data discussed here can be reduced to such a single discourse
slot.

The examples examined in this study suggest that this reduction is problematic.

As shown above, there is a clear difference between aboutness topics, often resumed by a pronoun
(tad), and focalised elements marked by particles such as id. Topics are resumed and function as
elements about which the clause makes a statement. Foci are not resumed and typically carry
identificational or emphatic force. When Topic and Focus co-occur, the order Topic > Focus is
regularly attested. This pattern is found not only with aboutness topics, but also with preposed
constituents that establish the background or situational setting of the clause (cf. ex. 18). The
recurrence of the same ordering pattern in both types of cases suggests that Topic and Focus are not

simply two interpretations of the same structural position.

Evidence for a left-peripheral domain located below an overt complementiser can be found in
subordinate clauses introduced by yad or yadi. By “below” I refer to a structurally lower position
within the CP domain, not simply to linear order. The following examples suggest that even within
subordinate clauses, discourse-related constituents may occupy positions distinct from the

complementiser itself:

22) RV 1.63.1
c yad dha te visva girdyas cid abhva
d bhiyc’i drihasah kirdna naijan

when all the monsters, even the solid mountains, moved like dust particles for fear of you.

23) RV 1.168.8

¢ dva smayanta vidyitah prthivyam

d yadi ghrtam marutah prusnuvanti

“The lightning-flashes smile down on the earth, when the Maruts sprinkle ghee upon her”. (Jamison

and Brereton 2014)
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RV 1.63.1 and RV 1.168.8 show that, after yad or yadi, constituents may appear in an order that
deviates from the expected SOV pattern. In RV 1.63.1, the sequence visva girayas cid includes a
focalised element marked by cid. In RV 1.168.8, the order ghrtam marutah likewise departs from
canonical SOV expectations. These configurations are difficult to explain as simple variation in word
order and instead point to the existence of a syntactic space within the subordinate clause in which

discourse-related elements are positioned below C, in line with Rizzi’s (1997) analysis.

However, there are some cases in which the complementiser is also preceded by one or more

elements. Consider the following:

24) RV 1.554

C vrsa chandur bhavati haryato visa

d ksemena dhénam maghava yad invati

“The bull becomes pleasing, the bull delightful, when, as bounteous one, he impels the nourishing

stream (of speech) in peace”. (Jamison and Brereton 2014)

In this example, the complementiser yad appears linearly after three words: ksémena ‘in peace’,
dhénam ‘speech’, and maghava ‘bountiful’. Although such configurations may in principle be
compatible with analyses that allow for non-canonical word order within the subordinate clause, they
show that the subordinator does not necessarily occupy the leftmost position in the clause. The
example therefore raises questions about how preposed material is structurally accommodated, both
in Rizzi’s (1997) articulated CP framework and in Keydana’s (2011, pp. 111-112) model, which

assumes a single Discourse-Functional position to the left of C.

A similar issue arises in:

25) RV 2.10.1

a johiitro agnih prathamah pitéva-

b -ilas padé manusa yat samiddhah

“Agni is the first to be called out loudly, when he is kindled by Manu in the footprint of refreshment”.

(Jamison and Brereton 2014)

In RV 2.10.1b, the locative ilds padé plausibly functions as a frame-setting constituent. The
instrumental manusa, however, is an argument of the subordinate clause and would be expected to
follow the complementiser in its base position. Its occurrence to the left of yat indicates that it

occupies a position in the left-peripheral domain of the subordinate clause. If both ilas padé and
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manusa are located in this pre-complementiser field, a single discourse-functional position above C
would not seem sufficient.

For cases such as these, we can refer to the analysis proposed by Rizzi (2001: 290), which
distinguishes the position of subordinators from that of clause-typing heads. In Rizzi (1997), the
complementiser is assumed to occupy the highest position of the left periphery, namely Force®. In
that model, the complementiser systematically precedes embedded Topics and Foci. In other words,
it is located above the Topic and Focus projections.

As Danckaert (2011, p. 116; 2015, p. 267) observes, later developments of the cartographic
framework allow for a different structural possibility. In Roussou (2000), Rizzi (2001), and Krapova
(2010), subordinating conjunctions are not necessarily located in Force®. Instead, they may occupy a
lower position within the CP field. This means that the head expressing clause type (Force®) is distinct
from the head hosting the subordinator. As a result, material belonging to the left periphery may occur

both hierarchically above!%4

and below the overt subordinator, without forcing all such elements into
a single structural position.

Danckaert summarises the earlier view as follows:

“In Rizzi (1997), it is proposed that [...] that complementizer systematically precedes embedded
topics and foci [...] John says [ForceP that [TopP [this book] [TP he likes]]] /*John says [this book
[that he likes]][...] it seems to be the case that a subordinating conjunction can be merged below
ForceP. A point in case is Italian se ‘if, whether’, which can be preceded by a clitic left-dislocated
topic:

non S0 [Force Op'® [1opp [a Gianni] [me se [tp gli ha detto la verita]]]]”

Here the topic a Gianni precedes the subordinator se. This shows that se does not occupy the
highest position in the left periphery: it is assumed that a subordinating conjunction may occupy a
position lower than ForceP.

Therefore, different complementisers may occupy different structural positions within the left

periphery. Some may be located in Force®, while others may appear in a lower projection, such as

104 This hypothesis also appears to be compatible with an observation made by Krisch (2017, p. 133), who argues
that verb-second and verb-initial structures are structurally identical, the verb being moved to C in both cases. The crucial
difference lies in the occupation of the discourse-functional position: in verb-initial clauses the Df-slot remains empty,
whereas in verb-second it is filled. Krisch further notes that verb-third orders are possible when the verb is moved into C
and more than one XP position in front of it is filled. Although formulated in a different theoretical framework, this
observation lends independent support to the idea that the left periphery in Vedic may host more than one constituent
even when the verb occupies the C-domain.

105 According to Danckaert (2011, p. 116; 2012:, p. 107), following Rizzi (2001), the embedded clause is typed as
interrogative by a null operator in SpecForceP. The complementiser se itself does not function as the clause-typer, but
occupies a lower functional projection (IntP); the presence of a null operator in ForceP ensures that the interrogative type

of the embedded clause is locally accessible to the selecting predicate.
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Fin® (cf. Krapova 2010; Roussou 2020; Moscati and Rizzi 2021). If this is correct, the overt block
material from occurring before it.
Modern Greek provides a comparable example:
26)  Nopilo (to unia) 6Tt (Tor uRAa) dev Ba o eaet o ITéTpog
I-think (the apples) that (the apples) NEG FUT them eats the Peter
“I think that Peter won’t eat the apples”.

In such cases, the complementiser o¢i does not prevent topicalised material from appearing in the
left periphery of the embedded clause. This again suggests that the complementiser is not necessarily
located in the highest CP position.

For Latin and other ancient Indo-European languages, Danckaert (2012, pp. 107-108) proposes
that subordinators may occupy a position lower than ForceP, for example FinP, the lowest projection

of the split CP. He illustrates this with examples such as:

27)  Cic. Att. 9.15.1
[Eum; [cum ti uidero]], Arpinum pergam.

“When I have seen him, I’ll move on to Arpinum”.

In this example, the temporal subordinator cum does not appear to occupy the highest position of
the left periphery.

In the same way, we may hypothesise that in Vedic certain occurrences of ydd are located in a
lower C-related head rather than in Force®. This would make it possible for left-peripheral material
to precede the overt subordinator.

Thus, in RV 1.55.4 we may tentatively analyse:

28) RV 1.554
d [top ksémena [roc dhéndm [top? maghava [rinp yad [invati]]]]]

“when, as bounteous one, he impels the nourishing stream (of speech) in peace”.

In RV 1.55.4, more than one constituent precedes the subordinator. Regardless of their precise
discourse interpretation, their co-occurrence shows that the pre-complementiser field can host
multiple elements. This configuration is difficult to reconcile with an analysis that assumes only a

single available position above C for preposed material.

8. Left periphery and correlatives
There is another structure, very common in the Rigveda, in which fad functions as a resumptive

pronoun. According to Cinque (2020, p. 128, but also previous works), correlative RCs are DPs rather
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than CPs. Under Cinque’s analysis all relative constructions (‘free’ relatives included) are double
headed (i.e. they have both an external and an internal head in the underlying structure). So, taking

into account simple correlatives e.g. in modern Indo-Aryan languages, the following sentence:

29)  jo larki khart hai, vo (larki) lambrt hai
which girl is standing, she/that (girl) is tall.

in Cinque’s terms can be analysed as:

30)  [pp VO LARKI [cpjo larki khari hail], vo larki lambt hai

where VO LARKI is a silent external head'%. Cinque notes, however, that this structure, which
corresponds to the underlying structure, was judged acceptable—albeit only marginally—by some
informants.

In Vedic, this type of correlative construction is the so-called diptyque normal, as identified by

Minard (1936), i.e., a type of relative clause in which the correlative clause precedes the main clause,

e.g.

31) RV 1415

a [yam yajiiam nayatha narah-

b dditya rjiinda pathal;

c pra vah sa; dhitaye nasat

“The sacrifice that you lead along the straight path, o superior men, Adityas, that will reach you for

insight”. (Jamison and Brereton 2014)

In this case, the preposed correlative [yam... pathd] is left dislocated and resumed by the

demonstrative pronoun sd.

Several scholars have sought to determine the structural level within the main clause where the
correlative is adjoined. (cf. Ram-Prasad 2022, p. 39). According to Hock (1989), Sanskrit correlative
structures consist of two adjoined CPs (as in other ancient Indo-European languages), since the
relative clause and the main clause share the same structural properties, including the presence of
sentence-oriented particles. However, Hock (1989) also observes that in Sanskrit relative-correlative
constructions the relative pronoun does not occupy COMP, but rather occurs in positions that he

characterizes as discourse-related, such as TOPIC or preverbal FOCUS. This observation can be taken

106 See also Ram-Prasad (2022, pp. 37-38) for a cartographic representation.
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as consistent with approaches that locate correlative elements in the left periphery, independently of
assumptions about their overall syntactic status.
In some cases, the theory that posits a left periphery articulated into multiple projections allows

for a more precise placement of the correlative clause within the previous CP projection, e.g.:

32) RV 10.154.1.cd
¢ yébhyo madhu pradhavati
dtams cid  evapi gachatat

Those for whom honey flows forth—right to them let him go now.

where cid is a focus particle (Liihr 2017).

And also:

33) RVI1.14

a agne yam yajiiam adhvaram
b visvdtah paribhiir dsi

c sa id devésu gachati

‘O Agni, the sacrifice and rite that you surround on every side— it alone goes among the gods’.

For this sentence, I propose the following tree diagram, which adopts Cinque’s (2020) analysis of

correlatives as DPs!?7,

30)
TopP
/\
DP Top'
_ PN
[yam yajfiam adhvaram visvatah paribhdr asil; FocP
s4 Foc'

devésu gachati

Assuming Cinque’s (2020) analysis of correlative clauses as DP constituents, the preposed

correlative yam yajiiam adhvaram ... asi in RV 1.1.4 can be analyzed as a topical DP in the left

107 This scheme is analogous to that published in Vai (2024, p. 195), but has been modified to take into account
Cinque’s (2020) interpretation of correlatives.
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periphery. The resumptive pronoun sd, reinforced by the focal particle id, functions as identificational
focus in the matrix clause.

The advantage of this analysis is not primarily interpretive, since the exclusivity conveyed by sd
id is already reflected in traditional translations (see e.g. J-B 2014, I, p. 89). Rather, treating the
correlative as a DP allows it to be integrated into the general pattern of left dislocation discussed
above. It behaves structurally like other topical DPs resumed by a demonstrative, and the focalisation
of the resumptive pronoun follows the same pattern observed elsewhere in the Vedic left periphery.
The DP-analysis therefore strengthens the structural parallelism between correlatives and other cases

of left dislocation.

9. Conclusions

On the basis of the data examined here, the structure of the Vedic clause may be amenable to
description within the framework of Rizzi’s theory of the left periphery (1997; 2001), which has been
applied to a range of other ancient Indo-European languages. This study has focused on aspects of
the information structure of the Vedic clause, with particular attention to the organisation of the left
periphery. The data suggest that the Vedic left periphery is unlikely to be adequately captured by a
single discourse-functional position to the left of C; rather, they point to the possibility that more than
one constituent may occur in this domain, in some cases even preceding the complementiser.

Several examples show that topicalized elements, usually resumed by a pronoun, and focalized
elements, which are not resumed and are often marked by focus particles, can co-occur within the
same clause. These patterns are compatible with an analysis that distinguishes separate positions for
Topic and Focus, broadly in line with Rizzi’s Split-CP framework.

The behavior of complementizers in subordinate clauses further suggests that discourse-related
material may appear in the left periphery even when a subordinator is present, and that subordinators
themselves may occupy different positions within the CP domain. Finally, correlative constructions
in the Rigveda appear to occupy a Topic position in the left periphery and are resumed by tdd,
supporting a DP-based analysis of correlatives. Overall, a cartographic approach offers a useful

framework for the study of Vedic clause structure, while further research is clearly needed.
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