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I. This paper deals with the stress of stem-final mobile vowels in Russian, in forms which have
desinential or predesinential stress. In the case of both desinential and predesinential cases, the
stress can be either on the mobile vowel (MV) itself or on the previous syllable, i.e. in pre-MV
position. Examples of this situation can be found in table I. Many categories can have either MV
stress or pre-MV; e.g. opén/606ép, with MV, compared to yeon/ysen, with pre-MV. The origin of
the present-day mobile vowel can either be an original jer, or a secondary vowel which
developed in a word with a consonant cluster which did not have an original jer vowel. These
categories have not stayed separate, so that nowadays opér and 606ép behave alike, even though

one had an historic jer and the other did not.

In spite of the lack of difference between original jers and inserted vowels today, I assume that
this difference was originally responsible for the difference between MV and pre-MV stress.
Thus, if there was a jer vowel in the stem-final syllable at the time of retraction from a final jer
or at the time of predesinential stress assignment, I assume that this jer became stressed, as is the
case in modern opén/kosén/komén. On the other hand, if the stress was assigned before a jer

existed, and a vowel was later inserted, the stress would have been in the pre-MV position, as in

y3en/yeon/yeops.



Table 1. Shows two structural types: stems with an original mobile vowel and stems with a secondary vowel that
does not derive from an original jer. For modern stress assignment, this origin is irrelevant in most cases.

Desinential Mobile Predesinential
Original jer | Inserted V| Original jer | Inserted V Original jer | Inserted V
Masculine MV-stress | opén 600¢&p
KO3€EN OrOHb
KOTEN
OBEC
OBEH WIATEP
Pre-MV };ron II1a30K
yromb 3y60K
};rop}, pO,>KeK,
y3en canoxex
Feminine MV-stress | Gaeit Kkabapor KOIIEH JIepeBeHb oBeI 3eMeTh
KHIIOK KOuepér cepér JIOCOK CBUHEH
nanei cemei
MOIIIOH
cKaMeit
craeit
Pre-MV JieHer BETEN onécen
METEN BECEH
nEceH
coceH
TIOpEM
Neuter MV-stress HCpCBéL{ TyMEH
nuTeit KoJIell
Tenen KPBITIEL]
cenen
cepren
ST
Pre-MV Maces O€pen oénep,
OpéreH Bécen,
BOJIOKOH BEnep, 3€peH
KOIIHit ckpéoen
o3épen cTében
OKOH CTEroH
THceM CTEKOI
TOJIOTEH ancen
p}}meﬁ ;i;[ep
cénen,
cénen
CYKOH
Masculine MV-stress | nyp&n ocTép
Adjective CHIIEH XUTED
YMEH mycTép
XMEJEH
yynEH
Pre-MV 6onen Ténen
BOJICH yépeH
JIOTIKEH
JIETOK,
paBeH
cBeTen
TEMEH
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In Feldstein (1979: 37-8), I suggested that there were two basic structural types--one type with

the stress assigned at a point when a mobile vowel already appears in the stem, and another type
in which the stress assignment occurs before the mobile vowel is introduced into the stem. Due
to later reshuftling, these two categories do not reflect the original historical categories of stems
with original jers and secondarily inserted vowels. My original table (1979: 38) for

synchronically deriving MV and pre-MYV stress, was as follows:

Table 2. Rules which apply to the two mobile vowel subtypes, i.e. for synchronically deriving
MYV and pre-MV stress.

1. Basic # type I1. Inserted # type
Rule ordering: 08’ #1-0 uzl-0
1. Stress retraction 05’10 uzl-0
2. #-insertion with | —--mmmm- uz’#1-0
palatalization.
3. #-realization and O- 0s’0l1 uz’ol
deletion.
4. Vowel reduction as’ol uz’il

II. Garde’s basic rule for MV and pre-MV stress.

Garde’s 1968 paper on the topic of mobile vowel vs. pre-mobile vowel stress was unknown to
me when I wrote Feldstein (1979) on a similar subject. I would like to review some important
aspect of Garde (1968). The most important rule states that nouns of the desinential stress pattern
regularly stress the mobile vowel, but that those with the predesinential stress pattern can stress
either the mobile vowel or the vowel which precedes the mobile vowel, depending on the
phonological structure of the stem-final. As illustrated in table 3, Garde phrases this
(2006:142-3) by stating that an underlying mobile /e/ vowel has predesinential stress directly on
the mobile vowel (e.g. cemei, 3emens, osey), while an underlying mobile /o/ has predesinential

stress on the pre-mobile vowel (e.g. cocen, sécen).



Table 3. Garde’s Rules for Mobile Vowel Stress

4

1. In the case of desinential accent, a stressed
mobile vowel is the rule. E.g. opéx is regular,
but yzex is irregular.

2. In the case of pre-desinential accent (such as
in the feminine and neuter plural), a basic
mobile vowel /e/ (usually followed by /c/, /j/,

/n’/, or /1’/) is stressed, but a basic mobile
vowel /o/ (usually followed by a hard
consonant) has stress on the preceding vowel
(except for cecmép). E.g. basic /e/ osey/koney,
but basic /o/ mémen/6éoep.

I would prefer to state the second rule in terms of the stem-final consonant, without regard to
whether the mobile vowel itself is an underlying /e/ or /o/, since it turns out that Garde posits an
/e/ or /o/, based on the following consonant. In other words, in predesinentially stressed
subparadigms (such as the feminine and neuter plural, e.g. osysi, osey; korvya, Koney) with
stem-final soft consonants (functionally including the affricate /c/), the mobile vowel is stressed.
However, in predesinentially stressed subparadigms with hard consonant stem-finals, the vowel
preceding the mobile vowel (i.e. the pre-mobile vowel) is stressed (e.g. cocuei, cocen; 6édpa,
6éoep). In any case, if one could predict mobile vowel or pre-mobile vowel stress by the final
stem consonant, the dual scheme I proposed in table 2 would be unnecessary, since the stress on
mobile vowels could be correctly placed by means of a rule which referred to the stem-final
consonant. Of course, exceptions to Garde’s rule (such as cecmép, eymén, ysen, yeon, yeops, etc.)
would need to be individually marked as irregular. In my further discussion, I would like to
elaborate on the idea of predicting mobile vowel stress, based on the nature of the stem-final
consonant, especially within the class of mostly feminine nouns in -a, in order to demonstrate
that the behavior of mobile vowel stems with hard and soft stem-final consonants may have been
influenced by the behavior of other nouns which lacked a mobile vowel, which led to the

establishment of the pattern of mobile vowel stress before hard, but pre-mobile before soft.

II1. a-noun feminine plural stress of the type AP B.

Most AP B nouns with hard stem-finals (e.g. owcend, konbaca) have predesinential stress and a




zero in the genitive plural. Very few feminine or a-nouns have retained their original AP B
end-stress in the plural, and the nouns in this exceptional subset are often distinguished by two
traits: a soft or husher stem-final consonant and a non-zero genitive plural, which has borrowed
the -ej ending from the originally i-stem noun class. In other words, virtually all feminine nouns
of AP B have modified something in the plural: generally speaking, in the case of stem-final hard
consonant stems, the desinential stress was modified to predesinential; conversely, in the soft
consonant type, the end-stress was more likely to be retained, but the genitive plural was
modified from zero to non-zero. Some linguists (cf. Bulaxovskij 1954:150 and Jakobson
1984:138) have emphasized that the change of feminine desinential to predesinential occurred to
increase the opposition of the genitive singular to the nominative-accusative plural (e.g. ocensi
vs. océnet, instead of *scensi in both cases; in the words of Bulaxovskij, it is the tendency
“OTIIMYNTH UMEHUTEIIbHBIN-BUHUTEIBHBIA MHOXK. 4. OT POJAUTEIHLHOTO €IMHCTBEHHOTO ),
although others (Voroncova 1979:32) disputed the Gsg vs. Npl opposition as the basis for the
new plural stress. However, predesinential stress was not always carried out in the feminine soft
type, and these two forms could remain syncretic (e.g. Gsg and Npl sanaonu). Therefore, I think
it is important to establish the motivation for most feminine plural AP B nouns to either change
their stress to predesinential or to take on a non-zero genitive plural. I would suggest that the
reason for this might be the a-nouns’ avoidance of the morphophonemic pattern of a nominative
vs. genitive case opposition, in which one form has a morphophonemically stressed zero, which
retracts to the stem-final syllable, opposed to another with end-stress, as we see in the singular of
masculine AP B nouns, e.g. cmox vs. cmona. This is avoided in orcénbr vs. océn, by having a
plural columnar stress, with the same vowel stressed in nominative and genitive cases. It is
avoided in many soft feminine AP B plurals by the non-zero genitive, e.g. KaTaH4H vs.

kananuel, which also avoids the cmon/cmona type opposition.

Thus, my hypothesis is that there has been a general avoidance of desinential stress in AP B



(plural) subparadigms which use the zero genitive. The main motivation for this is to clearly
separate the morphophonemic pattern of an AP B Nsg zero and a Gpl zero. In other words, the
pattern AP B cmoa/cmona now becomes bound to the Nsg zero, rather than the Gpl zero. As a
consequence, when the cmoa/cmona pattern potentially could occur in the AP B plural, it was

modified in many ways (see table 4):

1. Hard feminine a-nouns with AP B mostly adopted columnar predesinential stress. In non-
mobile stems, columnar and predesinential were compatible (e.g. kor6acsl, korbac; sepeména,
sepemén). When a mobile vowel was present, columnar and predesinential were not compatible,
which posed a dilemma for the system. The columnar principle won out in instances of mobile
vowels (mémawt, mémen; 6édpa, 6édep). Rare exceptions (cécmpul, cecmép) reflect the choice of

predesinential over columnar.

2. Soft feminine a-nouns mostly retained desinential stress, but changed the equation by getting

rid of their zero desinence and using the -ej desinence of the old i-stem feminine type, thus

eliminating the cmon/cmond pattern in a different way (e.g. krewni, kiewmnei,; karanu,

kananuerr). However, when a mobile vowel was present, the solution was always to retain the

zero-ending in the Gpl, in spite of the soft consonant type. How then did such nouns avoid the

cmon/cmond pattern? In the Gpl, either stress would differ from the cmon/cmond pattern, since

the Gpl has an extra syllable. Soft mobile vowel stems generalized mobile vowel stress, since it

both avoided the cmon/cmond pattern and also brought them closer to the other soft feminine AP

B stems, which all had a post-columnar stress in the Gpl.



Table 4. Avoidance of the “st6l/stold” pattern in AP B plurals, primarily feminine a-nouns.

Hard-stem AP B solution.

Soft-stem AP B solution

Non-Mobile hard vowel
stems:

Adopt columnar
predesinential stress in
plural.

E.g. konbacei, konbac;
8epemena, eepemen

Mobile vowel hard
stems:

Adopt columnar stress
in entire plural, which
is also predesinential,
except for the Gpl,
where it is
antepredesinential.

E.g. mémnol, mémen;
06éopa, 6édep
(Irregular: cecmpa,
cecmép; neuter zyMH0:
2YMEH)

Mobile soft vowel
stems:

Maintain
desinential stress,
but eliminate the
zero form by using
-¢j as the Gpl
ending.

E.g. knewns,
Kaewnel,; Kaiana,
Kananyei

Mobile vowel soft
stems:

Opposite behavior of
mobile vowel hard
stems: favor a
non-columnar
predesinential Gpl
instead of a
columnar type. Most
stems end in /j/,
producing a surface
similarity to the -¢&j
ending in the zero-
ending of the Gpl.

E.g. cemws, cemeti;
cyouws, cyoell,
CBUHbSL, CBUHEl

The neuter plural appears to depart from feminine plural is some important ways:

1. The neuter plural can maintain a desinential plural, when paired to a singular initial stress (of

type AP C). E.g. crosa, cios. This occurs in spite of the similarity to the cmoa/cmond pattern,

since the latter is of the AP B type, with singular end-stress (cf. also xo16aca, sepemeno). This

contrasts to feminine, which maintains plural desinential stress only marginally and with

structural changes.

2. Neuter predesinential plurals with a soft mobile vowel stem, in contrast to feminines, favor

columnar over predesinential stress, except for most nouns with the -/c- suffix. E.g. pyorceti,

Konuil, konutl, Koaey; but 6épey.

IV. The entire group of feminine a-nouns with plural desinential stress bears further scrutiny,




since one wonders why the feminine desinential class did not completely become

predesinential. The structural groups of nouns with feminine plural desinential stress can be

found in table 5

Table 5. Classes of feminine/a-nouns with desinential plurals.

1. Final -CC’- and -C’, with
-ej- Gpl. Stem-final softs and

2. Stems with stressed mobile
vowel and stem-final hard or
/j/, with Gpl zero-ending.

3. Stems with zero Gpl, ending
in hard consonant or /j/.

hushers, except -.
6ap>1<é é171
Gaxua, eI/I
enaHua, -eH
3anaz[H;{ -eii
KajaH4a, -eit
Kapua, eH
KBAIHSI, -Cif
KneLHH;i, -eit
neBmé éﬁ
nara, eI/I
napaHzm(a -eit
TCIHS, -e
npamé, -eif
CTe3>i, -eid
CTynH;i, -eii
xoszé, -eit

KHLI/Ka, KAI/0/K-0
Kkabap/ra, kabap/o/r-0
KHSDK/HA, KHIOXK/0/H-0
Kopq/Mé Kopu/e/M-0
Koqep/ra Kouep/&/r-0
Kaii/Ma,  kagm-0 (KaH/OM-Q)
eKTCHbSI, eKTeH/H/i-0
KyTL/;i KynLT/é/ﬁ 0]
nam,/s{ nan/e/n %)
MOIII/Ha, MOIITOH-J)
craTh/s, crar/e/ii-0
ckybb/s, cKyd/e/i-O
cKaMb/s, ckam/e/i-0
Tyb/s, Tyn/e/ii-@

A. Stem-final consonant matches
the non-zero Gpl ending (/v/, /1/,
i/):

6ynasa, Gyn1aB-@

rpada, rpap-@

CHJIOBA, CHI0B-0)

moda, mop-J

>1<He$i, KHETH-O

Kone;i Konéﬁ 1)

JTATHS, J'II/ITI/II/I -0

naneﬁ naiei-0

cyneﬂ, cynen—@

mne;i, nuIei-0

B. Avanesov (1983): “poa. MH.
He ynorpeQisiercs’:

TIIACTa, 1y/a, ero3a 3y1a, Knca
KyMa, MeuTa, CyMa, TaMa/ia,
(baTé, foJa, ;{ré

C. Avanesov (1983): “ponx. MH.
HCCBO60,I[HO

3ypHa Kapra, KI/ICTa KJIIOKa
IUIeBa, IyCTeNbra, TAMIa, TaxTa,
qanma

D. Anomalous/irregular:
K00ypa, KoOyp

KOHYpa, KOHYP

HeneHé, MeneH

0CTpOra, 0CTPOT

THana, ma

cTOMa, CTOI

uepra, 4epT

(Zaliznjak (1967: 166) states that
Kkaiina, mypa, epaga, ocmpoza,
e203a, nuand, Kobypa, Konypa
occur with predesinential plurals
in non-literary speech.)

Note that each group has a particular way of avoiding the usual cmon/cmona pattern. The first




column, with soft stem-finals, regularly uses a non-zero genitive, making this class follow the
masculine plural desinential pattern, rather than the feminine, where the non-zero genitive
permits desinential stress through the plural subparadigm (and the entire paradigm, since the
singular also has end-stress). The second column consists of mobile vowel stems which have not
taken on predesinential stress, in contrast to feminine nouns cembs/cyobs/ceunss. In spite of their
zero genitive plural, their mobile vowel allows them to differ from the cmon/cmonda pattern, since
their zero-forms contain the same number of syllables as their non-zero form. In other words,
there are two syllables in both cmamuu and cmameii, in contrast to the pattern of cmon/cmona, in
which one form exceeds the other by one syllable. Nouns in the third column are those which
have neither a non-zero Gpl -eii ending (like column 1) nor a mobile vowel (like column 2).
Several such nouns (column 3, part A), nevertheless, have a surface similarity to non-zero
genitives in their Gpl form, since their stem-final consonant (/j/, /v/, /f/) coincides with one of the
two non-zero Gpl desinences of Russian. In many of these cases, the zero genitive deceptively
resembles a non-zero genitive (e.g. endos/acuert). (Xazagerov’s (1973:67) strange statement that
ceunws has the synchronic ending “-eii,” rather than zero, might serve as evidence of the
confusion of the stem-final pre-zero /ej/ (and /ov/, /of/) with the actual genitive plural endings
/ej/, /of/, for Russian speakers.) The next two groups (column 3, B and C) do not contain final
v/, /11 or /j/, but have a Gpl which Avanesov’s orthoepic dictionary (1983) considers either
impossible or unlikely. Lastly, there is a list of anomalous, desinentially stressed plurals which
cannot be explained easily, some of which have been noted by Zaliznjak (1967: 166) as

occurring with predesinential stress in the non-literary language.

V. Our survey has shown that Garde’s division of mobile vowel predesinential stems reflects two
different strategies for dealing with original desinential stress in the plural. The mobile vowel
soft-stem category (semens/cemeti) avoids full columnar stem-stress, linking it to the desinential

soft types. In a sense, they use their extra stem vowel to remain different from the hard columnar
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predesinentials (e.g. K0ﬂ6aca'); the mobile vowel hard stems, on the other hand, do join the

konbaca type (e.g. Gnécen).

Thus, in most cases, the behavior is predictable and almost all of these types can be subsumed
under a single structural AP B type. The exceptional forms for which this is not possible are the
desinential plurals with no special structural differences from the predesinentials, such as

cmamuws and kusocna, which must be regarded as exceptions to the rule.
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