Russian Nominal Accentual Patterns as a Redundant Feature of the
Gentitive Plural Zero-Ending and the Problem of Feminine and Neuter End-
Stress

Russian accentual patterns may look haphazard and infinite to the casual
observer, but, upon further inspection, turn out to be systematic and often
are linked to specific phonological and morphological features. In the case
of the Russian noun, the larger, accentual patterns are closely linked to such
factors as the phonological shape of the nominative, accusative and genitive
case endings. This paper will attempt to show that even in the case of some
of the smaller, irregular patterns, there may be a link to particular
phonological, morphological, and semantic features. Thus, even the most
minor accentual patterns can serve as a redundant signal for particular
features of the stems in that class.

I. Assumptions about the regular system of stress opposition.

As I have argued in several previous papers, a given nominal type has a
regular three-way opposition of accent in both the singular and plural. The
invariants of the three types—A, B, and C—are given in table 1. Stated
briefly, type A stresses a specific stem syllable throughout the paradigm,
but never the ending. Type B stresses a syllable adjacent to the stem-
desinence boundary (i.e. either predesinential or desinential), but never a
syllable that is not on this boundary. Type C always has a stress which
immediately follows either the word-boundary or the stem-desinence
boundary (i.e. its stress must be word-initial or desinential). The three types
of nouns are termed @, -0, and —a nouns, since the gender labels are not
always consistent.



Table 1. Basic stress types A, B, and C.

A. Constant B. Stress is NOT C. Stress is NOT constant on a
stress through | constant on a stem stem vowel, but can be on the ini-
entire para- vowel, but can be on | tial syllable of the stem or desi-
digm on any | either side of the nence.
stem-vowel. stem+desinence

boundary (predesi-

nential or desinential).
Sing. & Plur. | Sing. Plur. Sing. Plur.
@: KPOKOIUI | CTON~CTONIA | CTOJIBI BOJIK, BOJIKA BénKH~BonKéM
-0: KAYECTBO | BEPETCHO | BEPETéHa | 3epKalIo 3epKaJ1a
-a: KOpOBa Koxbaca KOJOACHI | FOJIOBA~TOJIOBY | TOJIOBBI~TOJIOBAM

Note that end-stress in the singular or plural is ambiguous and can belong
either to type B or C, but never A. Thus, if a type already has an
unambiguous B type, such as plural predesinential stress, its plural end-
stress 1s considered to be the C type. For example, neuters with singular
end-stress regularly have predesinential plurals (e.g. BepereHo/BepeTéHa,
OKHO/OKHa, etc.). Therefore, neuter plural end-stress, paired to singular
initial stress (e.g. 3ekano/3epkaia, cI0BO/cIIOBa, etc.) can be said to repre-
sent type C, as in table 1.

I later came to the conclusion that the gender or nominative singular labels
are not the most accurate way of characterizing the morphological sets for
the purposes of accentual classification, in spite of the fact that virtually all
studies use this principle. In order to separate instances such as masculine
plurals ropozaa and kaGausl, one would ideally use a system such as I have
shown in table 2, where different morphological patterns are all shown in
separate cells and classified by stress:




Table 2. Russian Stress Types Classified by Morphological Paradigm.

Plural (N-G)
Singular | i-ov/ej a-ov/ej 1-0 a-o
(N-G)
0D-a A: KpOKOIu/iJI A: A:
B: kabau B: B: 3y60K
C: ronyon C: ropox C:
B/C: rBo3np
C/B: can
-1 A’ I1al0HB
B: -
C: cremnb, 061acTh
0-a A: A OKOHIIE A: S670KO | A: IPaBHIIO
B: osepKd/osepKI/i B: B: B: BepeTeHd
C: yxo C: nepesrie/nepesua | C: C: 3epKkaio
B/C: mredo | B/C: cyuiecTso
C/B: 03epo
a-1 A: Tétd A: xHura
B: neBura B: xonbaca
C: C: ronosa
B/C: HO3mpsI B/C: ry6a
C/B: 1iena
(Anomalous
?
qepra,
CTaThs)

General principles:

1. The subparadigm (e.g. singular or plural) of any given morphological
type, has a maximally 3-way stress opposition of stress.. Examples:

a. Zero-noun of kpokoaui pattern. Singular has: stem vs. end vs. initial.
Plural has stem vs. end vs. mobile (initial~end).

b. 0-noun of kadectBo pattern. Singular has stem vs. end vs. initial. Plural
has stem vs. predesinential vs. end.

c. a-noun of koposa pattern. Singular has stem vs. end vs. mobile (ini-
tial~end). Plural has stem vs. predesinential vs. mobile (initial~end).

2. The assumption of a regular 3-way opposition enables us to test which
accentual paradigms are regular and which are outside the system.



There is a correlation of type B plural predesinential stress with the
genitive plural ending. Type B predesinential stress regularly occurs when
there is a zero genitive plural (e.g. cectpa/cécTpbl/cecTép, KeHa/ KEHBI/KEH,
KoJ10aca/konbacs/kondac; BepeTeHo/BepeTéHa/BepeTéH, ceno/céna/cén),
while type B end-stress occurs when the genitive plural is not zero:
CTOJI/CTOJIBI/CTONIOB/, Jemy/ e/ nenieit; 3anaus/3anagan/3anaaaeii. This
means that the plural of a noun such as xananua or 3amajns is really in a
different class than an a-noun which has a genitive plural zero, and that the
existence of end-stress here is not a fourth feminine type, but a
manifestation of the same situation we see in most masculines, which have
a non-zero genitive plural. In other words, the zero or non-zero genitive
plural is the key and we should expect to have a maximum of three
accentual types with a given genitive plural (either zero or non-zero).

One of the most telling examples is the word neurns ‘a type of crowbar’. It
can be either type A stem stressed throughout or type B end-stressed.
However, when it is stem-stressed, it has a zero-ending: nom. sing. MCIIHS,
gen. plur. nemeH. When it is end-stressed, it uses the non-zero ending —eii:
nom. sing. merss, gen. plur. meurHeii.

The point is that a non-zero genitive plural could admit final stress
throughout the entire paradigm, while such an accentual paradigm would be
irregular with a zero-ending in the genitive plural. Actually, the situation of
a-noun plural end-stress has many specific properties, which help us to
explain why these specific nouns have avoided a predesinentially stressed
plural. The remainder of this paper is devoted to a survey of a-nouns which
are usually listed by dictionaries as being end-stressed throughout their full
paradigm, including the plural.



II. Types of a-nouns with plural end-stress.

Table 3. Summary of Subtypes of Feminine End-Stressed Paradigms

Classes

Examples

A. Soft/husher type with non-zero
genitive plural.

3aajiHs, KﬂemHﬂ GpoHsL, FOJIOBHH
JTOJIOHS, KBAIIHS, KaJaHJa, Tisi-
TepHsI, CTYITHS, CTe3s, JICBIIA,
npama

B. zero-ending with a hard cons.
preceded by stressed mobile vowel
in the genitive plural

KUII/Ka, KA/ O/K; Kabap/ra, Ka-
6ap/é/r; KHSDK/HA, KHSDK/O/H;
KOpY/Ma, KOpu/e/M; Kodep/ra, Ko-
yep/é/r; kai/ma, kaéM; MoIIl/Ha,
MOILI/OH

C. Mobile vowel stem ends in —¢j
in gen. pl. Surface equivalence to
-ej genitive plural ending.

Mobile vowel type: cTaTb/1,
crareii; CKy(b/1, CKycpéﬁ; CKaMb/1,
CKaMeii; TYJb/A, Tyﬂéﬁ; KYTb/A,
KyTeit; Tab/s, Tanei.

Wlthout moblle Vowels KHEs,
}KHCH KOJIGH KOJIGI/I JIATHS,
JII/ITI/II/I naneﬂ nanen cynes,
cyuneit; mutest, MUTEH.

D. Stem ends in —v/-f. Surface
equivalence to final —v of —ov
genitive plural ending.

OyJnaBa, Oynas; rpada, rpad;
€HJI0Ba, CHJIOB; Jtoda, Jrod

E. Non-existent or unused gen.
plural means that a zero-gen. pl.
does not actually occur, permitting
end-stress in the other plural forms
that do occur.

1. Avanesov/Es’kova: “posa. MH. He
yrmoTpedmsiercs’”: TIMCTa, qya,
erosa, 3yz[é, K¥ca, KyMai, pa6ai,
cyMei, Tamasa, (baTé, FOJIa, SITa.

2. Avanesov/Es’kova: “poj. MH.
HECBOGOIHO™: 3ypHa, Kapra, KHCTa,
KITIOK, TLIeBA, yCTENbla, TAMI,
TaxTa, 4aaMa

F. Zaliznjak (1967: 166) indicates
colloquial predesinential stress in
the plural.

Kaiina, Typa, rpada, octpora,
erosa, nuaja, kKooypa, KoHypa.
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A. a-nouns with stems ending in soft consonants and hushers regularly use
the non-zero genitive plural ending —eii, historically borrowed from the i-
stem paradigm. The use of a non-zero genitive plural permits a significant
number of such nouns to have paradigmatic end-stress, with a plural
manifestation of end-stress, rather than predesinential. Examples:

3anaz[HsI KJICHIHSI 6pOH${ FOJ'IOBHSI NONGHSI, KBALIHS, KalaH4a, ITepHs,
CTYIHS, CTe3sl, JIeBIIa, mpama. Some such words have alternative genitive
plurals in both zero and non-zero (mexa has Mex~mexeit), in which case
one type is accentually regular and the other is anomalous.

B. Another significant group of end-stressed a-nouns includes cases of hard
consonant stems which use the genitive plural zero-ending, and also have a
stressed mobile vowel in the genitive plural (e.g. kusxna/kHsDKOH). | would
claim that this genitive plural has a structural similarity to non-zero, in the
sense that the genitive plural form is NOT one syllable smaller than the rest
of the paradigm, which is the case when a zero 1s used in examples such as
the croa vs. crox pattern. It is as if the inserted vowel functions as a
genitive plural infix, in contrast to a zero ending with no vowel alternation.
Therefore, type B plural end-stress might be considered as a regular subtype
when there is a stressed mobile vowel with a zero ending. Examples:
KHUII/Ka, KUI/0/K; Kabap/ra, kabap/o/T; KHSDK/HA, KHSDK/O/H; KOp4/Ma,
Kopu/e/M; Kouep/ra, Kouep/é/r; kait/Ma, KaéM; MOLI/HA, MOLL/OH.

C. Several instances of end-stressed nouns with mobile vowels also have
stems ending in —j. In the genitive plural, such stems end in -/e/ii, followed
by the zero ending. On the surface, this is identical to the non-zero genitive
plural ending for soft stems, even though it should be considered a zero
ending. A well-known Russian accentologist (Xazagerov 1973:67) actually
called it a —eit ending, which helps us to understand that the surface form
has influenced its use of plural end-stress, rather than predesinential.
Examples: craTs/s, CTaTéﬁ CKy b/, ckydeit; ckamb/s1, CKaMei; TyIb/s,
TyJICH; KyTb/, KyTeI/I najaw/s, magen. Also, without mobile vowels: )KHCH
JKHEIT; KOJIest, KOJICH; JTUTHSL, JINTHI nasesi, maneit; cyiest, CyJieit; mues,
nwieit. It might also be noted that the subset of nouns with genitive plural in
—eit generally has only a three-way accentual opposition in the plural. There
are virtually no examples of obligatory plural mobile stress in feminine
mobile vowel stems; cBumbst and cepbra have been moving towards the



predesinential type from the mobile type, which can be seen if Ushakov’s
1930’s recommendations are compared to more recent ones. Thus, in this
subset, plural B is predesinential (cBunbn), with the possibility of end-stress
(ctaTsn) as the second type, perhaps to be considered a realization of type
C. The point is that there are more subsets than those of the three gender
classes, and that the principle of a three-way stress opposition should be
viewed within each subset, since the various subsets are in complementary
distribution, due to the variety of features I have been indicating. In other
words, table 2 might be rewritten with a special box for the class of nouns
including cBuHbBS, cTaThs, etc., and within that box we would see single
types for B and C stress.

D. Just as a stem-final in —eit before a zero recalls the genitive plural and
seems to permit plural end-stress, a few instances of end-stress occur with
stem final —ov or —v/-f, recalling the other major genitive plural ending:
6yiaBa, Oyas; rpada, rpad; eHnoBa, eHaoB; Moda, Tod.

E. Another category of such end-stresses appears in dictionaries, but is said
to be impossible or unusable in the Avanesov orthoepic dictionary:

1. Avanesov: “poJ. MH. HE yIOTpeOsieTcs: :
Examples: rimucra, IIy[ia, erosa, 3yza, Kica, kyma, pada, cyma, Tamaja,
dara, rona, sra.

2. Avanesov: “pOA. MH. HECBOOOIHO™:
Examples: 3ypHa, Kapra, KHCTa, KIIOKA, IeBa, yCTeNbra, TAMIa, TaXTa,
Jajama

F. Lastly, there is a group for which Zaliznjak (1967: 166) indicates
colloquial predesinential stress in the plural, in spite of end-stress, which is
listed in dictionaries and which appeared in descriptions of well-known
accentologists, such as that of Paul Garde. Examples: Kaiina, Typa, rpada,
OCTpOra, erosa, miaja, Kooypa, KOHypa.

Thus, we are left with a very small list of such cases, including a number of
non-assimilated Orientalisms and Church Slavonicisms, plus certain other



exceptional words, such as TesIeHa, MenéH; OCTpora OCTPOT; CTOIA, CTOI;
depra, 4epT. Perhaps the end-stress of uepra occurs to avoid a stress similar
to that of weptu, the plural of u€pt. Also, presence of a stem-final
consonant cluster is frequently seen in irregular stems of this type.

III. Neuter o-nouns with plural end-stress.

Let us clarify why this paper considers plural end-stressed a-nouns to be
anomalous and unusual, but not o-noun neuter plurals, where such plurals
as 3epkaia are considered regular. In the first place, only three stress types
occur for the regular neuter plural morphological model. In other words,
types A, B, and C can be defined unambiguously, as follows:

1. Neuter A has immobile stem stress, in both singular and plural.
2. Neuter B plural is predesinential (BeperéHa).
3. Neuter C plural is end-stressed (3epkaina).

Since predesinential is the unambiguous realization of type B, potentially
ambiguous neuter end-stress must be considered as being a realization of
type C. Note that neuters with plural mobile stress, such as ymm, oun,
mieun, have a different realization of plural type C, but it is not a fourth
type, due to the different morphology (i.e. the NA plural in —i, rather than —
a.) Thus, the real anomaly of a-noun plural end-stress is not simply that it
manifests plural end-stress with a zero genitive plural, but that it does this
as the second realization of accentual type B, which should regularly be
realized as predesinential in the plural.

Another way of looking at this is to say that Russian places restriction on
full end-stressed noun paradigms, in cases where there is a zero genitive
plural form. In the feminine, this has been considered in detail. In the
neuter, such full end-stressed paradigms do occur, but are rare, since the
regular B pattern has end-stress in the singular, but predesinential in the
plural (e.g. Bepereno), and the C pattern has initial stress in the singular, but
end-stress only in the plural (3epkao).



Several neuters with full end-stressed paradigms have a non-standard
neuter plural morphology, with a non-zero plural, e.g. octpué, ouxo, with
genitive plurals ocTpués, ouxos. Others in this class have one of a limited
number of derived suffixes, such as -/11-, -CTB-: CJIOBIIO, cyIHGCTBd,
BemiecTBo, and are lexically noted as rare or bookish in dictionaries. The
same situation applies to the Church Slavonicism >xutue, which also is
anomalous in its stressed —€ nominative singular ending, rather than —6. In
the case of certain neuter derivational suffixes, e.g. —x-(0), the non-zero
genitive plural is regular, matching the plural end-stress (e.g. 03€epKoO,
03epkoB); also with —11-(0): aepeBwo, aepesuos. In the case of mucsMmero,
UsSakov states that the plural is not used, in spite of its common use in the
non-derived form mucsmo. This recalls the situation with restricted end-
stressed plurals in the a-noun class, where many theoretical forms with
anomalous stress are avoided in conversational speech.

Thus, the pattern of end-stressed plural a-nouns and o-nouns is rather
curious. Such stresses are not totally excluded by the system and, in fact,
are quite normal with non-zero genitive plurals and as the accentual C
realization of neuters, when paired to an initially stressed singular
(zepkano). However, full end-stressed paradigms, combined with zero
genitive plural forms, are barely tolerated, and tend to acquire non-zero
genitive plurals or fall out of normal spoken usage, as registered by a
variety of dictionaries.

In view of the above restrictions on both feminine and neuter end-stressed
paradigms, we have seen a small sample of the fact that stress patterns are
highly sensitive to non-prosodic features of stems, including phonological
and morphological properties. One might seek the reason in the ability of
stress to redundantly signal many of these properties. Thus, an end-stressed
plural or full paradigm tells us a lot about the stem, aside from the mere fact
that it has end-stress.
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