Accentual Base Forms of Russian Nouns and
Their Relation to Nominative and Genitive Endings

Ronald F. Feldstein

Abstract. This paper examines underlying stress in Russian nouns. Paradig-
matic stem stress is marked on the stressed syllable (called “trivial” by Za-
liznjak). Non-trivial accent is morphophonemically more complex. Stress as-
signment occurs separately in singular and plural subparadigms. The two
underlying non-trivial stress types are: underlying stem final (reflex of accen-
tual paradigm B) and underlying stem-initial (reflex of paradigm C). Only
one stress rule occurs in B and C subparadigms: “move stress to desinence.”
Otherwise, B stress remains stem-final and C remains initial. The rule is con-
ditioned by the phonological form of desinences: genitive (zero vs. non-zero
ending) for type B and nominative (high-vowel vs. low-vowel vs. other) for
C. Singular and plural subparadigms both follow these rules and are condi-
tioned by the subparadigmatic genitive or nominative ending. The Russian
noun’s split into two accentual types (C~nominative/B~genitive), correlates
with observations of Jakobson, such as his contrast of nominative/genitive to
the peripheral cases locative/dative/instrumental.

Zaliznjak (1985: 17) subdivided Russian stress patterns into the types he des-
ignated as “trivial” and “non-trivial.”! The trivial type has fixed stem stress,
while non-trivial includes all the accentual types other than fixed stem. This
distinction is significant when one approaches the morphophonemic repre-
sentation of stress. The trivial type can be represented simply by placing a
stress mark on the syllable in question (e.g., kordv- for the fixed stressed koréva
‘cow’). However, non-trivial paradigms cannot receive such a simple mor-
phophonemic stress mark. Stressed desinences also cannot receive a constant
stress mark, since they are only stressed after certain stems.

This paper proposes a new way of treating the non-trivial accentual pat-
terns of the Russian noun. Since the singular and plural stress patterns often
act independently, I separately refer to the stress of singular and plural sub-
paradigms. These accentual subparadigms do not necessarily agree as to
stress pattern. I have previously argued (Feldstein 1980: 125-26) that all the

! The notion non-trivial has recently been referred to as “nondefault” (Brown et al.
1996: 53).
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non-trivial stress patterns in the subparadigms of the Russian noun can be
divided into two large categories (henceforth AP B and AP C). Since there are
actually many more surface accentual types than just these two, a word of
explanation is in order. If the morphological type (e.g., a-nouns, o-nouns, or
zero-nouns) is held constant for a given subparadigm, I claim that the regular
non-trivial stress opposition is binary, as shown in Table 1. In other words,
morphological complementary distribution must be taken into account, rather
than listing accent types across morphological lines.

Table 1. Binary subparadigmatic oppositions of non-trivial stress

Singular

Plural

I. Zero-Nouns

AP B:

AP C:

I1. o-nouns

AP B:

AP C:

III. a-nouns

AP B:

AP C:

End-stress vs. initial

End-stress in all forms
(e.g., kaban kabana,
kabanom)

Initial stress in all forms
(e.g., volos, volosom)

End-stress vs. initial

End-stress in all forms
(e.g., doloto, dolotém)

Initial stress in all forms
(e.g., zérkalo, zérkalo)

End-stress vs. initial~end
stress

End-stress in all forms
(e.g., kolbasa, kolbast)

Initial~end stress (e.g.,
golova, gélovu)

End-stress vs. initial~end-
stress

End-stress in all forms (e.g.,
kabany, kabanami)

Initial~end-stress (e.g.,
volosy, volosami)

Stem-final (predesinential)
vs. end-stress

Stem-final stress in all forms
(e.g., dolota, dolotami)
End-stress in all forms (e.g.,

zerkala, zerkalami)

Stem-final (predesinential
vs. initial~end stress

Stem-final stress in all forms
(e.g., kolbasy, kolbasami)

Initial~end stress (e.g.,
golovy, golovami)

For example, zero-nouns (predominantly masculine) can have the two non-
trivial accentual patterns of end-stress (kabin ‘boar’) or initial-stress (vdlos
‘hair’) in the singular subparadigm; in the plural subparadigm, o-nouns op-
pose end-stress (Npl zerkald ‘mirror’) to stem-final stress (Npl doldta ‘chisel’).?

2 When there is a zero-ending, the stress must surface on the syllable which precedes
the zero, but this pattern is still considered to be end-stressed at the morphophonemic
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If the two opposed non-trivial stress types are considered across all of the de-
clensional types, it turns out that only one of the opposed entities (AP B) can
have stress on the stem-final syllable (Npl kolbdsy ‘sausage’, doléta), while the
other entity (AP C) is marked by its possible stress on stem-initial (e.g., the
entire singular of vdlos and Asg gélovu ‘head’). Stems of at least two syllables
must be used to establish this pattern, in order to reveal the difference be-
tween stem-initial and stem-final. End-stress is a neutralized value found in
both AP B and AP C. Thus, in an accentual opposition between two morpho-
logically identical nouns in a subparadigm, stem-final stress indicates AP B,
stem-initial stress points to AP C, while end-stress can occur in either type.
Ambiguous end-stress can be assigned on the basis of the unambiguous type
opposed to it.?

Although I have stated that Russian non-trivial accentual types regularly
observe a binary opposition within a given subparadigm (Table 1), there is an
obvious exception to this claim in the plural subparadigm of a-declension
nouns, where we find not only the binary opposition of stem-final AP B (Npl
kolbdsy, Ipl kolbdsami) and initial~end AP C (Npl gdlovy, Ipl golovimi), but also
an irregular third non-trivial accentual entity: end-stress throughout the plu-
ral, as exemplified by murzd ‘Tatar noble’, which has end-stress in the entire
plural (e.g., Npl murzy). Zaliznjak (1967: 166) observed that a-declension
nouns with end-stressed plurals are “rarely used; they mostly consist of
Church Slavonicisms and Orientalisms.” I would argue that their stress is a
Church Slavonic feature, analogous to the exceptional morphophonemic al-
ternation of {~5¢ (e.g., prevratit’, prevrascu ‘transform’), rather than Russian {~¢
(e.g., platit’, placu ‘pay’). Many accentual studies (e.g., Brown et al. 1996: 56)
treat words such as murzd on a par with the rest of Russian stress. I argue that
this misses the regular pattern of binary non-trivial opposition within the
subparadigm.*

As stated, I assume two regular non-trivial accentual types for each de-
clensional subparadigm. Possible realizations include stem-initial, stem-final,
and end-stress, plus a combination of initial and desinential stresses within a
single subparadigm, which is represented as initial~end in Table 1. End-

level. In the case of initial stress, stress is overtly manifested only when the stem con-
tains more than one syllable.

3 For example, singular end-stress (kabdn) is opposed to initial (vélos). Since initial
stress must be AP C, I take the opposed end-stress to be AP B. However, neuter plural
end-stress (Npl zerkald) is opposed to stem-final (doldta), so in this case I analyze the
ambiguous end-stress as AP C.

41 submit that the removal of anomalous exceptions has also permitted the true pat-

tern to be established in the case of Jakobson’s study of Russian conjugation (1948:
163-64).
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stress itself is merely a neutralized value, which can occur in either of the two
non-trivial stress types. The remaining two stress types—stem-final stress
and stem-initial stress—are distinctive features of the two non-trivial stress
types, which shall be referred to as AP B and AP C, respectively. In opposi-
tion to initial stress, I infer that neutralized end-stress can function as a vari-
ant of stem-final; e.g., in opposition to initial-stress Asg gélovu in the a-noun
singular, there is end-stress, exemplified by Asg kolbasii. The initial stress
(g6lovu) is the distinctive feature of AP C. AP B (kolbasti) can have neutralized
end-stress as its realization, even though the distinctive property of AP B is
stem-final stress (which surfaces in the entire plural subparadigm of kolbasd).
The distinctive properties of stem-final and stem-initial stress can serve as
the device for morphophonemically marking an entire paradigm (or sub-
paradigm) for stress. AP B stems can be marked with stem-final stress, sym-
bolized by an acute accent following the stem (e.g., kolbas'-a), with AP C stems
having an analogous symbol preceding the stem (e.g., 'golov-(a)).

This paper will demonstrate two aspects of the accentual behavior of AP
B and AP C stems marked in this manner, as follows:

1) Accentual alternation within a subparadigm is realized by a single rule
which can apply equally to both AP B (distinctively stem-final) and AP C
(distinctively stem-initial): the advancement of stress to the first syllable
of the desinence.

2) AP B is correlated with the phonological properties of its genitive case
ending, while and AP C is correlated with the nominative case. Thus, if
one knows that a stem has the morphophonemic marking of AP B (e.g.,
kolbas'-(a)), its zero or non-zero genitive predicts whether the stress is ad-
vanced in the subparadigm. Likewise, if a stem is marked as AP C (e.g.,
'90lov-(a)), the high, low, or zero-vowel features of its nominative desi-
nence predict the precise pattern of stress advancement. This paper
makes no claim about the causality of the AP B and AP C stress ad-
vancement in relation to the genitive and nominative case forms; its im-
mediate goal is to indicate the existence of the correlation and to suggest
its possible uses as a predictive device. The linguistic value of this predic-
tion depends on whether one is dealing with forms in which the AP B/C
accentual feature is known, along with the nominative and genitive desi-
nences. If so, the nominative or genitive desinences predict the accentual
curve. Let us now consider how nominative and genitive desinences are
correlated with the accentual pattern (cf. Jakobson 1984: 136-38).



ACCENTUAL BASE FORMS OF RUSSIAN NOUNS 5

The basic form of the accentual type AP B is shown by a post-stem stress
mark. In order to distinguish it from trivial (i.e. fixed immobile) stress on the
stem-final syllable, it can be indicated following the stem, as in kaban'-,
dolot'-(0), kolbas'-(a); see Table 2.

Table 2. Examples of AP B, in which a non-zero genitive
conditions stress advance to the desinence

Predicted

Base Genitive Singular Genitive Predicted
Accent Singular Stress Plural Plural Stress

kaban'-(d)  Non-zero: Advance to Non-zero: Advance to

kaban-a end-stress kaban-6v end-stress

dolot'-(0) Non-zero:  Advance to Zero: dolot-&@  No advance
dolot-a end-stress to end-stress

kolbas'-(a)  Non-zero: Advance to Zero: No advance
kolbas-y end-stress kolbas-J to end-stress

These stem-final stresses are subject to a single rule which advances stress to
the first desinential syllable whenever the genitive case of the subparadigm is
a non-zero. When the genitive case ending is zero, the stress remains on the
stem-final. In the singular, the genitive case ending is always non-zero, pre-
dicting that AP B stress is advanced in the full singular subparadigm. E.g., AP
B basic forms kaban'-, dolot'-(0), kolbas'-(a) have full advancement in the singu-
lar, predicted by non-zero genitives kaban-a, dolot-a, kolbas—y.5 In the plural,
both zero and non-zero genitives occur. The zero genitives predict the ab-
sence of stress advancement; e.g., Gpl doldét-0, kolbds-& imply Npl doldta, kol-
basy, Ipl dolétami, kolbdsami, etc. In the case of AP B kaban'-, both singular and
plural have non-zero genitives (Gsg kaban-d and Gpl kaban-év), predicting
stress advance to the desinence in both numbers.

There is further evidence that AP B stress is correlated to the genitive. A
deviant zero or non-zero genitive can be accompanied by a rare stress pattern;
e.g., masculine diminutives with singular AP B end-stress can take an unex-
pected Gpl zero (e.g., roZék "horn’, sapoZdk ‘boot’, zubdk ‘tooth’, glazok ‘eye’).
According to OZegov (1977: 642), the two variant genitive plurals are corre-
lated to two different plural stress patterns (zero Gpl sapdzek, but non-zero

3 If a zero-ending form occurs in cases other than the genitive, such as the nominative
(kaban), the advanced desinential stress is automatically retracted, due to the zero desi-
nence.
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sapozkév), where a zero genitive predicts no advance (sapdzki, sapdzek)) but the
non-zero genitive predicts advanced stress (sapozki, sapozkév). When the plural
of rozok means ‘macaroni’, the Gpl is rozkév, and the plural stress is advanced;
however, in the meaning ‘horn, diminutive’, the Gpl is zero (rdZek), and the
stress is not advanced. In the a-declension plural, Gpl usually has a zero-
ending, and the stress is not advanced to the ending; e.g., kolbdsy, kolbds.
However, a-declension words with an unusual plural end-stress are often
paired with non-zero Gpl, which predicts the stress advancement; e.g., levsd
‘left-handed person’, Npl levsi, non-zero Gpl levséj, Ipl levsdmi. Also, prascd
‘slingshot’, Gpl prascéj; baxci ‘melon field’, Gpl baxcéj; klesnji ‘claw’, Gpl
klesnéj. As stated above, there are exceptional AP B nouns with zero Gpl and
advanced plural stress (mostly exotic loans), which must be marked as lexical
exceptions. Such nouns, with zero Gpl and plural end-stress (e.g., murzd, certd
‘line”), will be considered anomalous.’

AP C is morphophonemically represented with pre-stem stress; e.g., 'vo-
los-, 'zerkal-(0), 'golov-(a), as shown in Table 3.

Table 3. Examples of AP C: high-vowel nominative conditions
stress advance to oblique cases and low-vowel nominative
conditions advance to both nominative and oblique

Predicted
Base Nominative Singular Nominative Predicted
Accent Singular Stress Plural Plural Stress
'volos-(J)  Non-high/ No advance High: volos-y Advance to
Non-low oblique
'zerkal-(0)  Non-high/ No advance Low: zerkal-a Advance to
Non-low nominative/
oblique
'golov-(a)  Low: golov-& Advance to High: golov-y Advance to
nominative/ oblique
oblique

AP C stress differs from AP B in that it is predicted based on the nominative
case and that AP B has only one type of stress advancement (full advance-

6 Zaliznjak (1967: 166) realized the exceptional lexical nature of this set of words and
attempted to regularize it by establishing phonological stem parameters for this un-
usual accentual class. However, some of his criteria proved unnecessary, such as the
point that these nouns end in -nja; e.g., pesnjd ‘ice-breaking bar’. According to Avane-
sov (1983: 387), plural end-stress is matched with a non-zero Gpl pesnéj, while the zero
Gpl is paired with non-advanced stem-final stress: pésni, pésen, etc.
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ment in the whole subparadigm, correlated with non-zero genitive). AP C
advancement has two subtypes: (1) when the nominative case ending is low
(-a), stress advancement occurs in the nominative plus oblique cases; (2) when
the nominative is high (-i), advancement affects only oblique. If the nomina-
tive is neither low nor high, there is no stress advance and stress remains ini-
tial.” I assume that regular non-trivial patterns occur either as AP B (with cor-
relation to genitive) or AP C (correlation to nominative). Examples of AP C
stress advancement follow. Nsg desinences can be low, mid, or zero (high
vowel endings do not occur). Low Nsg predicts stress advance in nominative
and oblique (G, L, D, I);8 e.g., AP C 'golov-(a) has advance in Nsg and oblique
cases. The non-syncretic accusative is excluded from stress advancement: the
Asg stress remains initial; e.g., gélovu, while Nsg and oblique have the ad-
vancement: Nsg golovd, L/Dsg golové, etc. Non-low Nsg (zero and -0) do not
predict stress advance.” These rules are conditioned by phonological features
of certain case forms, rather than gender or declension type. Thus, the pres-
ence of an advanced second locative stress depends on a zero Nsg, without
regard to whether the noun's gender is masculine (sneg) or feminine (pec¢’). In
the plural, the Npl ending can be high or low. If low, its stress is advanced in
both Npl and oblique; e.g., for AP C stems 'sneg-, 'zerkal-, Npl -a predicts stress
advance in the entire plural (nominative plus oblique, zerkald, snegd), with
end-stress in all plural cases. A high Npl vowel implies AP C advance only in
the oblique cases of the plural. E.g., Npl -i (in péci, vélosy, dvosci) predicts ad-
vance in all plural oblique cases. The plural offers further evidence that the
nominative is correlated with stress advancement. When masculines shift
from the older high Npl to the new -4 ending (e.g., snég, snegd; gorod, gorodd),
the new low ending automatically implies stress advance in both Npl and
oblique cases (as does Nsg -a for feminine nouns; e.g., golovd). The only accen-
tual difference between the AP C singular of golovd and the plural of gorod is
that the former has a non-syncretic Asg, which is never specified for stress
advance.

7 It can also be noted that if the nominative is a zero and a second locative exists in the
subparadigm, advancement will occur only to the second locative form.

8 A syncretic accusative behaves like its syncretic partner, either the nominative or
genitive, but a non-syncretic accusative is exempt from stress advancement. The accu-
sative has some parallels to the second locative, in that the non-syncretic accusative
and second locative are always lack or possess stress advancement, respectively. Syn-
cretic second locatives, like accusatives, also act just like their syncretic pairs, the regu-
lar locatives.

9 Except for an advance in the second locative, if such a form exists, predicted by a Nsg
zero; e.g., sneg, snegi; pec’, peci.
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Thus far, all cited AP B and AP C nouns have had the same basic stress in
both numbers, as Tables 2 and 3 demonstrate. AP B types depend on the zero
or non-zero status of the genitive, while AP C types depend on the high or
low status of the nominative. However, there are also mixed types, in which
the singular and plural subparadigms differ in their AP B and AP C represen-
tation, as shown in Table 4.

Table 4. Examples of mixed AP B/C and AP C/B, combining the
principles of pure AP B and AP C in the different numbers'?

A. AP B/C
Predicted
Genitive Singular Nomina- Predicted
Base Accent Singular Stress tive Plural  Plural Stress
gvozd'-(J);  Non-zero:  Advanceto  High- Advance to
'gvozd’-(i) gvozd’'-a end-stress vowel: oblique end-
gvozd'-i ings
suséestv'-(0); Non-zero: Advance to Low- Advance to
'suscestv-(a)  suSCestv-a  end-stress vowel: nominative/
susfestv-a4  oblique
gub'-(a); Non-zero: Advance to High- Advance to
'gub-(i) gub-y end-stress vowel: oblique end-
gub-y ings
B. AP C/B
Nomina- Predicted
tive Singular Genitive  Predicted Plural
Base Accent Singular Stress Plural Stress
‘dar-(9); Non-high/ No advance Non-zero:  Advance to end-
dar'-(y) Non-Low  toend-stress  dar-6v stress
'ozer-(0); Non-high/ No advance Zero: No advance to
ozer'-(a) Non-low  toend-stress  ozér-9 end-stress
'vod-(a); Low: vod-a Advance to Zero: No advance to
vod'-(y) nominative/  vod-O end-stress
oblique

10 The forms of gvozd  are shown in phonemic transcription, rather than the ortho-
graphic transliteration used elsewhere, to show the morpheme division in such forms
as Gsg gvozdjd; i.e., /gvozd’-a/.
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This situation recalls the inflectional pattern of different basic stems for singu-
lar and plural (e.g., Russian syn ‘son’, with singular stem {sin-}, but plural
{sin-ov’/j-}). In order to indicate that the singular and plural differ in their ba-
sic AP B and AP C stress, each number must have a different basic form; e.g.,
singular AP B and plural AP C: gvozd"-/'gvozd-i ‘nail’; suscestv'-(0)/
'suscestv-(a) ‘essence’; gub'-(a)/'qub-y ‘lip’. There is also singular AP C/plural
AP B: 'dar-/dar'-y ‘gift’, 'ozer-(0)/ozér'-(a) “lake’," 'vod-(a)/vod'-(y) ‘water’.

The notion of stress advancement from a base "initial" stress in the plural
of suscestvd, may seem unusual, since the word has end-stress in all forms.
However, non-trivial plurals with Npl -a can have either stem-final stress
(e.g., doléta), which must be assigned to AP B, or final stress (e.g., gorodd,
zerkald), which is then assigned to AP C by default. In the pure AP C type, the
plural advance from initial position can be understood intuitively, since the
singular realizes initial stress (g6rod, zérkalo). In the mixed type (suscestvd), the
plural stress pattern is exactly the same as that of gérod and zérkalo, and can be
thought of as stress assignment to all plural endings, due to the combination
of AP C stress classification in the plural and the Npl -a ending.

We now review stress prediction for basic AP B (CVC'-(V)) and AP C
('CVC-(V)) types, including mixed types. Stress marked after the stem means
that base stress is on the stem-final vowel, unless advanced to the desinence
due to a non-zero genitive. Base stress preceding the stem means that base
stress is on the stem-initial vowel, unless advanced to the oblique desinences
due to a high-vowel nominative, or to both the nominative and oblique, due
to a low-vowel nominative. Nsg zero implies advance in locative-2. The fol-
lowing examples are also listed in Tables 2, 3, and 4:

1) kaban'-. Post-stem stress (AP B) means genitive predicts stress. Non-zero
genitive occurs in both numbers, so stress is advanced to the desinence in
singular and plural.

2) dolot'-(0) and kolbas'-(a). AP B type, so zero genitive again determines the
stress pattern. Non-zero Gsg means stress is advanced to all endings; Gpl
zero means no advancement of stress from base stem-final position (e.g.,
kolbdsy).

3) 'volos-. AP C type means nominative predicts the stress. Nsg non-
high/non-low nominative, meaning no stress advance from the base stem-
initial. Npl is high, predicting advance to oblique case endings (e.g.,
volosdmi).

' The diaresis is used since the cited forms are transliterations of Russian orthogra-
phy. Phonemically, this could be expressed as ‘0z ’or-(0)/0zor '~(a).
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4) ‘'zerkal-(0). AP C, so nominative predicts stress. Nsg is non-high/non-low,
so no advance from initial (zérkalo). High Npl means stress is advanced in
nominative and oblique (zerkald, zerkaldmi, etc.).

5) 'golov-(a). AP C, so nominative predicts stress. Low Nsg predicts advance
to nominative and oblique (golovd, golovdj, etc.). High Npl predicts ad-
vance to oblique only (e.g., golovdmi).

6) guvozd"-/'gvozd-(i). Mixed type. AP B singular means Gsg predicts singular
stress. AP C plural means Npl predicts plural stress. Singular: non-zero
Gsg means advance in entire singular. Plural: high Npl predicts advance
in oblique only.

7) suscestv'-(0)/'suscestv-(a). Mixed type. AP B singular means that Gsg pre-
dicts singular stress. AP C plural means that Npl predicts plural stress.
Singular: non-zero Gsg means that stress is advanced in the entire singu-
lar. Plural: low Npl predicts stress advance in nominative and oblique. As
noted above, the plural AP C "advance" is not from an actual realization
of initial stress, but an assignment of end-stress, based on both stress type
(B or C) and desinence.

8) ‘'vod-(a)lvod'-(y). Mixed type. AP C singular means that Nsg predicts sin-
gular stress. AP B plural means that Gpl predicts plural stress. Singular:
high Nsg means that advance in nominative and oblique leaving only ac-
cusative with base initial stress (vodd, but védu). Plural: zero Gpl predicts
no advance; i.e. stem-final (védy, védami, etc.).

This paper has demonstrated that the two basic types of Russian non-
trivial stress are correlated with the phonological make-up of either the
nominative (AP C) or genitive (AP B) endings. The relationship of stress and
nominative-genitive endings has been noted by Jakobson (1984: 138), who
observed the segmental identity, but prosodic non-identity of Gsg and Npl
(e.g., ruki vs. riiki "hand’). Jakobson also indicated the shared non-marginal
status of nominative and genitive in contrast to the oblique cases (1958: 131).
In the case of the correlation of nominative and genitive endings with the two
basic non-trivial stress types presented above, note that the non-marginal
nominative and genitive are involved. Further study can examine whether the
AP B and AP C patterns are redundant manifestations of the oppositions zero
vs. non-zero genitive and high vs. low vs. mid/zero nominative, or whether
the endings are redundant signals of different stress patterns. In any case, the
major split of the non-marginal cases, nominative vs. genitive, is supported in
a very tangible way by the system of Russian non-trivial stress.
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