THE RUSSIAN VERBAL STRESS SYSTEM

Ronald F. Feldstein

I. The distinctive units of Russian stress placement.

In two previous papers (Feldstein 1980, 1984) I attempted to introduce a
system for the description of Russian stress which was illustrated primarily
on the basis of noun and adjective declension and noun word-formation.!
The description of verbal stress can be accomplished by using the very
same methods as applied to the nominal variety. This paper has the goal of
demonstrating such a method for the description of Russian verbal stress as
reflected in the non-past and past tenses? as well as in the forms of the past
passive participle. Before discussing the problems strictly related to verbal
stress, let us examine the basic premises of our stress system. A basic
notion of our system is the assumption that the stress of all Russian
inflected words can best be classified if their full inflectional paradigms are
divided into two semi-independent halves, which we refer to as subpara-
digms (Bloomfield and Petrova 1945: 333-4), different for each part of
speech. Thus, noun stress is divided into singular and plural, adjectival
stress into short-form and long-form, and verbal stress into non-past and
past. Double letter designations (e.g. AA, BB, CC, etc.) are used, wherein
the two letters refer to the stress of the two subparadigms in the order just
indicated. The use of subparadigmatic, rather than entire paradigmatic
stress patterns, is deemed preferable and more economical since subpara-
digmatic patterns are minimal units which can be combined in different
ways within the full paradigm. The essence of our stress system lies in the
fact that of the six types of stress patterns found within the subparadigms

of Russian words,’ only three can be found within any given subparadigm.*
! The previous attempt at classifying verbal stress (Feldstein 1980:133-5) is now being revised
and expanded.

?  The term NON-PAST is used to include what is often called present tense and future perfective.
The subparadigms we have in mind are those such as the following: zero-declension singu-
lar, zero-declension plural, a-declension singular, a-declension plural, o-declension singular,
o-declension plural (all the above for nouns); short form adjective, long form adjective; group
I verbal non-past, group II verbal non-past, group I verbal past, group II verbal past. See
below, tables four and five, for more details.

4 Except for certain deviant classes which are anomalous for our system, such as a-
declension plurals with desinential stress (e.g. erty’), which primarily are Eastern and Church
Slavonic loans (Red’kin 1971:31, Kiparsky 1962:196). See the next footnote for more details.
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Therefore, there are only three basic types of subparadigmatic stress, with
variations conditioned on the basis of those morphological features which
apply to the specific subparadigms. Before listing the six types of possible
subparadigmatic stress, let us consider what is meant by stem-stress.

Stem-stress within a subparadigm occurs in two important subtypes with
respect to the stress in the other subparadigm of the given word. A basic
flaw can be noted in those stress systems (e.g. Redkin 1971, Fedjanina
1982) which fail to recognize these two subtypes of stem-stress (see Feld-
stein 1980: 127-30 for discussion). The first type has the identical stem-
stress in both subparadigms of the word and can have its stress on any
stem-syllable without restriction (e.g. Zdvoronok, Zelidok, krokodil). The
second variety of stem-stress is paired to a subparadigm with a DIFFERENT
type of stress; importantly, this type of unpaired stem-stress is restricted to
two types: either stem-initial stress or stem-final (i.e. predesinential) stress
throughout the subparadigm (e.g. zero-noun singular kélokol, gérod, éblast’
with stem-initial or g-noun and o-noun plural kolbdsy, doléta with stem-
final stress, always found with non-agreeing stress in the accompanying
subparadigm). As a result of the above pattern, we can say that whenever
subparadigmatic stem-stress does not agree with that of the other subpara-
digm, it is necessarily stem-initial or stem-final. Further, since these stem-
initial and stem-final types do not co-occur in the subparadigm of a given
morphological category (i.e. zero-noun singular, zero-noun plural, g-noun
singular, etc.), we can precisely predict the occurrence of stem-initial or
stem-final stress whenever we have stem-stress in a subparadigm which
does not have matching stem-stress in the word’s other subparadigm. Thus,
for example, unpaired stem-stress in the singular of zero-declension nouns
must be initial, while unpaired stem-stress in the plural of a-declension and
o-declension nouns must be predesinential. Recognizing that there are three
varieties of subparadigmatic stem-stress (constant paired, initial, and pre-
desinential or stem-final), let us now list the six possible types of subpara-
digmatic stress with illustrations:

1. Constant stem-stress, as noted above, which can have stress on
initial, medial, or final stem syllables, but, by definition, must have the
identical stress across both subparadigms of a word. Further examples:
kémnata, protiven, beséda, bulyZnik, kulebjdka, institit.

2. Stem-initial stress (with another stress type in the other subpara-
digm). E.g. pérepel, téterev (both with plural subparadigms having desinen-
tial stress); pévest, védomost (both with plural subparadigms having mobile
stress of the initial ~ desinential type).

3. Stem-initial stress alternating with desinential stress in the same sub-
paradigm. E.g. gélovu ~ golovd, sko'vorody ~ skovoroddm, zdnjalo ~ zanjald,
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médlodo ~ molodd.

4. Predesinential stress (with another stress type in the other subpara-
digm). E.g. skorlipy, strekdzy, menSinstva (all paired to singular subpara-
digms with desinential stress); gorjdéij (paired to a short-form with desinen-
tial stress); podstrigla (paired to a non-past tense with desinential stress).

5. Predesinential stress alternating with desinential stress in the same
subparadigm. E.g. peregorddit ~ peregoroZu, rasskdZet ~ rasskaZu, zakold-
tit ~ zakolodu.

6. Desinential stress in the entire subparadigm, which may or may not
be paired to the same stress type in the other subparadigm. E.g. koddn,
koéand, etc. Note that when a stem-final stress appears before a zero-
ending in a subparadigm which otherwise has only desinential stress we
posit stress on the zero ending (Feldstein 1979: 29-30). While koddn has
desinential stress in both subparadigms, we often encounter desinential
stress only in a single subparadigm, e.g. ¢islé, kolbasd (paired to predesinen-
tial stress in the plural); moglé (paired to predesinential ~ desinential
mobility in the non-past tense).

Having listed the six patterns of subparadigmatic stress, our system takes
a step which separates it from the others which utilize the concept of sub-
paradigmatic stress. The general tendency has been to classify the existing
stress types and not go much further than that. Our paper’s goal, however,
is to suggest that the above-mentioned six stress types are merely the sur-
face manifestation of only three basic stress types. This notion is based on
the important fact that within virtually every subparadigm, within a given
inflectional category, there is only a three-way opposition of stress patterns.
In other words, if we hold the morphological category of the subparadigm
constant, only three actual stress patterns can be opposed to one another.
This then permits us to assert that three of the six stress patterns are in
complementary distribution with the other three in any constant morpho-
logical environment. It is this morphological environment which can be
said to predict the actual selection of the three occurring types out of the
six possible types. Once this principle is recognized, we are in a position to
establish the true distinctive units of Russian stress patterns. Since our first
stress type, type A with constant stem-stress across both subparadigms,
occurs in every single subparadigm, this type is not involved in the relations
of complementary distribution which affect the other types. Therefore, our
goal is now to determine which of the five remaining patterns can co-occur,
and which are merely the variants of other types.

In table I the stress patterns’ oppositions in subparadigms have been
listed.



A. Nouns

1. Zero-declension

2. a-declension

3. o-declension

B. Adjectives

C. Verbs

1. Obstruent &
Syllabic
Suffixed Stems

2. Resonant &
Non-Syllabic
a-Suffixed Stems

Table 1.

RONALD F. FELDSTEIN

Singular

constant stem (Xeaya0K)
initial (B6noc)
desinential (cTron(4))

constant stem (kopdBa)
init. ~ des. (rénosy ~ -a)
desinential (kon6ac4)

constant stem (kpécino)
initial (661ako0)
desinential (zonoT6)

Short Form

constant stem (xpac#Bo)
init. ~ des. (Ménomo ~ -4)
desinential (ropau6)

Non-Past

constant stem (cTaBJIr0)
predes. ~ des. (HanfAuwer
i)

desinential (yuecy)

constant stem (cTany)
predes. ~ des. (cHAMeET
= =g

desinential (mpoxuzy)

Plural

constant stem (xenyaKu)
init. ~ des. (861oc ~ -am)
desinential (cTomxr)

constant stem (KOpOBbI)
init. ~ des. (rénoBsr ~ -aMm)
predesinential (kon6acer)

constant stem (kpécna)
predesinential (gonéra)
desinential (o6naka)

Long Form

constant stem (kpacfBsrif)
predesinential (ropsumii)
desinential (MoJsioa6ii)

Past

constant stem (CTABHJI0)
predes. (Hamucano)

desinential (ynecné)

constant stem (cTamno)
predes. ~ des. (3abpano

~ -4)
init. ~ des. (npoxuno ~ -4)

Three-way stress oppositions within Russian stress paradigms.

As the table reveals, five morphological categories were selected to display
the three-way subparadigmatic oppositions, including three for the noun,
one for the adjective, and two for the verb. These categories are thus being
proposed here as the natural groupings used for the three-way stress oppo-
sition of Contemporary Standard Russian. Certain minor exceptions and
irregularities had to be excluded from the chart on the assumption that
these infrequent instances of a four-way, rather than a three-way stress
opposition, can profitably be treated as irregular deviations from a regular,
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prevailing pattern of three-way stress opposition.’ As to the distribution of
~ stress oppositions shown within table one, each of the mobile types (initial
~ desinential and predesinential ~ desinential) is in complementary distri-
bution with a corresponding immobile type, i.e. within a given subpara-
digm stem-initial stress is in complementary distribution with stem-initial ~
desinential mobility and cannot be opposed to it, just as predesinential
stress cannot co-occur with the pattern of predesinential ~ desinential
mobility. Since desinential stress can occur as part of the mobile stress
pattern, together with either stem-initial or predesinential stress, we cannot
treat desinential stress as a basic invariant type. Thus, we can assert that
initial and predesinential stress varieties have the value of basic stress types.
Henceforth, all manifestations of predesinential stress in subparadigms,
either without mobility or in combination with desinential stress, will be
referred to as type B stress paradigms and, similarly, manifestations of
initial stress will be referred to as type C. As table one further demon-
strates, each subparadigm, at a very minimum, contains one instance of
constant stem-stress (type A), plus a second manifestation either of pre-
desinential stress (type B) or initial stress (type C). As the third entity in
our three-way opposition, we frequently find immobile desinential stress,
opposed to either type B or type C, but not to both simultaneously in a
given subparadigm. In other words, desinential stress, when it occurs, is in
complementary distribution with either initial or predesinential stress,
depending on the precise morphological environment of the subparadigm
in question. Thus, for example, we can have the opposition of predesinen-
tial (type B) vs. initial (type C); predesinential (B) vs. unmarked desinential;
or initial (C) vs. unmarked desinential. We then interpret desinential stress
as a variable realization of either type B or C, depending upon which type
it is opposed to in the given subparadigm. It is important to connect the
two aspects of the behavior of desinential stress: first, that it can alternate
either with type B or type C in a mobile-stress subparadigm and, second,
that it can be opposed to either type B or type C stress in a subparadigm.

* A typical example of an anomalous stress pattern which causes there to be a four-way

subparadigmatic stress opposition is the case of a-declension nouns which use desinential
stress rather than predesinential in the plural. Concerning this class of words Voroncova
(1979:53) has written that “they have completely (with isolated exceptions erta, stopa ‘foot’)
changed (or are changing) to the new mobility.” By the “new mobility” Voroncova refers to
constant predesinential stress in the a-declension plural, paired to desinential stress in the
singular (our stress type BB). Thus we see that our system’s anomalous category accords very
well with its moribund nature. Our system’s goal, further, is not to characterize the stress of
every single occurring type, but to indicate the prevailing oppositional system.
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These relations of co-occurrence and complementary distribution permit
us to establish the basic distinctive elements of stress placement, both in
terms of morpheme boundaries and binary features. As seen in table 2, the
permissible syllables for the three stress types can be defined as type A,
with stress between the initial word-boundary and the stem-desinence
boundary; type B, with stress immediately preceding or following the stem-
desinence boundary; and type C, with stress immediately following either
the initial word-boundary or the stem-desinence boundary.

Type A: Bosmmonbasadll oo an ik
Type B: = e G et
Type C: I Fisice i AP

Table 2. Permissible stress positions in the three basic types
(# = word-boundary, + = stem-desinence boundary,
—— = permitted stress position, ... = non-occurrence of stress).

Type A can overlap with both B and C and has only stem-medial stress
as its unique property; types B and C, as previously noted, share the desi-
nential position of stress and together contrast to type A in this respect. We
can summarize these shared and unique properties in the grid found in
table 3, in which we can observe that the minus signs represent the simplest
way of expressing the distinctive nature of the three stress types, i.e. A is
non-desinential, B is non-initial, while C is non-predesinential.

AsatB 3, €
initial stress + = +
predesinential stress + - -
desinential stress - + +

Table 3. Binary features of the three basic stress types.

Before proceeding to our consideration of Russian verbal stress, we pro-
vide, as reference, the inventory of stress types A, B, and C for the noun
and adjective, together with rules for the realization of type B and C stress,
which is dependent on the morphological category (table 4).
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II. Verbal Stress in non-past and past tense forms.

Noun stress is patterned on the basis of different sets of inflectional end-
ings, at the very least on the basis of the nominative singular ending, which
has permitted us to group noun stress types into zero-, a-, and o-declensions,
as shown in table four. The selection of these specific groups can be consid-
ered as correct, according to our methodology, since each group yields the
identical inventory of stress types, i.e. AA, BB, CC, BC, and CB, with
differential rules of interpretation which apply to each declension class. In
the case of the Russian verb, however, as many studies have shown (e.g.
Stankiewicz 1979: 186-8, Halle 1973: 325), it is the stem-type, rather than
the set of inflectional endings (i.e. first or second conjugation) which serves
as the basis for the distribution of verbal stress types. Along with stem-
type, the presence or absence of a suffix vowel is of great significance.
There is a major difference between verbs containing a suffix vowel and
those that do not. This can be expressed in the following two principles of
verbal stress behavior:

1. wverb forms without a suffix vowel (either non-derived or with a trun-
cated suffix vowel) can bear the stress on any of their three morphemes,
including prefix, root, and desinence. E.g. préZilo ~ proZild; zalézl(a), prosi
~ prdsis’. Note that mobility can only occur in the presence of desinential
stress somewhere in the paradigm of non-past or past forms.

2. verb forms containing a suffix vowel can have the stress only on
either of the first two contiguous syllabic morphemes of the word, starting
from the root. Thus, if root, suffix, and desinence are all syllabic, only root
and suffix can bear the stress (e.g. postdvila, pogovorila); however, if the
root is non-syllabic both the suffix and desinence can bear the stress (e.g.
zabrdli, zabrald). Since mobility can only occur when desinential stress
appears, a mobile stress pattern with a syllabic suffix implies the presence
of a non-syllabic root.

Due to rule two, the stress of any form with syllabic root and suffix has
only two stress possibilities: constant root stress in all verb forms (type A)
and suffixal, or predesinential stress. If the stem suffixal stress were to be
constant and unchanging in all verb forms it too could be termed fype 4 in
our system. However, past or non-past suffixal stress in the Russian verb
always involves some sort of stress shift to another syllable, at least in the
past passive participle (e.g. proditdjut, pro&itana), as we shall see in more
detail below.

In the verbal non-past tense we shall consider that there are only three
basic stress patterns, as follows:
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1. stem-stress, paired to the same stress in other verb forms, including
" past tense and past passive participle. E.g. léz-, stdn-, stdvi-, pldka-, délaj-).

2. predesinential stress, not constant across all forms of the verb. The
non-past tense realization depends on whether there is a suffix vowel in the
non-past. If a suffix vowel is absent, either due to non-derived status or
truncation, then the stress is predesinential ~ desinential, with desinential
stress in the first person singular form and predesinential stress in all
remaining forms of the non-past (e.g. mog-, obnim-," prosi-, pisa-). How-
ever, if all non-past forms contain both root and suffix vowels, predesinen-
tial stress can only be realized by means of a constant suffixal (= predesi-
nential) stress, throughout all non-past forms, as seen in aj-suffixed verbs,
since this is one of the rare Russian verbal suffixes which is retained in all
non-past forms (e.g. &itd)).

3. desinential stress (e.g. n'os-, gnij-, b¥fra-*).

In terms of our letter designations, constant stem-stress verbs have a
non-past subparadigm of type A. Both predesinential ~ desinential and
predesinential types are of type B, while constant desinential stress must
then be recognized as a manifestation of type C. While we can reduce the
number of non-past patterns to the above three basic types for all Russian
verbs,’ the situation is more complex in the past tense form, where certain
stem types lack stress mobility, but others have it. We can then classify
Russian past tense types into two groups on this basis. The first of these
groups, lacking past tense stress mobility, includes the non-suffixed obstru-
ent stems (e.g. n'os-, Vod-, p'ok-) and all stems with syllabic root and suffix
vowel (which lack mobility in the past tense, since only root or suffix stress
is admitted). This applies to verbs in the suffixes a-, i-, e-, aj-, ova-, nu-, and
o-. Of course, stems with non-syllabic roots followed by the suffix -a- (to be
referred to as N/S-a verbs, after Townsend 1968: 83) do not belong to this
group. Group I verbs have the following past tense stress patterns, corre-
sponding to types A, B, and C:

1. constant stem-stress, paired to stem-stress in the non-past and past
passive participle (e.g. /ézla, stdvila, pldkala, délala).

7 In the case of -nim- ~ -nja- verbs, the stems are conventionally designated here by means

of the present stem,

¥ A zero which alternates with a vowel at the inflectional level is here represented as #, while
other zeroes are represented as #. Stems followed by hyphens, such as n’os-, are in morpho-
phonemic transcription, while actual cited verb forms, unless otherwise noted, are transcrip-
tions of Russian orthography.

* The verb xotet’ has an anomalous non-past tense stress pattern, due to the fact that the
singular and plural non-past forms use different stems (see Stankiewicz 1979:1 88).
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2. predesinential stress, paired to another stress type in the non-past or
other verbal form (e.g. otgryzla,'° updla, govorila, pisdla, titdla.

3. desinential stress (e.g. nesld, moglo).

The remaining verbal stem-types, i.e. the non-suffixed sonorant stems
(e.g. stan-, Ziv-) and the N/S-a stems (e.g. b¥#ra- and Jga-) are markedly
different from the above listed types in their use of stress mobility within
the past tense as the realization of stem types B and C. In fact, along with
the ubiquitous constant stem-stress pattern (type A), the only other possi-
ble past tense patterns involve mobility in this second group of verbs which
we shall refer to as group II. Examples are as follows:

1. constant stem-stress (e.g. stdlo, dilo, Zdlo,"! sldlo).

2. predesinential ~ desinential stress (e.g. sovrdli ~ sovrald, prizvdli ~
prizvald, razvili ~ razvild, zaddli ~ zadald).

3. initial ~ desinential stress (e.g. ndéali ~ nacald, umerli ~ umerld,

proZili ~proZild).
These three past tense stress patterns of group Il verbs neatly correspond to
our types A, B, and C. As a result, we can now state that verbal groups I
and II each have stress inventories which consist of the five types AA, BB,
CC, BC, and CB, which we have also posited for the other inflected catego-
ries of Russian. Differences between verbal groups I and II, of course, do
not lie within this inventory, but are primarily in the realizations of types B
and C in the past tense. The verbal inventories have been given in table 5.

Certain facts represented in table five require further comment. In both
groups I and II, the BC class is represented by a single verbal root (mog- in
group I and -nim- ~-nja- in group II), both of which are extremely frequent
in usage and appear with a variety of prefixes. Both of these roots are
unusual in their use of mobile stress in the non-past tense. The BB class of
group II is represented only by the non-literary s¥ra- (see Halle 1973: 326
for the stress pattern) and the irregular verb g#na-. A number of group II
verbs lack a stem vowel in the non-past tense, but contain one in the past.
In those cases where the past tense stress is of the constant stem variety,
but the non-past has desinential stress by virtue of there being no stem

10 The reader inclined to question why we refer to otgryzia as type B predesinential stress,

but to perelézla as type A stem is referred back to our discussion of the two basic types of
stem stress within a subparadigm. The verb otgryzla has stem stress paired to non-stem stress
in the other subparadigm (orgryzér). By definition, predesinential stress such as that as
otgryzla, then, must be treated as an instance of type B. The analogous situation for the noun
occurs in the plural of kelbasd, where we have treated kolbdsy, etc. as type B predesinential
stress rather than type A.

11 Discussion of type A stress in verbs with a zero root-vowel is given below. See Stankiewicz
(1979:77, 95-6) for further details.
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vowel (e.g. b¥j-, i)~ F#m-, 24n-, m#n-) I would agree with Stankiewicz
(1979: 77) that there is morphophonemic stress on the zero (b¥f/-, §4/, etc.)
which automatically gets transferred to the desinential vowel when the root
remains as zero. Our system shall refer to such verbs as type AA, which is
confirmed even by such forms as the past passive participle, which retains
the same stress placement, as we shall see later in more detail.

N/S-a verbs with desinential stress in the non-past and suffixal stress on
-a- in the past tense (e.g. sla-: §lju, §lé§, sldla) pose an interesting problem
for our system. Their past and non-past stress would lead one to assume
morphophonemic stress on the a-suffix, which automatically moves right-
wards onto non-past desinences when the suffix vowel is truncated. In fact,
this is the solution advanced by Stankiewicz (1979: 77). However, our stress
system cannot refer to such a verb as constant stress type AA, since the
past passive participle stress of such verbs does not remain on the a-suffix,
but is shifted to the presuffixal vowel, i.e. pdslano, not *posidno. A second
possible solution, that of equating the stress of sla- with that of govori-
(type CB) seems to violate our system due to the fact that N/S-a verbs have
a past tense type B with mobile stress, rather than the constant predesinen-
tial (suffixal) stress of both govori- and sla-. However, let us observe that
the only two N/S-a verbal stems (with prefixal compounds) which do not
fit into the group II stress pattern are the two N/S-a verbs which have
consonant mutation in the first person singlular and third plural: s/a- and
st¥la-. This fact prompts us to now more narrowly define the verbs of
group II so as to include only those more regular N/S-a verbs which lack
consonant mutation in the first person and third person plural. Thus, the
non-past consonant mutation of sla- and st#la- places these verbs in group
I, as illustrated in table five, where they belong to stress types CB and BB,
respectively, like govori- and pisa-.

II1. Inflectional vs. derivational aspects of verbal stress.

Strakova has correctly observed that even when suffixed verbs appear to
be non-derived with a simple “classifier” suffix, this suffix still “has deriva-
tional function quite often” (1978: 150). The dual inflectional-derivational
function of the verbal suffix thus creates “an organic bond between the
derivational and inflectional systems,” in Strakova’s words. These observa-
tions have direct relevance to our stress system, since in both of our verbal -
groups I and II suffixed verbs regularly lack the B vs. C stress opposition in
the past tense, meaning that all suffixed verbs which have the non-past
tense opposition of type B (predesinential ~ desinential) vs. type C (desi-
nential) share a neutralized suffixal stress in the past tense (or neutralized



suffixal ~ desinential stress in the case of group II N/S-a verbs). Thus,
non-past zagorddit vs. zagovorit, but past tense neutralized suffixal stress
zagorodila, zagovorila. This neutralization of B and C stress types in the
past tense of suffixed verbs can be explained on the basis of the fact that
whenever an overt verbal suffix appears, as in the past tense form, the
derivational pattern of a two-way stress opposition (with regularly merged
B and C types, see Feldstein 1984) comes to the fore. However, when the
suffix vowel is truncated, as in the case of suffixes ending in vowels in the
non-past tense, the non-derived pattern of a three-way stress opposition
emerges. This explains why there is never a full three-way stress opposition
when the -gj- and -ej- suffixes are used; their suffix vowels are never trun-
cated either in the past or non-past. Next, in dealing with the stress of the
past passive participle of Russian, we shall see that the retention or trunca-
tion of the verbal suffix is the key determining factor in the stress pattern of
this form as well.

IV. Past passive participle stress.

In spite of a number of attempts to describe the behavior of past passive
participial stress in Russian (Halle 1973: 332-5, Stankiewicz 1979:196-9),
the true essence of these stress rules has not as yet been captured. Extant
studies of past passive participial (henceforth PPP) stress tend to divide it
into three groups on the basis of whether the -on-, -n-, or -t- suffix is used.
However, we shall see that the underlying principle determining the PPP
stress is not the participial suffix; it depends, rather, on whether the vowel
of the original verbal suffix (if any) remains intact or not, an important
factor in verbal past tense stress as well. We shall first state the rules which
derive the short-form PPP and, subsequently, the rather simple rules for
converting the short-form stress into that of the long-form will be indicated.

We posit that the -on- suffix is used with non-suffixed obstruent and
suffixed i-stems only. Halle (1973: 334) and Stankiewicz (1979: 196) both
assume that the -on- suffix is also used with e-suffixed verbs. However, a
much more coherent overall pattern emerges when e-suffixed verbs are
treated as taking the -n-suffix in the PPP, as posited by Townsend (1968:
85).!2 The suffix -7- is used with non-suffixed sonorant stems and with o-
and nu- suffixed verbs, while the remaining -n-suffix is used with all of the

12 As a matter of fact, it cannot be conclusively determined whether the e of PPP rassmo-

tren(a), etc. is an underlying e or o, since no PPP of the e-stem class stresses this vowel. If it is
underlying o, the PPP suffix should be considered to be -on-; if underlying e, the ending should
be -n-, since the verbal suffix e is itself already underlying e. I would submit that the accentual
evidence presented in this paper is a strong argument for viewing this ending as -n-.
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other suffixed types: a-, ova-, aj-, e-, ej-. Parenthetically, we can see that the
suffix is -z- when the stem-final is sonorant or rounded, and -(¥)n- when
non-sonorant or unrounded.

The PPP stress, as noted, is like that of the past tense and all verb forms
which may potentially contain a suffix vowel, since it stands on the border-
line of the inflectional and derivational systems. The derivational system, at
a minimum, suppresses the B vs. C stress opposition, by merging the deriv-
atives of both B and C bases (Redkin 1971: 48, Feldstein 1984). In the case
of the Russian PPP, all stem types potentially keep type A, constant stem-
stress, distinct from the other types; however, Russian verbs differ radically
on the basis of whether they oppose types B and C on the pattern of inflec-
tion, or merge them on the derivational model.

Curiously, both Halle (1973:332) and Stankiewicz (1979:197) have failed
to recognize that in the case of the minimally opposed -n-suffixed PPP (i.e.
types B and C merge since the verbal suffix is not truncated), type A never-
theless emerges as distinct from the other types, as long as the verbal stem
is long enough for this difference to be manifested. Halle refers to “fixed
pre-suffixal stress in both short and long forms,” while Stankiewicz states
that the -n-suffixed PPP has “stress on the penultimate syllable of the stem
. . . regardless of the stress of the underlying form.” However, let us recall
that the A type stress of a verb such as potrébova- retains its stress in the
PPP as potrébovan(a), while the non-A stress types with the same ova- suffix
generalize the stem-penult stress mentioned by Halle and Stankiewicz, e.g.
narisdvan(a). All stems in stressed -frova- which are capable of forming the
PPP, have constant type A stress in this form, with -irovan(a), e.g. broniro-
van(a), which is opposed to the B/C type, which stresses the stem-penult
(-6van(a)). These counterexamples to constant fixed PPP stress have all
been drawn from the ova-suffixed class, since it is only in this type that an
opposition of -n-suffixed PPP forms can be manifested. Type A stress in a-
and e-suffixed verbs only occurs on the pre-suffixal (or root-final) syllable,
which causes all three A, B, and C stress types to merge when the B and C
stress is fixed on the stem-penult syllable in the PPP form. However, ova-
suffixed verbs give us a more sensitive instrument for viewing the PPP
stress opposition since the type A stress of such verbs is never identical to
stem-penult stress, due to the presence of two vowels in the suffix; thus,
even with stem-penult -dvan(a), which could be described as retraction by
one syllable from the suffix-final vowel a, the type A stress, on a syllable
preceding the entire -ova-suffix, remains distinct. Therefore, we do not rec-

ognize a rule whereby all PPP stress is neutralized to stem-penult when the
-n-suffix is used.
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Since we assume that the A stressed type simply retains its constant stress
in the PPP of all stem classes, the major question of PPP stress is then
whether B and C types stay distinct or merge. Both situations occur in
Russian, depending on the verbal stem type in question; i.e. the PPP suffix
is not the determining factor, as we shall see.!* The two types are:

l. Non-suffixed stems (both obstruent and sonorant) and i-suffixed
stems preserve the B vs. C opposition. However, we must note that many
verbs do not have a constant type B or type C representation across both
tenses, which gave rise to our BC and CB classes of stress; e.g. the verbs
n'os- and gryz- are both of type C in the non-past, but are opposed as types
C and B, respectively, in the past. Non-suffixed obstruent and sonorant
stems follow the oppositional pattern of the past tense subparadigm in their
PPP stress. The i-suffixed stems, on the other hand, neutralize the B vs. C
stress opposition in the past tense and, consequently, base their B vs. C
opposition of the PPP on the stress of the non-past tense. Let us illustrate
the PPP stress oppositions of these verbal types. In the non-suffixed
obstruent stems, as stated, the past tense stress opposition is carried over to
the PPP. The predesinential stress type (B) stresses the same syllable of the
PPP, which comes directly before the -on-suffix: zagryz-on(a), ukrdd-on(a),
etc. The desinential stress type, as found in the past tense (type C) stresses
the final gender/number desinence prin‘os-on-6, uvoz-on-#, etc. The prob-
lem of the dual inflectional-derivational nature of the PPP suffix can be
seen by the fact that the predesinential type (zagryzen(a)) treats the -on-
suffix as desinential, while the desinential type (prinesend) treats only the
final, post-PPP desinence as the real desinential syllable. This behavior has
been captured in Stankiewicz’s statement that “the suffix -on- is inherently
unstressed” (1979: 196).

Sonorant stems also have their PPP stress directly based on that of the
past tense subparadigm. Type B stress has predesinential ~ desinential
mobility, while type C has initial ~ desinential mobility in both past tense
and PPP forms, where the feminine -a desinence is stressed, in contrast to
the other forms. The PPP opposition can be exemplified as follows: type A
nadiito, nadiita; type B zaddto, zadatd; type C préZito, proZitd.

The i-suffixed verbs have PPP stress which is based on the non-past sub-
paradigm. Type B has predesinential ~ desinential mobility and type C has
desinential stress in the non-past, but in the i-stem PPP, all forms of type B
verbs (e.g. zagorodi-) use the predesinential variety of stress, where stress
directly precedes the -on-suffix (e.g. zagordZeno), as opposed to the type C

3 Of course, when the prefix vy- is found with perfectives (including the PPP), fixed stress on

the prefix is generalized, which would fall into our type A stress category.
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stress which is desinential (e.g. prigovorend).'* The same rules for placing
predesinential and desinential stress in forms with the -on-suffix apply here
as mentioned above in the case of obstruent stems. Type A stress can be
clearly opposed to B and C types, since the first syllable of a polysyllabic
root can be stressed, e.g. raskiiporeno.

2. In the other verbal types, as noted above, type A stress can poten-
tially maintain its opposition to B and C types in the PPP; however, types
B and C have a completely merged stress as a general rule. Both B and C
types uniformly stress the syllable preceding the verbal suffix’s only or final
vowel in the PPP. This second group of PPP stress types includes all suf-
fixed stems except for i-stems, which belong to the type examined above. In
all such cases the consonantal -n- or -f-suffix is used, which leaves the suffix
vowel intact, precluding the B vs. C distinction, on the model of deriva-
tional stress. Since the i-stems use the -on-suffix in the PPP, the verbal
suffix -i- is truncated (e.g. zagorodi-on-), removing the verb from deriva-
tional stress restrictions by this single stroke. In the case of all the other
verbal suffix vowels, which stay intact in the PPP, we see the same opposi-
tional situation as in the past tense subparadigm, in which the suffix is also
intact, and the B vs. C stress opposition is neutralized. For example, the
a-verbs napisa- and osmeja- have a B vs. C stress opposition in the non-past
tense, where the suffix -a- is truncated, but type B predesinential stress is
found for both in the past tense, where the suffix remains intact. Again,
where the suffix remains intact in the PPP, there is a merged stem-penult
stress: napisan(a), osméjan(a); this can be constrasted to the B vs. C opposi-
tion of the non-past, e.g. napifet vs. osmeét. The -nu-suffixed verbs also
have the B vs. C stress opposition in the non-past (e.g. zatjdnet vs.
stolknét), but merged stress in the PPP: zatjdnut(a), stélknut(a). The prob-
lem of whether e-verbs use the -n- or -on- PPP suffix becomes clearer now.
Since the PPP stress of e-verbs patterns exactly like that of all PPP forms
containing the -n-suffix, rather than the -on-suffix, we assume that it is the
-n-suffix which is actually used. For example, the non-past B vs. C stress
opposition of peresmotre- vs. pereside- (peresmdtrit vs. peresidit) is neutral-
ized in the PPP, which has stem-penult, as follows: peresmdtren(a), peresi-
Zen(a). This is perfectly regular behavior for -n-suffixed PPP forms which

4 Certain i-verbs with non-past B stress form the PPP as if they had type C stress (e.g.

oceni-, otdeli-, otkloni-). This pattern, due to an earlier non-past C stress and a PPP stress that
never caught up with the change in the non-past tense stress, must be considered an irregular-
ity for the purposes of our system. Interestingly, Avanesov and OZegov (1960) list new stem-
penult stressed PPP forms for oceni- and otdeli-, but caution against using them in favor of the
irregular type.
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have retained their suffixal vowel intact. Thus, the basis for PPP stress
distribution in Russian is as follows: when no overt suffix vowel (other than
that of the participial suffix itself) is found in the PPP, an opposition of B
and C stress types can occur (as in non-suffixed verbs and i-verbs); but
when the original verbal suffix survives intact into the PPP form, the B vs.
C opposition is neutralized and realized as a stem-penult stress. We can
further interpret this to mean that when the PPP suffix is the only surface
suffix, as in the case of -on-, the situation can fit the inflectional model of
stress. On the other hand, when the verbal suffix appears in the PPP
together with the PPP suffix (-n- or -#-), the presence of two suffixes leads
to a stress opposition on the derivational model. Table 6 (overleaf) presents
examples of the various types of PPP stress.

The long form of the PPP is derivable from the short form. It is a con-
stantly stressed adjectival form bearing the identical stress found in the
masculine singular form of the short PPP. Significantly, it is not the mor-
phophonemic representation of the masculine short-form stress which
appears in the long form, but the actual surface stress of the short form.
Thus, the short forms prinesén, prinesend, may be considered to have a
stressed -# desinence in the masculine singular form (prin'oson-#), but the
stress on the -on-suffix is that found in the long form: prinesénnyj. Occa-
sional variant forms with stressed desinences are sometimes cited in sonor-
ant stem long forms, but we follow Halle (1973: 331) in considering them
absent from “contemporary literary Russian.”

In conclusion, we have demonstrated how a new stress system can be
applied to the Russian verb. By dividing Russian verbs into those with and
without past tense mobility, we have seen that the very same inventory of
stress types found in the noun and adjective are also applicable to the verb.
Of course, the external realization of stress types B and C is modified in the
process of application to verbs, just as is the case in the nominal and
adjectival classes. Importantly, we have observed that any verb form con-
taining an overt verbal suffix vowel neutralizes the B vs. C stress opposition
on the pattern of derivatives, while the absence of such a suffix or its trun-
cation permits the B vs. C opposition to occur.

Having seen the stress system applied to the verbal non-past and past
tenses, we have turned to the stress of the PPP. Certain stem types permit
the full three-way stress opposition to occur in this participial form, while
others do not. We have reduced this difference to the same simple rule as
found in the past tense, that PPP stress distinctions of B and C types occur
only when there is no verbal suffix vowel other than that of the PPP itself.
Therefore, we see verbal stress patterns represent a complex pattern of
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(e)ueioid (e)uepeps  sqoa-le
(e)uriqaiad (e)uepisez $qQI2A B-§/N
(e)ojoyez $QI2A-0
(e)nuy[ols (epnuehez (epnudnsop  sqiaA-nu
(e)uazisazad (e)uanjowsazad (e)uaplan  SQIdA-2
(e)uelawso (e)uesideu (e)ueyeido  sqioa-e
(¢ (e)uragys) (e)ueaoziuesio (e)ueaoqaniod  sqiaa-pao
D adAJ ssaug g 2d{J ssaug ¥ 2dA] ssauig

Jmuad-wa)s se ) pue g sadAy jo ssoms safow Jdd  CIII

ouaroaodud (e)uszoidez (e)uazodnyser  sqiaa-l
D addf ssau1g g 2dA] ssaug y 2dA[ ssaa1s
*ssa1)s asud) jsed-uou uo paseq Jdd Il
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ouasaurid (e)uapeiyn (e)uazgarad  sqisp €O
D adA] ssaug g 2d{] ssaug y 2d{[ ssailg

*ssax)s asud) jsed uo paseq 4dd 1
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" interwoven primary and derived stress patterns, ultimately reducible to the
surface presence or absence of a suffix vowel.

Indiana University
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