NOMINAL ACCENTUATION IN CONTEMPORARY STANDARD RUSSIAN

FREDERIK KORTLANDT

1. It has become customary to derive the accentuation of a
word form from inherent accent-generating properties of its con-
stituent morphemes. Though this seems to be a suitable technique
in the case of languages with inherent tonal features, such as
African languages or Common Slavic, one may wonder if it is
equally appropriate for a language like Russian, where accent is
a configurational feature, In the words MyXa 'torment' and MyKa
'flour', the stress on the first vowel conditions the absence of
stress on the second, and vice versa: there is no opposition
with two or zero accents. Thus, stressed and unstressed u are
not different phonemes because they are not found in one and the
same position; phonemic stress is a property of the sequence. It
is by no means clear that the descriptive technique which as-
signs inherent accentual properties to the separate morphemes
and eliminates the resulting overspecification by rule should
vield an adequate description of the facts, not to mention its
explanatory power. As Zaliznjak points out in his recent book on
the history of Russian accentuation (1985: 37),

B COBpeMEHHOM PYCCKOM sf3bKe IPH ONHOM H TOM Xe HaGope OKOHUaHHH MOrYyT HPOTH—

BONOCTABJIATHCA [LO CeMM PasHBX CXeM yHapeHus, HampuMep: B&pa -- cxema g, 4epTd
~~ b, Geud -- d, ry6d -~ f, coumd ~- d', HOrd ~—- ' (cp. eme epgunuunoe pOdIA

-~ cxeMa ¢). YroGh OTOGPasHTH STH DAsIHUMA C NOMOWBK MAPKMPOBOK, HYXHO B HIe—
ase BBECTH CeMb DAasSJIHYHLIX MAPKHPOBOK KOPHsA. ECNH HDonycTHTE HEKOTODOE KOiHYe-
CTBO MHOMBHOYANbHBIX HCKIOUEHMH, HHBEHTAPb MApKUPOBOK MOXHO COKPATHTH; OAHAKO
HonniTKa OGOHTHCH MeHee UeM YeTHDBEMA MaPKUPOBKAMH YK€ NDHBONHT K HENOMepHO
HIIHHHBIM CIHUCKAM MCKAWYEHHM WM K HHBM MOIMOHKALMAM TeXHHKH MApKHPOBOK, KOTO-~
Phle B CYHHOCTM KOMIPOMETHDPYKWT CaMmy 93Ty TEeXHHUKY

and this is why its theoretical premises should be reconsidered.
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2 The primary function of stress 1in contemporary standard
Russian 1S a contrastive one. Since the noun i1s inflected for
number and case, the stress may or may not differentiate

(1) a stem from other stems,

(2) the plural from the singular,

(3) a plural case form from the other plural case forms,

(4) a singular case form from the other singular case forms,

or any combination of these. The plural case with a distinct
stress 1s either the nominative, where the stress 1s retracted,
or the genitive, where 1t 1s shifted to the desinence.! The sin-
gular case with a distincti stress 1s the accusative, which 1s in
a few 1instances 1dentical with the nominative; the stress 1is
retracted here.? As a consequence, one can predict the accentual
paradigm of any Russian noun (except the five words mentioned 1in
footnote 1) on the basis of the four criteria listed here, with-
out specifying the £flexion class of the individual words, and
without assigning accentual properties to the separate case end-
ings.?

3. The large majority of Russian nouns have fixed stress on
the stem. If we regard this as the normal type and mark the
presence and absence of a stress shift according to the four
criteria listed above with the signs -~ and +, respectively, we
arrive at the following classification.

++++: fixed stress on the stem.

-+++: fixed stress on the desinence.

+~++: e.g., MacTep, cam, raas, rocnondu, Mécrto, mMmépe.

--++: e.g., BHHS, nepd, OHO, CyK, KHCJIOT4, TArOTA.

-+-+: e.g., KOHBb, I'BO3Ab, Kpunbub, ry6&, HO3OPH.

+=~~-4+; e.g., BONK, BOAOC, ¥XO, Nep&BHA, HOYb.

-~-+: 11 nouns, e.g., OBUd, ceMmbsi, cynss, kKonpud.

-+--: 19 nouns, e.g., ropa, pykd, copons, YI'OJIID.L+

—+4-: groOn, yrope, gsen.’

+++-: 3aémMm, HaéM.

-~+=-: 10 nouns, e.g., Boxd, 3nMa, LeHE.
-—-—: 3eMni.

+-+-~: rocnéabp, nepén.
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Only three of the sixteen logical possibilities are not attested
(++-+, ++=--, +--~). The accent of a word form can be derived
from the product of the relevant markings: if this is +, the
stress is on the stem; if it is -, the stress is on the ending.

4. If we want to apply the method advanced here to the adject~
ive, we are faced with the fact that approximately 90 words have
accentual variants. The stress of an adjective may or may not
differentiate

(1) the stem from other stems,

(2) the short plural from the long form,

(3) the feminine from the neuter short singular form,

or a combination of these. The feminine short singular form has
final stress in all mobile types, while the corresponding mas-
culine form is stressed on the stem.® If beside + and - we use
the sign o to mark an optional stress shift, we arrive at the
following classification.

+++: e.g., NYKEBHHE, NYKAB, JYKdBa, NYKdABO, JYKABH.

-++: e.g., cMemHOH, cMemCH, cMemHd, CMemNHO, CMeMHE.

+-+; e.,g., ropftuunii, ropfdu, ropsud, ropsud, ropsu#.

++~: e.g., TOHKHH, TOHOK, TOHK&, TOHKO, TOHKH.

~-~-: e,g., Monons#, mOnon, Monomnd, MmOxono, MOAOnOH.

++o: e.g., BndcTHu®, BrdcTeH, BndcTHE, BRACTHO, BRACTHEH.

+00: e.g., OOnHHM, NOJNOH, HOJHA, NONHGS, NONHE.

+o+: e.qg., nérxui, nérox, mnerkd, nerxs, n&€rxd.

+o~-: e.g., cAnbHEA, cANEH, CHNBHA, CHANBHO, CHIBLHE.

-0o-: e.g.,, OpocTéit, mnpocT, npocrd, npécrto, NpOCTE.

The accent of the neuter short singular form can be derived
either from the corresponding feminine or from the plural,

whichever is not marked by o.

5. Pronominal forms are stressed on the ending.7 In the verb,
the stress may or may not differentiate

(1) a stem from other stems,

(2) the past from the present tense,

(3) the Ist sg. from the other present tense forms,

{4) the fem. sg. from the other past tense forms,
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or certain combinations of these.® Examples:
++++: nésy, nésems, nésna, NE3nH.

-+++: 6nwopy, 6aonémb, 6mond, 6innoni.

+-++: pfiry, nfikems, Jernd, nernf.

~—++: r'pH3y, rpeizémb, rpbisna, CpL3ad.

+-~+: Mory, mOxemb, MOrnd, MOIJ#H.

+++-: 6¥ny, 6ymemn, 6bua, 6EIH.

—~=+-: [ONMY, mo¥#M&mb, NOHANE, NOHANH.

++=~~: npumy, npiMems, NPHHANE, NpPAHANHK.

6. The development of the Russian accentual system since Com-
mon Slavic times is characterized by a shift from a system where
the accent of a word form can be derived from inherent proper-
ties of its constituent morphemes to a system where it is de-
termined by the presence or absence of stress shifts in specific
categories, This development can be viewed as a corollary of the
loss of distinctive tone, which was an inherent feature in Com-
mon Slavic times, and the consequent rise of configurational
stress as the only prosodic feature of a Russian word form. A
similar development is attested in Russian word-formation, where

the change is characterized by Zaliznjak as follows (1985: 382):

sT0, B TepmuHax B.A. [mbo, ''mepexonm oT napagurMaTHyeckKoro AKLUeHTA K KaTeropu-
ampHOMY", T.e. mepexos OT cHCTeMbl, IAé yaapeHHe NPOUIBOZHODO CIOBA SABHCHT OT
aKueHTHOH napagurmbl NPOH3BOAANEro, K CHCTeMe, rhe ynapeHHe NPOH3IBONHOrO onpe-
penserTcs TONBKO ero NPHHAANEKHOCTHI K HEKOTOPOH MOpdONOrHYecKoi KaTeTopHH
cyoB

so that I propose to treat accentuation in flexion and deriva-
tion along similar lines. This is only possible if we start from
a theory which takes into account the specific characteristics
of the language described.
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NOTES

1 There are five words, belonging to four different accent classes, where
the stress is retracted in the genitave plural, viz. LEHBTH, cyguf, CadxeHb
(variant with mobile stress), KpyxeBo, Mdcnmo, cf. Kortlandt 1974 62.

There are four words, belonging to two accent classes, where the stress
1s shifted to the desinence in the nom.-acc¢. sg., viz. 3aeM, HaeM, rocnépkb,
nepen, cf. Kortlandt 1974: 62f.

The following description does not account for accentual mobility waithin
the stem, cf. class II sub 3-6 of Kortlandt 1974: 62. Here belong six words
which take the plural stem formative -f#j-, eight words whach take the sin-
gular stem, formative -in~, and the words 3HAMs, O3epo, GeceHOK, YepTEHOK. In
accordance with the approach of Kortlandt 1974 60f. I would assume a plural
stem formative —f~ before the ending in these four worxds.

Only the last word (variant with mobile stress) does not belong to the
a-flexion.

Here belong the numerals BOCeMb, O8BITH, O&CATH, OBANNATEH, TPHAAUATL and
COpoK,

On the masc. short sg. form cf. Kortlandt 1974: 66.
Cf. Kortlandt 1974: 66f.
Cf. Kortllandt 1974: 68E.
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