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It has been noted, at least as early as Lees (1960), that some nominalizations in English are fully 

flexible with respect to determiner selection, while others are restricted (see (1a) vs. (1b)).  

(1)   a.  John's/the/that/a performance/performing of the song   

 b.  John's/*the/*that/*a performing the song 

I take a syntactic approach to nominalization (e.g., van Hout & Roeper 1998, Borsley & Kornfilt 

2000, Alexiadou 2001, Borer 2005) and on the basis of Romanian, Spanish and German I show 

that this contrast correlates with a distinction between nominalizations with full (1a) vs. 

defective (1b) nominal structure. I take the fully nominal structure to be introduced by the 

categorizing nP layer and argue that the restriction on determiners is due to unvalued gender 

and number features on D which can only be valued via Agree with the corresponding features 

of n (Pesetsky & Torrego 2007). Determiners in defective nominalizations (without an nP) 

receive a 'default' value just like CP-arguments. The languages I discuss are particularly 

instructive, as they mark gender morphologically, thus evidencing syntactic gender features in 

full nominals, but not in defective ones (Picallo 2006). In the second part I show that the 

variation among languages concerning the determiners that are compatible with default gender 

and number values correlates with the variation concerning 'expletive' (i.e., non-referential) 

uses of the definite article as pointed out in the literature beginning with Vergnaud & 

Zubizarreta (1992), Brugger (1993), Longobardi (1994), and Chierchia (1998). 
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