
Afra and Gaston  
 
[Afra:][video:Afra  and gaston appear]  Hi, Afra here.  Gaston and I teamed up to look for 
nominalizations by searching “ion” and “ment”[video: both “ion” and “ment” appear on screen].  
And then we went around the class collecting more examples.   
 
[Afra:]  Sometimes strengthening the sentence was very straightforward.  Other times spotting 
the nominalization led to a total rethink and rewrite [ video: words “nominalization” and rewrite” 
appear on screen].  And every time we looked at a sentence with a nominalization, we wound up 
editing it for wordiness and precision at the same time [video: words “wordiness” and 
“precision” appear below “nominalization”. 
 
[Afra:] Here is a sentence from Gaston’s memo for a personal injury case.  

 
“The court held that Mr. Foote had the present intention of making Norfolk Island his 
permanent home unless and until some future event.” 

 
Gaston’s edit changed “intention” to “intended” and also got rid of superfluous words: 
 

“The court held that Mr. Foote intended to make Norfolk Island his permanent home.” 
 
[Gaston:] The next sentence from a classmate’s memo on conflict of interest had two 
nominalizations: “involvement” and “disqualification”. 
 

“If the lawyer never had any involvement with the case, then the Law Society Rules 
would suggest that there is not a disqualification because of a conflict of interest in this 
situation.” 

 
Correcting the sentence took more than just changing the nouns to verbs. The sentence had a 
double negative, “not a disqualification”, and my classmate realized that she was hedging her 
opinion by saying the “Rules would suggest”. So, we discussed the Rule and the case law and 
my classmate changed the sentence to read:  
 

“The Law Society conflict of interest rules disqualify Ms. Grant from representing the 
defendant only if Ms. Grant previously worked on the plaintiff’s case at her former law 
firm.” 

 
[Afra:] Here is one more example from a research paper on the tax treatment of union dues. 
 

“The collection of dues is very important to ensure that those benefiting from collective 
bargaining matters such as higher wages, increased benefits, flexible work schedules, 
tenure, etc., have contributed monetarily to those efforts.” 

 
In our first try we just changed the nominalization collection – to collecting, and we also 
clarified that it is very important to the union.   Here is the first rewrite. 



 
“Collecting dues is very important to a Union because it ensures that those benefiting 
from collective bargaining matters, such as higher wages, increased benefits, flexible 
work schedules, tenure, etc., have contributed monetarily to those efforts.” 

 
Then we took another step back and asked – what is the sentence’s key message?[video: graphic 
with “WHAT IS THE SENTENCE’S KEY MESSAGE” written on it appears]  So we revised 
again to make the point stronger by making the Union the subject of the sentence, and using a 
more active verb.  
 

“Unions strongly support mandatory dues because all employees benefit from the union’s 
collective bargaining for higher wages, increased benefits, flexible schedules, and secure 
tenure.” 

 
[Gaston:]  Here is one last example from a memo on the discovery principle and the statute of 
limitations.   
 
The original sentence used “explanation” twice [video:both uses of “explananation” pulsate].  
 

“Further, the court may require an explanation as to why Bart required a year to obtain a 
second opinion from Highlight Structural Engineers if he claimed that he was not 
convinced by the explanation.” 

 
We didn’t just change the nominalization to a verb.  We totally revised the sentence from passive 
to active voice and reduced the length.  
 

“Bart will need to explain that he delayed one year to get a second opinion because he 
was not convinced by the first expert’s opinion.” 
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