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A question ...

Is there one remembering – remember’ – linguistically
speaking?
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A question with several sub-questions
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An exploration

How far do I get with UNIFYING EVERYTHING?

! Modeling choice, Occam’s razor
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Outline

• ‘remember how’ as retained knowledge of an informationally rich
proposition (Rosina & Liefke, 2025a,b) “complement as event”

• Problem: eventive ‘coming back to mind’ readings not
explained (p.c. Deniz Özyıldız) “attitude as event”

• Suggestion: Remembering is retained non-novel knowledge
(‘still knowing, knowing again / re-knowing’)

• Explaining reflexive morphology in memory predicates (‘causing
oneself to know’) and a puzzle about their modal flavors

• Pragmatic reasons for perceiving memory predicates as one class
and skepticism about remember’
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1. Remembering as retained knowledge?
(Rosina & Liefke, 2025b)

2. Remembering as non-novel knowledge!

3. Remembering as reminding oneself!

4. The bigger picture
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Events as informationally rich propositions

Rosina, E. E. & K. Liefke. German ‘noch genau wissen’: Uniform
semantics, distinct effects. Proceedings of WCCFL 42, in press.
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All remembering as retained knowledge

Advantages: explains morphology of the German memory predicate
‘noch wissen’ + ‘wie’ (lit. ‘still know’ + ‘how’), compatible with
attitudinal propositionalism, lexical unification, explains failed
ambiguity tests (1),

(1) Mia weiß noch / erinnert sich, dass Juist eine Insel ist und
wie Paul dort [=auf Juist] im Meer geschwommen ist.
Mia knows still / remembers refl that Juist an island is and
how Paul there [=on Juist] in-the sea swim is (cf. Sadock &
Zwicky, 1975)

Support: Very similar experimental results between ‘sich erinnern’
(‘refl remember’), ‘noch wissen’ (‘still know’) and ‘remember’,
Rosina & Liefke (2025a)
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A problem

Only some memory predicates have eventive readings in
addition (p.c. Deniz Özyıldız):

(2) a. Edo ist dabei, sich zu erinnern.
*Edo ist dabei, noch zu wissen.
‘Edo is about to remember / in the course of
remembering.’

b. ... und dann hat Mia sich plötzlich erinnert, ...
??... und dann hat Mia plötzlich noch gewusst, ...
‘... and then, suddenly, Mia remembered ...’

c. Al [versucht/schafft], sich zu erinnern.
??Al [versucht/schafft], noch zu wissen.
‘Al tries/manages to remember.’
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What we have and haven’t achieved

Either knowledge can be turned into an event – then it should work
with ‘noch wissen’ – or not – then it shouldn’t work with ‘remember’
and ‘sich erinnern’!
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1. Remembering as retained knowledge?
(Rosina & Liefke, 2025b)

2. Remembering as non-novel knowledge!

3. Remembering as reminding oneself!

4. The bigger picture
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General idea

• Weaker semantics wrt. the temporal requirements: retained
or regained knowledge (‘still know or know again’)

• Preceeding Previous knowledge presupposed
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A bit more formal

(3) JwissenK@,c = λp : p@. λx. (cons@,c∩evix,@) ⊆ p (R&L (11), ‘know’)
presupposed: p=1 in @
asserted: All worlds that are both compatible with x’s evidence (evi)
and to be considered by contextual standards (cons) are p-worlds.
henceforth simply: evi(x, p)

(4) JnochK = λq : (∃t)[(t ≺! t@) ∧ q⟨w@, t⟩]. q⟨w@, t@⟩ (R&L (15), modif., ‘still’)
presupposed: q was true at a time directly preceding (≺!) utt. time t@
asserted: q=1 in @ currently

(5) JwiederK = λq : (∃t)[((t ≺ t@) ∧ (t ⊀! t@)) ∧ q⟨w@, t⟩]. q⟨w@, t@⟩ (‘again’)
presupposed: q was true at a time preceding, but not directly, t@
asserted: q=1 in @ currently

(6) Jremember’K@,c = Jnoch wissen or wieder wissenK@,c

= λp : p@.λx : (∃t)[(t ≺ t@) ∧ evi(x, p)⟨w@, t⟩]. evi(x, p)⟨w@, t@⟩

presupposed: p@; at some time (directly or not) preceding t@: evi(x, p).
asserted: evi(x, p)=1 in @ currently
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remember’ and actual memory predicates I

Due to underspecified remember’, actual memory predicates can
have a variety of temporal properties:

• They are all states when taken by themselves.
Compare: ‘What’s going on outside? – It’s raining again./
It’s still raining.’
−→ Prediction: No eventive-only memory predicates.

• Stative-only (like ‘noch wissen’) due to ‘noch’ – also can’t
combine with achievement/causation, because evi(x,p)=1
in the preceding time interval is in the common ground
Compare: ‘??Then, suddenly, it was still raining.’, ‘??It’s
about to still rain.’
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remember’ and actual memory predicates II

• Eventive readings of ‘knowing again’-type predicates (like
‘remember’) contextually determined (and/or via
operators)
Compare: ‘Then, suddenly, it was raining again.’, ‘It’s
about to rain again.’

• No actually underspecified realization of remember’ needed
or apparent (in line with no single morpheme ‘non-novel’?)

• To be explained: ‘sich erinnern’ (‘refl remind’)
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Deniz’ challenge solved
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1. Remembering as retained knowledge?
(Rosina & Liefke, 2025b)

2. Remembering as non-novel knowledge!

3. Remembering as reminding oneself!

4. The bigger picture
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Taking reflexives literally

• Appearance of reflexive pronouns in (at least) some
Germanic and Romance memory predicates

• Here: ‘sich erinnern’ (‘refl remind’)
• Idea: Taking this literally: reminding oneself
• Diachronic support: Middle High German ‘innern’ –

‘letting someone know’ / ‘making inner’ (Lexer, onlinea,o)
• Synchronic support: use of non-reflexive ‘erinnern’ as

reminding someone (else)
• Note: ‘er-’ and agency, achievement, causation – ‘sich

er-heben’ (lit. ‘refl er-lift): ‘stand up’ (+pathos)
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Semantic idea

• Apparent reflexive morpheme as a proper direct argument
(Bierwisch, 2006)

• and ‘er-’ as a prefix of achievement/ability/cause
• for a stem ‘innern’ ≈ ‘know’

−→ “cause oneself to know”
• In German half-grammaticalized to genuine ‘remember’

meaning. Varied judgments on ambiguity test.

(7) a. Mo erinnert sich mit einem post-it an Kos Geburtstag
(smallcaps=focus)
‘Mo reminds themself with a post-it of Ko’s birthday’

b. ... aber jo (erinnert sich) einfach so (daran).
‘... but Jo remembers it just like that.’
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Reminding future self and present self I

• Claim: The somewhat grammaticalized ‘sich erinnern’ as
‘remember’ is just a special case of reminding oneself:

• Reminding one’s current self (as opposed to future ones like
with a post-it)

• Agent and direct object co-refer to the same time-slice of
an individual

−→ Reminding and being reminded co-occur
−→ “The evidence must have been already with the agent.”
−→ ‘(cause oneself to) know again’, pragmatically
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Extra evidence: correct predictions for modals

(8) a. x kann sich erinnern ✓root modal (✓) epistemic modal
x kann noch wissen × root modal ✓epistemic modal
‘x is able to remember’/ ‘possible that x remembers’

b. Amy [muss/will] sich erinnern. ✓ root modal ✓ epistemic modal
Amy [muss/will] noch wissen. × root modal ✓ epistemic modal
‘Amy has to / wants to remember.’

Explained: ‘noch wissen’ (‘still know’) unambiguously denotes a
state; but root modals scope below tense and need a local event to
associate with there (Hacquard, 2006)

−→ Does not allow for root modal readings like the ability flavor of
‘können’ (‘can’/‘be able to’)
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Correct predictions for modals II

x ti

can

[cause]

x ti

know
that/how p

can

still

x

know
that/how p

‘kann sich erinnern’, root, and ‘kann noch wissen’, epistemic
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1. Remembering as retained knowledge?
(Rosina & Liefke, 2025b)

2. Remembering as non-novel knowledge!

3. Remembering as reminding oneself!

4. The bigger picture
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The complete picture
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Pragmatic similarity via time intervals

• The exact same circumstances make predication of ‘still
knowing, how p’ and ‘knowing again, how p’ true...

• iff salient time intervals are unclear / subject-dependent:

Compare: After your lunch break, are you still working on your
slides or again working on them?
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Philosophy-linguistics interface

What is remember’ even? A folk-psychological category
resulting from pragmatically indistinguishable

truth-conditions?
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A qualification

The shared core of memory predicates – as far as
there exists such a thing, namely only

pragmatically/folk-psychologically – is captured in the
most simple way as non-novel knowledge – given an

evidential notion of knowledge.
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Thanks to . . .

... Kristina Liefke, Deniz Özyıldız, Nina Haslinger, Jordan
Chark, Frank Sode, and the LingLunch audience!

E-mail me: emil.rosina@ruhr-uni-bochum.de
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