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UNIVERSIDADE FEDERAL DE SANTA MARIA 
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- Participaça ̃o da Conferência “The Epistemology of Reasoning” organizada pelo centro de pesquisa CONCEPT, University of 
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12. Sugestões dos benefícios que poderão ser auferidos a partir da missão de trabalho (mínimo de 250 

caracteres): 
 

<Inserir as sugestões dos benefícios que poderão ser auferidos a partir da missão de trabalho>  
 
- Publicações internacionais; 
- Visibilidade internacional da pesquisa individual; 
- Visibilidade internacional do programa e da instituição; 
- Aumento do intercambio de pesquisadores (docentes e discentes); 
- implementação de acordos bilaterais; 
- participação em redes de pesquisas internacionais. 
- Participação de pesquisadores internacionais em atividades do PPG; 
  

Instrução: Detalhar as sugestões de benefícios com a missão de trabalho, para o projeto vinculado. 

 

13. Conclusões/Resultados alcançados com a missão de trabalho (mínimo de 250 caracteres): 
 

<Inserir conclusões/Resultados alcançados com a missão de trabalho> 
 
Conseguimos com bastante êxito cumprir os objetivos descritos no item 4.1. Participamos de eventos e conferências 
internacionais, realizamos palestras e apresentações de nossa pesquisa, participamos de encontros com grupos de pesquisa. 
Essas atividades possibilitaram ampliar, fortalecer e consolidar contatos com grupos de pesquisas e pesquisadores 
internacionais. Recebemos convites para participação de volumes que serão organizados e publicados por grandes 
editoras internacionais como Routledge e Springer. Além disso, conseguimos formalizar dois acordos de cooperação 
bilateral, um com a University of Grenoble e outro com a University of Koln, que possibilitara ́ um maior intercâmbio de 
pesquisadores docentes e discentes fomentando também a formação de pesquisadores e a ampliação da nossa pesquisa, 
bem como nossa inserção no cenário internacional. Ambos acordos se encontram em trâmite de aprovação dentro da 
instituição. Nossa pesquisa teve uma excelente receptividade que rendera ́ produção em importantes Periódicos de 
reconhecimento internacional. 
 

Instrução: Descrever as conclusões e resultados alcançados com a missão de trabalho e como estas conclusões e resultados alcançados 
impactam no projeto ao qual estejam vinculados. 

 
14. Observações:  

 

 

Instrução: Descrever as observações que julgar relevante no contexto da missão de trabalho e que não foram abordadas nos itens anteriores. 

 
Instruções Finais: Anexar os documentos comprobatórios de acordo com as orientações da Coletânea de Entendimentos do 
Programa Institucional de Internacionalização - PrInt e outras instruções, se for o caso. Incluir também as informações apontadas 
pelo beneficiário do AUXPE. Observar o mínimo de caracteres a cada pergunta descritiva. 
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ABSTRACT The contemporary epistemological debate regarding the 
HSLVWHPLF�UROH�RI�PHPRU\�LV�GRPLQDWHG�E\�WKH�GLVSXWH�EHWZHHQ�WZR�GLৼHUHQW�
views: memory preservationism and memory generativism. While the former 
holds that memory only preserves the epistemic status already acquired through 
another source, the latter advocates that there are situations where memory 
can function as a generative epistemic source. Both views are problematic 
and have to deal with important objections. In this paper, I suggest a novel 
DUJXPHQW�IRU�JUDQWLQJ�PHPRU\�WKH�VWDWXV�RI�D�JHQHUDWLYH�VRXUFH�RI�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�
and knowledge that overcomes objections raised for both preservationism and 
generativism. I shall call this view Memory Compatibilism. I argue that the 
proposed view better explains the generative epistemic character of memory.

Keywords Memory, Knowledge, Justification, Preservationism, 
Generativism.

RESUMO O debate epistemológico contemporâneo acerca do papel 
epistêmico da memória tem sido dominado pela disputa entre duas visões 
diferentes: o preservacionismo da memória e o gerativismo da memória. 
Enquanto o primeiro sustenta que a memória apenas preserva o status epistêmico 
já adquirido via outra fonte, o último defende que existem situações em que 
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a memória pode funcionar como uma fonte epistêmica geradora. Ambas as 
visões são problemáticas e têm de lidar com objeções importantes. Neste artigo, 
sugiro um novo argumento para conceder à memória o status de fonte geradora 
GH�MXVWL¿FDomR�H�FRQKHFLPHQWR�TXH�VXSHUD�DV�REMHo}HV�OHYDQWDGDV�FRQWUD�R�
preservacionismo e o geracionismo. Chamarei esta visão de compatibilismo da 
memória. Argumento que a visão proposta melhor explica o caráter epistêmico 
gerativo da memória.

Palavras-chave� 0HPyULD��&RQKHFLPHQWR��-XVWL¿FDomR��3UHVHUYDFLRQLVPR��
Geracionismo.

Introduction 

Memory is undoubtedly a central component of cognition and a main 
VRXUFH�RI�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI��,W�KDV�DOVR�PRWLYDWHG�D�IUXLWIXO�DQG�
insightful debate. Almost everything that we believe at any given time, whether 
correctly or incorrectly, depends upon memory. It is hard to see how one could 
survive without memory. However, although we recognize the central aspect 
that memory occupies in our lives, telling what is the epistemic role of memory 
KDV�SURYHG�WR�EH�D�GL൶FXOW�WDVN��

The usual way epistemologists approach memory is by drawing an 
analogy with some other knowledge sources. Among other uncontroversial 
epistemic sources are perception, testimony, inference, introspection (sometimes 
called ‘consciousness’), and reason (sometimes called ‘intuition’ or ‘rational 
insight’). Philosophers usually divide these sources into two distinct groups, 
namely, the basic sources and the non-basic sources. A basic source is basic 
in virtue of its capacity of yielding knowledge without positive dependence 
RQ�WKH�RSHUDWLRQ�RI�VRPH�RWKHU�VRXUFH�RI�NQRZOHGJH��RU�RI�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ���$�
non-basic source is, consequently, a source that cannot yield knowledge (or of 
MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��ZLWKRXW�SRVLWLYH�GHSHQGHQFH�RQ�VRPH�RWKHU�VRXUFH��$Q�DQDORJ\�
with other sources would help to determine whether a memory is a basic or 
QRQ�EDVLF�VRXUFH�RI�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��7KHUHIRUH��LI�RQH�EHOLHYHV�WKDW�
memory is similar to perception, she would say that it is a basic source; on the 
other hand, if one believes that it is more similar to testimony, one would say 
it is a non-basic source. However, whether a source is basic or non-basic is a 
matter of controversy, especially when it comes to memory. 

The contemporary epistemological debate about memory splits between 
two opposing views that have been motivated by the distinction just mentioned. 
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Some philosophers maintain that memory only preserves or retain the positive 
epistemic status acquired previously from another source; this view is popularly 
known as ‘memory preservationism.’1 Others contend that there are compelling 
VLWXDWLRQV�ZKHUH�D�SHUVRQ�FDQ�¿UVW�DFTXLUH�D�SRVLWLYH�HSLVWHPLF�VWDWXV�IRU�KHU�EHOLHI�
by remembering; this view travels under the banner of ‘memory generativism.’2 
Thus, the contemporary attempt to determine the epistemic role of memory has 
been focused on the preservationism/generativism distinction. 

In this paper, I argue for memory compatibilism. A novel argument is 
developed for conceiving memory as a genuine generative source of positive 
epistemic status.3 The argument for the epistemically generative character of 
memory relies on the idea that the human memory is able not only to preserve 
but also to generate positive epistemic status when it is the source responsible 
for acting actively in the creation of a support relation between a mental content4 
and a belief. As will be shown, memory compatibilism account is explanatorily 
superior to its competitors. 

,Q�ZKDW�IROORZV�,�ZLOO�¿UVW�OD\�RXW�VRPH�PHPRU\�WD[RQRP\��1H[W��,�ZLOO�
present the preservationist and generativist views, and expose some important 
objections to them. Then, I will suggest in section 4 a compatibilist view that 
FDQ�R൵HU�D�EHWWHU�HSLVWHPRORJLFDO�WUHDWPHQW�IRU�PHPRU\��)LQDOO\��LQ�VHFWLRQ����
I will make some further remarks on how memory compatibilism is able to 
preserve preservationists and generativists intuitions without inheriting their 
main problems. 

1. Types of Memory

Philosophers usually distinguish three different kinds of memory:5 
experiential (or personal), propositional (or factual) and practical (or procedural). 
Having an experiential memory is for a subject to remember not only what 
happened in a past moment but also to remember what it was like. Suppose 
that a burglar attacked my friend last year when my friend was leaving a fancy 

1 Epistemic preservationism advocates include Malcolm (1963, pp. 230-1), Dummet (1994), Burge (1997, p. 
47), Huemer (1999, p. 349), Goldman (2009, p. 323), Jackson (2011, pp. 569-70), Owens (2000, p. 156), 
and Plantinga (1993, p. 61). 

2 See Audi (1995), Bernecker (2009, pp. 96-103), Fernández (2016), Lackey (2005; 2007; 2008: app.), Malmgren 
(2006, p. 238), Michaelian (2011), and Pollock (1974, p. 193). 

3 I am following DeRose (2009) and considering that the positive epistemic status of a subject is a property, 
ZKLFKZKLFK�E\�YLUWXH�RI�KDYLQJ�LW�LQ�D�VXႈFLHQW�DPRXQW��VRPHRQH�FRXOG�EH�VDLG�WR�KDYH�.QRZOHGJH�RU�-XVWL¿HG�
Belief. Moreover, of course, it is a property whose character is to be truth-conducive. 

4 “Mental content” here should be understood broadly as a belief or just a raw content from sense experience. 
�� 6HH�DOVR�0DOFRP���������$WNLQVRQ�DQG�6KLႇULQ���������7XOYLQJ���������������%HUQHFNHU���������DQG�:HUQLQJ�

and Cheng (2017) for more memory taxonomy and important distinctions.
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restaurant and that he told me so. Today I remember that a burglar attacked 
my friend last year when he was leaving a fancy restaurant, and the memory 
I have is clearly not experiential because I obviously have not experienced 
the burglary. As a result, we can see that the experiential memory has two 
GLVWLQFWLYH�IHDWXUHV��)LUVW��D�VXEMHFW�FDQ�RQO\�H[SHULHQWLDOO\�UHPHPEHU�VRPHWKLQJ�
that was personally experienced by her – experiential memory is restricted to 
cases in which the subject’s claim to remember something is incorporated by 
the claim of having experienced it for herself. A second aspect concerns how 
experiential memory is represented; it involves both the remembered content 
�IURP�D�¿UVW�SHUVRQ�SHUVSHFWLYH��DQG�WKH�TXDOLWDWLYH�H[SHULHQFHV�DQG�LPDJHU\��
Having an experiential memory, such as ‘I remember leaving the restaurant 
hungry’, consists in the evocation of parts of the original experience, allowing 
me to relive the original situation by going over what it was like (for instance, 
to feel hungry). 

$QRWKHU�GL൵HUHQW�NLQG�RI�PHPRU\�LV�WKH�propositional memory, which is 
the memory of true propositions or facts. Roughly, propositions are abstract 
objects understood as the primary bearers of truth-value, and the content of our 
beliefs (i.e. what is believed, doubted, expected, feared, etc.). In this sense, the 
propositional memory is accompanied by a presupposition of the intentional 
object’s factiveness to which the state referred to by “remember” is directed. So, 
if I remember that John Lennon was assassinated in front of the Dakota building, 
then I must have formed such belief in some moment prior to my remembering 
it, and it must be the case that John Lennon was actually assassinated in front 
of the Dakota building. Otherwise, how could I remember such a fact if it had 
not taken place? One cannot remember that p if one has just learned that p; the 
same way one cannot remember that p if p is not the case. Unlike experiential 
memory, propositional memory does not restrict itself to one’s qualitative 
experience and imagery; that is, one is not limited to things with which one 
has had previous direct or personal contact - this is why I can remember that 
John Lennon was assassinated in front of the Dakota building without having 
any experience of this event. One important aspect of both propositional and 
experiential memory is that the information (or content) that memory provides 
was acquired and stored in an appropriate way, at some previous time.6

6 I used the expression ‘memories provide a subject with information’ because is not uncontroversial whether 
memory ‘represent’ facts, or past events, to the subject. Although the standard position is to see memory 
as representing facts, or past events, some I argue (Debus, 2008) that we shouldn’t think of experiential 
memories as of representations at all. It is no place to argue for this here, but the terminology used should 
help us to remain neutral on this point.
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Practical memory�LV�VWLOO�DQRWKHU�NLQG�RI�PHPRU\�LGHQWL¿HG�E\�SKLORVRSKHUV��
While propositional and experiential memory have in common that both seek 
(to some extent) to represent the word and that their content can in principle 
be articulated, practical memory is isolated, since such features cannot be 
applied to it. Having a practical memory of something is to remember how to 
do something; the practical memory is responsible for storing our previously 
acquired skills such as our ability to ride a bike, to drive a car, to swim, to play 
an instrument, etc. In order to remember how to drive, a subject does not need 
to be mentally able to evoke a list of instructions or to describe what it is like 
to drive; all the subject need to do is actually to drive. 

2. Memory Preservationism

What is the epistemic role of memory? Is it merely a preservative source 
RI�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI�RU�LW�DOVR�ZRUNV�DV�D�JHQHUDWLYH�VRXUFH"�
According to received wisdom in contemporary epistemology, memory is only 
D�SUHVHUYDWLYH�VRXUFH�RI�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI��0HPRU\�LV�RQO\�DEOH�
to preserve (or retain) the epistemic status of a belief that was already acquired 
through another source. Advocates of preservationism claim that the epistemic 
UROH�SOD\HG�E\�PHPRU\�LV�VWULNLQJO\�VLPLODU�WR�WKDW�RI�WHVWLPRQ\��)LUVW��QRQH�RI�
them is conceived as capable of producing new epistemic status. In particular, 
while testimony transmits�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IURP�D�VXEMHFW�WR�DQRWKHU��
memory preserves�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�RYHU�WLPH�IRU�WKH�VDPH�VXEMHFW��
That means the proposition believed by the subject must have been known or 
MXVWL¿HG�E\�D�GL൵HUHQW�VRXUFH��WKDQ�PHPRU\�DQG�WHVWLPRQ\��UHVSHFWLYHO\��DW�WKH�
PRPHQW�LW�ZDV�DFTXLUHG��)RU�LQVWDQFH��LI�,�KDYH�D�NQRZQ�RU�MXVWL¿HG�PHPRULDO�
belief that the deadline for this paper is March 1, then I must have acquired this 
belief in a non-memorial way at some moment in the past, and its epistemic 
status dates from that moment. 

Another important implication of preservationism, besides being unable 
to produce new epistemic status, is that it is also incapable of improving the 
epistemic status displayed by a belief at the time it is recalled7 – if the epistemic 
status of my belief was originally .8, then it will be no greater than .8 at the 
time I recall it. Memory, thus, is unable of making an unknown proposition 
NQRZQ��DQ�XQMXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI�MXVWL¿HG��RU�DQ�LUUDWLRQDO�EHOLHI�UDWLRQDO�±�LW�FDQ�
RQO\�SUHVHUYH�ZKDW�LV�DOUHDG\�NQRZQ��MXVWL¿HG�RU�UDWLRQDO��%HUQHFNHU���������

�� ,W�LV�ZRUWK�VWDWLQJ�WKDW�SUHVHUYDWLRQLVP�DOORZV�IRU�D�GHFUHDVH�LQ�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�
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)ROORZLQJ�WKLV�YLHZ��'XPPHWW�VD\V�WKDW�³0HPRU\�LV�QRW�D�VRXUFH��VWLOO�OHVV�D�
ground, of knowledge: it is the maintenance of knowledge formerly acquired 
by whatever means” (Dummet, 1994, p. 262, emphasis in the original). In the 
same spirit, Owens says, “If a belief is irrational when adopted, it remains just 
as irrational while laid up in memory” (Owens, 2000, p. 156).

Preservationists over the time have relied upon the notion that memory is a 
repository where information is stored and kept available for being used when 
needed. There are several metaphors (much of them related to technology) 
used to represent remembering as being essentially a matter of storing and 
UHWULHYLQJ�¿[HG�LWHPV�RI�LQIRUPDWLRQ��0LFKDHOLDQ���������7KURXJKRXW�WKH�KLVWRU\��
philosophers perceived memory as analogous to warehouses, libraries, archives, 
SKRWRJUDSKV��¿OPV��KRORJUDPV��DQG�VR�RQ��,I�WKH�HSLVWHPRORJLFDO�FKDUDFWHU�RI�
memory is only to preserve the original positive epistemic status of beliefs, 
then one could fairly request an explanation on how memory actually preserves 
such epistemic status. To answer this question, it is fruitful to consider how 
HSLVWHPLF�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�LV�WR�EH�FRQFHLYHG��$FFRUGLQJ�WR�RQH�DSSURDFK��HSLVWHPLF�
MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�LV�HQWLUHO\�D�PDWWHU�RI�LQWHUQDO��&RQHH�DQG�)HOGPDQ��������RU�
conscious justifying factors.8 Consider the following case. Imagine that I am a 
member of the jury on a trial and that I was presented with an evidential set of 
propositions e, which I believed, that actually confers positive epistemic status 
to the proposition that the subject is guilty, and let us assume that the subject 
is in fact guilty. When asked by the judge I readily asserted that the subject 
is guilty (based on the evidence e I just believed). In this case, my belief that 
WKH�VXEMHFW�LV�JXLOW\�ZDV�HSLVWHPLFDOO\�MXVWL¿HG�E\�WKH�HYLGHQWLDO�VHW�e – my 
MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IRU�EHOLHYLQJ�WKDW�WKH�VXEMHFW�LV�JXLOW\�ZDV�GXH�WR�ERWK�LQWHUQDO�
DQG�FRQVFLRXV�IDFWRUV��$FFRUGLQJ�WR�WKLV�YLHZ�RI�HSLVWHPLF�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��P\�
IRUWKFRPLQJ�PHPRU\�WKDW�WKH�VXEMHFW�LV�JXLOW\�ZLOO�EH�MXVWL¿HG�IRU�PH�RQO\�LI�,�
still (internally) have stored evidence e, and e is consciously accessible for me. 

$�¿UVW�REMHFWLRQ�RQH�FDQ�UDLVH�IRU�WKLV�LQWHUQDOLVW�YHUVLRQ�RI�SUHVHUYDWLRQLVP�
LV�WKH�IDFW�WKHUH�LV�DQ�DEXQGDQW�DPRXQW�RI�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHIV�VWRUHG�LQ�PHPRU\��
for which there are no internal or conscious justifying factors. Maybe this is 
so because they were (irretrievably) forgotten, or maybe because they were 
substituted, defeated or underwritten by new ones, or maybe because there are 
other factors that are simply preventing one from remembering (maybe one is 
too nervous, or traumatized). Imagine further (taking up the previous example), 

�� 7KH�SV\FKRORJLFDO�OLWHUDWXUH�RQ�PHWDFRJQLWLYH�VLJQDOV�FRXOG�EH�XVHG�E\�DFFHVVLELOLVWV�WR�DUJXH�WKDW�WKHUH�LV�
subpersonal evidence available to back up many of our memory beliefs. Unfortunately, most internalists about 
memory are ignorant of the psychological literature on metacognition.
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several years after being a member of a jury in a murder trial, the case has 
been reopened and a lawyer shows up at my door making me questions. After 
some minutes of talking, I claim that the subject is guilty (keeping my original 
statement). The lawyer then asks how I know this. My immediate response is to 
say that I remember it. However, to say this is simply to classify the epistemic 
VWDWXV�RI�P\�EHOLHI�DV�PHPRU\�NQRZOHGJH��RU�MXVWL¿HG�PHPRU\��DV�RSSRVHG�WR�
just having learned about the operation. When the lawyer asked me, “how do 
\RX�NQRZ�LW"´�KH�ZDV�DFWXDOO\�UHTXHVWLQJ�IRU�WKH�HYLGHQFH�WKDW�MXVWL¿HG�P\�EHOLHI�
in the proposition I just remembered (that the subject is guilty). To properly 
answer this question, I must appeal to the evidence e. Nevertheless, since too 
many years have passed I am no longer in a position to access (internally or 
consciously) e – let's say because e was irretrievably forgotten. If this is correct, 
then internalists are stuck with the very questionable outcome that the retained 
EHOLHIV�DUH�MXVWL¿HG�RQO\�LI�WKH�SDVW��RU�RULJLQDO��HYLGHQFH�LV�DOVR�UHFDOOHG��

In order to avoid this objection some advocates of preservationism embrace 
ZKDW�LV�NQRZQ�DV�WKH�SULQFLSOH�RI�FRQWLQXRXV�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��3&-���6¶V�EHOLHI�
IURP�W��WKDW�S�LV�FRQWLQXRXVO\�MXVWL¿HG�IRU�6�DW�W��RQO\�LI�6�FRQWLQXHV�WR�EHOLHYH�
WKDW�S��DW�W���±�HYHQ�LI�6�ORVW�KLV�RULJLQDO�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�DQG�KDV�DFTXLUHG�QR�QHZ�
MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�LQ�WKH�PHDQWLPH� 9 While Pappas (1980) has argued that PCJ is a 
NLQG�RI�EDVLF�RU�IRXQGDWLRQDO�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��RWKHUV��%XUJH��������2ZHQV��������
have appealed to PCJ in holding our memory beliefs because in the absence of 
defeaters we are entitled to believe what memory ‘serves up’ to us. The problem 
is to give an adequate explanation of how this conviction can actually provide 
any positive epistemic status. 

The next objection to preservationism illustrates how a narrow conception 
RI�PHPRU\�FDQ�EH�QHJDWLYH��+XHPHU��������DUJXHV�WKDW�LI�6�LV�MXVWL¿HG�WR�adopt 
WKH�EHOLHI�WKDW�S��WKHQ�6�LV�MXVWL¿HG�LQ�UHWDLQLQJ�LW��WKH�QRUPDO�IXQFWLRQLQJ�RI�
memory, in the absence of defeaters, constitutes an epistemically acceptable 
PDQQHU�RI�UHWDLQLQJ�EHOLHIV��,W�LV�QRW�REYLRXV�WKDW�WR�EH�MXVWL¿HG�LQ�EHOLHYLQJ�
DPRXQWV�WR�EH�MXVWL¿HG�LQ�UHWDLQLQJ�D�EHOLHI��7KH�SUREOHP�ZLWK�WKLV�YLHZ�LV�
WKH�DVVXPSWLRQ�WKDW�WKH�PHUH�IDFW�RI�IRUPLQJ�D�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI�LV�HQRXJK�IRU�LW�
to automatically be stored into long-term memory (LTM),10 but that is false, 
PHPRU\�MXVW�GRHVQ¶W�ZRUN�OLNH�WKDW��)RU�LQVWDQFH��,�FRXOG�KDYH�MXVWL¿HGO\�EHOLHYHG�
that someone is using the bathroom because the door is closed, but this belief 
could have lasted only a few seconds and have never entered into LTM. In this 
FDVH��DOWKRXJK�,�KDYH�KDG�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IRU�EHOLHYLQJ�WKDW�VRPHRQH�LV�XVLQJ�WKH�

9 As far I am aware of, this point was originally suggested by Shoemaker (1967, pp. 171-2). 
10� 6HH�&RZDQ��������IRU�D�IXOO�GLVFXVVLRQ�RI�/70�DQG�670�
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bathroom I may not have stored this belief because this information was only 
available for short-term memory (STM) – since I haven’t rehearsed or refreshed 
it, or it was irrelevant, it never came to enter LTM. Acquiring a belief (in the 
sense of forming a belief) and retaining it on memory are two distinct processes 
WKDW�FDQQRW�EH�FRQÀDWHG��,�FDQQRW�OHDYH�DVLGH�WKH�ZD\�PHPRU\�DFWXDOO\�ZRUNV�
– although the discussion is epistemic, which may suggest that memory only 
retain beliefs, the retention of information by memory is much richer and is 
not exclusively epistemic. 

Another objection I raise for preservationism is the fact that it cannot 
SURSHUO\�DFFRXQW�IRU�WKH�GL൵HUHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�DWWLWXGH�WR�UHPHPEHU�DQG�WKH�
SURSRVLWLRQDO�DWWLWXGH�WR�EHOLHYH��7KDW�LV��WKH\�FDQQRW�H[SODLQ�WKH�GL൵HUHQFH�
between remembering p from believing p. It seems that most preservationists 
MXVW�WDNH�WKH�PRGHO�XVHG�WR�H[SODLQ�KRZ�D�EHOLHI�LV�MXVWL¿HG�DQG��UH�DSSO\�LW�WR�
H[SODLQ�KRZ�D�PHPRU\��D�UHPHPEHUHG�SURSRVLWLRQ��LV�MXVWL¿HG�11 But that just 
VHHPV�ZURQJ��7KH\�VHHP�WR�FRQÀDWH�WKH�EHOLHI�V�DFTXLVLWLRQ��RU�IRUPDWLRQ��
FRQWH[W�ZLWK�WKH�EHOLHI�V�UHWULHYDO�FRQWH[W��,Q�RUGHU�WR�IRUP�D�EHOLHI�LQ�D�JLYHQ�
SURSRVLWLRQ�DQG�UHWDLQ�LW��WKH�VXEMHFW�QHHGV�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��XVXDOO\�XQGHUVWRRG�DV�
WKH�HYLGHQFH�DYDLODEOH�IRU�WKH�VXEMHFW�V�HYDOXDWLRQ��+RZHYHU��WKHUH�LV�QR�JRRG�
reason to suppose that for the retrieval of a belief, via memory, one would require 
satisfying the same requisites for its formation. If that were the case, then it 
would be no longer adequate to require the subject to have access (internally 
or consciously) to his evidence. 

3. Memory Generativism

According to generativism, memory is a basic source of knowledge and 
MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI�±�IRU�LW�FDQ�SURGXFH�QHZ�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IRU�VRPH�SUHYLRXVO\�EHOLHYHG�
SURSRVLWLRQ��7KH\�DOVR�FODLP�WKDW�D�PHPRU\�EHOLHI�FDQ�EH�MXVWL¿HG�HYHQ�LI�WKH�
RULJLQDO�EHOLHI�ZDV�QRW�MXVWL¿HG��$XGL��������DQG�3ROORFN��������DGYRFDWH�IRU�
D�NLQG�RI�SKHQRPHQRORJ\�RI�UHFDOOLQJ�WKDW�LV�DEOH�WR�JHQHUDWH�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IRU�
a recalled belief. 

One way they have argued is to consider memory as analogous to perception: 
LQ�WKH�VDPH�ZD\�WKDW�,�DP�MXVWL¿HG�LQ�P\�SHUFHSWXDO�EHOLHI�WKDW�WKH�ZDOO�LV�UHG�
�EDVHG�RQ�VRPHWKLQJ�WKDW�,�DP�µDSSHDUHG�WR¶���,�DP�DOVR�MXVWL¿HG�LQ�P\�PHPRULDO�
belief that Tom’s car is red based on this phenomenal state (of remembrance). The 

11� ,W�LV�IDU�IURP�REYLRXV�WKDW�D�WKHRU\�RI�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�±�WKDW�LV�PHDQW�WR�EH�DSSOLHG�WR�WKH�SURSRVLWLRQDO�DWWLWXGHV�
RI�EHOLHYLQJ�DQG�NQRZLQJ�±�ZLOO�XQFRQWURYHUVLDOO\�¿W�UHPHPEHULQJ�VLQFH�PHPRU\�GRHV�QRW�KDYH�SURSRVLWLRQV�
as itis only content. 
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basic idea is that if S bases her belief that p on her state of seeming to remember 
that p and in the absence of defeaters, then S is prima facie�MXVWL¿HG�LQ�EHOLHYLQJ�
that p is the case. Audi goes further and proposes that we should combine an 
LQWHUQDOLVW�WKHRU\�RI�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�ZLWK�DQ�H[WHUQDOLVW�WKHRU\�RI�UHPHPEUDQFH�DQG�
NQRZOHGJH��LQ�D�ZD\�WKDW�P\�UHPHPEHULQJ�WKDW�S�ZRXOG�EH�MXVWL¿HG�EHFDXVH�LW�
was the product of a reliable source (memory). He argues that, in some cases, 
even when my memory belief that p is confronted with (misleading) defeaters 
WKDW�FDQ�PDNH�PH�XQMXVWL¿HG�LQ�EHOLHYLQJ�WKDW�S��,�FRXOG�UHWDLQ�P\�EHOLHI�LQ�S�
due to my memorial process. Audi (1995, p. 39) says that in this case “my belief 
is, as it were, instinctual – which helps to explain why it survives my second 
RUGHU�GLVDSSURYDO�RI�LW�DV�XQMXVWL¿HG�´�$XGL¶V�DQG�3ROORFN¶V�YLHZ�VXJJHVWV�WKDW�
PHPRU\�LV�DEOH�WR�SURGXFH�RU�JHQHUDWH�QHZ�MXVWL¿FDWRU\�IDFWRUV��QHZ�HYLGHQFH�

The most obvious objection to this view is the highly counter-intuitive 
result that, by the simple fact of evoking a proposition, I would be able to 
LQFUHDVH�LWV�GHJUHH�RI�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��$Q�HYHQ�ZRUVH�UHVXOW�LV�WKH�FDVH�ZKHUH�,�
RULJLQDOO\�DQG�XQMXVWL¿HGO\�EHOLHYHG�WKDW�S�EXW��E\�UHPHPEHULQJ�LW��,�ZRXOG�EH�
able to yield a positive epistemic status for p, up to the point it would become 
MXVWL¿HG��0F*UDWK��������SS���������DOUHDG\�QRWLFHG�WKLV�SUREOHP��KH�FDOOHG�LW�
the epistemic boost problem: it is very suspicious to suppose that, all else being 
equal, a belief that is frequently retrieved will enjoy a better epistemic status 
than a belief that is rarely retrieved. There seems to be no clear parallel between 
the positive epistemic status of a belief and the number of times one retrieves it. 

Another problem for generativists – even granting that there is a distinctive 
phenomenology for all beliefs that are remembered12 – is that it is not obvious 
that this ‘instinct’, or ‘sense’, or ‘feeling’, or ‘seeming’ to remember is able 
WR�GR�WKH�HSLVWHPLF�ZRUN�DVVLJQHG�WR�LW��/HW�PH�LOOXVWUDWH�P\�SRLQW�E\�R൵HULQJ�
D�VOLJKWO\�GL൵HUHQW�H[DPSOH�IURP�$XGL��������S�������,PDJLQH�WKDW�,�KDYH�WKH�
¿UP�EHOLHI�WKDW�,�KDYH�PHW�\RX�EHIRUH��1HYHUWKHOHVV��IRU�IXQ��\RX�SUHVHQWHG�PH�
plausible arguments, and bring forward testimony by a mutual friend (also amused 
by deceiving me) to show that we did not meet. It is possible you convince 
me by your evidence that the rational thing for me to do would be no longer to 
believe that I have met you before. However, losing the memorial sense that I 
have met you and drawing such conclusion is compatible with my simply being 
unable to help to continue to believe that I have met you before. Audi claims 
that, in this case, it might turn out that I remember meeting you, that I believe, 
on the basis of a reliable process, that I have met you before, and yet that I still 

12� )RU�D�GLVFXVVLRQ�RI�WKH�SKHQRPHQRORJ\�RI�PHPRU\��VHH�7HURQL��������
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GR�QRW�KDYH�DGHTXDWH�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IURP�DQ\�DFFHVVLEOH�JURXQGV�IRU�LW�13 It is 
very hard to see in this case how I can still hold my belief that I have met you 
before, even if appealing for a reliabilist approach. If the evidence presented to 
me is enough to make me no longer believe that I met you, it is because it was 
VX൶FLHQW�WR�GHIHDW�ZKDWHYHU�SRVLWLYH�HSLVWHPLF�VWDWXV�FRQIHUUHG�WR�WKH�EHOLHI�
by the reliability of my memory, and, in this case, I would no longer have the 
sensation that I met you. The only way Audi could save his claim would be 
to say that this ‘instinct’ (‘sense’, ‘feeling’ or ‘seeming’) to remember is what 
MXVWL¿HV�P\�EHOLHI�WKDW�,�KDYH�PHW�\RX�EHIRUH��EXW�WKHQ�LW�ZRXOG�EH�KDUG�WR�DUJXH�
that they can actually provide any epistemic basis for believing it – no more 
than a prejudice can epistemize a belief. 

There is also a moderate version of generativism (cf. Lackey, 2005, 2007; 
Bernecker, 2009, 2011). Advocates of this view agree with preservationism 
in that the act of remembering (the memory process) is unable to produce 
or generate new positive epistemic status or evidence. Since they agree that 
PHPRU\�FDQQRW�PDNH�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�DQG�NQRZOHGJH�IURP�QRWKLQJ��WKH�RQO\�ZD\�
that memory can be thought of as a generative source is by “removing defeaters 
and thereby unleashing the positive epistemic status that was already present 
when the belief was originally acquired” (Bernecker, 2011). The problem with 
this approach is that memory is not a generative source of epistemic status 
after all since all the epistemic status that is being unleashed by the removal of 
defeaters was already present and is independent of memory. 

Lackey presents other cases that do not rely on forgotten memory, the 
IROORZLQJ�H[DPSOH�UHVWV�RQ�WKH�LGHD�WKDW�PHPRU\�FDQ�JHQHUDWH�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI�
by generating belief:

Inattentive Driver:�:KLOH�GULYLQJ�WR�ZRUN�&OL൵RUG�VHHV�FRQVWUXFWLRQ�RQ�WKH�URDG�EXW�
because his attention is elsewhere he doesn’t come to believe that there is construction 
on the road. The visual information about the construction on the road is processed and 
stored in a non-doxastic (image-like) format. Yet later, when asked by a friend whether 
WKHUH�LV�FRQVWUXFWLRQ�RQ�WKH�URDG�&OL൵RUG�FRPHV�WR�EHOLHYH�E\�PHPRU\�WKDW�WKHUH�LV�
FRQVWUXFWLRQ�RQ�WKH�URDG��*LYHQ�WKDW�EHOLHI�LV�D�QHFHVVDU\�FRQGLWLRQ�IRU�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI�
�NQRZOHGJH���&OL൵RUG�DFTXLUHV�D�QHZ�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI��NQRZOHGJH��ZKHQ�KH�UHFDOOV�
what he saw while driving.14 

13 Here, Audi seems to face the same problem that Sosa deals with Norman´s case objection proposed by 
%RQMRXU���������WKDW�LV�WR�VD\�WKDW�1RUPDQ�V�EHOLHI�LV�DQ�LQVWDQFH�RI�-XVWL¿HG�%HOLHI��RU�NQRZOHGJH��EHFDXVH�
it is the product of a reliable processes (namely, ‘the clairvoyance’), even though Norman himself does not 
believe in it. 

14� 7DNHQ�IURP�%HUQHFNHU�DQG�*UXQGPDQQ��������
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With this example Lackey goes a little further and appeals to a belief-
generation argument: a subject might acquire some information without forming 
the corresponding belief; if she comes to believe the information in question 
when she later retrieves it, and if the overall belief-forming process is reliable, 
WKHQ�WKH�UHVXOWLQJ�EHOLHI�ZLOO�EH�MXVWL¿HG��PHPRU\��WKHUHIRUH��FDQ�JHQHUDWH�
MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��:KDW�WKLV�DQG�RWKHU�H[DPSOHV�VKRZ�LV�WKDW�PHPRU\�FDQ�JHQHUDWH�
MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�E\�JHQHUDWLQJ�EHOLHI�RU�E\�OLIWLQJ�MXVWL¿FDWRU\�HOHPHQWV�WKDW�ZHUH�
previously suppressed by defeating evidence. 

One important objection to Lackey’s account is that her example shows 
only that memory can generate ultima facie�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�LI�D�VRXUFH�RWKHU�WKDQ�
memory has provided prima facie�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�15�,Q�&OL൵RUG¶V�FDVH��WKH�prima 
facie�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�LV�VXSSOLHG�E\�VHQVH�H[SHULHQFH�16 Moreover, the only lesson 
that can be learned from lackey’s case is the fact that episodic memory can not 
only work as a source of prima facie�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�EXW�LW�FDQ�DOVR�EH�D�VRXUFH�RI�
doxastic generation. However, as already noticed by Bernecker (2009, p. 99) 
and Senor (2007, p. 199), this lesson is not of much interest since a subject 
may form a belief based on episodic memory without forming it on the basis 
of semantic memory; thus, the view that episodic memory can generate belief 
seems to be obvious. 

%HUQHFNHU�DQG�*UXQGPDQQ��������R൵HUHG�D�QHZ�DUJXPHQW�IRU�HSLVWHPLF�
generativism about memory, which relies on the idea that the human memory 
QRW�RQO\�SUHVHUYHV�EXW�DOVR�PRGL¿HV�DQG�HGLWV�WKH�VWRUHG�LQIRUPDWLRQ��7KH\�UHO\�
on a principle called content abstractionism, according to which the content of 
the belief fed into the memory process may outstrip the content of the belief 
produced by the memory process. They also rely on two distinct phenomena. 
On the one hand, there is the phenomenon of incomplete memory, which 
assumes that, frequently, the content of a belief retrieved from memory is 
informationally impoverished vis-a-vis the stored content. On the other hand, 
there is the phenomenon known as “leveling,” which refers to the loss of details, 
WKH�FRQGHQVDWLRQ�RI�HOHPHQWV��DQG�WKH�JHQHUDO�VLPSOL¿FDWLRQ�RI�WKH�LQIRUPDWLRQ�
encoded in memory. 

&RQVLGHU�WKH�IROORZLQJ�FDVH�SUHVHQWHG�E\�%HUQHFNHU�DQG�*UXQGPDQ��������
to support their view: 

Seat Counter: Jim is sitting in the middle of a large, oddly shaped movie theater waiting 
IRU�WKH�VKRZ�WR�VWDUW��7R�SDVV�WKH�WLPH�KH�GHFLGHV�WR�¿JXUH�RXW�KRZ�PDQ\�SHRSOH�FDQ�

15 A belief is prima facie�MXVWL¿HG�LI�LW�DWWDLQV�WKH�OHYHO�RI�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�ZKLFK��LQ�WKH�DEVHQFH�RI�XQGHIHDWHG�GHIHDWHUV��
LV�VXႈFLHQW�IRU�LWV�EHLQJ�ultima facie�MXVWL¿HG��

16 See Bernecker and Grundmann (2017) and Senor (2017) for a similar point.
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be seated in the theater. He counts the number of seats in the front row and the number 
of rows. Due to the dim lighting in the theater, Jim can't be certain that he correctly 
counted the number of seats in the front row and that every row has the same number 
of seats as the front row. Then he multiplies the two numbers. On the basis of a rough 
calculation, Jim comes to believe that the theater has 660 seats. As a matter of fact, 
there are 660 seats. But Jim is lucky in that he could have easily miscounted the seats 
in the front row as well as the number of rows. Also it just so happens that every row 
has the same number of seats as the front row (the row he based his rough calculation 
on). A few weeks later, Jim has forgotten the exact number of seats in the theater but 
still remembers that the theater has more than 500 seats. On the basis of his memory, 
Jim comes to believe that the theater has more than 500 seats.17 

$FFRUGLQJ�WR�WKHP��-LP¶V�¿UVW�EHOLHI�WKDW�WKH�WKHDWHU�KDV�����VHDWV�LV�QRW�D�
FDVH�RI�NQRZOHGJH��RU�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI��EHFDXVH�LW�ZDV�QRW�IRUPHG�E\�D�UHOLDEOH�
process (counting poorly and rough calculation). However, in a later time, when 
Jim forms the belief that the theater has more than 500 seats, he knows it (or is 
MXVWL¿HG�LQ�EHOLHYLQJ�LW��EHFDXVH�KLV�PHPRU\�LV�EHLQJ�UHOLDEOH�LQ�DFFHVVLQJ�WKH�
remained content of his previous belief and in using it to form another belief. In 
the case at hand, it is the incompleteness of the memory process that functions 
as a corrective for potential errors made in the formation of the belief fed into 
the memory process. In the close possible worlds in which Jim is not so lucky 
as to correctly count the number of seats in the theater, his incomplete memory 
still gives rise to a veridical belief. So, by weakening the content of the initial 
belief, the memory process is able to rectify mistakes made in the formation 
of that belief. 

One objection to this view is that even granting that the phenomenon of 
incomplete memory is true, it is not clear in which cases there is an actual 
content loss – it is not obvious (it is actually implausible) that in every single 
case there is a content loss. So, why should we assume that in this case what 
actually happens is a content loss instead of an inference being made from the 
original formed belief?

Another objection to this view is to say that the phenomenon of incomplete 
memory does not apply to beliefs (or propositional memory) but only to episodic 
memory or raw contents of experience. Imagine that I form a belief that I 
had eggs and toasted bread for lunch based on my perceptual experience of 
preparing and eating the breakfast. However, there were only eggs, I hallucinated 
WKH�WRDVWHG�EUHDG��,Q�WKLV�FDVH��,�ZRXOG�QRW�EH�MXVWL¿HG��RU�KDYH�NQRZOHGJH���
A week later, I form the belief that I have had eggs for breakfast. According 
WR�WKLV�YLHZ��WKLV�EHOLHI�ZRXOG�EH�MXVWL¿HG��RU�D�FDVH�RI�NQRZOHGJH��EHFDXVH�

17 Bernecker and Grundmann (2017, p. 5).
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– given incomplete memory – by weakening the content of the initial belief, 
the memory process is being able to rectify mistakes made in the formation 
of that belief. The problem with this is that if I kept both beliefs, the original 
EHOLHI�DQG�WKH�ODWHU�RQH��LW�ZRXOG�EH�KDUG�WR�VD\�WKDW�WKH�ODWWHU�EHOLHI�LV�MXVWL¿HG�
by memory – since I kept the original belief, there is no sense in talking about 
LQFRPSOHWH�PHPRU\��LW�VHHPV�MXVW�D�JHQHUDO�FDVH�RI�LQIHUHQWLDO�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��RU�
knowledge). But, conversely, if I lost or forgotten the original belief, how could 
it play the role they are assuming it to play? If I forget or lose a belief, I forget 
and lose all its content. So, there would be nothing more than I could rely on, 
and the phenomenon of incomplete memory would not be of much work here.18 

An additional objection could still be raised to this account. It appears 
WKDW�LW�VX൵HUV�IURP�WKH�VDPH�SUREOHP�WKDW�/DFNH\¶V�DFFRXQW�GRHV��QDPHO\��
that memory can generate ultima facie�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�LI�D�VRXUFH�RWKHU�WKDQ�
memory has provided prima facie�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��,Q�Seat Counter, the prima facie 
MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�LV�VXSSOLHG�E\�VHQVH�H[SHULHQFH��HYHQ�LI�LW�ZDV�RULJLQDOO\�DFTXLUHG�
in an unreliable manner. 

)HUQiQGH]��������DOVR�DGYRFDWHV�IRU�D�JHQHUDWLYLVW�DSSURDFK�WKDW�FODLPV�
a strong form of memory generativism. He proposes a certain conception of 
mnemonic content according to which the content of an episodic memory is a 
self-referential belief in a proposition that originates when one engages in the 
act of remembering, and this mnemonic content is a new content that was not 
available before the remembering. The self-referential proposition is on the 
form ‘M causally originates in my having perceived a certain object through 
P,’ where ‘M’ refers to my episodic memory and ‘P’ refers to a past perceptual 
experience. The generative aspect of his approach is that this new mnemonic 
content (the self-referential believed proposition) generated by memory is 
responsible for epistemizing the memorial belief. 

2QH�LPSRUWDQW�REMHFWLRQ�WKDW�FDQ�EH�UDLVHG�DJDLQVW�)HUQiQGH]¶V�DSSURDFK�LV�
that the assumption that, every time we have an episodic memory, it originates 
a self-referential believed proposition is highly implausible. In fact, this self-
referential believed proposition seems to be a second-order belief about his act 
of remembering and about the reliability of the source that originated the content 

18 According to my view – which will be presented in next section – what is actually happening in such a case 
is that my experience of preparing and eating breakfast gives rise to a percept (an informational content that 
is stored in my memory), an episodic memory; and, based on this percept, I form the original belief that I had 
HJJV�DQG�WRDVWHG�EUHDG�IRU�EUHDNIDVW��7KH�ORVV�RI�FRQWHQW�RU�LQIRUPDWLRQ�WKDW�WKH�LQFRPSOHWH�PHPRU\�SULQFLSOH�
states only works for episodic memory, not for propositional memory. So, later when I form the belief that I 
KDG�HJJV�IRU�EUHDNIDVW��WKLV�EHOLHI�LV�EDVHG�RQ�WKH�UHWDLQHG�FRQWHQW�RI�P\�HSLVRGLF�PHPRU\��7KXV��IRUJHWWLQJ�
or losing the original belief I formed wouldn’t be a problem because my later belief is based on the episodic 
content I originally stored, and incomplete memory applies to this content.
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he is accessing through memory. Besides, the implausibility of populating the 
mind with unnecessary new entities every time one has an episodic memory (the 
self-referential believed proposition) results in the problem that such assumption 
has no practical evidence for it; when we remember episodic memories, there 
seems to be no proposition at all that is being generated or that should be 
generated by the use of this capacity.

$QRWKHU�REMHFWLRQ�WR�)HUQDQGH]¶V�DSSURDFK�LV�WKDW�WKHUH�LV�QRWKLQJ��DQ\�
particular mark, in the phenomenology of remembering that indicates the 
JHQHUDWLRQ�RI�VXFK�D�VHOI�UHIHUHQWLDO�EHOLHI��0RUHRYHU��LI�)HUQiQGH]¶V�DSSURDFK�
were correct, it would be intuitive to assume that the same thing could be applied 
to other basic sources, such as perception, but that is not the case. It would be 
very implausible to assume that, every time I perceive something through a 
particular sense, it is being originated a self-referential proposition about it on 
the form “‘P causally originates in my perceiving a certain object through M, 
ZKHUH�µ3¶�UHIHUV�WR�P\�SHUFHSWXDO�H[SHULHQFH´�DQG�³0´�UHIHUV�WR�WKH�VSHFL¿F�
sense or method of perception. 

4. Memory Compatibilism

7KH�H[DPSOHV�SUHVHQWHG�E\�/DFNH\��%HUQHFNHU�DQG�)HUQiQGH]�GR�QRW�VHHP�
to exhaust the ways in which memory can be generative, although I do not think 
the cases they have provided satisfactorily reveal or explain the real and correct 
potential of memory as a genuine source of positive epistemic status, as I’ve 
indicated in the previous section. The point of this paper is to develop a new 
argument for a genuine form of epistemic generativism about memory. I am 
calling this view memory compatibilism because it preserves both preservatist 
and generativist intuitions, respectively, that in some situations memory can 
preserve positive epistemic status and, in others, it can also generate new positive 
epistemic status. Memory compatibilism, as it will be shown, is explanatorily 
superior to its competitors. 

Before we move on to the analysis of some cases, it is imperative to explain 
some aspects of my view. Consider the situation where I form the belief that 
I had eggs and toasted bread for lunch based on my perceptual experience of 
preparing and eating the breakfast. My sense experience gives rise to a percept19 
that is independent of the belief I have formed, in the sense that I would still 
have the percept if I have not formed any belief at all. However, the percept is, 

19 I am using the term ‘percept’ to indicate the mental content possessed by a subject regarding his sense 
experience. 
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in general, not necessarily richer than any particular belief that could be formed 
on its basis. The percept, per se, is just a mental content (information that was 
stored in my brain), it is not itself a proposition, although it might encompass 
propositional content. In this sense, the percept, per se, is not true or false, it 
is just occurrent or non-occurrent, it is something I either possess or do not 
SRVVHVV��,Q�WKLV�VHQVH��LW�LV�QRW�TXLWH�DSSURSULDWH�WR�DWWULEXWH�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�WR�WKH�
SHUFHSW��VLQFH�LW�LV��LQ�IDFW��HSLVWHPLFDOO\�QHXWUDO��-XVWL¿FDWLRQ��DV�LW�LV�XQGHUVWRRG�
here, is a property attributed to propositions or mental states which content is 
a proposition, such as beliefs.

*LYHQ�WKH�HSLVWHPLF�QHXWUDOLW\�RI�WKH�SHUFHSW��P\�EHOLHI�WKDW�,�KDG�HJJV�DQG�
WRDVWHG�EUHDG�IRU�EUHDNIDVW�LV�QRW�MXVWL¿HG�VLPSO\�EHFDXVH�LW�LV�EDVHG�RQ�D�SHUFHSW�
(my sense experience of preparing and eating the breakfast). The percept here 
KDV�QR�HSLVWHPLF�VWDWXV��MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��WR�WUDQVIHU�WR�WKH�EHOLHI�IRUPHG�EDVHG�RQ�
LW��6R��WKH�SRVLWLYH�HSLVWHPLF�VWDWXV�RI�P\�EHOLHI��LWV�MXVWL¿FDWRU\�FKDUDFWHU��LV�
not being transferred from the percept; instead, the positive epistemic status 
emerges from the support relation that is being established between the percept 
and the belief. This support relation is not any relation, it is necessarily a reliable 
one, and its reliability is conferred by the source that is responsible for actually 
building such a support relation. 

,Q�WKLV�ZD\��WKH�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IRU�P\�EHOLHI�WKDW�,�KDG�HJJV�DQG�WRDVWHG�
bread for breakfast is not being transferred from the percept, instead, the 
MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IRU�P\�EHOLHI�HPHUJHV�IURP�WKH�VXSSRUW�UHODWLRQ�HVWDEOLVKHG�±�LQ�
this case, by the source of perception – between the percept and my belief. Here, 
perception (conceived a source) is not only responsible for acquiring certain 
mental content from sense experience but also for acting actively in properly 
relating this content to a correspondent belief – in this case, perception is not 
only a causal source but also an epistemic source. A distinctive situation is one 
in which I have the experience of preparing some eggs and toasted bread, but 
it does not give rise to any individual belief, just to the percept. A few days 
later, I access, via memory, the percept that has been stored and, based on it, 
I now form the belief that I had eggs and toasted bread for breakfast. In this 
FDVH��P\�EHOLHI�LV�MXVWL¿HG�E\�PHPRU\��VLQFH�PHPRU\�LV�EHLQJ�UHVSRQVLEOH�IRU�
appropriately relating the percept to a correspondent belief. Thus, memory is 
WKH�SURSHU�VRXUFH�RI�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��DQG�QRW�SHUFHSWLRQ��:KLOH�SHUFHSWLRQ�LV�WKH�
original (causal) source of the content acquired from experience, memory is 
the (epistemic) source which is actually generating positive epistemic status 
by way of relating the percept to the correspondent belief.

$�IXUWKHU�FHQWUDO�FODUL¿FDWLRQ�UHJDUGV�WKH�GLVWLQFWLRQ�EHWZHHQ�WKH�UROH�WKDW�
a source can play. On the one hand, a source (or whatever property or relation 
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able to produce positive epistemic status) can be seen for its causal role, that is, 
regarding its function as a belief-producer, call it causal source. On the other 
hand, a source (or whatever property or relation able to produce positive epistemic 
status) can be understood according to its epistemic role, that is, according to 
its function of providing epistemic status for the subject’s knowledge (or the 
grounds on which someone could be said to have knowledge), call it epistemic 
source. 20 If we consider the vast majority of cases (the typical cases), then we 
will see that, usually, the causal source is also the epistemic source; however, 
these properties are not conceptually or analytically guaranteed to overlap. 
Therefore, a causal relation not always add or guarantee a positive epistemic 
status. 

1RZ�WKDW�,¶YH�ODLG�RXW�LPSRUWDQW�FODUL¿FDWLRQV�DERXW�P\�DSSURDFK��ZH�FDQ�
analyze some cases in light of it in order to see how memory is being genuinely 
generative of epistemic status. 

Consider the following cases.

(Case 1) Imagine that by entering the classroom early in the morning, at t0, I perceive 
an image of the environment (which was properly registered in my cognitive system) 
and I noticed (believed) that some students were absent, that the lights were on, that 
Tom was wearing a blue t-shirt, etc. However, there were many other things also 
perceived by me but for which I did not form any particular belief, such as the open 
windows, the sleeping student, Jena’s uniform, etc. After the class, I checked my emails. 
,�UHFHLYHG�3HWHU�V�HPDLO�DSRORJL]LQJ�IRU�KDYLQJ�VOHSW�LQ�P\�FODVV��$W�WKDW�PRPHQW��DW�
W����,�GLG�QRW�UHPHPEHU�KDYLQJ�VHHQ�3HWHU�VOHHSLQJ�EXW�,�MXVWL¿DEO\�EHOLHYHG�WKDW�KH�
was sleeping, based on his testimony. Later on (at t2), I was lying on my bed, waiting 
for sleep, when the image of the perceived environment come, via memory, into my 
mind and, based on it, I realized that Peter was really sleeping. So, now (at t2), my 
positive epistemic status for believing that ‘Peter was sleeping’ appears to have been 
increased by my recollection of the image of Peter sleeping. 

(Case 2) Imagine that by entering the classroom early in the morning, at t1, I perceive 
an image of the environment (which was properly registered in my cognitive system) 
and I noticed (believed) that some students were absent, that the lights were on, that 
Tom was wearing a blue t-shirt, etc. However, there were many other things also 
perceived by me but for which I did not form any particular belief, such as the open 
windows, the sleeping student, Jena’s uniform, etc. Later on (at t2), I was lying on 
my bed, waiting for sleep, when the image of the perceived environment come, via 
memory, into my mind and, based on it, I come to believe that Peter was sleeping. 

,Q�&DVH����,�ZDV�MXVWL¿HG�WR�EHOLHYH��DW�W���WKDW�3HWHU�ZDV�VOHHSLQJ��EDVHG�RQ�
his testimony. Later on (a t2), when the episodic memory (the image of Peter 

20� 5RGULJXHV��������KDYH�PDGH�WKLV�GLVWLQFWLRQ�LQ�D�GLႇHUHQW�FRQWH[W�
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sleeping) comes into my mind, my previous belief – originally based solely on 
WKH�WHVWLPRQ\�±�LV�UHDVVHVVHG�DQG�UHDGMXVWHG�LQ�D�ZD\�WKDW�P\�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IRU�
believing that Peter was sleeping is now also based on my memory of having 
seen him sleeping (at t0). Memory is responsible for increasing the positive 
epistemic status of my original belief that Peter was sleeping. It is worth noting 
WKDW�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�LV�ZLGHO\�DFFHSWHG�E\�HSLVWHPRORJLVWV�DV�FRPLQJ�LQ�GHJUHHV��
To see how my memory of Peter sleeping (or the recollection of the image of 
Peter sleeping) is genuinely generating a positive (and prima facie) epistemic 
status for my belief that Peter was sleeping, consider the following case. 

(Case 1*) Suppose that, the next morning (at t3) Peter sent me another email telling 
PH�LW�ZDVQ¶W�KLP�ZKR�VHQW�PH�WKH�¿UVW�HPDLO��-HQD��KLV�JLUOIULHQG��GLG�LW�EHFDXVH�VKH�
was fearing some kind of retaliation that I might apply to his boyfriend and tried to 
cleanse his image. In this new scenario, even though Peter’s testimony was defeated by 
WKH�QHZ�LQIRUPDWLRQ��,�ZRXOG�VWLOO�EH�MXVWL¿HG�LQ�EHOLHYLQJ�WKDW�KH�ZDV�VOHHSLQJ�EDVHG�
H[FOXVLYHO\�RQ�P\�PHPRU\��RU�UHFROOHFWLRQ��RI�3HWHU�V�EHLQJ�VOHHSLQJ�

In Case 1*, we have a scenario in which Peter testimony is defeated by new 
information (also testimonial), in such a way that the only thing that remains 
for supporting my belief is my memory (or recollection) of the image of Peter 
VOHHSLQJ��'R�QRZ��DW�W���,�DP�MXVWL¿HG��UDWLRQDO��RU�LQ�D�SRVLWLRQ�WR�NQRZ��WKDW�
3HWHU�ZDV�VOHHSLQJ"�7KH�LQWXLWLYH�DQVZHU�VHHPV�WR�EH�µ\HV¶��,�DP�VWLOO�MXVWL¿HG�
in believing that Peter was sleeping. In denying it, one has to deal with the 
LPSODXVLEOH�UHVXOW�RI�DFFHSWLQJ�WKDW�P\�PHPRU\�RI�3HWHU�V�EHLQJ�VOHHSLQJ�FDQ�
provide no positive epistemic status. Thus, even if losing the testimonial belief 
and, consequently, the epistemic status generated by Peter’s testimony, I am still 
MXVWL¿HG��DW�W���LQ�EHOLHYLQJ�WKDW�3HWHU�ZDV�VOHHSLQJ��EDVHG�MXVW�RQ�P\�PHPRU\�
of him sleeping – because my memory is now being responsible for providing 
the positive epistemic status required for my belief.21

21 An Anonymous referee suggested that there is something amiss with the cases presented (cases 1, 2 and 
1*) and that the cases were underdescribed. She/he argued that, and I quote, in case 1*, the second email 
GRHV�QRW�GHIHDW�WKH�EHOLHI�WKDW�3HWHU�ZDV�VOHHSLQJ�LQ�FODVV��,QVWHDG��LW�GHIHDWV�DQRWKHU�EHOLHI��FDOO�LW�7��WKH�
EHOLHI��HQWHUWDLQHG�E\�WKH�VXEMHFW��WKDW�VKH�UHFHLYHG�3HWHU
V�DXWKHQWLF�WHVWLPRQ\�YLD�HPDLO��7KLV�LV�FOHDU�IURP�
the way I described the case above, but not so much in the author's paper. For in case 1 S comes to believe 
LQ�WZR�SURSRVLWLRQV�WKURXJK�WKH�¿UVW�HPDLO��3HWHU�ZDV�VOHHSLQJ�LQ�FODVV��%���DQG�VKH�UHFHLYHG�WKDW�WHVWLPRQ\�
IURP�3HWHU�KLPVHOI��ZKR�ZDV�VRUU\��7���7KH�GHIHDWHU�PDNHV�KHU�FKDQJH�WKH�VHW�RI�EHOLHYHG�SURSRVLWLRQV�±�7�
drops out but B remains: S still believes that Peter was sleeping in class (B), but now also holds the new 
belief that she received this information through Jena instead of Peter, because Jena was afraid and so on 
�7���(YHU\WKLQJ�HOVH�EHLQJ�HTXDO��-HQD
V�DQG�3HWHU
V�WHVWLPRQLHV�FDUU\�WKH�VDPH�HSLVWHPLF�ZHLJKW��WKDW�LV�
ZK\�LW�VWLOO�LV�LQWXLWLYH�WR�FODLP�WKDW�6�LV�MXVWL¿HG�WR�EHOLHYH�WKDW�3HWHU�ZDV�VOHHSLQJ�LQ�FODVV���7KLV�DOOHJHGO\�
ZRXOG�XQGHUPLQH�P\�FRQFOXVLRQ�WKDW�PHPRU\�KDV�LPSURYHG�6
V�HSLVWHPLF�VXSSRUW�IRU�%���

 My answer to this is to say that the referee is making a mistaken assumption about the cases I presented; 
particularly, she/he is assuming that the subject would have to form a second-order belief about the testimony 
UHFHLYHG��WKH�EHOLHI�KH?VKH�GHVFULEHG�DV�µ7¶���2I�FRXUVH��LI�ZH�GHVFULEH�WKH�FDVH�LQ�D�GLႇHUHQW�PDQQHU��DV�
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&DVH���KDV�LPSRUWDQW�GL൵HUHQFHV�IURP�&DVH����:KHQ��DW�W���,�SHUFHLYHG�DQ�
image of the environment (more precisely, of Peter sleeping) and my cognitive 
system properly registered and stored such information, this information is not 
by itself epistemically relevant, since no application has yet been given to it, it 
is just collected information.22 However, at t2, when the memory (the image) of 
Peter sleeping comes into my mind it causes me to believe that Peter was sleeping. 
Clearly, here the cause of my belief is my memory – memory is responsible for 
taking the image of Peter sleeping and generating (or creating) an epistemic 
relation of support for the belief (that Peter was sleeping), an epistemic relation 
that clearly was not there before (when the image was originally registered and 
stored). Here, although the content is not new, the relation established with it is. 
In Case 2, not only memory is generating positive epistemic status by creating 
the epistemic connection to the belief, but it is also responsible for producing 
the belief itself. Memory made the stored information epistemically relevant 
when gave to her an application. Thus, in Case 2, memory is causally and 
epistemically responsible for my belief that Peter was sleeping. 

Applying the proposed approach in order to explain the cases presented 
by competitors' accounts can be a good way to see how it can be explanatorily 
VXSHULRU��)LUVW��OHW�XV�WDNH�/DFNH\¶V�FDVH��Case 1 is very similar to lackey’s 
Inattentive Driver case; thus, the way we apply memory compatibilism to 
explain this case is analogous to how it was applied to explain Case 1��&OL൵RUG�
sees the construction on the road, and his cognitive system appropriately 
recorded this information. However, the perceived content does not give rise 
to any particular belief about the construction on the road. Here, the perceived 
content is epistemically neutral, so it does not have any positive epistemic 

WKH�UHIHUHH�GRHV��ZH�FDQ�KDYH�D�GLႇHUHQW�RXWFRPH��EXW�WKHQ�LW�LV�D�GLႇHUHQW�FDVH�DIWHU�DOO��0RUHRYHU��LW�LV�QRW�
obvious that the subject in the case would form that second-order belief. For example, why would I form the 
EHOLHI�LQ�7��WKDW�,�UHFHLYHG�3HWHU
V�DXWKHQWLF�WHVWLPRQ\�YLD�HPDLO�"�)RU�LQVWDQFH��VXSSRVH�,�EHOLHYH�WKDW�LW�LV�
raining because I've heard something that sounds like the rain. Later on, Paul tells me that it has not rained 
and I believed what he said (let's say, because he is a reliable friend). It is hard to argue that, in this case, 
I formed the second-order belief that I've received Paul's reliable testimony; the belief I formed based on 
KLV�WHVWLPRQ\�LV�MXVW�WKDW�LW�KDVQ
W�UDLQHG��7KHUHIRUH��WKHUH�LV�QR�UHDVRQ�WR�VXSSRVH�WKDW�WKH�VXEMHFW��LQ�WKH�
FDVHV�,�RႇHUHG��QHFHVVDULO\�ZRXOG�KDYH�IRUPHG�WKH��VHFRQG�RUGHU��EHOLHI�LQ�7��DV�VXJJHVWHG�E\�WKH�UHIHUHH��
My intention with these cases is to argue that memory is being responsible for supporting my belief that B, 
Peter was sleeping in class, and the referee's comment does not seem to change it. Initially, in case 1, my 
EHOLHI�WKDW�%�ZDV�EHLQJ�VXSSRUWHG�E\�WKH�¿UVW�H�PDLO�,�KDYH�UHFHLYHG�IURP�3HWHU�ZKHUH�KH�DSRORJL]HG�IRU�
being sleeping was additionally supported from my memory of ‘seeing' Peter sleeping. My point in cases 1* 
DQG���LV�WR�FDOO�DWWHQWLRQ�WR�WKH�IDFW�WKDW�HYHQ�LI�,�ORVW�WKH�VXSSRUW�RႇHUHG�E\�WKH�LQLWLDO�WHVWLPRQ\��3HWHU
V�¿UVW�
email- which was actually Jenna's), I would still be warranted in holding my belief that B, based solely on 
my memory of ‘seeing’ Peter sleeping. It is worth mentioning that the discussion about defeaters here is not 
essential for my point.

22� :KLFK�ZD\V�RI�LQIRUPDWLRQ�DFTXLVLWLRQ�FRXQW�DV�³DSSURSULDWH´�ZLOO�YDU\�DFURVV�GLႇHUHQW�NLQGV�RI�PHPRULHV²�DV�
we already saw, in order for a subject to remember an event it is necessary that the subject witnessed the 
relevant event in the past, whereas this is not necessary in the case of factual memory.
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VWDWXV�WR�WUDQVIHU��&RQVHTXHQWO\��ODWHU��ZKHQ�&OL൵RUG�UHPHPEHUV�KDYLQJ�VHHQ�
the construction on the road and based on it forms the correspondent belief, 
memory is being responsible not only for generating this new belief but for 
generating the epistemic status that emerges from this relation between the 
previous content and the correspondent belief. Memory, according to this 
account, is being responsible for genuinely generating positive epistemic status 
and not only causally producing a belief.

Memory compatibilism also seems to give a better explanation for what 
is going on in the Seat Counter�FDVH�SUHVHQWHG�E\�%HUQHFNHU�DQG�*UXQGPDQQ�
�%	*���$FFRUGLQJ�WR�%	*��ZKHQ�-LP�IRUPV�KLV�EHOLHI�WKDW�WKH�WKHDWHU�KDV�����
seats based on his experience of counting the number of seats in the theater, his 
EHOLHI�LV�XQMXVWL¿HG�VLQFH�FRXQWLQJ�SRRUO\�DQG�URXJK�FDOFXODWLRQ�DUH�XQUHOLDEOH�
EHOLHI�IRUPLQJ��,�DJUHH�WKDW�-LP
V�EHOLHI�LV�XQMXVWL¿HG�EXW�WKH�ZD\�,�WHOO�WKH�
VWRU\�LV�D�OLWWOH�ELW�GL൵HUHQW��-LP�SHUFHSWXDO�H[SHULHQFH�JLYHV�ULVH�WR�D�SHUFHSW�
(a mental state with the content of his experience), and based on it he forms 
the belief that the theater has 660 seats. Here it is important to remember the 
GLVWLQFWLRQ�EHWZHHQ�DQ�HSLVWHPLF�DQG�D�FDXVDO�VRXUFH��)URP�WKH�FDXVDO�SRLQW�
of view, perception has adequately given rise to a mental state (the percept) – 
and this content is epistemically neutral. However, in this case, perception was 
unable to work as an epistemic source since, when relating the content with 
the correspondent belief, it was unable to produce a proper support relation 
(a truth-conducive one). Later, when Jim forms the belief that the theater has 
PRUH�WKDQ�����VHDWV��WKLV�EHOLHI�LV�EDVHG�QRW�RQ�WKH�SUHYLRXV�XQMXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI�
that the theater has 660 seats, and the reason for that is that Jim does not have 
this belief anymore since he has forgotten it. Instead, Jim's belief that the 
theater has more than 500 seats is based on the content perceived by him that 
ZDV�DSSURSULDWHO\�VWRUHG��*LYHQ�LQFRPSOHWH�PHPRU\��WKLV�FRQWHQW�PD\�KDYH�
decayed and does not contain anymore the information about 660 seats only 
the information that it is more than 500 seats. The belief that the theater has 
PRUH�WKDQ�����VHDWV�LV�QRZ�MXVWL¿HG��EXW�LW�LV�QRW�MXVWL¿HG�EHFDXVH�WKH�FRQWHQW�
of this sense experience is transmitting positive epistemic status, instead it is 
MXVWL¿HG�EHFDXVH�PHPRU\��ZKHQ�DFFHVVLQJ�WKH�SHUFHSWXDO�FRQWHQW��DSSURSULDWHO\�
UHODWHV�LW�WR�WKH�FRUUHVSRQGHQW�EHOLHI��DQG�WKH�HSLVWHPLF�VWDWXV�RU�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�
for it is emerging from this relation that was created by the use of this capacity.

Once we have presented the compatibilism of memory and how it deals 
with some important cases, let us now anticipate some objections that could be 
UDLVHG�DJDLQVW�LW��DQG�DQVZHU�WKHP�SURSHUO\��$�¿UVW�REMHFWLRQ�WKDW�RQH�FRXOG�UDLVH�
against memory compatibilism is that the faculty of memory does not genuinely 
JHQHUDWH�WKH�SRVLWLYH�HSLVWHPLF�VWDWXV��MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��UDWLRQDOLW\��NQRZOHGJH��LQ�
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question at t2, in case 2. Instead, the positive epistemic status is generated by 
UHDVRQ�RU�SHUFHSWLRQ��ZLWK�WKH�UHVXOWLQJ�SRVLWLYH�HSLVWHPLF�VWDWXV��MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��
rationality/ knowledge) being inferential (or perceptual) rather than memorial 
in character. Here one could invoke the same criticism that is raised against 
Lackey’s Inattentive Driver’s case and say that memory compatibilism is only 
able to provide ultima facie�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�EHFDXVH�prima facie MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�LV�
being supplied by sense experience. One could say that when I remember 
the image of Peter sleeping and this image produces my belief that Peter was 
sleeping, the positive epistemic status of my belief is conferred by my original 
perceptual experience of that visual image, which was used to infer that Peter 
was sleeping. My response is that this objection is mistaken and not applicable 
to memory compatibilism. In my view, sense experience, and in particular the 
perceptual content acquired through sense experience, is epistemically neutral 
since it is not necessarily propositional. There is a mistake to assume or attribute 
any epistemic character to this content. So, in T2, when I form the belief that 
Peter was Sleeping based on my episodic memory of remembering seeing 
KLP�VOHHSLQJ��WKH�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�IRU�WKLV�EHOLHI�LV�QRW�LQKHULWHG�IURP�WKH�FRQWHQW�
of sense experience, instead the epistemic status emerges from the perceptual 
content being appropriated related/connected with the correspondent belief via 
memory. Memory here is the source responsible for accessing the perceptual 
content and for creating the relation of support between the perceptual content 
DQG�WKH�FRUUHVSRQGHQW�EHOLHI��DQG�WKH�SRVLWLYH�HSLVWHPLF�VWDWXV��WKH�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��
emerges from memory acting the way it is. In this sense, memory is responsible 
IRU�DFWLYHO\�JHQHUDWLQJ�WKH�HSLVWHPLF�VWDWXV��MXVWL¿FDWLRQ��WKDW�ZDV�QRW�SUHVHQW�
before the use of this capacity. 

In a further objection against Case 2, one could argue that work on attentional 
blindness, for example, would seem to count against it.23 In Simons’ and Chabris’ 
(1999) paper, even though in one sense subjects perceived the gorilla (and 
umbrella woman) they often did not notice the gorilla, and, further, in the 
H[SHULPHQWV�³QRW�RQH�RI�WKH�HLJKW\�HLJKW�QRQ�QRWLFHUV�µUHPHPEHUHG¶�WKH�*RULOOD�
RU�8PEUHOOD�:RPDQ�HYHQWV�ZKHQ�VSHFL¿FDOO\�DVNHG�DERXW�LW��DQG�VHYHUDO�GLG�QRW�
believe that the event had happened until the videotape was replayed for them” 
(Simons & Chabris, 1999, p. 1072). My response would be to say that this work 
RQ�DWWHQWLRQDO�EOLQGQHVV�LV�WRR�OLPLWHG�WR�FRXQW�DV�GH¿QLWLYH�24 I believe another 

23 I’d like to thank an unknown referee for allowing me to make/making this point. 
24 My point here is not to dismiss the study as invalid, but rather to argue that it is still plausible to maintain 

that the sensorial experience data about the gorilla was registered by the subject’s cognition and could be 
retrieved through the adequate use of cues or guides.
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FRPSOHWHO\�GL൵HUHQW�UHVXOW�FRXOG�EH�SURGXFHG�LI�WKH�VXEMHFWV�ZRXOG�KDYH�EHHQ�
asked a day later (or sometime later) whether they remember noticing some 
strange event about the video or if they were given some other cues to access 
such information. It seems fair to say that if the information caused by my sense 
experience by watching the video did give rise to a mental state (of perception) 
about it, then, even if the gorilla was not immediately noticed, there is nothing 
that necessarily would prevent one to reexamine such mental state at a later 
time and come to realize that the gorilla was there (even forming a belief that 
the gorilla was there). Consider cases such as when you are focused reading a 
book or watching a movie and your wife (husband, or someone else) talks to 
you; some seconds or minutes later you realize that something happened even 
if you don't know exactly what it was. You then ask your wife, “did you say 
something?” Clearly, this example is also a case of attentional blindness, but 
here you were able to later realize something you have not noticed but clearly 
perceived. 

A third objection is to say that memory compatibilism also faces the 
epistemic boost problem implicating that, every time one remembers a belief, 
its epistemic status is increased. This objection is also mistaken. Memory 
compatibilism does not imply the epistemic boost problem. If, in case 1, I 
had believed (at t1) that Peter was sleeping based on Peter’s testimony and, 
later on, just remembered (at t2) that Peter was sleeping, then (everything else 
being equal) the act of remembering would not by itself have generated any 
positive epistemic status. This is so because, in this case, there would be no 
readjustment and no new connection regarding my original belief that Peter was 
sleeping; so, no new epistemic status is being generated. When memory takes 
a dormant proposition believed in the past (a non-occurrent belief) and makes 
it occurrent (conscious) in the present, it doesn’t automatically mean that any 
positive epistemic status is being generated – to simply entertain a proposition 
can hardly be seen as providing it any positive epistemic status. Memory only 
generates positive epistemic status when it positively acts to generate or to 
establish new epistemic relations (previously absent) with the belief in question. 

Still another objection is that memory compatibilism is also committed 
with the implausible result that if memory can generate positive epistemic 
VWDWXV��WKHQ��SUHYLRXVO\�LUUDWLRQDO�RU�XQMXVWL¿HG�EHOLHIV�FRXOG�EHFRPH�UDWLRQDO�
DQG�MXVWL¿HG�MXVW�E\�EHLQJ�UHPHPEHUHG��7KLV�REMHFWLRQ�LV�IDOVH��7KH�¿UVW�SDUW�
RI�WKH�DQVZHU�WR�WKLV�REMHFWLRQ�ZDV�DOUHDG\�R൵HUHG�LQ�UHVSRQVH�WR�WKH�HSLVWHPLF�
boost problem; that is, memory generates positive epistemic status only when it 
positively acts to generate or to establish new epistemic relations (for grounding 
beliefs) – epistemic relations that were previously absent. Suppose that despite 
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possessing compelling evidence that indicates that Sr. Deadish committed the 
murder I've formed a belief in this fact based on my racial prejudice since Sr. 
Deadish is afro-descendant. In this case, my belief that Sr. Deadish committed 
WKH�PXUGHU�LV�XQMXVWL¿HG��,PDJLQH�WKDW�\HDUV�ODWHU�,�UHPHPEHU�WKDW�6U��'HDGLVK�
committed the murder. Everything else being equal, memory here is not increasing 
or generating any new positive epistemic status since there is no new relation or 
SURSHUW\�EHLQJ�FUHDWHG�E\�PHPRU\��6R��LI�P\�EHOLHI�ZDV�SUHYLRXVO\�XQMXVWL¿HG��
merely remembering it wouldn't automatically be enough to justify it. However, 
D�FRPSOHWHO\�GL൵HUHQW�VLWXDWLRQ�ZRXOG�EH�WKH�FDVH�LQ�ZKLFK��E\�UHPHPEHULQJ�
the belief that Sr. Deadish committed the murder, I appropriately connect it 
with the compelling evidence that I already possessed but have not used before. 
1RZ�P\�EHOLHI�WKDW�6U��'HDGLVK�FRPPLWWHG�WKH�PXUGHU�ZRXOG�EH�MXVWL¿HG�E\�
memory since memory, in this case, would be responsible for creating the support 
relationships between the pieces of evidence I already possessed and the belief 
about Sr. Deadish. Again, it is important to bear in mind that the epistemic 
status that those pieces of evidence may have previously possessed is not being 
transmitted or inherited by the target belief; instead, the epistemic status for it 
is emerging from memory being appropriately connected with such contents.

5. Conclusion

In section 1, I’ve presented some important distinctions between kinds of 
PHPRU\�WKDW�FDQ�EH�IRXQG�LQ�WKH�SKLORVRSKLFDO�OLWHUDWXUH�LQ�GL൵HUHQW�FRQWH[WV��
Although these distinctions were not central to my argument, they certainly 
helped me to elucidate implicit aspects. In the subsequent sections (2 and 3), 
it was presented both of the dominant views regarding the epistemological 
role of memory, and it was also discussed important objections to them that 
VLJQL¿FDQWO\�XQGHUPLQH�WKHLU�SODXVLELOLW\��$IWHU�WKLV��LQ�VHFWLRQ����,�R൵HUHG�DQ�
original account of the genuine epistemological role of memory – which combines 
both preservationist and generativist intuitions in a compatibilist spirit – which 
is able to preserve their virtues without inheriting their main problems. 

Contra epistemological dogma, memory compatibilism claims that memory 
should be categorized within the category of basic sources, such as perception; 
VRXUFHV�FDSDEOH�RI�SURYLGLQJ�XV�ZLWK�IXQGDPHQWDOO\�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI��DW�OHDVW�
prima facie) and knowledge. It agrees with preservationism that memory has 
the character, although not exclusively, of preserving the epistemic status 
acquired in the moment of a belief’s acquisition. Nevertheless, it also agrees 
with generativism that memory can genuinely generate new epistemic status. 
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The most important thing for setting memory compatibilism apart from the 
competing views is that it actually makes the case for a genuine generativist 
epistemological character of memory. Instead of focusing on the positive 
epistemic status as something generated by the contents previously produced by 
other sources, my approach was to appeal to the epistemic generative aspect of 
memory as something that can emerge when memory is active. By being active, 
memory uses such contents in order to reaccess and readjust the epistemic status 
of beliefs, thus generating and establishing new epistemic relations that were 
not previously available. Memory compatibilism uncovers what is distinctive 
DERXW�PHPRULDO�MXVWL¿FDWLRQ�DQG�NQRZOHGJH��PHPRU\�QRW�RQO\�KDV�WKH�FDSDFLW\�
WR�SUHVHUYH�FRQWHQW�DQG�MXVWL¿HG�EHOLHI�RU�NQRZOHGJH��EXW�LW�KDV�DOVR�WKH�FDSDFLW\�
to generate these epistemic features in its own right. 
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