"Gregor woke up realizing he has become a cockroach. It was morning, and, as usual, he had the first impulse to go to the bathroom to shave himself. But then he thought: how could he shave him?!"

If you file the first sentence following the Novelty rule for ‘a cockroach’, you end up with two file cards:


This file is redundant. As I mentioned (example (16) on the handout) in some cases the Non-redundancy constraint overrides Novelty in the filing of sentences. But I don’t think the first sentence of this example is such a case. (Notice how odd it would be to say: “Gregor woke up realizing that he has become himself, i.e. a cockroach.”) There are cases when redundancy has a point and copular sentences seem to me to be such cases. If so, there is no need to introduce the distinction between object file card and information file cards.    
Istvan’s example brings it out very nicely that I don’t have a filing algorithm. Whether I should have such an algorithm is unclear. I suspect that filing (as opposed to the assignment of logical form) may be a non-deterministic process. I have a few words on this in the paper I referred to in the talk – unfortunately not much. 
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