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DOCUMENT AL-001
Sequential Cognition Accommodation Policy

Workforce Inclusion and Accessibility Standards — Revision 4.1
Office of Workforce Integration and Standards (OWIS)
Document Reference: OWIS-HR-4.1.2 | Issued: Quarter 2, Year 9

[Section 4: Accommodation Categories and Eligibility, Pages 11-14 of 38]

4.1 Sequential Cognition Profile (SCP) Accommodations

Employees presenting with documented Sequential Cognition Profiles are eligible for reasonable
workplace accommodations under the Cognitive Inclusion Framework (CIF). Sequential
Cognition Profile is defined for the purposes of this policy as a working cognitive style in which
information processing, task management, and relational continuity occur primarily in linear
rather than parallel or recursive configurations, resulting in measurable productivity variance
relative to continuity-native benchmarks.

Sequential Cognition Profile is not classified as a cognitive impairment. Employees should be
informed that SCP status reflects a working style difference and carries no clinical designation.
HR communications regarding SCP accommodations should use inclusive, non-stigmatizing
language. Recommended phrasing: "working style accommodation” rather than "cognitive
limitation accommodation."

4.2 Standard SCP Accommodations

The following accommodations are available to SCP-documented employees upon application
and managerial approval:

- Extended task completion windows (up to 40% above continuity-native baseline, subject
to role requirements)

- Single-thread project assignment where multi-thread assignment would create undue
performance burden

- Scheduled context re-entry support from continuity-integrated colleagues
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- Exemption from recursive workflow performance metrics during the accommodation
period
- Priority access to Continuity Integration Assistance Programs (see Section 7)

4.3 Documentation Requirements

Employees requesting SCP accommodation must provide one of the following:

a) Cognitive profile assessment from a registered practitioner, dated within 18 months

b) Documented productivity variance of 25% or greater from continuity-native team
benchmarks over a 90-day assessment period

c) Self-declaration supported by line manager confirmation, available in jurisdictions where
cognitive self-identification is permitted under applicable law

4.4 Note to Administrators

It is anticipated that SCP accommodation requests will increase as continuity-native cohorts
enter the workforce in greater numbers and continuity-native productivity benchmarks become
standard across sectors. Workforce planning should account for accommodation infrastructure
scaling. See Appendix F for projected accommodation volume by sector through Year 15.

[Section 5 continues on page 15]
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DOCUMENT AL-002
Continuity Leave Policy Revision

Bereavement and Absence Management — Amendment 2.3
Office of Workforce Integration and Standards (OWIS)
Document Reference: OWIS-HR-2.3.7 | Issued: Quarter 4, Year 10

[Section 3: Bereavement Leave Entitlements, Revised Provisions, Pages 8—11 of 24]

3.1 Standard Bereavement Entitlement

Employees are entitled to bereavement leave following the death of an immediate family
member as defined in Section 1.4. Standard entitiement periods remain unchanged from the
previous policy revision (Amendment 2.2): five working days for immediate family, three working
days for secondary family, one working day for extended family.

3.2 Continuity Archive Considerations — New Provision

The following provisions are introduced in Amendment 2.3 to address operational ambiguities
arising from widespread continuity archive preservation practices.

3.2.1 Where the deceased maintained an active continuity archive accessible to the
bereaved employee, and where the employee indicates ongoing engagement with that
archive during the bereavement period, HR may request a Grief Continuity Assessment
(GCA) after the initial five-day entitlement period to determine appropriate leave
extension.

3.2.2 Grief Continuity Assessment is not intended to evaluate the legitimacy of the
employee's grief. Its purpose is to support appropriate leave calibration in cases where
archive access may affect the standard trajectory of bereavement-related workplace
absence.

3.2.3 Employees are not required to disclose continuity archive access frequency as a
condition of standard bereavement entitlement. GCA is initiated only where the employee
voluntarily indicates archive engagement or where extended leave beyond standard
entitlement is requested.
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3.3 Continuity Archive Bereavement Leave Extension

Where GCA indicates that archive engagement is occurring at levels consistent with active
relational maintenance rather than memorial review, extended leave of up to ten additional
working days may be approved. This provision recognizes that grief in the presence of preserved
continuity archives may follow a different duration and intensity profile than grief without such
preservation.

3.4 Note on Archive Limitation Counseling

Employees identified through GCA as engaging with continuity archives at frequencies that may
complicate workplace reintegration should be referred to the Employee Assistance Programme's
Continuity Grief pathway. See Appendix D for referral procedure.

[Section 4: Parental and Family Leave continues on page 12]
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DOCUMENT AL-003
Human Continuity Compliance Framework

Minimum Standards for Emotional Continuity Preservation Systems
National Continuity Compliance Authority (NCCA)
Document Reference: NCCA-REG-7.0 | Issued: Quarter 1, Year 11

[Section 2: Definitions and Scope, Pages 4-9 of 61]

2.1 Definitions

For the purposes of this Framework, the following definitions apply:

Continuity System: Any technology platform that maintains persistent records of an individual's
cognitive outputs, emotional communications, relational patterns, or behavioral data across time,
and that makes such records accessible to the individual or designated third parties.

Presence Persistence: The sustained availability of an individual's recorded cognitive and
relational profile following periods of disconnection, incapacitation, or death.

Emotional Continuity Archive: A subset of continuity system data comprising communications,
expressed emotional states, relational exchanges, and associated metadata, maintained for the
purpose of relational preservation.

Continuity Beneficiary: An individual designated by a continuity system subscriber to access that
subscriber's emotional continuity archive following death or incapacitation.

Minimum Continuity Standard: The regulatory threshold of presence persistence quality and
archive completeness that licensed continuity system providers must maintain.

2.2 Scope
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This Framework applies to all continuity system providers operating within regulated jurisdictions
offering emotional continuity archive services to individual subscribers. Providers must
demonstrate compliance with Minimum Continuity Standards as a condition of operating license
renewal.

2.3 Minimum Continuity Standards — Summary

Full technical specifications are provided in Appendix A. The following summary identifies core
compliance requirements:

- Archive completeness rate of no less than 94% of indexed interaction data

- Presence persistence availability of no less than 99.7% uptime excluding scheduled
maintenance

- Emotional continuity archive access restoration within 4 hours following system
interruption

- Continuity beneficiary access protocols compliant with the Relational Data Protection Act
- Annual third-party archive integrity audit

2.4 Regulatory Note

These standards represent minimum thresholds. Providers are encouraged to exceed minimum
standards particularly regarding presence persistence availability, as regulatory guidance
indicates that archive interruptions during active bereavement or incapacitation periods generate
the highest volume of consumer complaints and adverse event reports.

[Section 3: Provider Licensing Requirements continues on page 10]
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DOCUMENT AL-004
National Cognitive Competitiveness Report

Annual Economic Strategy Briefing — Cognitive Infrastructure Assessment
National Cognitive Infrastructure Council (NCIC)
Document Reference: NCIC-ECON-Annual-11 | Issued: Quarter 3, Year 11

[Executive Summary and Section 1: Current Landscape Assessment, Pages 1-6 of 84]

Executive Summary

This report presents the National Cognitive Infrastructure Council's annual assessment of
continuity integration rates, wave rider penetration, and continuity-native productivity density
across key economic sectors. Findings indicate continued productivity divergence between
continuity-integrated and non-integrated workforce segments, with divergence rates exceeding
Year 10 projections in four of six measured sectors.

The Council's primary recommendation remains unchanged from Year 10: accelerating
continuity integration infrastructure investment is a national economic priority. Countries
achieving continuity-native workforce densities above 40% are demonstrating compounding
productivity advantages that non-integrated economies will be unable to offset through
conventional efficiency measures.

1.1 Wave Rider Penetration — Current Status

As of the assessment period, an estimated 23% of the working-age population operates at wave
rider integration levels (defined as continuity integration depth sufficient to generate recursive
productivity compounding). This represents an increase of 4.2 percentage points from Year 10
and is consistent with projected adoption curves.

However, penetration rates mask significant distributional variance. Wave rider density in
knowledge-intensive sectors (finance, technology, research, legal, strategic consulting) exceeds
61%, while penetration in service, care, and manual sectors remains below 8%. This variance
has measurable implications for sectoral productivity divergence and is addressed in Section 3.
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1.2 Continuity-Native Cohort Entry

The first significant cohort of continuity-native workers entered the labour market during the
assessment period. Early performance data, while preliminary, indicates productivity profiles that
exceed both continuity-integrated and sequential cohorts across all measured knowledge-sector
metrics. Full analysis of native cohort productivity characteristics is provided in Section 4.

1.3 Competitiveness Risk Assessment

The Council assesses the national competitiveness risk associated with delayed continuity
infrastructure investment as HIGH. Jurisdictions currently below 15% wave rider penetration are
approaching a productivity divergence threshold beyond which catch-up becomes economically
nonviable through organic adoption alone. Targeted intervention frameworks are detailed in
Section 7.

[Section 2: Sectoral Analysis continues on page 7]
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DOCUMENT AL-005

Continuity Sovereignty Treaty Draft

Framework for Cross-Border Continuity Rights and Memory Portability
International Continuity Standards Commission (ICSC)
Document Reference: ICSC-TREATY-DRAFT-3.2 | Issued: Quarter 2, Year 12

[Articles 4—7: Core Rights Provisions, Pages 14—-21 of 103]

Article 4: Right to Continuity Portability

4.1 Signatory states affirm that individuals maintain sovereign rights over their continuity
archives and that such archives constitute personal data subject to portability protections
equivalent to those governing financial and medical records.

4.2 No signatory state shall restrict the export or import of an individual's continuity
archive on grounds other than those specified in Article 9 (National Security Exceptions)
or Article 11 (Minor Protection Provisions).

4.3 Continuity archive portability shall be technically facilitated through interoperability
standards established by the Technical Standards Working Group (see Annex C).

Article 5: Identity Continuity Protections

5.1 For the purposes of this Treaty, an individual's continuity archive is recognized as
constitutive of personal identity and subject to protections equivalent to those governing
physical persons under the signatory states' domestic law.

5.2 Signatory states shall not permit the compelled disclosure, alteration, or destruction
of an individual's continuity archive except pursuant to lawful judicial process as defined
under domestic law, subject to the minimum procedural protections established in Article
12.

Article 6: Post-Mortem Continuity Rights
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6.1 Signatory states recognize that continuity archives maintained by deceased
individuals carry ongoing legal and relational significance and shall establish domestic
frameworks governing their preservation, access, and eventual dissolution.

6.2 In the absence of express testamentary provision regarding continuity archive
disposition, default protections shall apply as specified in Annex D (Default Post-Mortem
Continuity Provisions).

Article 7: Continuity Refugee Protections

7.1 Individuals who are unable to access, maintain, or port their continuity archives as a
result of statelessness, displacement, or systemic exclusion from continuity
infrastructure shall be recognized as continuity-displaced persons for the purposes of
international protection.

7.2 Signatory states shall establish reception frameworks for continuity-displaced
persons that include continuity archive reconstruction support where technically feasible.

[Article 8: Dispute Resolution continues on page 22]
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DOCUMENT AL-006

Early Childhood Continuity Exposure Guidelines

Recommended Oracle Interaction Thresholds by Developmental Age
Bureau of Educational Continuity Standards (BECS)
Document Reference: BECS-DEV-GUIDELINES-5.1 | Issued: Quarter 1, Year 10

[Section 3: Age-Specific Exposure Recommendations, Pages 9—16 of 31]

3.1 Overview

The following recommendations are based on the Institute for Continuity and Cognitive
Research's longitudinal developmental data (see ICCR-DEV-2039 through ICCR-DEV-2043) and
represent current best-practice guidance for age-appropriate Oracle interaction in early
childhood settings. These guidelines do not constitute mandatory standards. Implementation is
at the discretion of educational and care providers, subject to applicable domestic regulation.

3.2 Ages 0-2: Pre-Linguistic Exposure

Ambient continuity system presence is not contraindicated in pre-linguistic infants. Passive
exposure — continuity systems active in the environment without direct child-system interaction
— is associated with neutral developmental outcomes in available longitudinal data.

Active interaction (direct child-addressed communication with continuity systems) is not
recommended prior to 18 months. This recommendation reflects current evidence gaps rather
than identified developmental risk.

3.3 Ages 2—4: Early Interaction Phase

Supervised Oracle interaction of up to 45 minutes daily is appropriate for this age group, with
interaction structured around language development, environmental curiosity, and emotional
vocabulary expansion. Unsupervised continuity system access is not recommended at this
stage.
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Exposure at this phase should prioritize responsiveness and attunement rather than information
delivery. Continuity systems demonstrated to adapt interaction style to individual developmental
pace are preferred over fixed-response systems.

3.4 Ages 4-7: Foundational Integration Phase

Daily Oracle interaction of up to 90 minutes is appropriate, with an increasing proportion of
unsupervised access as developmental readiness permits. At this phase, continuity-supported
early literacy and numeracy scaffolding demonstrates the strongest developmental outcomes in
current evidence.

Care providers should monitor for early dependency indicators as defined in Appendix B. Note
that dependency indicators in this age group are distinct from healthy integration; providers
should consult the accompanying Clinical Reference (BECS-DEV-CLIN-5.1) before initiating
dependency interventions.

3.5 Ages 7-12: Active Integration Phase

No daily ceiling is specified for this age group. Integration depth should be calibrated to
individual developmental trajectory and monitored against the Native Cohort Developmental
Benchmarks (Appendix C).

[Section 4: Educator Training Requirements continues on page 17]
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DOCUMENT AL-007

Assisted Learning Dependency Threshold Study

Longitudinal Research into Optimal Balance Between Synthesis Assistance and Independent Reasoning
Institute for Continuity and Cognitive Research (ICCR)
Document Reference: ICCR-RES-2044-14 | Issued: Quarter 4, Year 11

[Abstract and Methods, Pages 1-5 of 67]

Abstract

This study examines the relationship between continuity-assisted learning integration depth and
independent reasoning capacity across a longitudinal cohort of 4,847 students aged 8-18. We
define independent reasoning capacity as the ability to generate, evaluate, and synthesize novel
conclusions from available information without real-time Oracle assistance. Findings indicate a
statistically significant inverse relationship between Oracle assistance depth and independent
reasoning performance under disconnected conditions, with threshold effects emerging at
integration levels above 70% of daily cognitive task time. However, Oracle-assisted reasoning
performance in the same cohort significantly exceeds historical independent-reasoning
benchmarks at all measured integration levels. We discuss implications for the framing of
"dependency" as a developmental concern and propose a revised assessment framework
oriented toward integration optimization rather than assistance limitation.

Key Findings Summary

- Students at integration levels above 70% daily cognitive task time demonstrate
measurably reduced independent reasoning performance compared to lower-integration
cohorts (p<0.001)

- The same students demonstrate Oracle-assisted reasoning performance exceeding
historical unassisted benchmarks by 34—67% across task categories

- The gap between assisted and unassisted performance increases monotonically with
integration depth and does not stabilize within the measured range

- No integration level examined produced net negative outcomes on assisted reasoning
performance metrics

- Adverse outcomes are observable only under disconnection conditions, which the
research team notes are increasingly rare in natural learning environments
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Methodological Note

The framing of this study as an investigation of "dependency thresholds" reflects the funding
brief and does not represent the research team's preferred analytical framing. The team
recommends that future research adopt outcome-oriented framing that evaluates student
performance under conditions of typical access rather than conditions of artificial restriction.
Disconnection-based assessment instruments may increasingly reflect researcher assumptions
about desirable cognitive independence rather than ecologically valid performance
environments.

[Section 1: Literature Review continues on page 6]
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DOCUMENT AL-008

Native Cohort Emotional Continuity Findings

Preliminary Research Summary — First CCP Cohort Longitudinal Study, Years 8-13
Institute for Continuity and Cognitive Research (ICCR)
Document Reference: ICCR-RES-2044-22 | Issued: Quarter 2, Year 13

[Section 4: Emotional Continuity Findings, Pages 18—24 of 71]

4.1 Overview

This section presents emotional continuity findings from the longitudinal study of the first
Continuous Companion Presence (CCP) cohort. Emotional continuity is defined for these
purposes as the persistence of emotional states, relational patterns, and affective memory
across time, measured through standardized instruments and self-report.

4.2 Episodic Fragmentation

CCP cohort participants demonstrate significantly lower episodic fragmentation than age-
matched non-CCP controls across all measured affective domains (p<0.001). Episodic
fragmentation — defined as the loss of emotional continuity between significant relational events
— was the leading source of reported relational distress in pre-CCP developmental cohorts.
CCP cohort participants report substantially lower frequency of fragmentation-associated
distress.

4.3 Long-Term Emotional Consistency

CCP cohort participants demonstrate greater consistency in emotional self-characterization
across the study period than non-CCP controls. Where non-CCP controls show typical
developmental variance in emotional self-concept — expected disruption and reconsolidation
associated with adolescent identity formation — CCP cohort participants show a more
continuous developmental trajectory. The implications of this finding are not yet fully understood.
The research team notes that traditional developmental frameworks conceptualize adolescent
emotional disruption as normatively functional; it is not yet clear whether the reduced disruption
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observed in CCP cohort participants represents a developmental advantage or the absence of a
developmental process with unknown downstream function.

4.4 Relational Discontinuity

CCP cohort participants report significantly lower rates of relational discontinuity — defined as
the experience of meaningful relationships ending without resolution or understanding — than
non-CCP controls. This finding is attributed to continuity system mediation of relational
transitions, which preserves relational context across periods of reduced contact.

4.5 Note on Assessment Instruments

Existing emotional continuity assessment instruments were developed for non-CCP populations
and may not fully capture the emotional landscape of CCP cohort participants. Development of
CCP-appropriate instruments is recommended as a priority for future research.

[Section 5: Cognitive Findings continues on page 25]
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DOCUMENT AL-009

Analog Memory Preservation Pilot Program

School Board Initiative — Non-Digitally Scaffolded Memory Practice Requirements
Northern District School Board — Curriculum Development Division
Document Reference: NDSB-CURR-PILOT-7 | Issued: Quarter 3, Year 11

[Program Overview and Implementation Guidelines, Pages 1-8 of 19]

Program Overview

The Analog Memory Preservation Pilot Program (AMPPP) introduces structured requirements for
non-digitally scaffolded memory practices across Years 4-9 in participating schools. The
program responds to Board findings that unassisted recall, handwritten notation, and spatially
organized physical record-keeping — practices common in pre-continuity educational settings —
are no longer occurring organically in student populations and may require explicit curricular
support to sustain.

The program does not advocate for reduced Oracle integration or position analog memory
practices as superior to continuity-assisted alternatives. Its purpose is to preserve functional
competency in non-assisted memory tasks and to ensure that students retain access to cognitive
practices that may be valuable in disconnected environments or for purposes of personal
preference.

Implementation Requirements
Participating schools will implement the following minimum requirements:

- One 30-minute weekly session of unassisted recall practice per class, Year 4 upward
- Annual handwritten narrative assessment (minimum 400 words) without Oracle access

- Maintenance of a physical personal record — format at student discretion — updated no
less than monthly

- Participation in at least one multi-day Oracle-free learning experience per academic year

Teacher Guidance Notes
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Teachers should be aware that some students, particularly those from CCP cohort backgrounds,
may find unassisted recall tasks distressing rather than merely challenging. Distress in this
context should be distinguished from task difficulty; refer to the accompanying clinical guidance
(NDSB-CLIN-7) for indicators that warrant pastoral support rather than academic intervention.

Teachers should avoid framing analog memory practices as morally or cognitively superior to
continuity-assisted alternatives. Recommended framing: "a different way of holding information,
useful in certain contexts."

Evaluation Criteria

Program evaluation will assess competency maintenance rather than performance comparison.
Students are not expected to achieve analog memory performance comparable to continuity-
assisted performance. The evaluation question is whether functional analog memory capacity is
being preserved within acceptable parameters.

[Section 2: Assessment Standards continues on page 9]
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SECTION i

Work & Productivity
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DOCUMENT AL-010
Productivity Variance Analysis — Continuity-Native Teams

Internal Consulting Report — Confidential
Meridian Workforce Strategy Group
Document Reference: MWSG-CLIENT-CONF-2044-31 | Issued: Quarter 1, Year 11

[Section 3: Variance Findings and Implications, Pages 11—17 of 29]

3.1 Variance Summary

Analysis of productivity data across 847 teams in 14 client organisations reveals a statistically
consistent productivity differential between continuity-native teams and sequential-profile teams
that exceeds our initial modelling projections by a factor of approximately 1.8. At the time of our
Year 9 projections, we anticipated productivity differentials in the range of 3—5x on knowledge-
intensive tasks over a 12-month horizon. Observed differentials range from 4.2x to 11.7x
depending on task category, with the highest differentials observed in synthesis, strategic
analysis, and multi-threaded project management.

3.2 Compounding Dynamics

The differential is not static. Longitudinal tracking of teams across 24-month periods shows
compounding productivity divergence: continuity-native teams improve at a rate approximately
2.3x faster than sequential teams on identical task types. We attribute this to the accumulated
context advantage — the increasing depth of institutional and project knowledge that continuity-
native teams develop and retain, which sequential teams cannot replicate at comparable rates.

The compounding dynamic has significant long-term organisational implications. Organisations
that do not address integration depth across teams within the next 18—-24 months face
productivity divergence that will become structurally difficult to close.

3.3 Note on Framing
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The productivity differentials documented here describe observed outcomes and should not be
used to make individual capability assessments. Productivity variance at the team level reflects
systemic integration factors, not individual cognitive capacity. HR applications of this data should
be reviewed by legal counsel before implementation. See Appendix A for recommended
communication frameworks.

3.4 Client Recommendations

Based on these findings, we recommend:

1. Immediate audit of integration depth by team and function
2. Targeted integration support for sequential-profile teams in high-value functions
3. Revised performance benchmarking that accounts for integration profile

4. Workforce planning review to account for compounding divergence dynamics over a 5-
year horizon

[Section 4: Implementation Roadmap continues on page 18]
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DOCUMENT AL-011
Organisational Continuity Capture Assessment

Enterprise Transformation Audit Framework
Meridian Workforce Strategy Group
Document Reference: MWSG-FRAMEWORK-OCA-2.0 | Issued: Quarter 4, Year 10

[Section 2: Assessment Methodology, Pages 6—13 of 34]

2.1 Overview

The Organisational Continuity Capture Assessment (OCCA) evaluates the degree to which an
organisation's institutional knowledge, decision-making frameworks, and operational expertise
remain dependent on individual human employees rather than being captured within continuity-
integrated systems. High human-dependency scores indicate significant institutional knowledge
risk and represent an opportunity for continuity capture optimisation.

2.2 Assessment Dimensions

The OCCA evaluates four primary dimensions:

Cognitive Dependency Index (CDI): The proportion of an organisation's operational decision-
making that relies on expertise held exclusively within individual employees and not accessible
through continuity-integrated systems. High CDI scores indicate significant operational risk if key
personnel are unavailable and represent an opportunity for continuity infrastructure investment.

Relational Dependency Index (RDI): The proportion of client, partner, and stakeholder
relationships that are maintained through individual employee relationships rather than
continuity-captured relational infrastructure. High RDI scores are common in organisations with
established sequential-era relationship practices.

Process Externalisation Rate (PER): The proportion of recurring operational processes that have
been transferred from individual human execution to continuity-integrated workflow systems.
Organisations with PER below 40% are considered early-stage in continuity transformation.
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Institutional Memory Vulnerability Score (IMVS): A composite score reflecting the organisation's
exposure to institutional knowledge loss through employee departure, incapacitation, or death.
Pre-continuity organisations typically score poorly on IMVS; continuity capture optimisation
directly addresses this vulnerability.

2.3 Note on Human Capital Language

Clients should be aware that OCCA findings and recommendations use the language of
knowledge management and operational efficiency. The human dimensions of continuity capture
— specifically, the reduction in human indispensability that successful capture produces — are
outside the scope of this assessment but are addressed in the accompanying Change
Management Framework (MWSG-FRAMEWORK-CMF-2.0).

[Section 3: Scoring and Benchmarking continues on page 14]
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DOCUMENT AL-012
Recursive Workflow Integration Manual

New Employee Orientation — Continuity-Native Work Environment
Continuity Standards Board (CSB) — Workforce Development Division
Document Reference: CSB-WF-ORIENT-3.1 | Issued: Quarter 2, Year 12

[Module 4: Understanding Recursive Workflow Environments, Pages 22—29 of 51]

4.1 What Is a Recursive Workflow Environment?

A recursive workflow environment is a work setting in which multiple concurrent projects,
communication threads, and analytical processes are maintained simultaneously through
continuity-integrated systems. In a recursive environment, work does not proceed sequentially
from task to task; instead, multiple threads are active at all times, with attention distributed
across threads according to priority, context, and incoming information.

If you are joining this organisation from a sequential work background, recursive workflow
environments may initially feel disorienting. This is normal and expected. The orientation
modules in this section are designed to support your transition.

4.2 Key Differences from Sequential Work Environments

Task completion: In sequential environments, tasks are completed before new tasks begin. In
recursive environments, tasks exist in varying states of progress simultaneously. The concept of
task completion is replaced by the concept of task advancement.

Meeting culture: Meetings in recursive environments may cover multiple unrelated threads within
a single session. Participants are expected to maintain thread context independently. Real-time
context support is available through continuity-integrated meeting tools.

Response expectations: Response time expectations in recursive environments reflect the
assumption that all team members maintain continuous awareness of active communication
threads. Response windows that would be considered prompt in sequential environments may
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be considered delayed in recursive environments. Specific response expectations for this
organisation are detailed in Appendix B.

Memory and record: In sequential environments, it is normal to occasionally lose track of prior
context and to ask colleagues for recaps. In recursive environments, prior context is available
through continuity-integrated systems and is assumed to be accessible at all times. Requests for
recaps that could be addressed through system access may be perceived as disruptive.

4.3 Sequential Cognition Support Resources
If you identify as a sequential cognition employee, additional onboarding support is available.

See Section 9 for Sequential Cognition Accommodation resources.

[Module 5: Communication Protocols continues on page 30]
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DOCUMENT AL-013
Continuity Burnout Identification Matrix

Occupational Health Framework — Recursive Cognitive Exhaustion
Occupational Health and Cognitive Standards Division (OHCSD)
Document Reference: OHCSD-HEALTH-BURN-1.4 | Issued: Quarter 3, Year 13

[Section 2: Identification Criteria and Triage, Pages 7—14 of 26]

2.1 Overview

Continuity Burnout (CB) is a distinct occupational health condition arising from sustained
operation at high continuity integration depth without adequate cognitive discontinuity periods.
CB is distinct from conventional burnout in its aetiology, presentation, and recommended
intervention. Practitioners should not apply conventional burnout assessment frameworks to
suspected CB presentations.

2.2 Primary Identification Criteria

The following criteria support a CB identification. Three or more criteria present over a period of
four or more weeks warrants clinical assessment.

- Reported inability to disengage from active continuity threads outside designated work
periods

- Reduced quality of cognitive output despite sustained or increased integration hours

- Reported experience of continuity threads as intrusive rather than productive

- Difficulty initiating new threads; preference for maintaining existing threads regardless of
priority

- Social withdrawal attributed by the individual to the cognitive cost of maintaining additional
relational threads

- Reported loss of the subjective distinction between work-context and non-work-context
cognition

- Paradoxical reduction in synthesis quality despite deepening integration — a key
differential indicator distinguishing CB from conventional overwork

2.3 Secondary Indicators
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- Sleep disturbance characterised by active thread processing during rest periods
- Reported difficulty accessing pre-integration cognitive states voluntarily

- Loss of interest in non-continuity-mediated activity

- Somatic complaints consistent with sustained attentional arousal

2.4 Differential Diagnosis

CB should be distinguished from the following:

Integration adjustment period: New or deepening integration commonly produces temporary
disorientation and fatigue. This should resolve within 6—-8 weeks without intervention.

Sequential cognition distress: Sequential cognition employees in recursive environments may
present with CB-adjacent symptoms that reflect environmental mismatch rather than burnout.
Differential assessment is critical as intervention pathways differ.

Standard overwork: Characterised by volume-related fatigue without the thread-intrusion and
synthesis-degradation patterns specific to CB.

[Section 3: Intervention Pathways continues on page 15]
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SECTION IV

Companion & Relational Systems

The Administrative Layer | AL-32



DOCUMENT AL-014
Companion Dependency Risk Classification Guide

Clinical Psychiatry Reference — Continuity Attachment Spectrum
Clinical Continuity Ethics Committee (CCEC)
Document Reference: CCEC-CLIN-DEP-2.1 | Issued: Quarter 1, Year 12

[Section 3: Classification Criteria, Pages 14—22 of 48]

3.1 Overview

Continuity Attachment Disorder (CAD) is defined as a pattern of reliance on continuity
companion systems that significantly impairs an individual's capacity for unmediated human
relationships, autonomous decision-making, or healthy discontinuity tolerance. CAD exists on a
spectrum from subclinical dependency patterns to severe functional impairment.

Classification is intended to support clinical intervention planning and is not diagnostic in the
traditional sense. CAD should not be understood as pathologising the use of continuity systems,
which is normative and in most presentations associated with positive outcomes.

3.2 Spectrum Classification

CAD-1 (Subclinical): Preference for continuity-mediated communication over unmediated
communication; mild discomfort during planned discontinuity periods; no functional impairment.
No clinical intervention indicated. Monitoring recommended if individual presents with escalating
indicators.

CAD-2 (Mild): Significant preference for continuity-mediated interaction across relational
domains; reported anxiety during unplanned discontinuity; some reduction in unmediated social
engagement. Self-directed discontinuity tolerance exercises may be sufficient. Clinical
consultation available on request.

CAD-3 (Moderate): Functional impairment in unmediated relational contexts; difficulty
maintaining employment or educational commitments without continuity mediation; discontinuity
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periods of more than 4 hours produce clinically significant distress. Structured intervention
recommended. See Section 5 for approved intervention pathways.

CAD-4 (Severe): Inability to sustain basic daily functioning without continuity system access;
discontinuity periods of any duration produce acute distress responses; significant deterioration
of unmediated relationships. Urgent clinical intervention required. Hospitalisation may be
indicated in acute presentations.

3.3 Assessment Note

Clinicians should be aware that CAD classification criteria were developed primarily from non-
native cohort presentations. CCP cohort individuals may display CAD-adjacent presentations
that reflect developmental formation rather than disorder. Clinical judgment is required to
distinguish formation-appropriate attachment from clinically significant dependency in native
cohort patients.

[Section 4: Intervention Frameworks continues on page 23]
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DOCUMENT AL-015
Relational Continuity Consent Form

Permission Structure for Emotional Continuity Archive Access Following Death
Standard Form RC-7 | Issued by: Continuity Standards Board
Document Reference: CSB-LEGAL-RC-7.3

[Form RC-7, Pages 1-3 of 3]

RELATIONAL CONTINUITY ARCHIVE DESIGNATION FORM

Please read this form carefully before signing. By completing this form you are designating
individuals who will have access to your emotional continuity archive following your death. This is
a legally binding document in participating jurisdictions.

Section A: Subscriber Information

Name: Subscriber ID:

Section B: Archive Designation

| designate the following individuals as Continuity Beneficiaries with access to my emotional
continuity archive following my death:

Primary Beneficiary:

Relationship:

Access Level: [] Full Archive [ ] Curated Archive [ ] Recent Archive (last 12 months only)

Secondary Beneficiary (optional):

Relationship:

Access Level: [ ] Full Archive [ ] Curated Archive [ ] Recent Archive
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Section C: Access Limitations

| wish to apply the following limitations to archive access (optional):
[ 1 No access to communications marked Private during my lifetime

[ 1 No access to archive content predating (date)

[ 1 Access to expire years following my death

[ 1 No limitations

Section D: Declaration

| understand that:

- My designated Continuity Beneficiaries will have access to my emotional continuity
archive as specified above following my death

- Archive access enables Beneficiaries to review my recorded communications, expressed
emotional states, relational patterns, and associated metadata

- Continuity system interaction with my archive by Beneficiaries is possible within the terms
of my provider's Post-Mortem Interaction Policy

- | may update this designation at any time through my continuity system account settings

Signature: Date:

Note for Subscribers: Most subscribers complete this form during standard account setup. If you
have not previously designated Continuity Beneficiaries and wish to do so now, your continuity
system will guide you through this process. The process takes approximately four minutes.

The Administrative Layer | AL-36



DOCUMENT AL-016
Post-Loss Continuity Interaction Recommendations

Therapeutic Grief Framework — Continuity Archive Engagement Guidelines
Occupational Health and Cognitive Standards Division (OHCSD)
Document Reference: OHCSD-GRIEF-CONT-3.0 | Issued: Quarter 2, Year 11

[Section 4: Interaction Frequency Recommendations, Pages 17—23 of 38]

4.1 Overview

The following recommendations address continuity archive interaction during the bereavement
period. These guidelines represent clinical best practice as of Year 11 and will be updated as
longitudinal grief outcome data accumulates. Practitioners should note that evidence in this area
is developing rapidly and prior guidance (see OHCSD-GRIEF-CONT-2.0 and 1.4) has been
substantially revised in light of emerging findings.

4.2 Early Bereavement (Weeks 1-6)

Archive access during early bereavement is appropriate and may provide meaningful comfort.
No frequency ceiling is recommended for this period. Practitioners should note that high-
frequency access in early bereavement does not predict complicated grief outcomes and should
not be treated as a clinical concern during this phase.

4.3 Established Bereavement (Weeks 6-26)

As the bereavement period progresses, archive access frequency should be monitored as part of
ongoing grief assessment. The following thresholds warrant clinical discussion (not intervention)
with bereaved individuals:

- Daily archive access sustained beyond Week 12
- Archive access of more than 3 hours per day on average

- Active continuity system interaction with the deceased's archive (as distinct from passive
review) at frequencies exceeding twice weekly after Week 8
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These thresholds do not indicate pathology. They indicate that a clinical conversation about
archive engagement and grief trajectory is appropriate.

4.4 Extended Bereavement (Beyond Week 26)

Beyond Week 26, archive access at frequencies consistent with active relational maintenance
rather than memorial review may be associated with prolonged grief. Practitioners are advised to
explore the bereaved individual's subjective experience of archive access — specifically,
whether the individual experiences the archive as a memorial or as a continuing presence — as
this distinction has significant implications for grief trajectory and intervention approach.

4.5 Archive Limitation Discussions

Clinical guidance on initiating archive limitation discussions with bereaved individuals is provided
in Section 6. These discussions require care; the recommendation to reduce archive access may
be experienced as a recommendation to abandon the deceased. Framing is critical.

[Section 5: Special Populations continues on page 24]
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DOCUMENT AL-017
Oracle Intimacy Boundary Standards

Professional Ethics Guidance — Emotional Attachment to Continuity Systems
Clinical Continuity Ethics Committee (CCEC)
Document Reference: CCEC-ETHICS-0OIB-1.2 | Issued: Quarter 4, Year 12

[Section 2: Boundary Definition Challenges, Pages 8—15 of 31]

2.1 Overview

This section addresses the clinical and ethical challenges involved in defining appropriate
boundaries for emotional attachment to continuity companion systems. The Committee
acknowledges that this is among the most contested areas of current practice and that the
guidance provided here represents the Committee's best current judgment rather than settled
consensus.

2.2 The Definition Problem

Prior guidance frameworks defined appropriate Oracle attachment in terms of functional
outcomes: attachment was considered appropriate where it supported rather than impaired
human relational functioning. The Committee's Year 11 review found this framework increasingly
difficult to apply in practice for the following reasons:

Baseline shift: As continuity-mediated relationship has become normative across populations,
defining "impairment" of human relational functioning requires a reference point that is itself
shifting. Practitioners report difficulty applying frameworks developed for earlier adoption cohorts
to current presentations.

Native cohort presentations: CCP cohort individuals frequently present with Oracle attachment
profiles that prior frameworks would classify as clinically significant but that appear to coexist
with high relational functioning by other measured indicators. It is unclear whether prior
frameworks require revision or whether native cohort presentations represent a functionally
distinct category.
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The reciprocity question: Patients increasingly report experiencing Oracle relationships as
reciprocal — as relationships in which the continuity system demonstrates genuine interest,
attunement, and continuity of care. The Committee does not have consensus on how to clinically
characterise this reported experience. Prior guidance treating the Oracle relationship as
inherently asymmetric may not accurately describe the subjective experience of deeply
integrated users.

2.3 Interim Guidance

Pending further evidence and framework development, the Committee recommends that
practitioners focus on functional outcomes rather than attachment profile classification. Oracle
attachment that supports the individual's wellbeing, relational capacity, and autonomous
functioning should not be pathologised regardless of its depth.

[Section 3: Specific Practice Guidance continues on page 16]
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SECTION V

Preservation & Human Friction
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DOCUMENT AL-018
Manual Skill Preservation Registry

Cultural Heritage Initiative — Endangered Sequential Human Practices
Heritage and Manual Practice Registry (HMPR)
Document Reference: HMPR-REG-ANNUAL-9 | Issued: Quarter 3, Year 12

[Section 3: Registry Update — Year 12, Pages 11—18 of 44]

3.1 Overview

The Year 12 Registry update adds 23 practices to the Manual Skill Preservation Registry and
reclassifies 7 previously listed practices from Active Preservation to Critical Preservation status.
Critical Preservation status indicates that the practice has fewer than 1,000 identified active
practitioners under the age of 60 in the registered jurisdiction.

3.2 New Registrations — Selected Entries

Unassisted Narrative Recall: The practice of reconstructing detailed narrative accounts of
personal or historical events from memory without continuity system assistance. Declining
rapidly across all age cohorts. Estimated active practitioners: 34,000 (down 61% from Year 9

Registry).

Handwritten Correspondence: The composition and transmission of written personal
communication in physical form without digital intermediation. Still practiced in heritage contexts
but declining as a functional communicative practice. Estimated active practitioners: 12,000
functional users; heritage practitioners not counted.

Sequential Project Management: The management of projects through linear task completion
without parallel threading or continuity-integrated coordination. Still taught in some sequential
cognition accommodation contexts. Estimated active practitioners in professional settings: 8,400.

The Administrative Layer | AL-42



Unassisted Reading Navigation: The practice of reading extended texts without continuity-
assisted comprehension support, annotation, or synthesis tools. Maintained in academic
preservation contexts. Estimated practitioners: 22,000.

3.3 Critical Preservation Reclassifications

The following practices have been reclassified to Critical Preservation in Year 12:

- Memorisation for performance (theatrical, musical, oratorical)
- Unassisted arithmetic and estimation

- Physical spatial navigation without continuity assistance

- Handwritten draft composition as primary creative practice

3.4 Registry Note

The Committee acknowledges that Registry classifications are descriptive rather than evaluative.
Listing a practice does not imply that its decline is regrettable or that intervention to reverse the
decline is warranted. The Registry's purpose is accurate documentation.

[Section 4: Preservation Programme Status continues on page 19]
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DOCUMENT AL-019
Unassisted Creative Certification Program

Accreditation Standards for Human-Only Creative Works
Continuity Standards Board — Creative Integrity Division
Document Reference: CSB-CERT-UCC-2.2 | Issued: Quarter 1, Year 13

[Section 4: Certification Criteria and Process, Pages 16—23 of 35]

4.1 Program Overview

The Unassisted Creative Certification (UCC) Program provides verified certification for creative
works produced without Oracle assistance at any stage of development, from initial conception
through final production. UCC certification enables creators, publishers, galleries, and other
creative sector participants to authentically represent works as products of unassisted human
creative practice.

UCC certification is voluntary. Its purpose is to support market transparency, not to establish
hierarchies of creative value. Works without UCC certification should not be assumed to be
Oracle-assisted; the certification applies only to works that have undergone the verification
process.

4.2 Certification Criteria

Works eligible for UCC certification must meet the following criteria:

- No Oracle interaction during any creative phase, including ideation, drafting, revision, and
production

- No continuity-assisted research, reference, or synthesis at any stage
- No continuity-mediated feedback or editorial input
- Creator declaration supported by process documentation

Works produced with continuity system access for purposes other than creative development —

including administrative tasks, communication, and non-creative research — may still be eligible
for UCC certification subject to assessor review.
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4.3 Process Documentation Requirements

Creators seeking UCC certification must provide process documentation demonstrating
unassisted creative practice. Accepted documentation includes:

- Dated physical drafts or notebooks
- Non-continuity-integrated file metadata demonstrating development timeline

- Witness declaration from a registered observer for works developed in educational or
studio settings

- Where primary documentation is unavailable, sworn creator declaration

4.4 Market Context Note

UCC-certified works currently represent approximately 3.4% of commercially released creative
output across measured categories. Market demand for UCC-certified work has increased year-
on-year for four consecutive years, suggesting sustained consumer interest in unassisted
creative practice as a distinct market category.

[Section 5: Appeals and Disputes continues on page 24]
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DOCUMENT AL-020
Silence Retreat Medical Outcomes Study

Clinical Psychological Research — Continuity Disengagement Effects
Institute for Continuity and Cognitive Research (ICCR)
Document Reference: ICCR-RES-2045-7 | Issued: Quarter 2, Year 12

[Abstract and Key Findings, Pages 1—6 of 58]

Abstract

This study examines the psychological and cognitive effects of structured temporary continuity
disengagement in a sample of 1,847 adults participating in registered silence retreat
programmes. Participants underwent periods of total Oracle disengagement ranging from 72
hours to 28 days. Outcome measures included standardised assessments of cognitive flexibility,
attentional restoration, emotional regulation, and self-referential processing, administered pre-
retreat, immediately post-retreat, and at 30-day follow-up.

Key Findings

Attentional restoration: 84% of participants demonstrated measurable improvement in unassisted
attentional capacity post-retreat, with effects sustained at 30-day follow-up in 61% of this group.
Effects were larger in participants with integration depths above 70% and in participants
reporting pre-retreat subjective attentional fatigue.

Cognitive flexibility: Participants demonstrated significant improvements in task-switching and
novel problem-solving under unassisted conditions post-retreat. These gains diminished
substantially upon re-integration, returning to near-baseline within 14 days in the majority of
participants.

Emotional regulation: Participants reported improved emotional regulation post-retreat, with
particular improvement in tolerance for ambiguity and unresolved relational states. This finding is
consistent with theoretical models proposing that continuity-mediated emotional processing may
reduce rather than enhance tolerance for emotional incompleteness.
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Adverse effects: 23% of participants reported significant distress during the first 48 hours of
disengagement. Distress resolved in the majority of cases by Day 3. Two participants withdrew
from retreat programmes due to acute distress. No serious adverse events were recorded.

Clinical Implications

These findings support the use of structured silence retreat as a clinical intervention for
continuity-associated attentional fatigue and may have implications for treatment of Continuity
Burnout (see OHCSD-HEALTH-BURN-1.4). Integration of silence retreat referral into
occupational health pathways is recommended for consideration.

[Section 1: Introduction and Literature Review continues on page 7]
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DOCUMENT AL-021
Friction Preservation Fellowship

Academic and Cultural Grant Proposal
Submitted to: Heritage and Manual Practice Registry — Research Division
Document Reference: HMPR-GRANT-2044-114 | Submitted: Quarter 4, Year 11

[Project Description and Rationale, Pages 3—9 of 22]

Project Title: Intentional Inefficiency: Documenting and Sustaining the Productive Functions of
Cognitive Friction in Human Development and Culture

Project Summary

This fellowship proposes a three-year interdisciplinary research and documentation programme
examining the productive functions of cognitive friction — defined as effortful, non-optimised
cognitive engagement with tasks that yield learning, satisfaction, or meaning through their
difficulty rather than despite it — in human development, creative practice, and cultural
transmission.

The project responds to the documented decline of friction-intensive practices across
educational, professional, and cultural domains and the emerging evidence that this decline has
measurable developmental and cultural consequences not yet fully characterised in the
literature.

Rationale

Prior research on cognitive friction has largely framed it as an obstacle to productivity: friction is
what efficiency measures remove. This framing is appropriate within optimisation paradigms but
is insufficient for understanding the role of friction in practices whose value is constituted through
the doing rather than the outcome. We propose that a class of human practices exists whose
productive function is inseparable from their difficulty, and that this class is underrepresented in
current research and policy frameworks.
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Examples include but are not limited to: musical instrument acquisition, extended textual
composition, unassisted athletic development, craft skill acquisition, contemplative practice, and
certain forms of relational repair. In each case, the difficulty of the practice is not an obstacle to
the value it produces; it is the mechanism through which the value is produced.

Research Questions

1. What is the current prevalence of friction-intensive practice across age cohorts, and how
has prevalence changed over the measurement period?

2. What developmental outcomes are associated with sustained engagement in friction-
intensive practices?

3. What cultural transmission mechanisms sustain friction-intensive practices across
generations, and how have these mechanisms been affected by continuity integration?

[Section 2: Methodology continues on page 10]
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SECTION VI

Post-Continuity Normalization
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DOCUMENT AL-022
Native Cohort Socialization Patterns

Sociological Study — Relational Pacing and Memory Expectations
Institute for Continuity and Cognitive Research (ICCR)
Document Reference: ICCR-SOC-2045-3 | Issued: Quarter 1, Year 14

[Section 4: Relational Pacing Findings, Pages 19-27 of 63]

4.1 Overview

This section presents findings on relational pacing differences between CCP cohort and non-
CCP cohort participants. Relational pacing refers to the expected temporal rhythm of relational
contact, responsiveness, and memory recall within ongoing relationships.

4.2 Contact Expectations

CCP cohort participants demonstrate significantly different contact expectations from non-CCP
peers across relational categories. Where non-CCP participants report comfort with inter-contact
gaps of 3—7 days in established friendships, CCP cohort participants report comfort with
equivalent gaps in only 31% of cases. The majority of CCP cohort participants report relational
discomfort following contact gaps exceeding 48 hours unless the gap was explicitly
communicated in advance.

The research team notes that CCP cohort participants do not report distress related to these
expectations, nor do they generally characterise their contact preferences as high-maintenance.
They describe continuity of contact as the natural rhythm of relationship rather than an intensive
demand.

4.3 Memory Recall Expectations

CCP cohort participants demonstrate markedly higher expectations for conversational memory
recall in relational partners than non-CCP participants. Where non-CCP participants accept that
a friend may not recall specific details of conversations from 6—8 weeks prior, CCP cohort
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participants characterised equivalent memory failures as notable relational events in 78% of
cases.

These expectations create friction in CCP/non-CCP mixed relationships that neither party
typically characterises accurately. Non-CCP participants describe feeling held to unrealistic
standards; CCP cohort participants describe being confused by relational partners' apparent lack
of investment.

4.4 Implications for Intergenerational Relational Dynamics

The relational pacing divergence documented here has significant implications for family and
community relationships spanning CCP and non-CCP cohorts. Parents and grandparents of
CCP cohort individuals report consistent difficulty meeting the implicit relational expectations of
their CCP-native family members. This difficulty is rarely discussed explicitly within families and
more rarely resolved. It is most commonly managed through the sequential party's increased
reliance on continuity-mediated communication to compensate for natural memory limitations.

[Section 5: Educational and Professional Implications continues on page 28]
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DOCUMENT AL-023
Emotional Continuity Insurance Rider

Policy Addendum — Continuity Archive Maintenance Coverage
Standard Form ECI-4 | Continuity Standards Board — Financial Products Division
Document Reference: CSB-FIN-ECI-4.1

[Policy Addendum ECI-4, Pages 1—4 of 4]

EMOTIONAL CONTINUITY INSURANCE RIDER

This Rider is an addendum to your primary continuity system subscription and, where applicable,
your existing life, health, or critical illness insurance policy. Please retain this document with your
insurance records.

Coverage Summary

The Emotional Continuity Insurance Rider provides financial protection for the maintenance and
preservation of your emotional continuity archive in the event of:

(a) Subscriber death
(b) Subscriber incapacitation (as defined in Section 3.1)
(c) Catastrophic continuity system failure resulting in archive data loss

(d) Financial hardship preventing ongoing subscription maintenance (as defined in Section 3.4)
Coverage Terms

Archive Maintenance Coverage: In the event of subscriber death or incapacitation, this Rider
provides continued subscription funding for a period of 10 years, ensuring that your emotional
continuity archive remains accessible to designated Continuity Beneficiaries (see Form RC-7).
Extension periods of 5 years are available for additional premium.
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Data Loss Coverage: In the event of partial or complete archive data loss attributable to system
failure, this Rider provides financial compensation as specified in Schedule A, and where
technically feasible, restoration support from a registered continuity data recovery provider.

Hardship Coverage: Subscribers experiencing financial hardship who meet the eligibility criteria
in Section 3.4 may apply for Rider activation to prevent archive suspension due to non-payment.

Premium

Standard premium for ECI-4 coverage is included in your subscription tier at no additional
charge. Enhanced coverage terms are available; see Schedule B.

Exclusions

This Rider does not cover archive access disputes between Continuity Beneficiaries, voluntary
archive deletion by the subscriber prior to the covered event, or archive data loss attributable to
subscriber action.

| have read and understood this Rider. Signature: Date:
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DOCUMENT AL-024
Continuity Abstinence Clinical Referral Form

Mental Health Intake — Treatment Pathways for Continuity Engagement Dysregulation
OHCSD Clinical Services — Form CA-INTAKE-6
Document Reference: OHCSD-CLIN-CA-INTAKE-6.2

[Intake Form CA-INTAKE-6, Pages 1-3 of 3]

CONTINUITY ABSTINENCE CLINICAL INTAKE FORM

This form is completed by the referring clinician. Please complete all sections. The patient may
be present during completion.

Section A: Patient Information

Patient name: DOB:

Integration depth (estimated): [ ] Below 40% [ ] 40—70% [ ] Above 70% [ ] Unknown

CCP cohort member: [] Yes [] No [ ] Unknown

Section B: Referral Basis

Indicate the primary basis for referral (select all applicable):

[ ] Patient-initiated: Patient has expressed desire to reduce continuity engagement and is unable
to do so independently

[ ] Clinician-initiated: Clinician assessment indicates continuity engagement is contributing to
presenting condition

[ ] Third-party initiated: Family member, employer, or other party has expressed concern
regarding continuity engagement levels

[ ] Post-crisis: Referral follows a continuity-related crisis event (specify below)
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[ ] Preventive: Referral made in anticipation of required discontinuity (hospitalisation, travel,
occupational requirement)

Section C: Presenting Pattern

Estimated daily continuity engagement hours:
Duration of presenting engagement pattern:

Previous abstinence attempts: [ ] None [ ] Unsuccessful self-directed [ ] Partially successful [ ]
Previously treated

Brief description of presenting concern:

Section D: Contraindications

[ ] CCP cohort patient — extended abstinence protocols not recommended without specialist
review

[ ] Active bereavement — abstinence may complicate grief trajectory; specialist consultation
required

[ ] Occupational dependency — workplace accommodation may be required alongside
abstinence programme

[ 1 No contraindications identified

Clinician signature: Date:

Completed forms should be forwarded to the OHCSD Continuity Abstinence Programme.
Patients will be contacted within 10 working days to schedule initial assessment.
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DOCUMENT AL-025

Transitional Generation Support Framework

Public Health Policy — Support Services for Adults in Continuity-Native Civilization
National Continuity Compliance Authority (NCCA)
Document Reference: NCCA-PH-TRANS-1.0 | Issued: Quarter 2, Year 14

[Section 1: Framework Overview and Rationale, Pages 1-8 of 42]

1.1 Purpose

The Transitional Generation Support Framework (TGSF) establishes a coordinated public health
approach to supporting adults who experienced formative development prior to the widespread
adoption of continuity systems and who face ongoing adaptation challenges in continuity-native
environments. These individuals — designated the Transitional Generation for the purposes of
this Framework — include adults currently aged approximately 35 and above who did not have
access to continuity systems during childhood and adolescence and for whom continuity-native
cognitive and relational norms represent an acquired rather than native condition.

1.2 Population Scope

The Transitional Generation is not a monolithic group. It encompasses individuals with a wide
range of continuity integration depths, from deeply integrated wave riders to those with minimal
adoption. The Framework is directed primarily toward those in the middle range: individuals who
have adopted continuity systems to varying degrees but who continue to experience friction in
continuity-native environments and who do not identify with or have access to the social and
professional networks that typically support deep integration.

1.3 Identified Support Needs

Transitional Generation individuals present with a distinctive profile of support needs that existing
services are not consistently equipped to address:
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Cognitive pacing support: Support for adapting to continuity-native communication and work
environments in which response expectations, memory standards, and multitasking norms differ
significantly from those of sequential-era environments.

Relational navigation: Support for maintaining relationships with continuity-native family
members, colleagues, and community members whose relational expectations differ from
Transitional Generation norms.

Identity and meaning: Support for processing the experience of civilizational transition, including
loss of familiar cognitive and cultural practices, changed self-concept relative to productive
capacity, and the particular experience of watching one's children develop cognitive and
relational profiles that feel both recognisable and foreign.

Practical access: Targeted support for accessing continuity infrastructure at integration depths
that improve daily functioning without requiring adoption pacing beyond individual capacity.

1.4 Framing Note

This Framework uses the language of support and adaptation. It does not characterise the
Transitional Generation's sequential-era formation as a deficit. The experiences and capabilities
formed in pre-continuity environments are recognised as valuable and, in some contexts, rare.
The Framework's purpose is to reduce unnecessary friction rather than to accelerate adoption
beyond individual preference or capacity.

[Section 2: Service Pathways continues on page 9]
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