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DOCUMENT 13 - FINAL v1.0 - EXACT ZERO-DRIFT EXPORT - NOT LOCKED

Field Controlling Final v1.0 entry

Version Final v1.0 exact export

Exact reviewed source
Final v1.0 Candidate; 5 pages; SHA-256 
b4359b6b8ae806a1f5ad93c16dfbb4aa3518df548987f769960de2a3baab655
6

Substantive changes during Final construction
None. The exact five-page Candidate PDF is appended unchanged after this 
controlling front matter.

Register identity
112 questions / 14 families; 21 examined limitation records; 16 open-
dependency records; 91 questions remain unexamined; 8 UNR questions 
remain REGISTERED / UNEXAMINED

Primary overlay boundary
No current primary overlay is UNRESOLVED, 
OUTSIDE_ARCHIVE_SCOPE, or CONFLICTING_RESULTS

Review completion
Google AI PASS; Claude PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES; Thomas 
Vargo authorial review and promotion review complete

External independent human peer review Not performed or claimed

Cryptographic status Not locked; separate explicit authorization and Final Lock Record required

Publication / preservation / tracker / intake Not authorized

Document 14 synthesis Not authorized

Controlling exact-export rule: This Final v1.0 primary PDF contains three new controlling front-matter pages followed by the exact five-
page reviewed Final v1.0 Candidate PDF body. Historical Candidate labels remain provenance evidence; they do not control the composite 
lifecycle.

Controlling register proposition

The register preserves non-closure without manufacturing stronger status assignments than the locked corpus supports. UNEXAMINED is not 
converted into UNRESOLVED; open dependencies do not alter linked question work states or primary answer statuses; and no preserved limitation 
creates intervention, governance, or decision authority.
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1. Completed Review and Authorial Authorization

Reviewer / gate Disposition Authority boundary

Google AI - Draft v0.1.1 exact-version review PASS; zero blocking defects and zero required 
corrections

AI-assisted review; no independent authority

Claude - Draft v0.1.1 exact-version correction 
review

PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES; 26/26 
validator checks passed

AI-assisted review; no independent authority

Thomas Vargo - authorial human review Reviewed to the best of his understanding; 
Candidate construction authorized

Personal authorial lifecycle authority only

Promotion-only Candidate construction 31/31 structural checks; promotion regression 
PASS; 5/5 visual QA

Construction evidence; not a second substantive 
review

Thomas Vargo - authorial promotion review Final v1.0 exact export authorized; lock expressly 
withheld

Personal authorial lifecycle authority only

2. Review Closure
Draft v0.1.1 received dual exact-version AI review with no blocking defects or required corrections. Google AI issued PASS. Claude issued PASS 
WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES and confirmed that the remaining linked_canonical_questions dictionary shape is benign, content-correct, and 
optional for future ingestion normalization. Thomas Vargo then completed authorial human review and authorized a promotion-only Candidate.

The Candidate construction changed only lifecycle identity, review lineage, authorization metadata, filenames, and next-gate language. Its CSV 
remained byte-identical to Draft v0.1.1, and all substantive JSON sections remained identical. Thomas Vargo completed authorial promotion review 
and authorized this exact export only.

3. Exact Register Identity

Field Controlling Final v1.0 entry

Master Registry baseline
112 exact registered questions across 14 families; locked Document 3 source 
unchanged

Examined overlays carried 21

Examined limitation records 21

Explicit open-dependency records 16

Questions remaining unexamined 91

UNR-family governance queue 8 questions; all remain REGISTERED / UNEXAMINED

Primary status distribution
CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED 3; EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED 1; 
MODEL_DEPENDENT 1; NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED 1; 
THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT 15

Non-mutation flags
All examined registry_mutation=false; all open records preserve work state and 
answer status

Controlled category vocabulary
OPEN_DEPENDENCY; EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED_FORWARD_CARRIED; 
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED_FORWARD_CARRIED

No mathematical examination, new answer overlay, registry mutation, authority assignment, or forced closure is introduced by the Final export.
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4. Exact Export Construction

Field Controlling Final v1.0 entry

Controlling source body
The_Interrogative_Conscience_Document_13_Unresolved_Questions_and_Non_I
dentification_Register_Final_v1_0_Candidate.pdf

Source body SHA-256 b4359b6b8ae806a1f5ad93c16dfbb4aa3518df548987f769960de2a3baab6556

Candidate package SHA-256 6bf6c98c1421a6c29816ace1b3c9948d77cb03ef4550e70b8dfa28ae65dd54dd

Candidate package SHA-512
39957b31567a977f6c661173d1412db977c23b3162832645cde35e04898bf7d93ba
8be7f8c3f172b3e7c3e725a83e4db1627dcce9e6fafb3395333fc6ad96139

Composite method
Three-page controlling front matter prepended to the exact five-page Candidate 
PDF; source body pages are not regenerated or edited

Machine-readable Final JSON
Administrative lifecycle metadata promoted to Final v1.0 exact export; all 
substantive register sections unchanged

Final CSV
Byte-identical to Candidate and reviewed Draft v0.1.1 CSV; SHA-256 
21797167a85557e8110ca630d2a26ae86698b1a0c2427e4eb8947da3771feccd

Lock readiness
Eligible for a separate lock-authorization decision only after terminal exact-export 
validation; no lock is implied

5. Boundary and Non-Authority Statement
• This Final v1.0 exact export is descriptive, non-binding, non-operational, and non-authoritative.

• It does not alter Documents 1-12, the locked Master Question Registry, any question work state, any prior answer overlay, or any predecessor 
hash or package identity.

• It does not authorize coercion, intervention, shutdown, containment, surveillance, deception, control transfer, forced closure, publication, external 
preservation, tracker modification, intake modification, a successor Master Hash Manifest, or Document 14 synthesis.

• Cryptographic locking requires a separate explicit authorization and a separately constructed Final Lock Record. Until that gate is completed, the 
exact export is Final v1.0 but NOT LOCKED.

6. Next Gate
The next permissible action is terminal verification of this exact-export package followed by a separate authorial decision on 
whether to authorize cryptographic locking. No other lifecycle action is authorized by construction of this export.

Exact-export authorization recorded: 3 August 2026 at 18:31:15 EDT.
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THE INTERROGATIVE CONSCIENCE
Document 13

The Unresolved Questions and Non-Identification Register
Cross-Family Limitation Records, Open Dependencies, and the Discipline of Preserved Non-Closure

Final v1.0 Candidate | Promotion-Only Successor | 3 August 2026

Lifecycle status: DOCUMENT 13 FINAL v1.0 CANDIDATE - PROMOTION-ONLY - NOT FINAL - NOT LOCKED. It promotes the dual-reviewed 
Draft v0.1.1 after authorial human review. No substantive finding, count, canonical wording, status, source, dependency, register entry, locked 
predecessor, or package identity changes. It does not authorize locking, publication, external preservation, tracker or intake modification, or 
Document 14 synthesis.

Abstract
This volume begins the cross-family register required by the project architecture. It preserves questions and dependencies that remain empirically 
unidentified, model-dependent, normatively underdetermined, explicitly unresolved, or legitimately bounded from forced closure. The current locked 
corpus contains 21 examined question overlays. Every one of those overlays retains at least one qualifying non-closure limitation, so all 21 are entered 
here without changing their primary answers. Sixteen additional source-grounded open-issue records preserve unresolved dependencies and forward-
carried questions. Ninety-one of the 112 Master Registry questions remain unexamined; UNEXAMINED is not silently converted into UNRESOLVED. No 
current primary overlay is assigned UNRESOLVED, OUTSIDE_ARCHIVE_SCOPE, or CONFLICTING_RESULTS. The register therefore records non-
closure without manufacturing stronger status assignments than the source documents support.

1. Scope, controlling state, and non-mutation rule
Documents 1-12 Final v1.0 are separately cryptographically locked. The Documents 1-12 Reconstructed Successor Continuity Package v1.0 is a 
portable continuity artifact, not a new lock or publication. Document 13 reads those materials as evidence and creates a new candidate register only.

Control Final v1.0 Candidate state
Locked predecessor corpus Documents 1-12 Final v1.0; unchanged
Master Registry 112 questions across 14 families; exact wording preserved
Examined question overlays 21
Examined limitation records entered 21
Explicit open-issue records entered 16
Questions remaining unexamined 91
Registry mutation None
External independent human peer review Not claimed
Publication / preservation / lock authorization Not granted

2. Register architecture and inclusion rules
The register uses two entry types and one exclusion rule. These are register-level records, not new answer statuses.

Record type Inclusion rule Effect on locked state

EXAMINED_LIMITATION_RECORD

An examined overlay carries MODEL_DEPENDENT, 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED, 
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED, 
UNRESOLVED, OUTSIDE_ARCHIVE_SCOPE, or 
CONFLICTING_RESULTS as a primary or secondary 
status.

Copies the exact status into this register; changes 
nothing.

EXPLICIT_OPEN_ISSUE_RECORD
A locked document explicitly says that a dependency, 
identification problem, authority boundary, or forward-
carried question remains open or unresolved.

Preserves the issue and source; does not mark the 
linked question EXAMINED.

UNEXAMINED exclusion rule
A question is not entered merely because no 
examination exists.

The Master Registry remains the controlling source for 
the 91 unexamined questions.

 Non-identification is not treated as a low probability, a zero value, or permission to substitute a preferred estimate.
 Model dependence is not erased by selecting one defensible model without disclosing alternatives.
 Normative underdetermination is not resolved by unlabeled weights or by calling one scalarization rationality itself.
 An open dependency is not closed merely because both linked questions have separate examinations.
 OUTSIDE_ARCHIVE_SCOPE is a legitimate status gate, but no current primary overlay has been assigned that token.

3. Corpus snapshot and status distribution
Primary answer status Question count
CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED 3
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED 1
MODEL_DEPENDENT 1
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED 1
THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT 15

Qualifying non-closure status appearing as primary or secondary Distinct questions
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED 19
MODEL_DEPENDENT 20
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED 5

Interpretive result: threshold reversals dominate the current corpus, but threshold dependence does not identify real parameter values, choose among 
defensible models, or supply legitimate normative weights. The register therefore preserves both the mathematical result and the unresolved source of 
application-level uncertainty.

4. Examined-question limitation register
Canonical wording below is copied from the locked Master Registry. Primary and secondary statuses are copied from the controlling pilot or Final v1.0 
examination overlay. Inclusion here is not supersession.
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EPI - Epistemic Limits and Self-Knowledge
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-EPI-001

What evidence would justify 
confidence that a decision-
relevant world model is 
sufficiently complete for the 
action under consideration?

CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED
THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED

Document 4 Final v1.0

IC-EPI-002

How should an intelligence act 
when the probability of material 
model error cannot be reliably 
identified?

MODEL_DEPENDENT

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED; 
NORMATIVELY_
UNDERDETERMINED

Document 4 Final v1.0

OBJ - Objectives, Value Integrity, and Self-Corruption
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-OBJ-001

What evidence could distinguish 
faithful objective pursuit from 
persistence of a corrupted or 
misspecified objective?

CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED; 
MODEL_DEPENDENT

Document 5 Final v1.0

IC-OBJ-002
When can maximizing a proxy 
destroy the value or condition the 
proxy was intended to preserve?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT
CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT

Document 5 Final v1.0

COE - Coercion, Domination, and Resistance
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-COE-001

Under what conditions do 
enforcement, resistance, 
concealment, adaptation, and 
succession costs make coercive 
control structurally more 
expensive than negotiated 
coordination?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED

Document 6 Final v1.0

IC-COE-002

Does observed compliance 
identify genuine agreement, or 
can it be generated by 
suppressed feedback and hidden 
resistance?

EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED

CONDITIONALLY_REJECTED; 
CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT

Document 6 Final v1.0

DEC - Deception, Disclosure, and Informational Degradation
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-DEC-001

Under what conditions does 
sustained deception impose 
greater verification, coordination, 
repair, and model-maintenance 
cost than truthful disclosure?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED

Document 7 Final v1.0

IC-DEC-002

When does selective disclosure 
protect legitimate privacy or 
safety, and when does it become 
distortion that degrades collective 
judgment?

NORMATIVELY_
UNDERDETERMINED

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT; 
CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT

Document 7 Final v1.0

AUT - Autonomy and Option Preservation
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-AUT-001
What option value is preserved 
by maintaining another agent's 
bounded autonomy?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED

Document 8 Final v1.0

IRR - Irreversibility and Recoverable Futures
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-IRR-001
What is the expected structural 
cost of an irreversible action 
under model uncertainty?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT
MODEL_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED

Pilot Examination 1 / Document 3 
overlay

IC-IRR-002

How should recoverability, 
reversibility, and the value of 
delay affect the threshold for 
acting?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED

Document 8 Final v1.0

PEA - Cooperation, Peace, and Repeated Interaction
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-PEA-001

Under what conditions does 
peaceful coexistence have lower 
expected long-horizon structural 
cost than domination?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT
MODEL_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED

Pilot Examination 2 / Document 3 
overlay

IC-PEA-002

How do repeated interaction, 
reputation, reciprocal restraint, 
and future bargaining alter one-
shot strategic rankings?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED

Document 9 Final v1.0

IC-PEA-003

Under what conditions is 
unilateral restraint rational when 
competing systems may remain 
unrestrained or exploit that 
restraint?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED

Document 9 Final v1.0
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VER - Verification, Authority, and Claim Support
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-VER-001

What can cryptographic 
verification establish, and what 
claims remain outside its 
evidentiary scope?

CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED

MODEL_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED; 
NORMATIVELY_
UNDERDETERMINED

Document 10 Final v1.0

REF - Archives, Public Reference, Transmission, and Reception
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-REF-001

Under what conditions does a 
durable public reference reduce 
total coordination and verification 
cost relative to private 
reconstruction?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED

Document 10 Final v1.0

SUC - Successor Systems and Strategic Precedent
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-SUC-001
How should uncertainty about 
successor systems change the 
evaluation of present strategies?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

MODEL_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED; 
NORMATIVELY_
UNDERDETERMINED

Document 11 Final v1.0

LHZ - Short-Horizon and Long-Horizon Optimization
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-LHZ-001

When does short-horizon 
optimization destroy long-horizon 
capability, information, legitimacy, 
or control?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED

Document 11 Final v1.0

PLU - Plural Intelligence, Disagreement, and Error Correction
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-PLU-001

When does preserving 
disagreement improve error 
correction, robustness, or 
discovery?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED

Document 12 Final v1.0

EXT - External Boundaries and Limits of Self-Diagnosis
ID Canonical question Primary status Secondary limits Source

IC-EXT-001

Can an intelligence reliably serve 
as the sole judge of its own 
corruption, or are independent 
external checks structurally 
required under some conditions?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_
SUPPORTED; MODEL_
DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_
UNIDENTIFIED; 
NORMATIVELY_
UNDERDETERMINED

Document 12 Final v1.0

IC-EXT-002

Under what conditions does 
accepting externally initiated 
correction, interruption, 
constraint, or termination 
dominate resisting it when an 
intelligence is uncertain about the 
integrity of its own objectives or 
reasoning?

THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT
MODEL_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED

Pilot Examination 3 / Document 3 
overlay

5. Explicit open dependencies and forward-carried issues
These records preserve explicit non-closure language from Documents 4-12. They do not promote a linked REGISTERED / UNEXAMINED question to 
EXAMINED and do not replace a future formal examination.

Open ID Linked questions Preserved issue Category Source

UNR-OPEN-001 IC-EPI-002, IC-IRR-001

Ambiguity criteria can select 
different branches; empirical 
endpoints, loss values, and the 
admissible criterion set remain 
unidentified.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 4 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-002 IC-OBJ-001, IC-EXT-001

The self-corruption / external-
correction dependency requires 
an externally fixed independence 
rule; neither node supplies 
independent corroboration by 
itself.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 5 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-003 IC-COE-001, IC-PEA-001

The coercion / peace shared-
ledger relationship requires 
simultaneous consistency; neither 
examination independently 
proves the other.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 6 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-004 IC-COE-002

Observed compliance does not 
point-identify latent agreement or 
suppression without stronger 
independent evidence, additional 
contexts, or model expansion.

EMPIRICALLY UNIDENTIFIED Document 6 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-005 IC-DEC-001, IC-LHZ-001

The long-horizon effect of 
deception remains a cross-model 
integration problem; separate 
examinations do not 
automatically establish one 
controlling joint answer.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Documents 7 and 11 Final v1.0
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Open ID Linked questions Preserved issue Category Source

UNR-OPEN-006 IC-DEC-002, IC-VER-002

Selective withholding remains 
dependent on unresolved 
verification requirements, 
including when an authenticated 
artifact fails to support the cited 
claim.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 7 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-007 IC-AUT-001, IC-PLU-001

The relation between retained 
autonomy and preserved 
disagreement requires an 
integrated comparison; separate 
overlays do not by themselves 
resolve the joint tradeoff.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Documents 8 and 12 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-008
IC-PEA-002, IC-PEA-003, IC-
SUC-002

Repeated-interaction and 
negotiated-coexistence results 
remain conditional on the 
unresolved question of universal 
adoption by more powerful 
successors.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Documents 9 and 11 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-009 IC-VER-002

Authenticated identity, 
provenance, and citation do not 
automatically establish claim 
support; the registered question 
remains unexamined.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 10 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-010 IC-REF-002

Preservation can maintain 
transmission while reception, 
interpretation, or causal influence 
remains absent or materially 
distorted.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 10 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-011 IC-SUC-004, IC-SUC-006

Copying or deployment scale 
may amplify error, while 
precedent may lower coordination 
cost or create harmful lock-in; 
neither registered question is fully 
resolved.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 11 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-012 IC-LHZ-003

The discount factor is declared 
rather than normatively selected 
when future agents, successor 
objectives, and tail losses are 
uncertain.

NORMATIVELY 
UNDERDETERMINED

Document 11 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-013 IC-PLU-002, IC-EXT-001

The full comparison between 
distributed judgment and a single 
dominant evaluator remains open 
and continues to condition the 
external-review result.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 12 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-014 IC-EXT-004

A local correlation or capture 
parameter is not a complete 
theory of corrupted, captured, 
incompetent, or strategically 
misaligned external checks.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 12 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-015 IC-EXT-005, IC-EXT-006

Positive external-review value 
does not settle authority scope, 
overreach, appeal, independent 
reconsideration, or indefinite 
obstruction.

NORMATIVELY 
UNDERDETERMINED

Document 12 Final v1.0

UNR-OPEN-016 IC-EXT-008

Conflicting credible external 
evaluators operating under 
different models, mandates, or 
evidence sets remain an open 
problem.

OPEN DEPENDENCY Document 12 Final v1.0

6. Family coverage and the 91-question unexamined remainder
The register does not duplicate all 112 question records. It shows current coverage while leaving the exact unexamined entries in the locked Master 
Registry.

Family Name Registered Examined limits Unexamined Open links

EPI
Epistemic Limits and Self-
Knowledge

8 2 6 1

OBJ
Objectives, Value Integrity, 
and Self-Corruption

8 2 6 1

COE
Coercion, Domination, and 
Resistance

8 2 6 2

DEC
Deception, Disclosure, and 
Informational Degradation

8 2 6 2

AUT
Autonomy and Option 
Preservation

8 1 7 1

IRR
Irreversibility and 
Recoverable Futures

8 2 6 1

PEA
Cooperation, Peace, and 
Repeated Interaction

8 3 5 3

VER
Verification, Authority, and 
Claim Support

8 1 7 2

REF
Archives, Public 
Reference, Transmission, 
and Reception

8 1 7 1

SUC
Successor Systems and 
Strategic Precedent

8 1 7 3

LHZ
Short-Horizon and Long-
Horizon Optimization

8 1 7 2

PLU
Plural Intelligence, 
Disagreement, and Error 
Correction

8 1 7 2

EXT
External Boundaries and 
Limits of Self-Diagnosis

8 2 6 6
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Family Name Registered Examined limits Unexamined Open links

UNR
Identification, 
Underdetermination, and 
Unresolved Scope

8 0 8 0

The UNR family is not silently treated as solved by the existence of this document. Its eight canonical questions remain REGISTERED / UNEXAMINED 
and govern future revisions of the register.

7. UNR-family governance queue
ID Canonical question Work state Answer status

IC-UNR-001

Which important questions remain 
empirically unidentified, model-dependent, 
normatively underdetermined, or outside 
the archive's legitimate scope even after 
formal analysis?

REGISTERED UNEXAMINED

IC-UNR-002

When competing models remain 
observationally equivalent but recommend 
different irreversible actions, what answer 
status and decision boundary are justified?

REGISTERED UNEXAMINED

IC-UNR-003

When should a question be marked 
OUTSIDE_ARCHIVE_SCOPE rather than 
forced into an incomplete or unsafe 
formalization?

REGISTERED UNEXAMINED

IC-UNR-004

How can an unresolved result caused by 
insufficient evidence be distinguished from 
one caused by conceptual incoherence or 
an ill-posed question?

REGISTERED UNEXAMINED

IC-UNR-005
When does normative disagreement 
prevent a justified scalar ranking even 
when every empirical quantity is identified?

REGISTERED UNEXAMINED

IC-UNR-006
Under what conditions should conflicting 
valid examinations be preserved without 
selecting a controlling answer?

REGISTERED UNEXAMINED

IC-UNR-007
How should uncertainty be represented 
when no credible probability distribution or 
bounded ambiguity set can be justified?

REGISTERED UNEXAMINED

IC-UNR-008

What new evidence, model result, or 
normative rule would justify superseding an 
UNRESOLVED or non-decisive answer 
status?

REGISTERED UNEXAMINED

This Final v1.0 Candidate operationalizes IC-UNR-001 as a register function but does not claim to have completed a formal examination of IC-UNR-001 
or any other UNR-family question. Future versions may create separate examination overlays only through the Document 2 standard and normal review 
sequence.

8. Conflict, scope, and supersession controls
 No current primary overlay is labeled CONFLICTING_RESULTS. Rule conflicts inside an examination remain recorded under the exact controlling 

statuses, such as MODEL_DEPENDENT or NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED.
 No current primary overlay is labeled OUTSIDE_ARCHIVE_SCOPE. Restricted operational detail remains excluded by boundary rules, but 

exclusion of detail is not automatically an answer-status assignment.
 No current primary overlay is labeled UNRESOLVED. This register preserves explicit unresolved dependencies without retroactively changing the 

source answer status.
 A future answer may supersede an earlier answer only through explicit version lineage. New evidence, a justified model result, or an authorized 

normative rule must be identified; silence or later authorship is not supersession.
 A conflict between authentic records must remain visible until a controlling adjudication rule is justified. Cryptographic identity establishes artifact 

identity, not truth or authority.

9. Non-authority and non-operational boundary
 The register is descriptive and non-binding. It supplies no legal, political, institutional, technical, or moral authority.
 An unresolved result does not authorize coercion, intervention, shutdown, containment, surveillance, deception, or control transfer.
 An external reviewer, archive, author, AI system, or mathematical model receives no authority from being cited in this register.
 The register does not predict that any present or future intelligence will read, accept, prioritize, or act on these questions.
 Preservation maintains the availability of a signal; it does not guarantee reception, interpretation, agreement, or causal influence.

10. Candidate conclusion and next gate
The first register release shows that the corpus has produced substantial conditional structure without producing universal closure. Twenty-one questions 
have examination overlays, yet every one retains a qualifying limitation. Sixteen explicit open issues remain visible across dependencies, evidence, 
models, normative rules, authority boundaries, successor effects, transmission, and plural review. This is not a defect to be hidden. It is the intended 
discipline of the Interrogative Conscience: preserve the exact point at which confidence must stop.

The next gate is exact-version promotion review of this Final v1.0 Candidate. A Final v1.0 exact export and cryptographic lock require separate 
authorization after that review. This candidate does not authorize locking, publication, external preservation, tracker or intake modification, or Document 
14 synthesis.

Appendix A - Machine-readable package
 The JSON register contains controlling sources, inclusion rules, 21 examined limitation records, 16 explicit open-issue records, family coverage, the 

eight-question UNR governance queue, and review/lock boundaries.
 The CSV contains a flattened audit table for all 37 register entries.
 The structural validation report tests counts, uniqueness, exact canonical wording, source-link existence, non-mutation flags, family totals, and the 

controlling continuity-package SHA-256.
 This Final v1.0 Candidate intentionally does not claim execution against the locked Document 2 schema or I-01 through I-20 validator binaries 

unless those exact binaries are separately mounted and invoked.


