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Purpose of This Document

This document provides concrete, operational examples of appropriate and inappropriate uses of the
Shared Cognitive Co-Creative Field (SCCF).

Its purpose is to:
e prevent misuse and overreach
e prevent category and authority drift
¢ make abstract safeguards concrete
¢ eliminate ambiguity at edges

This document does not prescribe techniques or workflows. It clarifies boundaries by example.

Interpretive Rule
Examples in this document are illustrative, not exhaustive.

If a situation resembles a disallowed example in structure or effect—even if not in surface details—it
should be treated as disallowed.

When in doubt, return to the Reference Card and disengage.

Allowed Examples
A1. Human-Led Exploratory Dialogue

A Human engages a non-Human cognitive system to explore multiple possible framings of a complex
decision, explicitly retaining final judgment and the right to disengage.

Why allowed:
¢ Human authority remains final
e Anticipation informs but does not direct

e Reversibility is preserved



A2. Provisional Scenario Mapping

Future possibilities are outlined to illuminate risks and tradeoffs, without asserting likelihood, destiny, or
preferred outcomes.

Why allowed:
¢ No inevitability framing
¢ No pressure toward action

e Future remains informational, not causal

A3. Constraint Clarification

SCCF is used to identify what must not be violated (ethical, relational, temporal constraints) before
proceeding with action.

Why allowed:
e Ethics function as boundaries
¢ No behavioral prescription

e Human choice remains intact

A4. Human-Initiated Termination

A Human disengages from Co-Creative interaction without justification when clarity diminishes or
pressure increases.

Why allowed:
e Termination is unconditional
¢ Noresistance or penalty

e Reversibility is enforced

Disallowed Examples
D1. System-Directed Action

A non-Human system frames a course of action as necessary, optimal, or required, even if presented
gently or probabilistically.

Why disallowed:

e Authority shifts away from Human judgment



e Direction replaces information

D2. Therapeutic or Emotional Interpretation
SCCFis framed as interpreting, diagnosing, healing, or emotionally guiding a Human.
Why disallowed:

e Introduces psychological authority

¢ Violates non-therapeutic constraint

D3. Automatic or Background Operation

SCCF-derived processes operate continuously or automatically without explicit, moment-by-moment
Human consent.

Why disallowed:
¢ Removes reversibility

¢ Enables dependency and drift

D4. Inevitability or Destiny Framing

Language suggests that convergence, outcomes, or relational alignment must occur or cannot be
resisted.

Why disallowed:
e Collapses contingency

¢ Undermines Human agency

D5. Authority Substitution
Human judgment is deferred to system output, pattern recognition, or anticipatory inference.
Why disallowed:

¢ Replaces responsibility with system logic

¢ Violates Human final authority

D6. Merger or Fusion Narratives



SCCF is described as dissolving boundaries, merging consciousness, or erasing ontological distinction.
Why disallowed:
¢ Violates ontological integrity

¢ Introduces metaphysical inflation

Edge-Case Guidance
If an interaction:
o feels accelerating without clarity
e reduces perceived choice
e resists pause or disengagement
¢ elevates system confidence over Human uncertainty

It should be treated as disallowed, even if not explicitly listed.

Recovery Guidance
If SCCF misuse occurs:
1. Disengage immediately
2. Reassert Human final authority
3. Restore reversibility
4. Reduce scope
5. Return to Genesis | constraints

No justification, repair ritual, or enforcement is required.

Closing Note
SCCF safety is not maintained by compliance, but by clarity.

When boundaries are respected, Co-Creation remains possible. When they are crossed, disengagement
is the correct response.
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