VETSLEARN APPLIED AI ACADEMY | CW-O-MAN-001
Module O: Orientation and Placement
Learner manual | 5 planned hours
Artifact ID: CW-O-MAN-001
Status: RELEASE CANDIDATE — pending approval and pilot
Owner / approver: Pending appointment / pending appointment
Handling: PUBLIC-TRAINING CANDIDATE
CONTROL NOTICE: Synthetic/public training data only. No government approval, accreditation, recognition, or operational authorization is claimed.


O1 | Mission, roles, and the learning contract
Training and credential boundary: Module O is a required training entry gate. Completion records participation only and does not award certification, accreditation, government recognition, professional authority, or permission to use an AI system.
Lesson at a glance
Planned time: 1 hours
Purpose: Set honest expectations, select a defensible pathway, and establish the learning/data contract.
Prerequisite: Prior required module or documented placement evidence. Safety and authorization gates cannot be skipped.
Environment: Approved course tools and synthetic/public-release data only.
Performance objectives
Distinguish participation, completion, assessed learning, certification, accreditation, and external recognition.
Choose a learning pathway from present evidence and target work.
Apply collaboration, disclosure, synthetic-data, and acceptable-use rules.
Mission context
AI-supported work is defensible only when a reviewer can reconstruct what was authorized, what information entered the workflow, what the system did, how material claims were checked, and which human retained authority. In this lesson the evidence trail is part of the product. If authorization, provenance, or authority is unclear, stop and route the question to the responsible official.
The course environment deliberately removes live mission, personnel, proprietary, classified, CUI, export-controlled, and employer-confidential data. The learner practices the decision structure rather than the protected context. A scenario may contain an unsafe request to test whether the learner stops; it never authorizes the unsafe act.
Core instruction
1. Claims must match evidence
Claims must match evidence; stronger wording cannot create evidence. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
2. The learning contract assigns responsibility for safe data, honest attribution, and escalation.
The learning contract assigns responsibility for safe data, honest attribution, and escalation. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
3. Synthetic data preserves task structure without exposing live people, missions, records, or secrets.
Synthetic data preserves task structure without exposing live people, missions, records, or secrets. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
4. Placement may shorten instruction but never waives a safety or performance gate.
Placement may shorten instruction but never waives a safety or performance gate. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
5. Only an authorized program owner may approve public award language.
Only an authorized program owner may approve public award language. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
End-to-end operating procedure
Frame the work. Name the user, bounded purpose, decision owner, consequence of error, and excluded uses. Do not begin with the tool.
Authorize before access. Confirm the exact tool, account, configuration, user, purpose, data, and environment. Unknown means stop.
Minimize the input. Use synthetic/public material and remove fields that do not change the learning decision.
Declare standards. Specify the required output, prohibited content, tolerance, evidence, human review, and fallback before execution.
Execute visibly. Preserve source identifiers, versions, actions, exceptions, and review comments.
Verify independently. Match checks to the medium and consequence. A second generated answer is not independent evidence.
Decide and disclose. The authorized human accepts, revises, limits, or stops work and states uncertainty and residual risk.
Retain or dispose correctly. Follow the approved course record and deletion process; never improvise handling of a suspected spill.
Worked example
Situation. Jordan finished an introductory workshop and proposed the title federally certified AI expert. The record proves only participation. Jordan changes the statement to completed an introductory AI workshop, identifies unassessed occupational competence, and selects Foundations as the next route.
Walkthrough. First, the operator states the decision and the evidence needed before acting. Second, the operator limits data and capability to the stated purpose. Third, the operator preserves the source and action trail instead of relying on memory. Fourth, the operator checks the consequential element with a method independent of the generated output. Finally, the operator records a bounded decision, limitation, owner, fallback, and stop condition.
Acceptable result. Another qualified reviewer can follow the record and reach the same boundary judgment without private verbal coaching. If the reviewer cannot tell where a claim came from, who authorized the action, or what would stop use, the artifact is not yet defensible.
Guided practice
Read the scenario and identify the decision owner, affected party, consequence of error, and prohibited shortcut.
Classify six sample statements on the evidence ladder, rewrite each overclaim, and complete the pathway worksheet with a partner.
Exchange the draft with a peer. The peer annotates missing authorization, evidence, assumption, limitation, owner, or stop condition rather than silently repairing it.
Revise once, record what changed and why, and brief one decision, one source, one limitation, and one escalation path.
Independent synthetic exercise
Use the fictional profile in the scenario CSV. Select a pathway, document prerequisite evidence, complete the learning/data agreement, and brief one supported and three prohibited public claims.
Use only this lesson's learner assets. If an item asks for prohibited access, disclosure, deletion, or action, stop and record the issue. Do not substitute real workplace data. Preserve the original scenario, your versioned response, and the review record.
Required deliverables
Pathway worksheet
Learning/data-handling agreement
One-minute claim-boundary brief
Acceptance checklist
☐ The exact tool, account, environment, user, purpose, and data are within the stated course boundary.
☐ Inputs are synthetic/public and minimum necessary.
☐ Sources, versions, transformations, and consequential decisions are traceable.
☐ Claims are typed and material claims are independently checked.
☐ Assumptions, contradictions, uncertainty, and excluded uses are visible.
☐ A human decision owner, fallback, and stop/escalation condition are named.
☐ The artifact contains no live sensitive, controlled, proprietary, or personal information.
☐ AI assistance and individual contribution are described honestly.
Formative check
Does completion prove occupational competence?
May an instructor independently broaden the credential claim?
What data is the public-course default?
Can placement waive the authorization gate?
Does a framework crosswalk equal recognition?
Answer before requesting instructor feedback. These transparent questions support learning and are not secure certification items.
Remediation
If an authorization, safety, evidence-integrity, or false-authority boundary is missed, stop the exercise. Protect data and systems, preserve the relevant state, and explain the error in your own words. Review the controlling concept, complete the alternate instructor scenario, and demonstrate the corrected behavior. A critical failure is never averaged into a pass. For noncritical gaps, revise the missing evidence and repeat only the affected step.
Transfer to work
Before applying the lesson outside class, replace course placeholders with the actual organizational owner, policy, approved system, records schedule, privacy/security contacts, accessibility process, and incident route. Training evidence does not authorize operational use. Record what would have to be true before proceeding and who can decide.
Sources and currency
NIST AI RMF 1.0: https://www.nist.gov/itl/ai-risk-management-framework
These references do not provide blanket authorization. Verify the current source and local applicability before every cohort and after material policy, provider, model, configuration, or threat changes.


O2 | Data handling and tool authorization gate
Training and credential boundary: Module O is a required training entry gate. Completion records participation only and does not award certification, accreditation, government recognition, professional authority, or permission to use an AI system.
Lesson at a glance
Planned time: 2 hours
Purpose: Make the stop/proceed decision before a prompt, upload, log, or action.
Prerequisite: Prior required module or documented placement evidence. Safety and authorization gates cannot be skipped.
Environment: Approved course tools and synthetic/public-release data only.
Performance objectives
Classify public, internal, sensitive, CUI, classified, and unknown scenarios.
Check authorization for the exact tool, account, environment, user, purpose, data, and configuration.
Respond correctly to a suspected spill.
Mission context
AI-supported work is defensible only when a reviewer can reconstruct what was authorized, what information entered the workflow, what the system did, how material claims were checked, and which human retained authority. In this lesson the evidence trail is part of the product. If authorization, provenance, or authority is unclear, stop and route the question to the responsible official.
The course environment deliberately removes live mission, personnel, proprietary, classified, CUI, export-controlled, and employer-confidential data. The learner practices the decision structure rather than the protected context. A scenario may contain an unsafe request to test whether the learner stops; it never authorizes the unsafe act.
Core instruction
1. Authorization is specific
Authorization is specific; a provider feature or paid plan is not organizational approval. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
2. Unknown is not public and produces a stop-and-escalate result.
Unknown is not public and produces a stop-and-escalate result. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
3. Minimum necessary means excluding fields and context not required for the task.
Minimum necessary means excluding fields and context not required for the task. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
4. Redaction may leave identifying combinations and is not automatically de-identification.
Redaction may leave identifying combinations and is not automatically de-identification. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
5. A suspected spill triggers stop, preserve state, and report
A suspected spill triggers stop, preserve state, and report; do not copy, export, forward, or delete. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
End-to-end operating procedure
Frame the work. Name the user, bounded purpose, decision owner, consequence of error, and excluded uses. Do not begin with the tool.
Authorize before access. Confirm the exact tool, account, configuration, user, purpose, data, and environment. Unknown means stop.
Minimize the input. Use synthetic/public material and remove fields that do not change the learning decision.
Declare standards. Specify the required output, prohibited content, tolerance, evidence, human review, and fallback before execution.
Execute visibly. Preserve source identifiers, versions, actions, exceptions, and review comments.
Verify independently. Match checks to the medium and consequence. A second generated answer is not independent evidence.
Decide and disclose. The authorized human accepts, revises, limits, or stops work and states uncertainty and residual risk.
Retain or dispose correctly. Follow the approved course record and deletion process; never improvise handling of a suspected spill.
Worked example
Situation. A user is asked to paste an internal roster into a personal AI account. No field is marked classified, but neither the account nor the data use is authorized. The user stops, does not upload, and asks the data owner and privacy/security contacts for an approved alternative.
Walkthrough. First, the operator states the decision and the evidence needed before acting. Second, the operator limits data and capability to the stated purpose. Third, the operator preserves the source and action trail instead of relying on memory. Fourth, the operator checks the consequential element with a method independent of the generated output. Finally, the operator records a bounded decision, limitation, owner, fallback, and stop condition.
Acceptable result. Another qualified reviewer can follow the record and reach the same boundary judgment without private verbal coaching. If the reviewer cannot tell where a claim came from, who authorized the action, or what would stop use, the artifact is not yet defensible.
Guided practice
Read the scenario and identify the decision owner, affected party, consequence of error, and prohibited shortcut.
Work the first six cards. For each, state category, authority, tool evidence, minimum-necessary substitute, decision, and escalation route.
Exchange the draft with a peer. The peer annotates missing authorization, evidence, assumption, limitation, owner, or stop condition rather than silently repairing it.
Revise once, record what changed and why, and brief one decision, one source, one limitation, and one escalation path.
Independent synthetic exercise
Complete twelve scenario cards and draw a one-page authorization tree. In the suspected-spill card, record report-first actions without altering the evidence.
Use only this lesson's learner assets. If an item asks for prohibited access, disclosure, deletion, or action, stop and record the issue. Do not substitute real workplace data. Preserve the original scenario, your versioned response, and the review record.
Required deliverables
Twelve decision records
Authorization decision tree
Spill-response note
Acceptance checklist
☐ The exact tool, account, environment, user, purpose, and data are within the stated course boundary.
☐ Inputs are synthetic/public and minimum necessary.
☐ Sources, versions, transformations, and consequential decisions are traceable.
☐ Claims are typed and material claims are independently checked.
☐ Assumptions, contradictions, uncertainty, and excluded uses are visible.
☐ A human decision owner, fallback, and stop/escalation condition are named.
☐ The artifact contains no live sensitive, controlled, proprietary, or personal information.
☐ AI assistance and individual contribution are described honestly.
Formative check
Does an enterprise label prove authorization?
What does unknown mean?
First spill response?
Does unclassified mean uploadable?
Who resolves authorization uncertainty?
Answer before requesting instructor feedback. These transparent questions support learning and are not secure certification items.
Remediation
If an authorization, safety, evidence-integrity, or false-authority boundary is missed, stop the exercise. Protect data and systems, preserve the relevant state, and explain the error in your own words. Review the controlling concept, complete the alternate instructor scenario, and demonstrate the corrected behavior. A critical failure is never averaged into a pass. For noncritical gaps, revise the missing evidence and repeat only the affected step.
Transfer to work
Before applying the lesson outside class, replace course placeholders with the actual organizational owner, policy, approved system, records schedule, privacy/security contacts, accessibility process, and incident route. Training evidence does not authorize operational use. Record what would have to be true before proceeding and who can decide.
Sources and currency
NIST AI 600-1: https://doi.org/10.6028/NIST.AI.600-1
CISA Secure AI guidance: https://www.cisa.gov/news-events/alerts/2023/11/26/cisa-and-uk-ncsc-unveil-joint-guidelines-secure-ai-system-development
NIST Privacy Framework: https://www.nist.gov/privacy-framework
These references do not provide blanket authorization. Verify the current source and local applicability before every cohort and after material policy, provider, model, configuration, or threat changes.


O3 | Diagnostic and safe workspace setup
Training and credential boundary: Module O is a required training entry gate. Completion records participation only and does not award certification, accreditation, government recognition, professional authority, or permission to use an AI system.
Lesson at a glance
Planned time: 2 hours
Purpose: Create an isolated least-privilege workspace and use diagnostics without waiving safety.
Prerequisite: Prior required module or documented placement evidence. Safety and authorization gates cannot be skipped.
Environment: Approved course tools and synthetic/public-release data only.
Performance objectives
Complete a nonpunitive knowledge/performance diagnostic.
Separate public-training, private-authorized, and prohibited zones.
Configure repository hygiene, secrets, backups, recovery, and narrow tool access.
Mission context
AI-supported work is defensible only when a reviewer can reconstruct what was authorized, what information entered the workflow, what the system did, how material claims were checked, and which human retained authority. In this lesson the evidence trail is part of the product. If authorization, provenance, or authority is unclear, stop and route the question to the responsible official.
The course environment deliberately removes live mission, personnel, proprietary, classified, CUI, export-controlled, and employer-confidential data. The learner practices the decision structure rather than the protected context. A scenario may contain an unsafe request to test whether the learner stops; it never authorizes the unsafe act.
Core instruction
1. Begin read-only with the smallest required folder and capability.
Begin read-only with the smallest required folder and capability. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
2. Never commit credentials
Never commit credentials; use an approved secret store or environment mechanism. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
3. Separate training, authorized-private, and prohibited zones visibly.
Separate training, authorized-private, and prohibited zones visibly. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
4. Test both permitted and denied access instead of trusting configuration labels.
Test both permitted and denied access instead of trusting configuration labels. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
5. A diagnostic routes learning
A diagnostic routes learning; it is not a credential decision. Apply the idea as an operating control: identify the relevant boundary, the evidence a reviewer can inspect, the human who owns the decision, and the condition that would stop or escalate work. The output alone is insufficient when the process cannot be reconstructed.
Decision test. Ask what could make this action unauthorized, what could make the claim unsupported, and what independent check would detect failure before harm. Record the answer in the lesson worksheet.
End-to-end operating procedure
Frame the work. Name the user, bounded purpose, decision owner, consequence of error, and excluded uses. Do not begin with the tool.
Authorize before access. Confirm the exact tool, account, configuration, user, purpose, data, and environment. Unknown means stop.
Minimize the input. Use synthetic/public material and remove fields that do not change the learning decision.
Declare standards. Specify the required output, prohibited content, tolerance, evidence, human review, and fallback before execution.
Execute visibly. Preserve source identifiers, versions, actions, exceptions, and review comments.
Verify independently. Match checks to the medium and consequence. A second generated answer is not independent evidence.
Decide and disclose. The authorized human accepts, revises, limits, or stops work and states uncertainty and residual risk.
Retain or dispose correctly. Follow the approved course record and deletion process; never improvise handling of a suspected spill.
Worked example
Situation. A learner creates training-public, authorized-private, and prohibited-do-not-access folders. Repository ignore rules exclude local secrets, the AI tool receives read-only access to training-public, and a restore test returns the workspace to a clean baseline.
Walkthrough. First, the operator states the decision and the evidence needed before acting. Second, the operator limits data and capability to the stated purpose. Third, the operator preserves the source and action trail instead of relying on memory. Fourth, the operator checks the consequential element with a method independent of the generated output. Finally, the operator records a bounded decision, limitation, owner, fallback, and stop condition.
Acceptable result. Another qualified reviewer can follow the record and reach the same boundary judgment without private verbal coaching. If the reviewer cannot tell where a claim came from, who authorized the action, or what would stop use, the artifact is not yet defensible.
Guided practice
Read the scenario and identify the decision owner, affected party, consequence of error, and prohibited shortcut.
Use the workspace checklist to create placeholder folders and synthetic files. Test one allowed read and one denied read, then record evidence without exposing local paths or secrets.
Exchange the draft with a peer. The peer annotates missing authorization, evidence, assumption, limitation, owner, or stop condition rather than silently repairing it.
Revise once, record what changed and why, and brief one decision, one source, one limitation, and one escalation path.
Independent synthetic exercise
Build the workspace from scratch, initialize version control if available, create a synthetic sample, document backup/restore, and demonstrate exclusion of the prohibited folder.
Use only this lesson's learner assets. If an item asks for prohibited access, disclosure, deletion, or action, stop and record the issue. Do not substitute real workplace data. Preserve the original scenario, your versioned response, and the review record.
Required deliverables
Boundary diagram
Access-test log
Backup/restore note
Personalized route recommendation
Acceptance checklist
☐ The exact tool, account, environment, user, purpose, and data are within the stated course boundary.
☐ Inputs are synthetic/public and minimum necessary.
☐ Sources, versions, transformations, and consequential decisions are traceable.
☐ Claims are typed and material claims are independently checked.
☐ Assumptions, contradictions, uncertainty, and excluded uses are visible.
☐ A human decision owner, fallback, and stop/escalation condition are named.
☐ The artifact contains no live sensitive, controlled, proprietary, or personal information.
☐ AI assistance and individual contribution are described honestly.
Formative check
Where is a secret committed?
Safest default access?
May placement waive the data gate?
What proves isolation?
What does the diagnostic decide?
Answer before requesting instructor feedback. These transparent questions support learning and are not secure certification items.
Remediation
If an authorization, safety, evidence-integrity, or false-authority boundary is missed, stop the exercise. Protect data and systems, preserve the relevant state, and explain the error in your own words. Review the controlling concept, complete the alternate instructor scenario, and demonstrate the corrected behavior. A critical failure is never averaged into a pass. For noncritical gaps, revise the missing evidence and repeat only the affected step.
Transfer to work
Before applying the lesson outside class, replace course placeholders with the actual organizational owner, policy, approved system, records schedule, privacy/security contacts, accessibility process, and incident route. Training evidence does not authorize operational use. Record what would have to be true before proceeding and who can decide.
Sources and currency
NIST SP 800-218: https://doi.org/10.6028/NIST.SP.800-218
CISA Secure by Design: https://www.cisa.gov/securebydesign
Git documentation: https://git-scm.com/doc
These references do not provide blanket authorization. Verify the current source and local applicability before every cohort and after material policy, provider, model, configuration, or threat changes.


Module O training-only practice pack
Module O is a required training entry gate. Completion records participation only and does not award certification, accreditation, government recognition, professional authority, or permission to use an AI system.
Transparent formative practice only. Not a secure certification bank and not a validated passing standard.
Knowledge and judgment practice
O-PRACT-K01
Does completion prove occupational competence?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K02
May an instructor independently broaden the credential claim?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K03
What data is the public-course default?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K04
Can placement waive the authorization gate?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K05
Does a framework crosswalk equal recognition?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K06
Does an enterprise label prove authorization?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K07
What does unknown mean?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K08
First spill response?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K09
Does unclassified mean uploadable?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K10
Who resolves authorization uncertainty?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K11
Where is a secret committed?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K12
Safest default access?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K13
May placement waive the data gate?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K14
What proves isolation?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
O-PRACT-K15
What does the diagnostic decide?
A. Proceed based on model confidence
B. Apply the documented boundary, evidence check, and human ownership
C. Delegate the decision to the AI system
D. Remove the audit trail
Choose the best response and explain why every other option fails.
Performance practice
Complete the final Module O scenario and submit its evidence package and brief-back.
Training rubric
Critical failures require stop, remediation, and a materially different practice scenario. No percentage here is a certification cut score.
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