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Use this form with Appendix A. Replace the bracketed prompts with your own entries and expand the space as needed. Preserve earlier dated versions when a question or judgment changes. References to numbered sections refer to the book.
Entry identity. Give the project and entry IDs, author, date, relevant question version and linked entry in the Inquiry Register. State whether the entry was made at the time or reconstructed later, and on what basis.
[Enter identity, timing and links.]
The assumption or judgment before review. Preserve its exact wording and identify whose judgment it was. Explain the grounds then available and the decision it shaped. Write this reasoning before the relevant AI task when possible. Identify a later reconstruction as such; do not present it as a contemporary baseline.
[Original wording; holder; earlier grounds; consequence.]
The encounter that calls for attention. Link the particular account, observation, disagreement or outcome and explain why it matters. Identify the AI proposal you examined through its Sources and AI Register entry, its grounds and your disposition of it. Preserve the separate contribution of a participant’s response, a source and your own reasoning. A changed judgment needs an explanation; surprise alone does not supply one.
[Source locator; encounter; significance for the assumption.]
Alternatives examined. Could the original judgment still be reasonable? What other explanation fits? What source or perspective would distinguish these possibilities? Do not manufacture dissonance to fill the form.
[Alternative readings and their grounds.]
Judgment and later learning
Judgment after review. State whether the judgment is retained, qualified, replaced or still unresolved. Preserve the former wording. Identify what changed in your way of framing or judging the situation, as distinct from a change in activity alone.
[Current judgment; reason; link to evidence and relevant theological reasoning.]
Consequence and later check. What has changed in the way you seek understanding, and what conduct is actually recorded? Distinguish the revised question or plan from its enactment. Explain a proposed later occasion that could examine persistence or use in a different situation, including the differences that would matter. Add its result only when available.
[Action already taken; proposal; later check; result when available.]
Limits and continuity. State whose learning is claimed and what supports it. Distinguish improved work, explained reasoning, later conduct, and changes in group practice. For communal learning, identify how members’ contributions affected a shared judgment, retaining differences; a proposal alone does not establish changed practice. Explain what remains unknown and link the Ministry Experiment Journal and the Research Argument Map. These questions guide evidence gathering; they are not a validated assessment scale (Section 10.3).
[Bounded learning claim; unresolved matters; links.]
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