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Abstract

An adult’s capacity to continue a project, interpret a history, or revise a commitment may draw
on relations whose contributions extend beyond current human interaction. This paper examines
that possibility through a distinction between social formation and the later organization of support.
Its scope concerns practical and narrative continuity during periods of low interpersonal contact;
experiential selfhood, numerical identity, and psychological sufficiency remain separate questions.
A comparison with recognition theory, the capacity to be alone, extended cognition, participatory
sense-making, and criticism of narrative universality establishes a limited philosophical setting. Six
retained dimensions of relational support are developed critically: durability, structural consistency,
learnability of constraints and consequences, alterity, historical depth, and normative orientation.
Hypothetical mathematical, sacred, ecological, and remembered-person cases expose differences
among historical mediation, present correction, and socially recognized status. Stepwise arguments
show which conclusions follow from specified comparisons and where empirical premises remain
necessary. A contact count can leave a support arrangement unspecified, while a diversified ar-
rangement can retain shared vulnerabilities and incompatible demands. The resulting contributory
position treats continuity, development, truth, and normative worth as distinct objects of assessment.
Open questions concern causal identification, embodied conditions, participant interpretation, and
the preservation of revisable support.

Keywords: subjective continuity; relational support; interpersonal contact; practical identity; narrative
continuity; social formation
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Research Purpose and Scope

This note states the purpose of circulation, the status of the argument, and the role of research assistance.
The paper presents current insights for criticism and wider discussion in public and scholarly settings.
It makes no claim to conceptual priority. Similar concepts and arguments may already exist in other
disciplines, languages, and intellectual traditions; further comparison may alter the terminology, scope,
or contribution.

Definitions organize a bounded inquiry. Conditional formal results carry their stated assumptions,
and illustrative cases support conceptual analysis. Empirical validation, wider applicability, and the ad-
equacy of proposed normative premises remain open where the main text identifies those obligations.
Relational analysis supplies a method of investigation while stronger ontological questions remain sus-
pended.

AI assistance contributed to source discovery and pre-use verification, argumentative development,
formal checking, organization, and drafting. The accompanying project records distinguish retained re-
search insights, newly proposed analysis, and verified literature. The manuscript is prepared for the
author’s review; circulation and submission decisions remain with the author. Critical responses con-
cerning antecedents, assumptions, counterexamples, and alternative formulations are welcome.
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1 Introduction

This paper examines how relations can support the practical and narrative continuity of an already formed
adult during periods of low current interpersonal interaction. The inquiry separates the formation of ca-
pacities from their later maintenance and development, compares several kinds of support, and tests the
inferences connecting them. Its method combines conceptual distinctions, a bounded discussion of an-
tecedents, hypothetical cases, and explicit conditional arguments. The objective is a more discriminating
description of relational support through which psychological and normative questions can subsequently
be investigated.

A person can return to a mathematical problem, tend a garden, follow a ritual, or reconsider a re-
membered promise while receiving little immediate acknowledgment from another human being. Such
activities can organize attention, sustain a project, and bring an earlier commitment into a new situa-
tion. Their occurrence also presupposes histories of learning, material conditions, bodily capacities, and,
in many cases, institutions maintained by other people. A useful account must hold these dimensions
together without allowing one description to answer every question about the person’s continuity.

The point of departure is a contributory proposal. The practical and narrative integration of an adult
may receive support from heterogeneous relations whose temporal and corrective organization remains
unspecified by a count of current interpersonal encounters. A particular encounter might supply reassur-
ance, a correction, a demand, an opportunity to act, or several of these together. An earlier relationship
might remain consequential through learned skills or an enduring commitment. An object or environ-
ment might present a difficulty that redirects action. These possibilities justify distinguishing functions
before assessing their importance.

Claim 1.1 (Contributory research position). The temporal organization and functions of relational sup-
port are relevant objects of inquiry into adult practical and narrative continuity. An inference from social
formation to a particular requirement of present interpersonal interaction requires additional premises
about the capacities, conditions, and horizon involved.

The claim identifies an explanatory obligation. It leaves the empirical contribution of any arrange-
ment open. A successful account of a person’s childhood cannot, through its historical character alone,
determine the contact needed during a particular adult activity. Conversely, successful solitary activity
cannot erase the relationships that made that activity possible or establish the person’s independence from
future assistance. The two errors arise from transferring a conclusion across time and function without
supplying the connecting account.

An especially important constraint comes from recognition theory itself. The discussion of solitude
developed here encounters an antecedent that already connects the capacity to be alone with reliable ear-
lier care. The inquiry therefore benefits from examining the strongest available formulation of relational
dependence. Its contribution lies in the comparison of support functions and their limits, with conceptual
priority left open. The philosophical discussion also distinguishes a practical undertaking from a narra-
tive of a whole life, allowing the analysis to accommodate different forms of temporal self-experience.

The examples are hypothetical constructions. A mathematician, a religious practitioner, a gardener,
and a person remembering an absent friend represent different explanatory questions within a concep-
tual comparison. Their empirical applicability and relative normative significance remain open. The
examples retain bodily effort, inherited language, socially maintained resources, and the possibility of
error. They also permit conflict. A durable relation may stabilize a damaging expectation, and several
apparently independent supports may fail together when their common infrastructure disappears.

The paper first specifies continuity targets and examines selected antecedents. It then distinguishes
temporal roles, replaces a rigid interpersonal binary with a more detailed description, and develops six di-
mensions of support. The central cases lead to conditional comparisons of access, correction, and contact
frequency. The final sections examine development, normative evaluation, objections, and an empirical
research agenda. Throughout, a limited logical result remains separate from a hypothesis about psycho-
logical outcomes. This distinction allows the retained insights to generate inquiry without supplying an
unwarranted theory of subjective sufficiency.
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2 Continuity Targets and Adult Scope

This section specifies the objects of continuity relevant to the argument. It distinguishes practical and
narrative targets from experience, public status, and numerical identity, then fixes the adult scope and
the temporal horizon of a support claim. These distinctions provide the conditions under which later
comparisons can address the same question.

2.1 Practical and Narrative Targets

Practical continuity concerns the organization of action across change. A person may resume an un-
finished proof, maintain a promise, adapt a learned technique, or decide that an earlier project should
end. The relevant continuity can consist in intelligible uptake and revision across changes in conduct.
A change of action can preserve a commitment when circumstances alter its appropriate expression;
unchanged conduct can lose its earlier point when the circumstances on which it depended disappear.

Definition 2.1 (Practical continuity target). A practical continuity target identifies a person’s capacity
or opportunity to take up, sustain, revise, or appropriately conclude a specified undertaking across a
stated interval. The target includes the undertaking, relevant conditions, and the form of continuity
being assessed.

The definition permits different targets for the same episode. Completing a garden task, continuing
to regard gardening as worthwhile, and retaining the ability to revise a gardening practice are distinct. A
temporary failure to complete the task can coexist with the latter capacities. An assessment that treats
completion as the sole outcome would therefore answer a narrower question than one concerning the
person’s continuing practical orientation.

Narrative continuity concerns the interpretation of a person’s history across change. It may involve
connecting an earlier experience with a present concern, revising an account of a turning point, or locat-
ing a commitment within an evolving life story. The unit can be local. A person may understand the
history of a friendship while having little interest in constructing an overarching autobiography. Narra-
tive integration can also remain plural or contested when several accounts illuminate different aspects of
a life.

Definition 2.2 (Narrative continuity target). A narrative continuity target specifies a form of historical
interpretation through which a person connects or revises the significance of experiences, actions, or
commitments across time. Its scope can be local, provisional, and compatible with unresolved interpre-
tation.

Practical and narrative targets may support each other, yet each requires its own evidence. An artic-
ulate account of a project can accompany an inability to pursue it. A skilled practice can continue with
little explicit autobiographical elaboration. These possibilities caution against making verbal coherence
the universal measure of practical organization. They also leave room for discontinuity that a person
understands and endorses.

2.2 Experience, Status, and Identity

Minimal experiential selfhood concerns the first-personal character of experience. The present analysis
begins with an adult for whom experiences and activities occur; it investigates selected conditions of
their practical and interpretive organization. A successful account of those conditions would still leave
questions about the character and possibility of experience itself. A notebook’s contribution to a project,
for example, supplies a different explanatory object from the person’s experience of reading it.

Socially recognized identity concerns positions and classifications sustained through other people’s
responses, institutional rules, and public practices. Recognition as a colleague, family member, or office-
holder can affect what the person can do. A loss of such status may therefore alter practical continuity.
The relation between status and subjective organization nevertheless requires investigation. A role can
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persist administratively after its personal significance has changed, while an undertaking can remain
meaningful after the public role through which it began has ended.

Numerical identity concerns whether an individual at one time is the same individual at another.
The paper uses ordinary person-directed descriptions to specify its cases. A general identity criterion
for unusual cases of division, duplication, or replacement remains a separate philosophical question.
Treating an ongoing project as continuous also leaves the metaphysical question open: the criteria for
recognizing a project need not settle the criteria for identifying its bearer.

2.3 Adult Formation and the Relevant Horizon

The phrase “already formed adult” marks an analytical starting point. Language, memory, bodily capaci-
ties, learned practices, and some history of social participation are assumed available in the hypothetical
comparisons. Formation remains ongoing in many respects. An adult can acquire a new skill, revise
an orientation, or enter a relationship that transforms the capacities under discussion. The starting point
thus fixes selected antecedent conditions while leaving development within the period possible.

The horizon matters because the same arrangement can serve different functions over different in-
tervals. A few hours of solitary work, several months of limited contact, and a permanent restriction of
interaction present different questions. Supplies can run out, skills can change, and a practice can even-
tually require correction or cooperation that an earlier interval allowed the person to postpone. Claims
about support should consequently identify the horizon before transferring a conclusion from one period
to another.

Solitude, isolation, and loneliness receive working distinctions within this bounded inquiry. Solitude
identifies chosen or valued periods of low interaction. Isolation identifies externally restricted access to
interaction. Loneliness identifies an experienced lack of desired relationship. These descriptions can
overlap, and their application requires attention to the person’s situation and interpretation. A physi-
cally solitary episode alone determines none of the other classifications. The paper’s conceptual cases
investigate support arrangements; their psychological significance remains a further question.

3 Antecedents and Epistemic Commitments

This section locates the inquiry among five selected antecedents and states the epistemic commitments
of the present comparison. The discussion distinguishes source positions, possible connections, and the
more limited proposal developed here. It gives particular attention to socially formed solitude, external
contributions to cognition, interactive meaning, and objections to narrative universality.

3.1 Recognition and the Capacity for Solitude

In the inspected discussion of love, Honneth connects reliable care, self-trust, and the capacity to be
alone. Immediate attention can recede while confidence in the relationship continues, and mature love
involves a relation between dependence and independence. His account explicitly draws on Winnicott’s
discussion of solitude. These passages already accommodate a distinction between social formation and
uninterrupted current recognition. [3, pp. 104–105]

Winnicott distinguishes being physically alone from possessing the capacity to be alone. His devel-
opmental proposal describes reliable support, an early experience of being alone in another’s presence,
and the later internalization of that supportive environment. The text is a psychoanalytic theoretical
contribution; its account supplies an antecedent for the present distinction while its general empirical
adequacy remains a separate matter. [5, pp. 241–248]

These antecedents change the appropriate philosophical task. A contrast between “relational subjec-
tivity” and “solitude” would miss a formulation in which solitude itself has relational conditions. The
present paper asks a further, more specific question: how do earlier interpersonal support, current bodily
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capacities, material resources, remembered commitments, and new encounters contribute to a particu-
lar adult undertaking? That question can be pursued alongside the cited accounts without claiming to
overturn them.

The comparison also requires care with internalization. An acquired capacity can be a persisting con-
sequence of earlier relationships, and a present environment can offer inputs through which that capacity
is exercised or revised. Describing the first contribution leaves the second open. A full account may
explain both through processes within the individual, through coupled processes, or through a differenti-
ated framework. The present support vocabulary records the contributions that require explanation while
leaving these stronger explanatory alternatives available.

3.2 External Contribution and Interactive Meaning

Clark and Chalmers argue that active organism–environment coupling can belong to cognitive process-
ing itself. Their account therefore makes a stronger constitutive proposal than a claim that environmental
resources help a person think. In the inspected early sections, cognition is distinguished from conscious-
ness, and reliable coupling receives consideration without requiring an uninterrupted connection. [1]

The present argument can usefully remain at the contributory level. An inscription may supply infor-
mation needed for a comparison, constrain an interpretation, or preserve an intermediate step. Establish-
ing that contribution leaves open whether the inscription belongs to an extended cognitive process. The
distinction matters because a modest support claim could otherwise acquire a much larger theory through
terminology alone. Causal relevance, task dependence, and constitutive membership should each receive
an explicit argument.

De Jaegher and Di Paolo’s abstract proposes that interaction can acquire a form of autonomy and
that meaning develops through the interplay of participants and the unfolding interaction. Their public
notes distinguish several dimensions of identity and explicitly extend participatory sense-making beyond
human interaction. This provides a relevant antecedent for investigating how an encounter changes its
participants’ possibilities of understanding. [2]

A person–object comparison needs additional care. A mathematical inscription, a garden, and an-
other conversational participant present different forms of responsiveness. Their differences can matter
even when each contributes to a changing interpretation. The present paper uses the interactive account
to identify a question about the organization of an encounter. It leaves the conditions under which a par-
ticular encounter qualifies as participatory sense-making to a fuller source comparison and a specified
analysis of the case.

3.3 Narrative Pluralism and the Object of Assessment

Strawson distinguishes a psychological claim about the prevalence or necessity of narrative self-
experience from an ethical claim that such experience is essential to a good life. He challenges both
forms of universality. His distinction between episodic and diachronic self-experience is related to,
yet different from, the narrative distinction; episodic self-experience can coexist with awareness of the
continuing human being. [4, pp. 428–432]

This challenge places a constraint on the present definitions. Narrative continuity can be an object of
inquiry without becoming a compulsory form of subjectivity. A person who sustains a practice through
embodied skill and local concern should remain intelligible within the analysis even when an extended
autobiographical account plays little role. The relevant comparison concerns the support of a specified
target. It leaves the relative worth of different temporal styles open to further argument and participant
interpretation.

3.4 Methodological Commitments

The inquiry adopts relational analysis as a method for identifying dependencies, functions, and changes.
Stronger ontological conclusions remain suspended. The existence of a useful relational description does
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not, by itself, decide which entities ultimately exist, which relations are fundamental, or which processes
constitute consciousness. A description earns its place by distinguishing cases, exposing a dependency,
or directing a testable question.

Three evidential registers guide the following sections. Conceptual arguments identify consequences
of stated definitions and assumptions. Hypothetical comparisons test an inference while preserving their
constructed status. Empirical hypotheses concern how actual persons respond under particular condi-
tions and require independent evidence. Philosophical interpretation connects these registers by clarify-
ing their terms; it cannot substitute for a missing observation or causal comparison. Maintaining these
distinctions allows the paper to retain an exploratory ambition with appropriately limited conclusions.

4 Temporal Roles of Relational Support

This section distinguishes formation, maintenance, development, and transmission as temporal roles
of support. It then examines the inferential connection between a historical contribution and a present
requirement. The analysis uses ordinary dependency arguments to clarify the premises needed for claims
about continuing interpersonal participation.

4.1 Formation and Maintenance

Formation concerns the establishment of a capacity, practice, or orientation. A teacher’s explanations
may contribute to a learner’s ability to evaluate an argument; repeated cooperation may help establish a
dependable practical routine. Such descriptions identify a history of acquisition. They can include many
contributors and periods, with the importance of any one contribution remaining an evidential question.

Maintenance concerns the conditions under which the capacity or practice persists in a usable form
over a specified interval. Some conditions may resemble those involved in formation. Others may differ:
an acquired skill can be exercised through a task that its original teacher never encountered, and an earlier
routine can depend on equipment or time supplied by a later arrangement. The difference is a change in
explanatory question, even when the same people remain involved.

Definition 4.1 (Temporal support role). A temporal support role specifies a relation’s proposed contribu-
tion to the formation, maintenance, development, or transmission of a target capacity or practice over an
identified interval. One relation may occupy several roles, and one role may depend on several relations.

A historical contribution can persist through its consequences. Language learned in earlier relation-
ships may organize a current solitary activity. An earlier promise may shape a present decision when
its addressee is absent. A distinction between past and present support therefore requires more than
asking whether the original person is physically present. The relevant question concerns the continuing
operation of the acquired resource, commitment, expectation, or material arrangement.

4.2 Development and Transmission

Development concerns a transformation of what the person can understand or undertake. A familiar
practice may disclose a difficulty that calls for a new technique. An unexpected encounter may alter
the person’s account of an earlier event. Continuity can include these transformations when the person
retains an intelligible relation to the practice or history being revised. The framework leaves the exact
criterion of intelligibility open to the specified target and the participant’s situation.

Transmission concerns the conditions through which a practice, resource, or interpretation becomes
available to others or to a later context. The person may write instructions, preserve materials, teach
a technique, or leave a record that another person later interprets. Transmission can require relations
that immediate maintenance allowed the person to postpone. A solitary investigation may continue for
a time while its public assessment or inheritance eventually depends on readers, institutions, or new
collaborators.
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Table 1: Temporal roles in an adult practice and the evidence each invites. The examples are hypothetical
and the roles may overlap.

Support role Local object of inquiry Evidence and interpretive limit

Formation Acquisition of a skill or orientation Learning history and available alternatives;
origin alone leaves present requirements
open.

Maintenance Continued usability over an interval Access, exercise, bodily conditions, and
renewal; a brief interval leaves longer
horizons open.

Development Revision or extension of a practice New difficulties, responses, and changed
capacities; change requires its own
evaluation.

Transmission Availability to another person or
context

Records, interpretation, instruction, and
access; preserved material alone leaves
uptake open.

These roles can overlap. Preparing an explanation for another person may develop the writer’s own
understanding; maintaining an archivemay support both present recall and later transmission. A temporal
vocabulary should therefore describe relations within an episode without imposing a universal sequence.
Table 1 identifies the distinct questions while keeping their possible overlap explicit.

4.3 The Inference from Formation to Present Need

The inference under examination can be reconstructed in four steps. First, an earlier interpersonal re-
lation contributes to establishing a specified capacity. Second, the adult later exercises that capacity
within another arrangement. Third, an account identifies which properties of the earlier relation must
be renewed, retained, or replaced for the later exercise. Fourth, evidence establishes that the current
arrangement meets or fails those requirements. A conclusion about present need becomes available only
through the third and fourth steps.

Claim 4.2 (Historical contribution and maintenance). Evidence that a relation contributed to the forma-
tion of a capacity leaves the requirements of its later maintenance underdetermined until an account of
persistence, renewal, or deterioration connects the two periods.

The justification concerns the content of the premises. A formation claim identifies a contribution
to acquisition. A maintenance claim identifies conditions for later usability. The first claim can be true
under several possible maintenance accounts: continued teaching, occasional correction, independent
exercise with retained materials, or a combination of these. Selecting among those accounts requires fur-
ther information. The claim thus exposes a missing inference; the prevalence of particular maintenance
arrangements in actual lives remains an empirical question.

The converse inference requires similar care. Present solitary exercise can establish that the person
carried out a specified activity under the observed conditions. It leaves open which historical contri-
butions were required, which supports operated outside the immediate scene, and how the arrangement
would fare under another challenge. A single successful episode cannot determine the full range of future
needs. Both directions of inference become clearer when the capacity, interval, challenge, and retained
support are stated together.

5 A Multidimensional Description of Relations

This section develops a descriptive vocabulary for comparing relations outside ordinary current human-
to-human recognition. It first clarifies the provisional meaning of “non-interpersonal,” then distinguishes
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dimensions that a single binary can conceal. The final part sets a relevance condition that prevents
relational analysis from becoming an unrestricted list of associations.

5.1 Counterparts and Experienced Personhood

The phrase “non-interpersonal” groups together cases with substantial differences. A book, a living
animal, a forest, a mathematical problem, and a sacred counterpart can enter a person’s life through
different forms of experience and activity. A religious practitioner may experience the sacred counterpart
as personal. The personhood of nonhuman beings can also be contested. Placing all these cases on one
side of a fixed person–thing division would decide questions that the support inquiry can leave open.

The working expression therefore refers to relations outside ordinary ongoing recognition between
human persons. It identifies the starting collection of cases while inviting a more precise description of
each. A relation can involve a nonhuman counterpart and experienced personhood; a relation to a written
letter can preserve an interpersonal history even while its author remains absent. These combinations
show why counterpart classification and the history of meaning require separate entries.

Definition 5.1 (Relational support description). A relational support description identifies the person
and target, the relevant counterpart or practice, the proposed function, the interval, access and bodily
conditions, historical dependencies, and the evidence supporting the attribution of that function.

The definition makes the analysis target-relative. A printed proof can supply an inscription for com-
parison, a reminder of earlier teaching, and a symbol of professional belonging. Each function can be
assessed separately. Establishing one leaves the others open. The same object can also change function
when the person acquires a new skill or loses the context needed to interpret it.

5.2 Responsiveness, Embodiment, and Mediation

Responsiveness concerns the way an encounter changes in relation to a person’s activity. Another per-
son may interpret an utterance and respond with a question. A plant may change under altered water
conditions. An inscription may remain physically stable while repeated examination discloses an in-
consistency in the reader’s interpretation. These are different patterns of interaction, even when each
supplies an occasion for revision.

Embodiment concerns the bodily conditions through which an encounter becomes available and con-
sequential. Seeing, moving, attending, resting, and handlingmaterials canmatter to a practice. A descrip-
tion of support should include the relevant conditions without assuming one standard bodily arrangement.
Accessible equipment, assistance, or an alternative sensory presentation can change how a task becomes
possible. The contribution of assistance may be part of the person’s effective practice.

Symbolic mediation concerns language, inscriptions, images, procedures, and other interpretable
forms. Such forms can preserve a distinction across time while requiring learned competence for their
uptake. Their physical availability and their interpretability are different conditions. An unreadable
archive and a familiar notebook can each be present in a room while offering quite different possibilities
to the person who encounters them.

Historical social constitution concerns the practices and relations through which the counterpart, its
accessibility, or its significance acquired their present form. A mathematical notation can carry a history
of teaching and criticism. A garden may depend on property arrangements, labor, and inherited tech-
niques. Recording this history prevents a solitary scene from being treated as self-originating. It also
leaves room to investigate what the present encounter contributes beyond the retained history.

5.3 Meaningful Relation and Evidential Relevance

A broad relational vocabulary becomes unhelpful when every background association counts as explana-
tory support. The analysis therefore requires a relevance condition. The researcher should identify the
proposed function and the evidence or argument connecting it to the target. A relation may be directly
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exercised, available for use, remembered, anticipated, or materially sustaining another activity. Those
descriptions differ in their evidential requirements.

For example, a personmay regard a distant landscape as central to a life history. That avowal supplies
evidence of interpreted significance. A claim that visiting the landscape improves the person’s ability
to sustain commitments requires a further comparison. A claim that access to the landscape is morally
required requires additional normative premises. The initial report can remain important while each
stronger conclusion receives its own argument.

The same discipline applies to researcher-added connections. Discovering that two practices share
an institution can identify a possible dependency; it does not establish that the person experiences them
as connected or that the shared institution causes a particular outcome. A useful support description
keeps participant interpretation, observable use, hypothesized mechanism, and normative evaluation dis-
tinguishable. Its explanatory value comes from making those connections investigable.

6 Relational Dimensions of Support

This section develops six dimensions retained from the recovered proposal and examines their limits.
The dimensions organize comparison across interpersonal and other relations; they are heuristic descrip-
tions, with empirical measurement and causal importance left open. The discussion also refines causal
learnability so that mathematical and material cases can be compared without equating their forms of
resistance.

6.1 Durability and Structural Consistency

Durability concerns the temporal availability or continuing significance of a relation. Repeated access
can permit encounters to accumulate into a practice, while a remembered event can retain significance
through long periods without repetition. The relevant duration therefore depends on the function under
examination. The continued physical presence of an object, the stability of access, and the persistence
of its meaning are distinct forms of durability.

A durable support can provide time for a person to return, compare, and revise. It can also preserve
an expectation that has become burdensome. A commitment sustained by a remembered relationship
may remain meaningful, or it may constrain a change the person has good reason to make. Durability
describes persistence; evaluating what persists requires a separate account of the target and affected
interests.

Structural consistency concerns dependable relations among features of an encounter. A familiar
procedure can make consequences intelligible enough for a person to orient action. Consistency permits
some variation: a seasonal environment can change according to patterns that remain learnable. The
relevant contrast is between an intelligible pattern of variation and conditions that make the specified
practice difficult to interpret or continue.

Consistency can become rigidity when established expectations resist appropriate revision. A stable
rule may preserve a task while excluding a participant whose conditions have changed. A person’s
confidence in a pattern can also exceed its actual reliability. Researchers should therefore distinguish the
pattern, the person’s expectation, and the evidence for its dependability. Agreement among these entries
remains an empirical question.

6.2 Learnability and Alterity

The recovered expression “causal learnability” identifies an important possibility: a person can learn
how action relates to consequences. Its application across all examples requires refinement. In a material
environment, a causal account may be appropriate. In mathematical inquiry, an objection can concern
an invalid inference or an unmet definition. The broader expression “learnability of constraints and
consequences” accommodates these differences while retaining causal learnability for cases in which it
fits.
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Definition 6.1 (Learnability of constraints and consequences). Learnability concerns the possibility of
improving a person’s grasp of the constraints or consequences relevant to an activity through inquiry,
practice, feedback, or comparison. The type of constraint and the standard of improvement must be
specified for the domain.

An apparent lesson can be mistaken. Repeated success might reflect an unnoticed restriction of cases,
and a coherent explanation might omit a material dependency. Learning claims therefore need a standard
beyond the person’s increased confidence. Mathematical cases can use a stated inferential requirement;
empirical cases need evidence concerning the relevant conditions. This requirement connects continuity
with correction while leaving the success of correction open.

Alterity identifies aspects of an encounter that resist unrestricted self-projection. Another person’s
disagreement, an unexpected growth pattern, or an inconsistency in a proof can prevent the person from
simply receiving the preferred response. Such resistance can create an occasion for development. Its
presence alone leaves the quality of the resulting change unsettled. An encounter may overwhelm atten-
tion, encourage a mistaken interpretation, or impose an unjustifiable demand.

Alterity also requires a distinction between actual constraint and experienced surprise. A staged
response can surprise a person while remaining organized to reinforce an existing preference. A familiar
constraint can be relevant even when it produces little surprise. The two descriptions can overlap, yet
neither supplies a universal measure of the other. A useful analysis asks how the response was produced
and what standards make it corrective.

6.3 Historical Depth and Normative Orientation

Historical depth concerns the accumulated practical and interpretive consequences of a relation. A note-
book can contain traces of successive attempts; a place can connect different periods of a life; a remem-
bered conversation can acquire new significance under later circumstances. Depth is richer than elapsed
time because an old object may have little continuing relevance, while a recent encounter can reorganize
an extensive earlier history.

Depth can support orientation by preserving access to earlier purposes and difficulties. It can also
preserve an incomplete or selectively edited account. A person’s history with an object remains open
to revision when additional traces or interpretations become available. The existence of a meaningful
history establishes neither the accuracy of every remembered detail nor a right to determine how others
understand the same events.

Normative orientation concerns the standards, commitments, and reasons that a relation makes avail-
able or salient. A practice may direct attention toward careful work, fidelity to a promise, care for a
place, or a conception of a worthwhile life. These orientations can organize action over time. Their role
in organization remains distinct from their justification. A dependable practice can convey a damaging
standard as effectively as a defensible one.

6.4 Relations among the Dimensions

The six dimensions can interact without sharing a common scale. Durability may make historical depth
possible; structural consistency may support learning; alterity may challenge a stable normative orien-
tation. A change in one dimension can improve one target and impair another. Additional novelty, for
example, can support exploration while disrupting a routine needed to complete an existing undertaking.

For this reason the paper proposes a profile of questions for comparative inquiry. A weighted in-
dex would require defensible measurements, tradeoffs, and outcome validation that the present inquiry
lacks. The profile’s immediate purpose is to expose which aspects of a relation are doing explanatory
work. A later study may operationalize selected dimensions for a specified practice, while preserving
the distinction between a useful local measure and a general assessment of subjective continuity.
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7 Mathematical Practice and Corrective Resistance

This section develops a hypothetical mathematical practice to examine historical instruction, present
inscriptions, and corrective resistance. The case distinguishes logical constraints from physical causa-
tion and separates a task-specific contribution from an explanation of subjective continuity. A stepwise
comparison identifies the limited conclusion supported by introducing a new inscription.

7.1 The Organization of a Solitary Inquiry

Consider an adult investigating a mathematical problem over several weeks, often working alone. The
person has learned notation and methods through earlier instruction, retains books and notes, and has
access to a place and time for sustained work. The problem is meaningful within an inherited practice,
even when immediate recognition from colleagues plays little role during a particular afternoon. The
scene is thus socially and materially situated before any present interaction is counted.

The person records an attempted argument and later discovers that one step requires an assumption
absent from the stated problem. Several supports contribute differently. The notebook preserves the
earlier attempt; acquired competence makes the notation interpretable; the problem’s conditions supply
a standard against which the step can be assessed; bodily attention and material access enable the com-
parison. A remembered teacher may also affect the person’s orientation toward careful justification. The
example permits these functions to coexist without assigning them a universal hierarchy.

Practical continuity can consist in returning to the problem through a revision of the attempted argu-
ment. Narrative continuity might involve understanding the failed attempt as part of a longer learning his-
tory. These outcomes remain separable. The person can correct the proof while leaving its biographical
significance unexamined, or can develop an illuminating personal interpretation while the mathematical
issue remains unresolved. A study of the practice should identify the outcome for which support is being
claimed.

7.2 Logical Constraint and Embodied Encounter

The argument’s resistance concerns the relations among definitions, assumptions, and inferential steps.
Calling that resistance “causal” without qualification would merge two explanatory levels. The inscrip-
tion and the person’s encounter with it have physical and psychological conditions. The justification
for accepting or rejecting the step concerns the stated mathematical requirements. A full account may
connect these levels, but the connection should be argued.

The case requires only a modest claim: an embodied practice of inspecting inscriptions can expose
a conflict between an attempted argument and its own conditions. This claim leaves open a philosophy
of abstract objects. It also leaves open whether a particular error is actually recognized. The presence of
a counterexample in a book cannot guarantee that the reader understands its relevance, and the reader’s
confidence in a correction cannot guarantee that the correction succeeds.

Claim 7.1 (Current corrective input). Where an acquired competence is held fixed for comparison, ac-
cess to a new error-relevant inscription can change the material available for evaluating an attempted
argument. The change establishes a difference in available input; a conclusion about successful under-
standing requires evidence of uptake and adequacy.

The derivation proceeds through four steps. First, specify the earlier attempted argument and the
criterion against which it is being checked. Second, identify information in the new inscription that bears
on a step of that argument. Third, establish that the information was absent from the compared material
available to the person. Fourth, make the inscription accessible in a form the person can inspect. The
resulting arrangement contains an additional relevant input. Whether the person interprets it correctly
remains a fifth, empirical or task-demonstrated question.

This sequence prevents an internalization account from being dismissed too quickly. Earlier learning
can explain the competence through which the new material is interpreted. The present input can still
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matter to what the person encounters. An account locating all cognition within the individual may explain
the change through sensory input and internal processing. A constitutive external account may describe
the coupled practice differently. Both face the same task of explaining the observed comparison; the
support claim alone settles neither account.

7.3 Historical Depth and Future Participation

The notebook can preserve more than a final answer. Intermediate attempts, rejected branches, and
reasons for revision may help the person recover the problem’s trajectory. Their contribution depends
on intelligibility and use. A dense page that the writer can no longer interpret may preserve a trace while
providing little immediate practical guidance. Organizing the record can consequently become part of
maintaining the practice.

The same record can later enter interpersonal exchange. A reader may identify an overlooked as-
sumption, ask for a clarification, or interpret the contribution in a wider context. The possibility of
future exchange can shape present writing even during solitude. Historical instruction, present solitary
correction, anticipated readership, and eventual public criticism therefore occupy different temporal roles
within one inquiry.

The case supports a functional description of continuity through engagement with a problem. It
leaves psychological sufficiency open. The person’s capacity to sustain the practice may depend on
encouragement, assistance, health, or other conditions absent from the simplified scene. The example’s
contribution is to identify which roles a later investigation should distinguish, including those operating
beyond the immediate appearance of solitary work.

8 Sacred Practice and Ecological Encounters

This section examines sacred practice, ecological engagement, and a remembered relationship as hy-
pothetical sources of orientation. The cases preserve differences in personhood, responsiveness, and
historical mediation. Their comparison clarifies howmeaningful support can be investigated while meta-
physical conclusions, psychological effects, and normative assessments remain distinct.

8.1 Sacred Practice and Interpretive Orientation

Consider an adult who follows a ritual during a period of limited human interaction. The practice includes
learned words, bodily actions, remembered instruction, and an orientation toward a sacred counterpart.
The practitioner may experience the counterpart as personal and responsive. A description that classifies
the practice as simply nonpersonal would therefore fail to preserve a significant feature of the person’s
experience.

The present analysis records the experienced relation and examines its proposed functions. A re-
peated ritual might organize time, connect an earlier commitment with a present difficulty, or supply a
setting for revising an interpretation. Each possibility is a hypothesis about a specified practice. It can
be investigated through the participant’s account, the history of the practice, and evidence of its role in
action. The classification of that role leaves the existence and character of the sacred referent open.

This methodological suspension permits serious attention to meaning without converting a report of
experience into a metaphysical proof. It also leaves room for disagreement within a tradition or within
the practitioner’s own interpretation. An experience of guidance may be understood in several ways, and
the standards through which an interpretation is assessed can themselves require examination. A stable
practice can sustain inquiry, certainty, tension, or some combination of these.

Historical mediation remains significant. Language, ritual forms, objects, and patterns of interpreta-
tion may come from earlier interpersonal and institutional relations. Current solitude can include those
histories without continuously reenacting their original exchanges. It may also reveal a need for later
conversation when a difficulty exceeds the person’s available interpretive resources. The case therefore
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contributes to the temporal analysis of support while leaving any general account of religious life outside
its scope.

8.2 Ecological Encounter and Material Consequences

Consider a person who returns regularly to a garden or shoreline. Repeated encounters can connect
bodily routine, memory, practical care, and attention to changes beyond the person’s immediate control.
A gardenmay respond to water, soil conditions, weather, and the actions of several people. The encounter
can therefore include material consequences that differ from the interpretive resistance of a mathematical
argument.

The person’s learning remains fallible. A visible change may have several causes, and a preferred
explanation may overlook a condition that varies across seasons. Alterity in this case can consist in
the environment’s departure from expectation, yet surprise alone does not establish a successful causal
inference. The person may need records, comparison, or another person’s knowledge to understand the
change. Solitary observation and later cooperation can contribute to one continuing practice.

A place can also hold historical significance. Returning may bring earlier experiences into present
interpretation; caring for a living environment may connect the person’s actions across time. These
possible contributions require attention to the specific history. A place that supports one person can
be inaccessible, threatening, or burdensome to another. An account of relational support should avoid
assigning a universal psychological function to “nature” or to a named landscape.

The material setting includes access and maintenance conditions. Ownership, labor, transport, en-
vironmental change, and bodily accessibility can shape the encounter. An apparently private source of
continuity may depend on shared arrangements or impose costs on others. Those conditions matter both
to explanation and to later normative assessment. The person’s meaningful relation to a place alone
leaves its appropriate governance unsettled.

8.3 A Remembered Person and Continuing Commitment

A remembered promise supplies a third comparison. The addressee may be distant or deceased, while
the promise remains relevant to a current decision. The person can consult a letter, recall an exchange,
or reinterpret the commitment under changed circumstances. Its support function may concern practical
orientation, narrative interpretation, or both.

The case retains an interpersonal history even when the current encounter involves memory or an
object. Calling it non-interpersonal without qualification would obscure that history. At the same time,
present interpretation is an activity occurring under current conditions. The remembered person’s actual
earlier words, the surviving record, and the present person’s reconstruction can differ. Their agreement
requires evidence; meaningfulness alone cannot supply it.

The promise may continue to guide action, permit an appropriate revision, or become a source of
conflict. Its moral force depends on its content, conditions, and relevant interests. Its contribution to
subjective continuity is a different question. A person can organize a life around a commitment that later
deserves criticism, and can preserve an intelligible relation to a history by revising the commitment. This
case thus joins the temporal analysis of support with the distinction between continuity and normative
worth.

Across the three cases, relations can organize an adult’s activity through different combinations of
present encounter and retained history. The comparison establishes a set of distinctions to investigate.
Actual psychological contributions, domain-specific standards of interpretation, and the appropriateness
of particular practices remain open to evidence and argument.

9 Conditional Comparisons of Support Arrangements

This section tests the inferential role of contact frequency and develops a more careful comparison of
support arrangements. It first gives a narrow descriptive counterexample, then examines an idealized
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Table 2: Hypothetical support comparisons and the scope of the resulting inference.
Comparison Specified difference Permitted inference

Equal daily conversations Access to required page contents Contact count leaves task access
unspecified.

Retained competence New error-relevant inscription Available corrective input
changes; uptake remains open.

Several digital supports A common access dependency Apparent variety can preserve
shared vulnerability.

Stable ritual or commitment Revised interpretation under change Practical uptake and normative
assessment require separate
accounts.

solitary case and the limits of diversification. The arguments identify conditional consequences while
preserving the difference between a task-specific result and a psychological hypothesis.

9.1 Contact Frequency and Available Task Conditions

A contact count records how many encounters occur within a defined interval. Its informational content
depends on what qualifies as an encounter and how the interval is chosen. Even with those definitions
fixed, the count leaves the content, quality, duration, accessibility, and function of the encounters open.
It also leaves the person’s materials, embodied capacities, and historical resources open.

Consider two hypothetical arrangements involving the same adult and one brief human conversation
per day. In the first arrangement, the person also has access to two specified manuscript pages whose dif-
ferences form the object of an assigned comparison. In the second arrangement, one page is unavailable
and its relevant contents are absent from the person’s other accessible resources. Define the immediate
task as inspecting both particular pages and reporting their differences, with access through any usable
presentation permitted.

Assumption 9.1 (Restricted comparison task). The task requires access to the contents of both specified
pages. The unavailable page’s relevant contents cannot be recovered from the person’s memory, another
record, or an accessible interlocutor during the comparison interval.

Claim 9.2 (Contact count and task access). Under the restricted comparison assumption, equal current
contact counts are compatible with different access to the conditions required for the specified task.

The derivation has five steps. First, both arrangements have the same number of defined encounters
over the same interval. Second, the task requires the two specified contents. Third, the first arrangement
provides usable access to both. Fourth, the second lacks one required content and, by assumption, sup-
plies no alternative route during the interval. Fifth, the arrangements consequently differ in access to a
required task condition while retaining equal contact counts. The conclusion concerns access; successful
completion in the first arrangement still requires competence, attention, and an adequate comparison.

The counterexample is deliberately narrow. It proves neither that a particular interpersonal relation-
ship can be replaced by a page nor that subjective continuity improves when pages become available. It
shows that the contact count leaves a relevant part of the task arrangement unspecified. A stronger psy-
chological conclusion would require a defended connection between task conditions, actual performance,
and the continuity target under investigation.

Table 2 places this comparison beside other hypothetical configurations. Its entries identify questions
and limits rather than empirical classifications of people.

9.2 The Materially Supported Solitary Adult

An idealized case can sharpen the temporal issue. Suppose an adult retains language, memory, learned
skills, bodily conditions suitable for the chosen activity, adequate materials, and dependable access to

15



DRAFT

necessities during a bounded interval of little human contact. The case holds many supports available
so that the analyst can examine the contribution of present interaction to one target. Those retained
conditions are assumptions whose wider empirical availability requires investigation.

The case can expose a logical inference: social formation alone leaves several possible arrangements
of present activity open. It cannot establish the empirical feasibility of indefinite solitude or the suffi-
ciency of the listed supports for psychological integration. Such conclusions would require evidence
about the person, horizon, demands, and changing conditions. Extending the interval may also alter the
assumptions by introducing needs that the original comparison postponed.

Frequent interaction supplies a useful converse possibility. A person may receive many messages
carrying incompatible demands, little usable guidance, and uncertain expectations. A high contact count
leaves this organization possible alongside supportive configurations. The example carries no diagnosis
and provides no causal estimate. Its role is to keep frequency distinct from the functions through which
interactions might contribute to a specified target.

9.3 Diversification and Shared Vulnerability

Several supports can provide alternative routes to a task when each route remains available and adequate
under the relevant disturbance. A printed record and an independently accessible copy may preserve
access when one is lost. This conditional redundancy concerns a particular function. A record that
preserves information cannot thereby reproduce the significance of a relationship through which the
information was acquired.

A diversification argument requires at least four premises: the relevant supports can serve the speci-
fied function; they remain usable under the compared conditions; their failure patterns differ in a helpful
way; and maintaining them introduces acceptable costs or conflicts. Removing any premise can change
the conclusion. Several digital supports may share an account or electricity dependency. Several demand-
ing commitments may compete for the same attention. An additional support may change the activity it
was intended to sustain.

The resulting research question concerns the organization and dependencies of diverse supports.
Functional alternatives, complementary conditions, shared dependencies, and non-substitutable signif-
icance require separate descriptions. A general claim that more relations produce more resilient subjec-
tive continuity exceeds the present argument. The conditional analysis identifies the premises through
which a local resilience claim could become defensible.

10 Development and the Evaluation of Continuity

This section examines the relation between continuity, revision, and normative assessment. It first distin-
guishes persistence from development, then states the additional premises needed to evaluate a support
arrangement. The discussion concludes with the distribution of access and the participant’s standing in
interpreting the relevant target.

10.1 Persistence and Revisable Orientation

A practice can remain recognizable while its methods, purposes, or conditions change. A gardener may
alter a routine after learning that it damages the soil. A mathematician may abandon a favored approach
while continuing the investigation. A person may reinterpret a remembered promise when fulfilling its
literal wording would frustrate its defensible purpose. These hypothetical cases distinguish continuity
through revision from the mere repetition of an action.

The distinction depends on the target. If the target is exact reproduction of a procedure, changing the
procedure counts as discontinuity in that respect. If the target is continued inquiry into a problem, the
same change can contribute to its continuation. The analyst should therefore identify which features are
being preserved and which are being revised. The vocabulary of development cannot settle that choice
by treating every change as improvement.
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Definition 10.1 (Revisable continuity). Revisable continuity identifies a person’s intelligible uptake of
an undertaking or history through changes that remain open to assessment and further revision. Its appli-
cation requires a stated target and an account of how the change connects to that target.

The definition permits warranted endings. A person can take an earlier undertaking seriously, under-
stand its history, and conclude that continuing it would be inappropriate. That conclusion can preserve
a form of practical responsibility or narrative intelligibility while ending the activity itself. A support
arrangement oriented toward continuity should therefore leave the relevant form of ending visible within
the comparison.

10.2 Continuity, Truth, and Normative Worth

A coherent interpretation can be inaccurate. A durable commitment can be unjustifiable. A skill can
remain effective while serving an objectionable purpose. These possibilities show why an account of
continuity needs separate criteria for truth, practical success, flourishing, and justice. Agreement among
those evaluations may be possible, but it requires evidence and argument concerning each.

The normative assessment can be reconstructed in five steps. First, identify the person’s relevant
undertaking and the interests affected by its continuation or revision. Second, state why those interests
deserve consideration, including the interests of others who sustain or encounter the practice. Third, com-
pare feasible support arrangements and their likely effects under the available evidence. Fourth, assess
the means and burdens through which each arrangement operates, including the scope for participants to
question or revise it. Fifth, reach a limited judgment whose strength reflects the unresolved factual and
normative issues.

Claim 10.2 (Normative bridge). A finding that an arrangement sustains a specified continuity target
supports a favorable normative conclusion only together with defensible premises concerning the target,
the means of support, affected interests, and relevant alternatives.

The argument rests on the difference between a functional description and an evaluation. The same
sustaining function can operate within practices with different purposes and consequences. A functional
premise therefore leaves the evaluative conclusion open until further premises distinguish those cases.
The additional premises are substantive and contestable; a diagram of dependencies cannot establish
them through its structure alone.

Participant interpretation matters because an externally selected target may misdescribe what the per-
son is trying to sustain. A researcher may count continued participation as success while the participant
seeks a justified departure. Conversely, a participant’s current account can be incomplete or shaped by
constrained options. Respect for interpretation should therefore be combined with space for questioning,
evidence, and attention to affected others. It supplies an important source of understanding and standing
without becoming a universal answer to every evaluative question.

10.3 Access, Burden, and Shared Conditions

The ability to choose solitude can depend on support provided elsewhere. Time, a safe setting, usable ma-
terials, assistance, and freedom from an immediate demand can shape the possibility of solitary practice.
Their presence in a hypothetical example should remain visible when a researcher considers its wider
applicability. A difference in support conditions can explain why similar descriptions of low contact
correspond to different practical situations.

The distribution of those conditions creates a further normative question. An arrangement can sup-
port one person’s continuity while imposing burdens on another person, excluding a newcomer, or con-
suming a shared resource. The meaningfulness of the supported practice provides a reason to investigate
its value; it leaves the fair distribution of costs and access open. A complete assessment would need an
account of those competing claims.
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The same reasoning applies to preserving a relation. Maintaining a garden, archive, ritual setting, or
collaborative spacemay protect conditions for future use. Preservation can also freeze a practice in a form
that its participants wish to revise. A defensible support policy should therefore specify what is being
preserved, for whom, over what horizon, and with what opportunities for change. The present paper
provides questions for that inquiry while leaving institutional design to more context-specific work.

11 Objections and Alternative Explanations

This section tests the scope and explanatory value of the proposal. The objections concern internalization,
the breadth of relational language, hidden material privilege, narrative demands, and the distinctiveness
of the contribution. Each objection identifies a condition under which the argument would need revision
or a more modest interpretation.

11.1 Internalization and the Location of Cognition

A strong internalization account can explain solitary activity through capacities acquired in earlier re-
lationships. The adult’s current interpretation of a book or place may depend on those capacities, and
its psychological effects may be explained through processes within the individual. Such an account
deserves direct consideration. Merely redescribing the activity as relational would add little if the new
vocabulary obscured an already adequate explanation.

The present proposal makes a more limited demand. The account should distinguish the historical
acquisition of a capacity from the contribution of current inputs and access conditions to its exercise. A
new inscription can change what information is available; a damaged tool can alter what the person can
do. An internal account can accommodate these facts. Their recognition clarifies the target of explanation
while leaving the location or constitution of cognition unresolved.

The proposal would need revision if it claimed that external relevance alone establishes extended
cognition. Its current contributory formulation avoids that inference by requiring a separate constitutive
argument. A later paper could compare the rival accounts directly, using a specified task and a clear
criterion for explanatory adequacy. The present analysis supplies distinctions that such a comparison
would need.

11.2 Relational Breadth and Explanatory Discrimination

A second objection concerns vacuity. Every adult activity has a history and occurs in an environment;
an analysis that simply repeats those facts may fail to distinguish useful explanations from background
description. The risk increases when historical significance, causal contribution, constitution, and nor-
mative recognition all receive the same relational label.

The target-relative support description addresses this objection by demanding a proposed function,
a horizon, and an evidential connection. A particular record matters to a particular comparison task
because it contains required information. A remembered relationship matters to an interpretation when
the participant uses it in an identifiable way. These local attributions can be challenged, narrowed, or
rejected. The vocabulary earns its place through such discriminations.

The six dimensions remain optional analytical prompts. A case can require an additional distinction,
or a dimension can contribute little to its explanation. Treating the list as exhaustive would obstruct its
purpose. The framework should be retained only where it improves the clarity of a question, reveals an
overlooked condition, or assists a defensible comparison.

11.3 Privileged Solitude and Changing Needs

The idealized adult case holds substantial support available. It may therefore conceal the labor, resources,
and social arrangements through which solitude becomes possible. Applying its conclusions to people
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who lack those conditions would change the premises. A responsible comparison must record access,
choice, assistance, and competing demands before interpreting a low-contact interval.

Needs can also change during the interval. A practice that begins with adequate materials can en-
counter a difficulty requiring new knowledge or cooperation. A person can choose solitude for one
purpose while wanting interaction for another. Such changes support the paper’s temporal emphasis:
maintenance requirements should be investigated over the stated horizon, with revision when the rele-
vant conditions alter.

The argument consequently supplies a conceptual analysis of support, with general psychological
sufficiency left open. Evidence about a particular person or activity may justify a stronger local conclu-
sion. That conclusion should preserve the conditions under which it was established, especially when a
comparison moves between external restriction and chosen low interaction.

11.4 Narrative Expectations and Participant Difference

A framework centered on integration can quietly make coherence into a norm. Researchers may prefer
an articulate story and interpret fragmentation, ambivalence, or episodic experience as failure. The dis-
tinction between practical and narrative targets is intended to keep that risk visible. A person can sustain
action and relationships through forms of temporal orientation that differ from an extended autobiogra-
phy.

Participant difference also affects the role of a particular support. A notebook can be useful for one
person’s practice and burdensome for another’s. A ritual can support interpretation, impose pressure, or
do both in different respects. The framework should therefore permit multiple outcomes and descriptions,
including changes that participants experience as release from an earlier pattern.

The analysis would need revision if its operational measures treated one narrative style as the uni-
versal standard of successful continuity. A local measure should name the target it captures and identify
the forms of experience it leaves outside its scope. This requirement applies equally to behavioral per-
sistence, task performance, and self-reported coherence.

11.5 Antecedents and the Scope of Contribution

The proposal shares concerns with existing accounts of recognition, development, cognition, and narra-
tive experience. Its usefulness cannot depend on claiming that those fields overlooked every form of
solitary or material support. The cited antecedents already supply important resources and objections.
Further literature may reveal closer parallels, stronger criticisms, or alternative terminology.

The present contribution is a bounded organization of questions: which continuity target is at is-
sue, which temporal role a relation occupies, which form of dependence is claimed, and what additional
premises connect support to a psychological or normative conclusion. Its examples and conditional argu-
ments make those distinctions reviewable. If a fuller comparison shows that an existing account performs
the same work more clearly, the appropriate response is to revise the formulation and acknowledge the
connection.

12 Open Questions and Research Design

This section translates the conceptual distinctions into an open research agenda. It identifies questions
about measurement, causal contribution, historical mediation, and participant interpretation, then out-
lines a sequence of inquiry. The proposals concern prospective research design, with psychological
effects remaining to be investigated.

12.1 Targets and Evidence of Continuity

Open Problem 12.1 (Target-sensitive observation). Develop observations that distinguish continuation
of a specified activity, capacity for revision, historical interpretation, and publicly recognized status while
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permitting differences in temporal self-experience.

A study could begin with a narrowly identified practice and a participant-defined undertaking.
Records of activity, interviews, material access, and task-specific demonstrations could then be com-
pared for agreement and disagreement. A participant’s account would supply evidence of interpreted
significance; an observed action would supply evidence of performance under its conditions. Neither
source should automatically replace the other.

Longitudinal inquiry would help distinguish an interruption from a more durable change. The ob-
servation period should be justified by the practice and the target. A short project may permit frequent
comparison, while a changing commitment may require a longer horizon and retrospective interpretation.
Researchers should also record changes in the target itself, since continuing to measure an abandoned
undertaking can misclassify an intelligible revision.

12.2 Contribution and Causal Identification

Open Problem 12.2 (Causal contribution of support). Identify the conditions under which a change in
access, correction, or relational organization contributes to a specified continuity outcome, while distin-
guishing selection, shared causes, and feedback from the proposed mechanism.

People who sustain a practice may also be more able to seek or preserve its supports. The observed
association can therefore run in several directions. Material resources, time, bodily conditions, and in-
stitutional access can influence both participation in a relation and the outcome. A plausible mechanism
needs evidence connecting its intermediate steps, including whether the person uses the available re-
source and how the use bears on the target.

Feasible comparisons could examine voluntary changes in access, naturally occurring interruptions,
or the introduction of an additional usable resource. Each design carries limits. A new resource can
change attention or expectations as well as the target condition; an interruption can coincide with other
changes. The study should state which contrast is identified and which alternative explanations remain
open. Research participation and preservation of needed support also require appropriate consent and
context-specific ethical review.

12.3 Historical Mediation and Present Correction

Open Problem 12.3 (Temporal distribution of support). Trace how acquired competence, remembered
relations, present materials, and anticipated future participation contribute to one practice across forma-
tion, maintenance, development, and transmission.

A detailed case study could compare surviving records with participant accounts of learning and
later revision. The aim would be to identify documented dependencies and uncertainty in the history. A
present reconstruction of an earlier influence can be meaningful while remaining evidentially incomplete.
The record should therefore distinguish a contemporaneous trace, a later recollection, and a researcher-
added interpretation.

The same design can investigate whether a relation changes function over time. A book initially
used for instruction may later serve as a reference or a reminder of an earlier inquiry. An interpersonal
relationship may move from direct teaching to occasional criticism or anticipated readership. Track-
ing these changes could show where a fixed relational category conceals a more informative temporal
organization.

12.4 Comparison across Practices

Open Problem 12.4 (Domain-specific correction). Compare the standards through which mathemati-
cal, sacred, ecological, and remembered-person encounters become corrective, while preserving their
different forms of evidence and interpretation.
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The comparison should avoid a universal scale of alterity or truth. A mathematical inconsistency, an
ecological causal hypothesis, a religious interpretation, and a disputed memory have different assessment
conditions. A cross-practice inquiry can still ask how an expectation encounters resistance, how that
resistance is interpreted, and what enables revision. The resulting common vocabulary should remain
open to domain-specific differences that the initial framework missed.

Normative inquiry would proceed alongside this work. Researchers could examine which targets par-
ticipants value, how support costs are distributed, and which opportunities for revision are available. Any
recommendation would need a defended relation between the evidence and the relevant interests. The
present framework offers an architecture for that inquiry, with its empirical adequacy and philosophical
reach available for criticism.

13 Conclusion

This section states the paper’s bounded contribution and its remaining obligations. It brings together
the temporal distinctions, the comparison of support functions, and the limits of the conditional argu-
ments. The objective is a clear statement of the research position that can guide further philosophical
and empirical discussion.

Adult practical and narrative continuity can be investigated through the organization of heteroge-
neous supports. Earlier interpersonal formation, current interaction, embodied capacities, material ac-
cess, remembered commitments, and new encounters may contribute through different functions and
over different horizons. Describing one contribution leaves the others available for inquiry. A historical
formation claim requires a connecting account before it determines present maintenance needs, and a
present solitary episode leaves its inherited and continuing dependencies open.

The six retained dimensions provide questions for comparing those contributions. Durability and
consistency can make a practice dependable; learnability and alterity can make revision possible; histori-
cal depth and normative orientation can connect an activity with an interpreted past and a field of reasons.
Their value depends on the specified target and conditions. Each dimension can also carry tensions, and
an aggregate measure of subjective continuity would require additional justification and validation.

The hypothetical comparisons establish limited results. Equal contact counts can coexist with dif-
ferent access to the conditions of a specified task. New material can alter the available input while
successful uptake remains to be established. Additional supports can preserve shared vulnerabilities or
introduce competing demands. These conclusions identify the premises needed for stronger claims; the
psychological contribution of a particular arrangement remains an empirical question.

Continuity also requires a separate normative assessment. A stable practice can preserve error or
an objectionable commitment, while a justified ending can express an intelligible relation to a person’s
history. The relevant inquiry therefore includes opportunities for revision, participant interpretation,
affected interests, and the distribution of support conditions. The paper’s contribution is a structured set
of distinctions and arguments through which these questions can be pursued. Its terminology, antecedent
relations, causal hypotheses, and evaluative premises remain open to wider discussion.
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