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READ WITH ONE

REAL DECISION IN MIND

A guided excerpt from Strategic Clarity in a Distracted World

Inside this ten-page preview

a The book's contents and Quick Start selector
g Chapter 3: The Myth of the Urgent

° One practical Signal Filter worksheet

THE COMPLETE DIGITAL EDITION INCLUDES

85 numbered pages of concepts, worked cases, appendices, and practice
eight editable worksheets in DOCX plus a printable PDF pack

a guided thirty-day practice for sustainable strategic clarity

A ten-minute start

Name the decision, consequence of waiting, owner, and smallest safe next action.

Sample for evaluation. Full edition and companion tools: www.gnugroup.org/books
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Quick Start: Choose the Right

Tool

Begin with the situation you face today. Use one worksheet on one

real decision; do not attempt to install the entire system at once.

Situation

A request is labelled
urgent

A consequential decision
has incomplete evidence

Interruptions are
fragmenting important
work

Focused work needs
reliable coverage

Repeated questions or
handoffs are slowing
work

A decision is being
executed or reviewed

You want to build a
sustainable practice

Start in the book
Chapter 3: The Myth of the
Urgent

Chapters 4 and 5

Chapters 2 and 6

Chapters 7 and 8

Chapter 9: Asynchronous
Systems and Automation

Chapters 10 and 11

Appendix D and the
guided practice

Use this companion

tool

Worksheet 2: Signal
Filter

Worksheets 3 and 4

Worksheet 1: Five-Day
Attention Audit

Worksheet 5: Attention
and Availability
Agreement

Worksheet 6:
Asynchronous Request
and Status

Worksheet 7: Execution
and Decision Review

Worksheet 8: Thirty-Day
Practice Tracker

A ten-minute start: name the decision, write the consequence of

waiting, identify the owner, and choose the smallest safe next action.

Schedule a review rather than waiting for perfect certainty.
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PART I: THE ARCHITECTURE OF NOISE

Chapter 3: The Myth of the Urgent

An executive writes, 'The customer is slow. Can we buy servers
today? Urgent. The customer impact is urgent. The suggested
purchase may or may not be. Meera asks the on-call engineer to check
service health now, tells support when the next update will arrive,
and reserves the purchase decision for a short targeted investigation.
One message contained three different kinds of work.

Urgency is clearer when you name consequence, time, and
reversibility. What worsens if action waits? When will that happen?
Can an initial action be undone? Also ask who is waiting and what
they need: acknowledgement, protection, information, or a final
commitment. A request can warrant an immediate acknowledgement

without warranting an immediate irreversible decision.

Meera and the team find that the service remains available but
one workflow has poor response times. They publish a customer
update and examine the affected path. Traces point to repeated
database work rather than broad server saturation. If they had bought
capacity at once, they might still have needed to fix the query and

explain the continued slowdown.

Some demands are genuinely time critical. An active security
event, safety issue, or serious customer incident belongs in the
appropriate escalation process. The filter must be fast in those
moments: protect people and service, call the owner, stabilize, record
what is known, then investigate. Reflection follows action when
waiting is costly. The book's emphasis on thought must never become
a pretext for ignoring a real incident.

The language of triage matters. I can see the impact. We are
checking service health now and will update the customer at 11:45.
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Before approving capacity, we will test whether resource saturation is
the cause.' This is firm and responsive. It states what happens now,
what remains undecided, and when others will hear back.

A practical four-way disposition helps on ordinary days: ACT
NOW for immediate consequential work; SCHEDULE for work that
requires attention by a real deadline; ROUTE for work owned
elsewhere; NO ACTION for information that requires no response.
The label is provisional. A scheduled item becomes urgent if new

evidence changes the consequence or time.

A triage protocol in four minutes

First, identify who or what is affected now. Second, distinguish a
requested action from the underlying problem. Third, decide whether
waiting for the next normal review creates meaningful harm. Fourth,
name an owner and next update time. In a live incident, these steps
may happen as a short conversation while the response begins. In
ordinary work, they may be a reply in a shared channel. A clock label
alone, such as 'today,' is not a consequence.

Apply the protocol to three different requests. 'Customer cannot
complete a purchase' may require an immediate incident route. 'Can
you approve next quarter's platform purchase today?' may require
acknowledgement and a decision brief by a stated date. 'Please glance
at this idea when you can' may belong in a review queue. Do not call
the third request urgent merely because it arrived from a senior

person; do not delay the first because it came from a junior colleague.
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The reversible first move

When information is incomplete, a reversible action can protect the
situation while preserving the larger decision. Meera can increase
monitoring, notify support, or roll back a recent change while the
team investigates. She may be able to add temporary capacity as a
short-term mitigation with an explicit cost and review time. That
temporary move should not silently turn into a permanent
architecture choice. Record the reason, owner, expiry, and condition

for continuation.

In a consulting project, a client may demand a platform
recommendation by Friday despite incomplete performance data. A
bounded pilot can be an honest first move if it answers a defined
question and the cost is acceptable. It is not honest to relabel a
permanent purchase as a pilot simply to avoid a difficult
conversation.

Scripts that preserve trust

For an urgent problem with an untested proposed fix: 'We are acting
on the impact now. The proposed fix is one option; we will test the
cause before committing. Here is the owner and next update.' For a
real deadline competing with existing work: T can deliver this by
Thursday. To deliver it today, we would move the customer review.
Which commitment should take priority?' For a request outside your
ownership: 'I can connect you with the person who owns this. I will

give them the context so you do not have to start over.'

The scripts are useful only when you follow through. An update
time that repeatedly slips will teach people to interrupt you sooner.
Keep promises small enough to meet, and renegotiate them promptly
when new events change the plan.
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Decision clinic: a false choice under pressure

A client reports that reports are taking fifteen seconds to load. Their
sponsor asks the consulting team to recommend a new analytics
platform by tomorrow. The consultant first asks whether the current
system is failing a contractual or operational requirement today. It is
not unavailable, but a key user group is affected. She assigns a short
investigation into query plans and data volume, gives the client an
update time, and offers temporary steps to reduce impact. She
explains that a platform change is a separate, longer decision with
migration, training, and support costs.

If the investigation shows one poor query, the team can repair it
and still plan a platform review later. If it shows systemic limits across
representative workloads, a broader evaluation gains urgency. In
neither case does a request for a fast answer prove that a permanent
purchase is the right immediate act. The consultant's first response
can be prompt and responsible while the recommendation remains

conditional.

Practice this case as a role play. One person is the anxious
sponsor; the other gives a two-minute response stating impact, action
now, evidence needed, owner, and next update. Swap roles. Notice
whether the response sounds like care for the problem or an attempt
to escape responsibility. Revise the wording until both are clear.

Practice this week: take a request marked urgent. Write
down its consequence of delay, real deadline, correct
owner, and smallest safe next step. Reply with that next
step and a clear update time. Afterward, ask whether the
initial label matched what actually happened. Companion
worksheet: Use Worksheet 2, Signal Filter, to classify the
request and write a clear response with an owner and

update time.

Strategic Clarity - GNU Group Page 19



GNU GROUP | STRATEGIC CLARITY PRACTICE WORKSHEETS
Worksheet 2 Signal Filter
Use with Chapter 3, The Myth of the Urgent, and Appendix B.

Use this on a competing request. A serious uncertain consequence belongs in the appropriate
urgent route.

What is affected and what happens if we wait

What is the real deadline and who owns the next action

Would more information change a consequential decision

Disposition Act now / Schedule / Route / No action

Message to the requester with owner and next update

Completed example

Customer workflow is slow now: on-call checks service health and support receives an update at
11:45. A request to buy permanent servers is scheduled for the afternoon evidence review. Meera
owns that decision; the on-call engineer owns immediate mitigation. Message: We are addressing
customer impact now. I will bring the capacity recommendation after we compare traces and
saturation this afternoon.

Practice edition v1.0 | Page 3



	Cover
	About this preview
	Contents
	Quick Start
	Chapter 3: The Myth of the Urgent
	Sample worksheet: Signal Filter


