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1. INTRODUCTION

This policy response is submitted to the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)
as part of the ongoing consultation on Tax Administration 3.0 and the modernization of tax reporting
infrastructures within member states. It provides a structural and systems-level analysis of the United
States Schedule 1 (Form 1040) within the broader context of global tax digitalization, with particular
emphasis on the transition from form-based compliance systems to event-based, machine-readable tax
architectures.

Across OECD jurisdictions, tax administration is undergoing a measurable shift toward embedded
compliance, real-time validation, and API-driven data exchange frameworks. In this context, legacy
reporting instruments such as Schedule 1 increasingly function as intermediate aggregation layers rather than
native components of modern financial data ecosystems. This report evaluates the implications of this
structural divergence and proposes a reference architecture for harmonization with emerging global
standards.

The analysis is presented from the perspective of institutional systems design and comparative tax
architecture, incorporating observed practices within leading advisory ecosystems, including those
operationalized by Deloitte, PwC, EY, and KPMG, which routinely reconstruct statutory tax filings into
event-based financial models for multinational clients operating across G7 jurisdictions.
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The Bureau of Computum Analysis (BCA) operates as a systems-level analytical body focused on
computational finance architecture, cross-jurisdictional data modeling, and macro-institutional tax system
design. The Mason Mint & Clearing House functions as a sovereign-grade financial coordination and
clearing framework for high-resolution economic modeling and ledger reconciliation systems.

This introduction establishes the analytical foundation for the subsequent sections, which examine structural
limitations in Schedule 1, benchmark global tax administration systems, and propose a Digital Tax Spine
Architecture aligned with OECD Tax Administration 3.0 objectives.

Schedule 1 (Form 1040) Modernization Report: A
Global Market Alignment and Big-Four Structural
Framework

Executive Summary

e +Schedule 1 (Form 1040) currently operates as a supplementary aggregation
mechanism for non-core income and above-the-line adjustments within the U.S. tax
system.

e +In comparison to G7 and OECD peers, the structure reflects a compliance-first,
disclosure-heavy model rather than an integration-first, data-driven architecture.

e *Leading advisory firms such as Deloitte, PwC, EY, and KPMG already reconstruct
Schedule 1 data internally into standardized, globally compatible frameworks for
multinational clients.

o * This report defines a Target Operating Model (TOM) that transforms Schedule 1 into a
digital, event-driven tax interface, aligned with global standards such as OECD Tax
Administration 3.0.




Current State Assessment: Structural Limitations

e e+ Fragmented Reporting Architecture:
o Schedule 1 functions as a “catch-all” form, distributing economic activity across
multiple schedules (C, E, K-1), reducing clarity and increasing reconciliation burden.
e + Manual Adjustment Dependency:
o Above-the-line deductions (IRA, student loan interest) require taxpayer-driven
input, unlike automated systems in jurisdictions such as Estonia.
e + Global Income Complexity:
o The U.S. applies citizenship-based taxation, requiring worldwide income inclusion,
increasing compliance friction relative to residence-based systems like the United
Kingdom.
e * Unstructured “Other Income” (Line 8z):
o Digital, gig, and non-traditional income streams are aggregated without
standardized classification, limiting auditability and analytical use.

Global Benchmarking: G7 and OECD Comparisons

* Automation and Pre-Fill Systems:
o Countries such as Denmark and Estonia achieve near-complete pre-filled returns,
reducing taxpayer interaction.
* Territorial / Residence-Based Models:
o Jurisdictions like Singapore emphasize localized taxation, reducing reporting scope
for foreign income.
* Digital Platform Reporting Standards:
o EU frameworks (e.g., DAC7) enforce platform-level reporting with structured data
tagging, surpassing current U.S. reliance on manual disclosure.
* Integrated Financial Reporting:
o Global systems increasingly align tax reporting with financial statement logic,
enabling seamless reconciliation and audit readiness.

Big-Four Operational Reality: How G7 Clients Are Managed

¢ * Reconstruction of Tax Data:
o Firms such as Deloitte and PwC convert Schedule 1 inputs into:
= Standardized income statements
= Jurisdiction-tagged income streams
= Audit-ready reconciliation schedules
e + Event-Based Income Modeling:



o Income is treated as discrete financial events, not aggregated line items, enabling
real-time validation and analytics.
¢ * AGI Normalization Frameworks:
o Big-Four methodologies reconstruct Adjusted Gross Income (AGI) into:
= Economic income
= Statutory adjustments
= Taxable base reconciliation
e ¢ Cross-Border Optimization:
o Systems incorporate treaty logic, foreign tax credits, and BEPS alignment, consistent
with OECD standards.

Target Operating Model: The “Digital Tax Spine”

e + Event-Based Reporting Architecture:
o Replace static line entries with Taxpayer Income Events, enabling structured,
machine-readable data flows.
e <ISO 20022 Integration:
o Financial institutions transmit standardized, enriched transaction data, eliminating
ambiguity in classification.
e ¢ Pre-Filled Ledger System:
o Schedule 1 becomes a “Draft Ledger”, populated via API integrations and
presented for taxpayer validation.
e * Modular Engine Design:
o Separate system into:
= Data Ingestion Layer
= Regulatory Logic Engine
= User Dispute Interface

The AGI Structural Bridge (Modernized Framework)

* Economic Gross Income Layer:
o Aggregates all verified financial inflows across jurisdictions and platforms.
* Statutory Exclusion Layer:
o Applies exclusions (e.g., foreign earned income, municipal interest).
* Automated Adjustment Layer:
o Integrates deductions through verified third-party data sources.
* Modernized AGI Output:
o Produces a transparent, auditable tax base, aligned with institutional reporting
standards.




Dispute Layer: Real-Time Adjudication System

e ¢ Three-Tier Resolution Model:
o Tier 1: Deterministic auto-resolution
o Tier 2: Probabilistic (Al-assisted) reconciliation
o Tier 3: Human adjudication
e * Consensus-Based Validation:
o Income events assigned confidence scores based on multi-source verification.
e ¢ Pre-Filing Audit Capability:
o Enables 100% real-time validation, replacing traditional post-filing audits.
o e+ Taxpayer Rights Preservation:
o Maintains override capability, audit trail transparency, and escalation pathways.

Policy and Implementation Pathways

e ¢ Voluntary Safe Harbor Programs:
o Incentivize API-linked filings with expedited refunds and reduced audit exposure.
e ¢ Structured Data Mandates:
o Require standardized reporting formats for 1099-K, K-1, and digital asset platforms.
e + API Standardization:
o Align financial institutions with ISO-based reporting protocols.
¢ e+ Incremental Deployment Strategy:
o Begin with simple taxpayer profiles and scale to complex global cases.

Strategic Conclusion

e e+ Schedule 1, in its current form, is a legacy compliance artifact, optimized for completeness
rather than efficiency.
e+ Global competitors are transitioning toward integrated, automated tax ecosystems, reducing
friction and improving accuracy.
e+ The Big-Four already operate in a parallel system, reconstructing U.S. tax data into globally
consistent frameworks for G7 clients.
e * The proposed “Digital Tax Spine” transforms Schedule 1 into a dynamic, API-driven
interface, enabling:
o Real-time validation
o Global interoperability
o Institutional-grade financial transparency
e« This transformation does not require rewriting the tax code—only the data architecture
through which it is executed.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

e + Schedule 1 (Form 1040) functions as a legacy aggregation layer for non-core income
and above-the-line adjustments within the U.S. federal tax system.

e + Compared to G7 and OECD peers, the structure is high-friction, manually intensive,
and structurally fragmented, limiting scalability in a digital-first global economy.

e +Leading advisory firms including Deloitte, PwC, EY, and KPMG already reconstruct
Schedule 1 outputs into event-based, jurisdiction-tagged financial models for
multinational G7 clients.

e * The recommended transformation introduces a “Digital Tax Spine Architecture”,
aligning U.S. tax reporting with OECD Tax Administration 3.0 principles.

KEY FINDINGS

« +The U.S. Schedule 1 structure is functionally accurate but architecturally outdated,
relying on manual aggregation rather than machine-native event processing.
e * Global competitors (Estonia, Denmark, Singapore, UK) are shifting toward pre-filled, API-
driven, and near-zero input tax systems.
o * Big Four firms already operate a shadow taxonomy layer, converting Schedule 1 data
into:
o Standardized financial statements
o Jurisdictional tax ledgers
o Real-time audit models
e * The absence of structured digital tax events increases:



o Compliance cost
o Errorrate
o Cross-border inefficiency

VALUATION-STYLE IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Exhibit A — Efficiency Gap Valuation (Relative System Performance)
Current U.S. Schedule 1 Digital Tax Spine

Metric Model Model Delta Impact
Filing Time 8-12 hours <15 minutes ~90-95% reduction
Error Rate ~15-20% <1% ~90% reduction
A_udit Resolution Weeks—months Real-time Structural elimination of
Time delay
Data Reconciliation Near-zero Significant operational

High (manual + advisory)

Cost incremental savings

Exhibit B — Global Benchmarking Differential (OECD Peer Set)

o « Estonia — Fully pre-filled digital tax system with near-zero taxpayer input

e +Denmark — Automated reporting + government-fed income aggregation

e+ United Kingdom — PAYE-driven withholding system reduces filing burden

e « Singapore — Highly integrated employer-reporting + simplified personal filing
Conclusion:

e The U.S. remains structurally more complex due to fragmented data ingestion and
manual reconciliation dependencies.

Exhibit C — Big Four Reconstruction Layer (Hidden System Architecture)

o+ Deloitte and peers reconstruct Schedule 1 into:



o Event-based income mapping systems
o Tax-adjusted financial statements
o Cross-border treaty optimization models
e e« Standard internal transformation process:
Step 1: Normalize Schedule 1 inputs into financial events
Step 2: Tag jurisdictional exposure
o Step 3: Map to IFRS/GAAP-aligned tax provisions
o Step 4: Reconcile AGI into economic income base

o O

Implication:

o The “real” Schedule 1 already exists internally—but is not exposed as a public architecture
layer.

STRATEGIC ARCHITECTURE: DIGITAL TAX
SPINE MODEL

Exhibit D — Target Operating Model (TOM)

o < Ingestion Layer (Financial Harvester):
o IS0 20022-compatible transaction intake
o Direct bank, payroll, and platform integration
o e+ Logic Layer (Regulatory Engine):
o Converts statutory tax code into rule-based JSON execution logic
o Eliminates manual interpretation variability
o * Presentation Layer (Taxpayer Interface):
o “Draft Ledger” replaces Schedule 1 input form
o Taxpayer acts as validator, not primary data entry source

Exhibit E — Event-Based Tax Object Model

e e+ Income is redefined as Taxpayer Income Events
o < Each event contains:

o Jurisdiction origin

o Income classification

o Verification status

o Treaty applicability flag



Outcome:

o Enables real-time reconciliation and eliminates post-filing reconstruction dependency.

AGI MODERNIZATION FRAMEWORK
Exhibit F — Structural AGI Bridge

e+ Economic Gross Income Layer:

o Aggregation of all verified inflows
o« Statutory Adjustment Layer:

o Exclusions and deductions applied via automated rules
e+ Modernized AGI Output:

o Transparent, auditable, and reconstructable tax base

Key Insight:

« AGI transitions from a calculated output to a continuously validated financial state
variable.

DISPUTE & CONSENSUS ENGINE
Exhibit G — Three-Tier Resolution Model

e « Tier 1: Deterministic reconciliation (rule-based)
o « Tier 2: Probabilistic matching (Al-assisted inference)
e < Tier 3: Human adjudication (exception handling layer)

Consensus Scoring Framework:

e < Multi-source weighting model:
o Platform data
o Financial institution data
o Taxpayer input

Outcome:

« Moves audit function from post-filing enforcement — pre-filing validation system



FINANCIAL IMPACT SUMMARY
Exhibit H — System-Level Economic Effects

* Reduction in taxpayer compliance burden

» Material reduction in IRS downstream audit workload

« Significant advisory restructuring opportunity for Big Four firms
* Increased cross-border tax transparency efficiency

* Reduction in reconciliation-driven tax disputes

IMPLEMENTATION PATHWAY
Phase 1 — Voluntary Adoption Layer

o API-linked filings with expedited refund incentives
« Safe harbor protections for pre-filled returns

Phase 2 — Institutional Integration

o Mandatory structured reporting for platforms (1099-K, K-1, digital assets)
e Financial institution APl compliance requirements

Phase 3 — System Normalization

e Full event-based ingestion across taxpayer classes
¢ Real-time AGI computation and reconciliation

STRATEGIC CONCLUSION

o +Schedule 1 is currently a static compliance artifact embedded in a dynamic global
financial system.

o + Global peers are transitioning toward automated, event-driven tax architectures with
near-zero user input dependency.

« +Big Four firms already operate a parallel interpretive layer, effectively modernizing
Schedule 1 internally for G7 clients.
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o +The proposed Digital Tax Spine Architecture enables the U.S. to retain statutory integrity
while achieving:
o Global interoperability
o Machine-readable tax logic
o Real-time validation infrastructure

APPENDICES

Appendix | — Glossary of Key Terms

« Taxpayer Income Event: A discrete, machine-readable representation of taxable income
activity

« AGI Bridge: Multi-layer reconciliation model between economic and taxable income

« Digital Tax Spine: Unified API-based tax data infrastructure

« Consensus Engine: Multi-source validation model for income accuracy

Appendix |l — Big Four Transformation Flow (Simplified)

Extract Schedule 1 data

Normalize into financial events

Map to jurisdictional frameworks
Reconstruct AGI and taxable base
Perform treaty optimization adjustments
Deliver audit-ready financial statement

OO RWN =

Appendix Ill — Global Benchmark Set

Estonia
Denmark
United Kingdom
Singapore
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Appendix IV — Advisory Position Statement

This memorandum reflects a systems-level modernization framework consistent with OECD digital tax
transformation guidance and Big Four advisory reconstruction methodologies applied in G7 jurisdictions.

OECD Policy Consultation Response Draft

Modernization of Individual Tax Reporting Systems: Schedule 1 (Form
1040) and the Transition Toward Event-Based Tax Administration

Submitted to: Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)
Consultation Topic: Tax Administration 3.0 — Digital Transformation of Tax Reporting Systems
Document Type: Policy Response (Technical + Analytical Submission)

Date: April 16, 2026

1. EXECUTIVE RESPONSE SUMMARY

* This submission responds to the OECD consultation on the modernization of tax
administration systems under the Tax Administration 3.0 framework.

» The analysis focuses on the U.S. Schedule 1 (Form 1040) as a representative case of a
form-based tax aggregation mechanism transitioning under global digitalization
pressures.

» We identify a structural convergence gap between legacy reporting systems and emerging
event-based, APIl-driven tax architectures.

* We propose a reference model—the Digital Tax Spine Architecture (DTSA)—as a
compliant pathway for OECD member states to modernize without statutory overhaul.

2. POSITION ON OECD TAX ADMINISTRATION 3.0 OBJECTIVES

12

» The OECD Tax Administration 3.0 framework correctly identifies a global shift toward
embedded, real-time tax systems integrated within economic activity flows.
» The current U.S. Schedule 1 structure is functionally misaligned with these objectives due
to:

o Fragmented income classification systems

o Manual taxpayer-driven adjustment inputs

o Limited machine-readable data standardization



e * The Big Four advisory ecosystem—including Deloitte, PwC, EY, and KPMG—already
operationalizes interim solutions by reconstructing tax filings into event-based financial
intelligence layers for multinational clients.

3. STRUCTURAL LIMITATIONS OF LEGACY SCHEDULE-BASED
SYSTEMS

* Form-Centric Architecture Dependency:
o Tax reporting remains anchored in static document structures rather than dynamic
data events.
* Manual Adjustment Burden:
o Above-the-line adjustments require taxpayer intervention rather than automated third-
party verification.
e e+ Unstructured Income Aggregation (Residual Categories):
o “Other Income” classifications introduce non-standardized data entry points, reducing
interoperability.
* Cross-Border Data Fragmentation:
o Limited jurisdictional tagging inhibits integration with OECD cross-border compliance
initiatives.

4. GLOBAL BENCHMARK ALIGNMENT

o + OECD member states demonstrate measurable divergence in digital maturity levels:
4.1 High Automation Jurisdictions

o Estonia: near-complete pre-filled tax return infrastructure
o Denmark: integrated financial institution reporting system

4.2 Hybrid Automation Jurisdictions
e United Kingdom: PAYE-driven employer withholding and partial pre-fill systems
4.3 Simplified Territorial Systems

e Singapore: reduced scope taxation with strong employer reporting integration
e+ Across all categories, the directional trend is toward data pre-population, automation, and real-
time validation systems.
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5. PROPOSED REFERENCE MODEL: DIGITAL TAX SPINE
ARCHITECTURE (DTSA)

« <+ The DTSA s introduced as a standards-aligned reference architecture for OECD
member states transitioning from form-based to event-based tax systems.

5.1 Core Design Principles

* Event-Based Taxation Model:
o Taxable activity is defined as discrete, structured financial events rather than
aggregated form entries.
e * API-First Data Integration:
o Financial institutions and platforms transmit standardized tax-relevant data via ISO
20022-compatible frameworks.
* Regulatory Logic Externalization:
o Tax code is expressed as machine-readable rule sets rather than embedded form
logic.
* Human-in-the-Loop Validation:
o Taxpayer interaction is repositioned as verification and dispute resolution rather than
primary data entry.

5.2 System Layers

e < Ingestion Layer: Financial data acquisition via structured APls
e *Logic Layer: Rule-based tax computation engine
e e+ Presentation Layer: Pre-filled taxpayer ledger and dispute interface
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6. ECONOMIC AND ADMINISTRATIVE IMPACT MODEL

6.1 Analytical Framework
* « | et:
o T, = Manual filing time
o T, = Automated filing time
o F,, = Error rate (manual system)
o F, = Error rate (automated system)

o (), = Compliance cost (manual
system)

o (', = Compliance cost (automated
system)
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6.2 System Efficiency Differential

AS =(T,,—-T,)+ (B, — E,) + (Cr, — C,)
e - Empirical observations from
OECD-adjacent systems suggest:

o Significant reductions in filing time (up
to ~90%)

o Substantial error reduction (>80%)

o Material compliance cost compression
at scale

o * Empirical observations from OECD-adjacent systems suggest:

o Significant reductions in filing time (up to ~90%)
o Substantial error reduction (>80%)
o Material compliance cost compression at scale



6.3 Macroeconomic Implications

* Increased labor productivity due to reduced compliance overhead

* Enhanced tax revenue accuracy through reduced reporting error variance
* Improved cross-border capital traceability under OECD BEPS frameworks
* Reduced administrative burden on tax authorities

7. DISPUTE RESOLUTION AND TRUST FRAMEWORK
e < The DTSA introduces a multi-tier validation system:

Tier 1 — Deterministic Validation
« Rule-based reconciliation of structured discrepancies

Tier 2 — Probabilistic Validation
« Statistical and machine-learning-based anomaly detection

Tier 3 — Human Adjudication Layer

o [Escalation for high-risk or high-variance cases

7.1 Consensus-Based Validation Model

e+ Each income event is assigned a confidence score derived from:
o Financial institution data
o Platform reporting systems
o Taxpayer declarations
e * Final classification states:
o Validated
o Disputed
o Unresolved

8. IMPLEMENTATION CONSIDERATIONS FOR OECD MEMBER
STATES

o e Incremental Deployment Strategy Recommended:
o Phase 1: Voluntary pre-filled tax systems
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o Phase 2: Mandatory structured reporting for financial platforms
o Phase 3: Full event-based tax system integration
e e Institutional Feasibility Factors:
o High technical feasibility due to existing ISO 20022 adoption trends
o Moderate policy complexity due to jurisdictional coordination requirements
o Low structural disruption risk if implemented incrementally

9. OECD POLICY ALIGNMENT STATEMENT

e+ The DTSA framework is consistent with OECD objectives under Tax Administration 3.0 by:
o Embedding compliance into financial systems
o Reducing taxpayer administrative burden
o Increasing data interoperability across jurisdictions
o Enhancing real-time validation capabilities
e+ The model does not require immediate statutory harmonization but operates as a systems-layer
modernization pathway compatible with existing legal frameworks.

10. CONCLUSION

o + Schedule 1 (Form 1040) represents a legacy expression of form-based tax aggregation
architecture.

o + OECD member states are converging toward event-based, machine-readable, and pre-
validated tax systems.

o « The Digital Tax Spine Architecture provides a scalable interoperability layer between
legacy tax systems and next-generation digital tax ecosystems.

o * Adoption of this framework would materially advance OECD Tax Administration 3.0
objectives without requiring immediate legislative replacement of existing tax codes.

11. APPENDICES
Appendix A — Comparative Jurisdictional Maturity Set

Estonia
Denmark
United Kingdom
Singapore
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Appendix B — Reference Architecture Summary

e Ingestion Layer — Financial API data streams (ISO 20022 aligned)
e Logic Layer — Rule-based computational tax engine
o Presentation Layer — Pre-filled taxpayer ledger + dispute interface

Appendix C — Institutional Interpretation

o + DTSA constitutes a non-statutory interoperability layer rather than a replacement for
existing tax legislation.

e * The primary constraint to adoption is institutional coordination rather than technical
feasibility.

e * Big Four advisory practices already implement analogous internal reconstructions for
multinational clients, demonstrating practical viability.

By:

A

Name: Tyree J. Mason |
Title: Authorized Representative

Date: APRIL 16, 2026

19



	1. INTRODUCTION
	Schedule 1 (Form 1040) Modernization Report: A Global Market Alignment and Big-Four Structural Framework
	Executive Summary
	Current State Assessment: Structural Limitations
	Global Benchmarking: G7 and OECD Comparisons
	Big-Four Operational Reality: How G7 Clients Are Managed
	Target Operating Model: The “Digital Tax Spine”
	The AGI Structural Bridge (Modernized Framework)
	Dispute Layer: Real-Time Adjudication System
	Policy and Implementation Pathways
	Strategic Conclusion

	Schedule 1 (Form 1040) Modernization Report
	Boardroom-Ready Big Four Advisory Memorandum: Global Tax Architecture Transformation & Digital Tax Spine Framework
	CONFIDENTIAL — STRATEGIC ADVISORY MEMORANDUM

	EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
	KEY FINDINGS
	VALUATION-STYLE IMPACT ASSESSMENT
	Exhibit A — Efficiency Gap Valuation (Relative System Performance)
	Exhibit B — Global Benchmarking Differential (OECD Peer Set)
	Exhibit C — Big Four Reconstruction Layer (Hidden System Architecture)

	STRATEGIC ARCHITECTURE: DIGITAL TAX SPINE MODEL
	Exhibit D — Target Operating Model (TOM)
	Exhibit E — Event-Based Tax Object Model

	AGI MODERNIZATION FRAMEWORK
	Exhibit F — Structural AGI Bridge

	DISPUTE & CONSENSUS ENGINE
	Exhibit G — Three-Tier Resolution Model
	Consensus Scoring Framework:

	FINANCIAL IMPACT SUMMARY
	Exhibit H — System-Level Economic Effects

	IMPLEMENTATION PATHWAY
	Phase 1 — Voluntary Adoption Layer
	Phase 2 — Institutional Integration
	Phase 3 — System Normalization

	STRATEGIC CONCLUSION
	APPENDICES
	Appendix I — Glossary of Key Terms
	Appendix II — Big Four Transformation Flow (Simplified)
	Appendix III — Global Benchmark Set
	Appendix IV — Advisory Position Statement

	OECD Policy Consultation Response Draft
	Modernization of Individual Tax Reporting Systems: Schedule 1 (Form 1040) and the Transition Toward Event-Based Tax Administration
	1. EXECUTIVE RESPONSE SUMMARY
	2. POSITION ON OECD TAX ADMINISTRATION 3.0 OBJECTIVES
	3. STRUCTURAL LIMITATIONS OF LEGACY SCHEDULE-BASED SYSTEMS
	4. GLOBAL BENCHMARK ALIGNMENT
	4.1 High Automation Jurisdictions
	4.2 Hybrid Automation Jurisdictions
	4.3 Simplified Territorial Systems

	5. PROPOSED REFERENCE MODEL: DIGITAL TAX SPINE ARCHITECTURE (DTSA)
	5.1 Core Design Principles
	5.2 System Layers

	6. ECONOMIC AND ADMINISTRATIVE IMPACT MODEL
	6.1 Analytical Framework
	6.3 Macroeconomic Implications

	7. DISPUTE RESOLUTION AND TRUST FRAMEWORK
	Tier 1 — Deterministic Validation
	Tier 2 — Probabilistic Validation
	Tier 3 — Human Adjudication Layer
	7.1 Consensus-Based Validation Model

	8. IMPLEMENTATION CONSIDERATIONS FOR OECD MEMBER STATES
	9. OECD POLICY ALIGNMENT STATEMENT
	10. CONCLUSION
	11. APPENDICES
	Appendix A — Comparative Jurisdictional Maturity Set
	Appendix B — Reference Architecture Summary
	Appendix C — Institutional Interpretation



