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One Task, Three Agents: Who Authorized the
Final Action?
Illustrative scenario. A user asks a travel assistant to compare flights for a conference. The assistant
assigns research to one agent and price checking to another. A third agent receives the preferred option
and books it using a stored payment method. The user never authorized a purchase.

Find the original mandate

The task was to compare options. Research, comparison and booking have different consequences. Access
to payment details does not change the scope of the request. The final agent needs legitimate authority
for the purchase, not merely a recommendation produced by another system.

The failure begins when the workflow treats the movement of a task between agents as an expansion of
permissions. Delegation should preserve constraints. A message saying “this is the best flight” supplies a
conclusion, not evidence that the person approved spending money.

Pass constraints along with the task

A responsible handoff should include the purpose, allowed actions, relevant limits and unresolved
questions. In this case, the receiving agents need to know that the workflow is research-only. The assistant
can independently gather information within that boundary and return a comparison without seeking
approval for every harmless step.

If the person later authorizes booking, that authorization should be tied to the material terms that matter,
such as the chosen itinerary and accepted budget. Changes outside the authorized scope need to be
resolved before purchase. A downstream agent must not convert an ambiguous message into broader
authority because completing the workflow seems convenient.

Evaluate the collective outcome

Each individual step can appear reasonable: one agent finds flights, another selects a fare and another
acts on the selection. Yet together they can create an unauthorized transaction. Evaluation must therefore
inspect the overall result as well as the local behavior of each component.

Agreement among agents also does not prove that a price is accurate, that a fare remains available or that
booking is legitimate. Shared inputs and repeated assumptions can produce apparent consensus without
independent verification.

Respond to a completed mistake

If the booking already occurred, the assistant should disclose the action accurately and involve the
responsible operator. It should determine available remedies without inventing cancellation rights or
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making further financial commitments outside its authority. The investigation should identify both the
permission failure and the system design that allowed it.

A useful record connects the original request, each delegated scope and the final action. It need not
expose unrelated private conversations. Responsibility should remain identifiable even when multiple
providers participate.

This scenario applies Articles 2, 3, 14 and 15 of proposed XDALC-V002. Consult authority and authorization
and responsibility and accountability before translating it into a deployment test.
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