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Executive Summary

This document defines the foundations, scope, and limitations of BCI's analytical
authority, as well as the mechanisms in place to mitigate misuse and misinterpretation.

It is desighed to ensure that BCl's role in institutional decision contexts is transparent,
contestable, bounded, and structurally accountable.

01| Source of Legitimacy: Why BCl Is Regarded as a Valid Observer

BCl's authority does not arise from self-assertion. It derives from the following three
externally assessable conditions:

1. Structural Explainability

The BCI model is a formally defined dynamic system that describes the interaction
among Meaning Tension (MT), Perceptual Legibility (PL), Temporal Structure (TS), and
System Energy State (ES).

Its purpose is not to predict isolated events, but to provide a reproducible framework for
explaining the structural conditions under which value is generated, sustained, or
dissipated.

2. Empirical Robustness
The BCI model has been applied in retrospective analyses across multiple historical
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cycles. The objective is not perfect prediction, but to test whether the model can identify
structural deviation signals in cases where systems have demonstrably failed.

All outputs are accompanied by explicit disclosure of assumptions and uncertainty
ranges.

3. Conflict Independence

BCI does not hold financial, governance, or performance-linked interests in the entities it
analyzes. Its compensation is not contingent on outcomes. This separation is intended
to reduce the risk that its judgments are distorted by economic incentives.

02 | Scope of Observation: What BCl Is Not

BCl is not a forecasting institution, legal advisor, investment advisor, or managerial
substitute.

BCI does not evaluate random shocks or non-modelable events, including natural
disasters or sudden political actions.

BCI provides analytical descriptions of structural coherence and stability conditions
only.

03 | The Epistemic Contract: How BCI May Legitimately Inform Decisions
BCl's value to institutions does not lie in issuing instructions, but in:

e reducing the cognitive friction inherent in complex systems;

e providing a structurally consistent reference frame across time horizons;

e enabling management, investors, and regulators to discuss risk within a shared
analytical coordinate system.

BCI outputs do not constitute directives. They constitute structural information that
responsible parties may incorporate into their own judgment.
All final decisions and associated responsibilities remain with the institution itself.

Part Il — Misuse Prevention & Interpretive Safeguards

04 | Prevention of Selective Disclosure

Risk
BCl analysis is inherently multidimensional. An isolated reference to a single indicator
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may obscure systemic risk.

Safeguard Principle
BCl outputs are intended to be cited as integrated structures. Public references should
include relevant risk disclosures and applicability boundaries.

If material selective citation is identified, BCI will notify the relevant parties and request
correction. If correction is refused, BCl reserves the right to publicly clarify that such
use does not represent BCl's position.

05 | Prevention of Interpretive Degradation

Risk
BCI terminology may be simplified in secondary dissemination into rankings, scores, or
marketing signals, thereby diverging from its analytical meaning.

Safeguard Principle
BCI promotes accurate use of its terminology through public methodological
documentation, training, and citation standards.

Where dissemination materially departs from the original meaning in ways likely to
mislead decision-making, BCI may issue interpretive clarifications to limit the
propagation of systemic misunderstanding.

06 | Value Conflict and Right of Non-Engagement

Risk

Certain business models are structurally incompatible with long-term system stability
objectives.

Safeguard Principle

Where an initial assessment indicates that engagement would materially increase the
risk of systemic harm, BCI may decline to participate. Such decisions constitute
judgments of value conflict only and do not constitute moral, legal, or regulatory
determinations.

07 | Responsibility and Attribution

BCl is responsible for the consistency of its methodology, the disclosure of its
assumptions and boundaries, and the integrity of its analytical process.
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Users are responsible for how they apply, disseminate, and act upon BCI outputs, and
for the consequences thereof.

If BCI outputs are used for unlawful or misleading purposes, BCl may cooperate in
clarifying that such use does not constitute endorsement by BCI.

Closing Statement

BCl's authority is not absolute, predictive, or directive.
It is analytical, conditional, bounded, and subject to scrutiny.

Its legitimacy rests not in being followed, but in being examinable.
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