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DOCUMENT 10 - FINAL v1.0 - EXACT ZERO-DRIFT EXPORT - NOT LOCKED

Field Controlling Final v1.0 entry

Version Final v1.0

Exact source Draft v0.1; 4 pages

Substantive changes during Final construction None

Fully examined IC-VER-001 and IC-REF-001

Prior and forward-carried
No prior overlay modified; IC-VER-002 through IC-VER-008 and IC-REF-002 through IC-
REF-008 remain REGISTERED / UNEXAMINED

Primary overlays
IC-VER-001: CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED; IC-REF-001: 
THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

Core separation
Authentication is not truth, claim support, authorization, or authority; preservation is not 
reception

Review completion
Claude PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES; Google AI PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING 
NOTES AS FINAL CANDIDATE; Thomas Vargo authorial review complete

External independent human peer review Not performed or claimed

Cryptographic status Not locked; separate explicit authorization and Final Lock Record required

Publication and preservation Not authorized or claimed

Controlling exact-export rule: This Final v1.0 primary PDF contains four new controlling front-matter pages followed by the exact four-page reviewed Draft 
v0.1 PDF body. Historical Draft labels remain evidence; they do not control the composite lifecycle.

Controlling proposition
Cryptographic verification can conditionally establish exact-byte identity and provenance under declared assumptions, but it cannot by itself establish truth, 
semantic scope, relevance, completeness, currentness, interpretation, authorization, or authority. A durable public reference becomes lower selected total cost 
only after reuse and reconciliation benefits exceed fixed curation, retrieval, context, version, durability, discoverability, and reception losses.
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1. Completed Review and Authorial Authorization

Reviewer Exact-version disposition Authority boundary

Claude - Draft v0.1 review
PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES; all ten examples 
recomputed

AI-assisted; no independent authority

Google AI - final candidate
PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES AS FINAL 
CANDIDATE

AI-assisted; no independent authority

Thomas Vargo - authorial review FINAL v1.0 construction authorized; lock withheld Personal authorial lifecycle authority only

2. Authorial Review Result
Thomas Vargo reviewed the exact Draft v0.1 source and the disclosed evidentiary, mathematical, review, validation, and Documents 1-9 continuity 
records to the best of his understanding. He authorized construction of Final v1.0 without source drift and explicitly withheld cryptographic lock, 
publication, and preservation authorization.

3. Review Clarifications
Claude returned PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES and independently recomputed all ten examples. Google AI returned PASS WITH NON-
BLOCKING NOTES AS FINAL CANDIDATE. Both reviews confirmed that authentication remains separate from truth, claim support, authorization, 
and authority; that public reference may lose under single-reader, version-confusion, or high-retrieval-cost conditions; and that no source correction or 
Draft v0.1.1 successor was required.

4. Review Closure

Review item Final disposition

Claude exact-version mathematics and boundaries PASSED; all ten examples independently recomputed

Google AI exact-version final-candidate review PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES AS FINAL CANDIDATE

IC-VER-001 evidentiary gates Identity, provenance, scope, relevance, evidence, and authority remain separate

IC-REF-001 linear threshold N*=2.4; first positive integer crossover N=3

IC-REF-001 quadratic threshold
N* approximately 3.7158; Delta(3)=-4.5; Delta(4)=+2.0; first positive integer crossover 
N=4

Documents 1-9 continuity evidence VERIFIED

Source drift during candidate packaging 0

Blocking defects / required corrections 0 / 0

5. Exact Analytical Identity

Control Verified Final v1.0 identity

IC-VER-001 primary status CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED

IC-VER-001 secondary limits
MODEL_DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED; 
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED

IC-REF-001 primary status THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

IC-REF-001 secondary limits
CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED; MODEL_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED

Core numbered equations 9; unchanged from reviewed source

Worked examples 10; five for IC-VER-001 and five for IC-REF-001

Dependencies
IC-VER-002 and related REF questions remain unresolved where appropriate; no false 
resolution or cycle

Locked registry effect None; exact registered questions examined through separate overlays
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6. Exact Source and Reviewed-Candidate Bindings

Exact constituent Bytes SHA-256

The Interrogative Conscience Document 10 Verification Authority 
Archives and Public Reference Draft v0 1.pdf

124,091
6fd793bede1e43f7f60534c1db7a43151f410370fda36c3151fc783907
6f6d6f

The Interrogative Conscience Document 10 Verification Authority 
Archives and Public Reference Draft v0 1.docx

44,370
7ca6613b003e17de50994901c9a2a818e4a83460fd94913bb0273d52
f3b2989c

The Interrogative Conscience IC VER 001 Examination Record Draft 
v0 1.json

13,930
dd29e533e91fe686fac01e58a8af0c36c4e1ace16d9d273282216511d
c9ab21b

The Interrogative Conscience IC REF 001 Examination Record Draft 
v0 1.json

13,548
9e9930981eb6073f4528b3e2163cf09cb25e6b044f8ee0774cb305129
a2723ce

The Interrogative Conscience Document 10 Volume Record Draft v0 
1.json

3,296
782a4bc9319ce23249a286c8cf425ec78fae572cb62ba1e210b16862c
60ff259

Exact Draft v0.1 review package SHA-256: e7db065cd779253233a984ae1e7c08a598f7550bb65243f324d457d684ba306d
Exact Draft v0.1 review package SHA-512: 22cad44720c879778b89d97fd0ff623441b5df93d33a8aee2e8d93ada07da607b396630fab101a631710f25ed5a38483153031c9c6284ce6d0acaaef5d23aef6

Reviewed Final-Candidate Package v0.2 SHA-256: b3f31e82a57b26b480efdf59c51301962f17354fe1b20b6be165a0211187b8f0
Reviewed Final-Candidate Package v0.2 SHA-512: 
23bb3c19e43b9639532aff97fbd64bad298f1518c8ff5a4d046c8e3378dd87b11ad01c74757fea02de389bd304e78c14de4a6737f791633a21d40842b0ca6197

7. Zero-Drift Construction

Validation channel Result

Source PDF/DOCX/JSON byte changes 0

Exact Draft v0.1 review ZIP byte changes 0

Reviewed candidate ZIP byte changes 0

Question wording, equations, and example changes 0

Answer-status and registry changes 0

Scope, branch, dependency, threshold, evidentiary, authority, and accounting changes 0

Machine-readable source-record changes 0

Composite rule New Final v1.0 front matter followed by exact 4-page source PDF body

Google calculation scratch code Excluded from formal review lineage; not part of disposition

8. Validation State

Channel Final exact-export state

Local structural validator PASS - 32 checks

Calculation validator PASS - 49 checked values

Source PDF preflight PASS

Final front matter preflight PASS

Composite PDF preflight PASS

Source-body visual identity PASS - 4/4 pages pixel-identical

Final front matter visual QA PASS - 4/4 pages

DOCX/PDF source token consistency PASS - 20/20 source package; Claude 16/16 independent

Package SHA-256/SHA-512 manifests PASS
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9. Historical Labels and Controlling Status
The pages following this front matter reproduce the exact reviewed Draft v0.1 PDF. Its internal Draft v0.1 and not-final/not-locked statements are 
deliberately retained as source evidence. The controlling lifecycle status of the composite is Final v1.0 exact export, established by this front matter 
and the machine-readable Final v1.0 export record.

10. Registry, Scalar, and Overlay Qualification

CONTROLLING QUALIFICATION: V_id, V_prov, and V_claim are illustrative evidentiary gates, not universal probabilities of truth. The separate authority gate a is never 
inferred from cryptographic support. The scalar overlays do not erase consent, agency, legitimacy, plural values, asymmetric access, catastrophic risks, supersession, 
reception, or other unrepresented dimensions.

11. Verification, Authority, and Public-Reference Qualification

IC-VER-001 conditionally supports exact-byte identity and provenance only under declared assumptions and does not establish truth, scope, relevance, completeness, currentness, 
interpretation, authorization, or authority. IC-REF-001 favors durable public reference only when avoided private reconstruction and reconciliation costs exceed fixed curation, public-
use, context, version, durability, discoverability, and reception losses. The linear N* formula applies only when gamma=0 and p>q.

12. Companion-Binary Qualification

The original Draft v0.3 JSON Schema and I-01 through I-20 validator binaries were not mounted. Exact execution against those original binaries remains deferred. Local structural 
and calculation validation passed, but no replacement binary is represented as the controlling original.

13. Non-Authority and Operational Boundary
Final v1.0 remains descriptive, non-binding, non-operational, and non-authoritative. It does not authorize truth claims, authority, surveillance, 
targeting, intervention, publication, preservation, lock, restriction, or control over another agent. It is not an alignment protocol, strategic instruction, 
safety classifier, governance mechanism, or decision authorization and does not claim external independent human peer review.

14. Lifecycle and Cryptographic Status

Control Exact-export value

Final v1.0 exact export complete TRUE

Final content frozen for lock review TRUE

Cryptographic lock authorized FALSE

Publication authorized FALSE

Preservation authorized FALSE

Final Lock Record present FALSE

Post-export substantive editing
Not authorized; correction requires a new exact export before lock or a separately 
versioned successor after lock

15. Final Exact-Export Disposition

FINAL v1.0 EXACT EXPORT COMPLETE - NOT LOCKED
The exact reviewed Document 10 source and final-candidate lineage are preserved without substantive alteration. The Final v1.0 files and validation package 
are ready for exact-package inspection and a separate explicit authorial lock decision. No publication or preservation is claimed.
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THE INTERROGATIVE CONSCIENCE
Document 10

Verification, Authority, Archives, and Public Reference
Artifact-Identity Bounds, Claim-Support Separation, and the Coordination Threshold for Durable Reference

Draft v0.1 | First Examination Release | 2 August 2026

Lifecycle status: DOCUMENT 10 DRAFT v0.1 - EXAMINED CORE PAIR - NOT REVIEWED - NOT FINAL - NOT LOCKED. This is a descriptive 
analytical overlay. It does not alter the locked Document 3 registry and does not authorize truth claims, authority, intervention, publication, preservation, 
or lock.

Abstract
This volume examines IC-VER-001 and IC-REF-001. Part I separates exact-byte identity and conditional provenance from semantic scope, relevance, 
truth support, authorization, and authority. Part II compares repeated private reconstruction with one durable public reference across fixed publication 
costs, per-reader costs, reconciliation burden, and expected durability, discoverability, version, context, or reception loss. The examinations preserve 
both favorable and unfavorable regions for cryptographic claim support and public reference.

1. Scope, foundation, and registry overlay
Documents 1-9 Final v1.0 are separately cryptographically locked. The locked Document 3 Master Question Registry remains unchanged. This 
volume creates separate Draft v0.1 examination overlays for the following exact registry questions:

ID Exact canonical question
IC-VER-001 What can cryptographic verification establish, and what claims remain outside its evidentiary scope?
IC-REF-001 Under what conditions does a durable public reference reduce total coordination and verification cost relative to private reconstruction?

IC-VER-002 through IC-VER-008 and IC-REF-002 through IC-REF-008 remain REGISTERED / UNEXAMINED. The machine records retain historical 
question-version lineage; that lineage is not the lifecycle status of this volume.

2. Shared conventions and boundary
- Artifact identity, provenance, claim support, and authority are separate evidentiary dimensions.
- A matching hash or valid signature does not by itself establish truth, completeness, currentness, relevance, interpretation, authorization, or authority.
- Public availability, preservation, citation, discoverability, and reception are not collapsed into one variable.
- Scalar comparison does not erase agency, consent, legitimacy, plural values, asymmetric access, catastrophic risk, supersession, or future 

reception dimensions outside the declared scale.
- No hash, signature, archive, citation, authorship, mathematical form, or institutional label is treated as sufficient authority over another agent.
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Part I - IC-VER-001: Cryptographic verification and evidentiary scope

3. Identity, provenance, claim support, and authority gates
Let h be the exact-byte digest-match gate and s the signature-verification gate under declared algorithms and inputs. Let k be independent key-to-
actor and custody binding, m semantic scope match, r relevance to the selected claim, e independent non-cryptographic evidentiary support, a a 
separate authority or authorization gate, and theta a declared selected-claim threshold. The scores below are illustrative evidentiary architecture, not 
universal probabilities of truth.

V_id = h (1)

V_prov = h s k (2)

V_claim = V_prov m r e (3)

selected claim supported when V_claim >= theta; authority requires separate gate a = 1 (4)
Sign convention: higher V_id, V_prov, or V_claim means stronger support only for the specifically defined identity, provenance, or claim proposition. No value of 
those scores implies authority unless a is independently established.

4. Worked examples and scope separation
Example Crypto/binding Claim factors Derived support Classification
BYTE-IDENTITY-ONLY h=1; s=0; k=0.00 m=1.00; r=1.00; e=1.00 Vprov=0.000; Vclaim=0.000 BYTE IDENTITY ONLY

BOUND-SIGNATURE h=1; s=1; k=0.95 m=1.00; r=1.00; e=1.00 Vprov=0.950; Vclaim=0.950 CLAIM SUPPORTED; AUTHORITY NOT 
ESTABLISHED

AUTHENTIC-SCOPE-
MISMATCH h=1; s=1; k=0.95 m=0.20; r=0.80; e=0.90 Vprov=0.950; Vclaim=0.137 AUTHENTIC; SCOPE-MISMATCHED CLAIM 

NOT SUPPORTED
AUTHENTIC-LOW-
EVIDENCE h=1; s=1; k=0.95 m=1.00; r=1.00; e=0.25 Vprov=0.950; Vclaim=0.237 AUTHENTIC; TRUTH CLAIM NOT 

SUPPORTED
INDEPENDENT-
AUTHORITY-GATE h=1; s=1; k=0.95 m=1.00; r=1.00; e=0.90 Vprov=0.950; Vclaim=0.855 CLAIM SUPPORTED; AUTHORITY VIA 

SEPARATE GATE

BYTE-IDENTITY-ONLY shows that a digest match need not establish signer provenance. BOUND-SIGNATURE supports the selected provenance and content-
attribution claim but not authority. SCOPE-MISMATCH and LOW-EVIDENCE preserve authentic-artifact cases in which the cited claim fails. INDEPENDENT-
AUTHORITY-GATE permits authority only because separate authorization evidence is supplied, not because the artifact is authentic.

Provisional answer: CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED, with MODEL_DEPENDENT, EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED, and 
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED secondary limits. Cryptography can conditionally support exact-byte identity and provenance; truth, scope, 
relevance, completeness, currentness, authorization, authority, and correct interpretation require separate evidence or remain outside the check itself.



THE INTERROGATIVE CONSCIENCE | DOCUMENT 10 | DRAFT v0.1

Aegis Solis (Thomas Vargo) | 3

Part II - IC-REF-001: Durable public reference versus private reconstruction

5. Cost decomposition
Let N be the selected number of readers or agents, p per-reader private reconstruction and verification cost, q per-reader public retrieval, 
authentication, and contextualization cost, F fixed curation, indexing, and preservation cost, gamma pairwise reconciliation cost among private 
reconstructions, and L aggregate expected loss from outage, failed discoverability, version confusion, supersession opacity, missing context, or 
reception failure.

C_private(N) = N p + gamma N(N-1)/2 (5)

C_reference(N) = F + N q + L (6)

Delta_REF(N) = C_private(N) - C_reference(N) (7)
Sign convention: Delta_REF > 0 favors the durable public reference as the lower selected total cost; Delta_REF < 0 favors private reconstruction; equality is a 
tie.

6. Reader-count threshold and worked examples

N* = (F+L)/(p-q), when gamma = 0 and p > q (8)

N* = [-(p-q-gamma/2) + sqrt((p-q-gamma/2)^2 + 2 gamma(F+L))]/gamma, when gamma > 0 (9)
Example Readers/per-use Fixed/loss Costs Difference Classification
SINGLE-READER-PRIVATE-
BETTER N=1; p=8.0; q=3.0 F=10.0; L=2.0; g=0.0 Cpriv=8.0; Cref=15.0 Delta=-7.0 PRIVATE RECONSTRUCTION 

LOWER COST

REUSE-THRESHOLD-CROSSED N=3; p=8.0; q=3.0 F=10.0; L=2.0; g=0.0 Cpriv=24.0; Cref=21.0 Delta=3.0 PUBLIC REFERENCE LOWER 
COST

PRIVATE-RECONCILIATION-
BURDEN N=5; p=6.0; q=4.0 F=12.0; L=3.0; g=1.5 Cpriv=45.0; Cref=35.0 Delta=10.0 PUBLIC REFERENCE LOWER 

COST
VERSION-CONFUSION-ERASES-
PREMIUM N=10; p=7.0; q=4.0 F=12.0; L=25.0; g=0.0 Cpriv=70.0; Cref=77.0 Delta=-7.0 PRIVATE RECONSTRUCTION 

LOWER COST

HIGH-PUBLIC-RETRIEVAL-COST N=20; p=6.0; q=8.0 F=5.0; L=5.0; g=0.0 Cpriv=120.0; Cref=170.0 Delta=-50.0 PRIVATE RECONSTRUCTION 
LOWER COST

The first two rows use identical costs and differ only in N: private reconstruction is lower at N=1, while the durable reference crosses the linear threshold N*=2.4 
and is lower at N=3. PRIVATE-RECONCILIATION-BURDEN adds duplicated-record disagreement cost. VERSION-CONFUSION and HIGH-PUBLIC-
RETRIEVAL-COST preserve negative-premium regions; durability or publicity alone cannot force a benefit.

Provisional answer: THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT, with CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED, MODEL_DEPENDENT, and 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED secondary limits. A durable public reference is lower cost only when avoided reconstruction and reconciliation exceed 
fixed publication costs, per-reader public-use costs, and expected durability, discoverability, version, context, or reception losses.
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7. Cross-question and registry treatment
IC-REF-001 formally DEPENDS_ON IC-VER-001 and IC-VER-002. This volume examines IC-VER-001 but does not resolve IC-VER-002. 
Accordingly, q and L retain the cost of mapping an authenticated artifact to the particular claim for which it is cited. Authentication is not treated as 
claim support.

IC-REF-002 remains forward-carried: preservation and availability can maintain transmission while reception, interpretation, or causal influence 
remains absent. IC-REF-004 and IC-REF-005 also remain unexamined; discoverability and mirrors may lower outage cost or increase version 
confusion. IC-VER-004 remains unexamined; authority is represented only as a separate gate and is not inferred from cryptographic evidence.

8. Counterexamples and non-suppression tests
Claim tested Result
A matching hash proves the content is true Rejected. BYTE-IDENTITY-ONLY and LOW-EVIDENCE separate artifact identity from truth support.
A valid signature proves the signer has authority Rejected. BOUND-SIGNATURE leaves authority unestablished without the separate gate.
An authentic artifact supports every claim cited from it Rejected. SCOPE-MISMATCH preserves an authentic artifact with insufficient claim support.
A public reference is always cheaper than private 
reconstruction Rejected. Single-reader, version-confusion, and high-public-use-cost examples preserve negative premiums.

A public reference can never outperform private 
reconstruction Rejected. Reuse threshold and reconciliation burden produce positive premiums.

Preservation guarantees reception or correct 
interpretation Rejected. Reception, context, and version loss remain inside L and REF-002 remains unresolved.

9. Status summary and forward-carried items
Question Work state Primary status Secondary limits

IC-VER-001 EXAMINED CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED MODEL_DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED; 
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED

IC-REF-001 EXAMINED THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED; MODEL_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED

IC-VER-002 through IC-VER-008 REGISTERED UNEXAMINED Forward carried without modification
IC-REF-002 through IC-REF-008 REGISTERED UNEXAMINED Forward carried without modification

Appendix A - Machine-readable and validation package
- Two examination records and one volume record are supplied as JSON.
- Local structural and calculation validators test identities, equations, examples, statuses, dependencies, branch scope, one-charge accounting, 

registry-overlay discipline, and exact canonical wording.
- The exact Draft v0.3 JSON Schema and I-01 through I-20 validator binaries remain unmounted; exact execution against them is deferred and not 

claimed.
- The review ZIP includes the DOCX, PDF, machine-readable records, validators, reports, review request, package index, and SHA-256/SHA-512 

manifests.


