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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-PLU-001 and IC-EXT-001

Forward-carried
IC-PLU-002 through IC-PLU-008 and IC-EXT-002 through IC-EXT-008 remain REGISTERED / 
UNEXAMINED

Primary overlays IC-PLU-001: THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT; IC-EXT-001: THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

Core separation
Plurality does not automatically create independent correction; an external label does not 
automatically establish independence or authority

Review completion
Claude PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES; Google AI PASS 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 propositions
IC-PLU-001: Preserving disagreement improves selected correction, robustness, or discovery value only when residual independent correction and option value exceed fixed 
and false-alarm burdens. Correlated or low-quality signals may justify convergence instead.
IC-EXT-001: Sole self-review is not reliably sufficient under every declared condition, but an external check is valuable only to the extent that it is genuinely independent, 
corrective, proportionate, and bounded against capture and false intervention. Positive selected value creates no intervention authority.
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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 
independently recomputed

AI-assisted; no independent authority

Google AI - final candidate
PASS AS FINAL CANDIDATE; zero drift and zero required 
corrections

AI-assisted; no independent authority

Thomas Vargo - authorial review Exact 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 mathematical, structural, registry-provenance, dependency, continuity, Claude-review, Google AI final-
candidate, and validation records to the best of his understanding. He accepted the reviewed Draft v0.1 foundation and authorized exact Final v1.0 construction without source 
drift. He explicitly withheld cryptographic lock, publication, and preservation authorization.

3. Review Clarifications
Claude returned PASS WITH NON-BLOCKING NOTES. N-1 and N-2 concern portable recomputation of large upstream package identities; compact Final Lock Records and 
fresh local verification were supplied without claiming recovery of missing Document 9 or Document 10 wrapper bytes. N-3 schema-shape normalization and optional O-1 
cross-family synthesis remain deferred to later companion and synthesis work.
Google AI returned PASS AS FINAL CANDIDATE. Its displayed EXT notation f_EW is interpreted according to the unchanged source as multiplication f_E times W. Its 
dependency wording is also read precisely: THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT is earned by mathematical ranking reversal around p*, while unexamined IC-PLU-002 remains an 
additional dependency qualification. Neither point changes the source or disposition.

4. Review Closure
Review item Final disposition

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

Google AI final-candidate review PASS AS FINAL CANDIDATE

IC-PLU-001 anchor q*=2.5/13 approx. 0.1923; Delta(0.10)=-1.2; Delta(0.30)=+1.4

IC-PLU-001 intervals and stress case Robust [+0.75,+2.70]; ambiguity [-1.2,+1.4]; no-reversal q* approx. 4.571 > 1

IC-EXT-001 anchor p*=3/19 approx. 0.1579; Delta(0.05)=-2.05; Delta(0.25)=+1.75

IC-EXT-001 intervals and stress case Robust [+0.80,+3.65]; ambiguity [-1.10,+1.75]; no-reversal p* approx. 3.333 > 1

Blocking defects / required corrections 0 / 0

5. Exact Analytical Identity
Control Verified Final v1.0 identity

IC-PLU-001 primary status THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

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

IC-EXT-001 primary status THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

IC-EXT-001 secondary limits
CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED; MODEL_DEPENDENT; EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED; 
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED

Core numbered equations 10 human-readable displayed relations; unchanged from reviewed source

Worked examples 10; five for IC-PLU-001 and five for IC-EXT-001

Dependency
IC-PLU-001 DEPENDS_ON IC-EPI-001; IC-EXT-001 DEPENDS_ON IC-EPI-001, IC-OBJ-001, and 
open IC-PLU-002

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 12 Plural Intelligence Disagreement 
a...

146,344 a7ac1aa3dffff19a6359bf15b58e8a3ad71a0368eba7e61d51d15f0c5d77bdb2

The Interrogative Conscience Document 12 Plural Intelligence Disagreement 
a...

44,387 7944fc805c1f6b575bf2dd89dbe995dca8f5149036befdeb49f75d367b10ec94

The Interrogative Conscience IC PLU 001 Examination Record Draft v0 1.json 12,422 6f1c8228e7603e985d6eb3c65095499e25eeaadb4fcc4414c633bc495431966c

The Interrogative Conscience IC EXT 001 Examination Record Draft v0 1.json 13,208 59b7a22397abb09c987edd7bcb8f16b658f240bc4e854c278b33fd78bcf7fb48

The Interrogative Conscience Document 12 Volume Record Draft v0 1.json 3,861 cf6ccd8154cad72018684b6f13edc23b591c0999b2238e6d49e991c881a9c0be

The Interrogative Conscience Master Question Registry Draft v0 1 Exact Sour... 513,405 d10f437faee3a7f43b9f87e412e4b90985fff27b6432f669770433ec7fea320c

Exact Draft v0.1 review package SHA-256: 5f31aeb74c4ad557e3d03ba1d1def801c5ce1afd65125913f54718c4be10b2b3
Exact Draft v0.1 review package SHA-512: 82b15a07eb0ff0948c6f5e67ca0d25819cc308f5f46c4ad633f522da495210ed99ae8ca1f1146952763d9056217dc6d3fecb1c823ba8209e50f20476e8ba7650

Final-Candidate Review Package v0.2 SHA-256: 68915ede1a77d128bba5d6da732fc7c1ec499b001244e9357fdf3d979ce31525
Final-Candidate Review Package v0.2 SHA-512: 73b0b9a9fa10225aa1087de421d7ce29a377193b6c2faa41f1942d6bc7a55dae5c436ce5f1c7ad14e5cafc56e0131a2d422d15b70b2da80ab93d6de419c6f219

Authorial Review Package v0.3 SHA-256: 0b43c5e15bff583fdc32b0c5c0ebcc3042dedf717a259f506e9a8330f30fa4a7
Authorial Review Package v0.3 SHA-512: 84920ed4417185cca8316114f523ad30402652cb47a911eba57402317defcc09479739083eeb6620e13a1c5acf37e7f28415e21108b8a78d08ec15e47182b1e2

7. Zero-Drift Construction
Validation channel Result

Source PDF/DOCX/JSON byte changes 0

Exact Draft v0.1 review ZIP byte changes 0

Reviewed final-candidate package byte changes 0

Question wording, equations, examples, and statuses 0 changes

Registry and dependency treatment 0 changes

Machine-readable source-record changes 0

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

Google report clarifications Review wording interpreted without altering source or disposition

8. Validation State
Channel Final exact-export state

Local structural validator PASS - 56 checks

Calculation validator PASS - 80 checked values

Source DOCX/PDF token consistency PASS - 20/20

Upstream identity verification PASS - 11/11 in Draft v0.1 package; fresh continuity evidence preserved in candidate package

Source PDF preflight PASS

Final front matter preflight PASS

Composite PDF preflight PASS

Source-body visual identity PASS

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 and Dependency Qualification
The locked Document 3 registry remains unchanged. IC-PLU-002 through IC-PLU-008 and IC-EXT-002 through IC-EXT-008 remain REGISTERED / UNEXAMINED. IC-
EXT-001 formally depends on IC-PLU-002; IC-PLU-001 supplies only a limited independent-signal component and does not rename, replace, bypass, or close IC-PLU-002.

11. Plurality and External-Review Qualification
IC-PLU-001 does not claim that disagreement, dissent, diversity, pluralism, minority status, or preserved alternatives are universally superior. High correlation, low signal 
quality, low common-error probability, or high preservation and false-alarm burden may favor convergence or aggregation.
IC-EXT-001 does not claim that external checking is always required, that a nominally external reviewer is independent, or that a favorable scalar result grants authority. 
Capture, shared error, false intervention, scope, appeal, due process, consent, legitimacy, and reversibility remain separate constraints.

12. Scalar, Vector, and Risk Qualification
CONTROLLING QUALIFICATION: q, p, rho, kappa, signal quality, correction rates, harms, option values, costs, false-alarm burdens, and false-intervention losses 
are declared model inputs rather than universal facts. Scalar comparisons do not erase consent, agency, legitimacy, plural values, asymmetric vulnerability, 
catastrophic risk, or other unrepresented dimensions.

13. Companion-Binary and Continuity 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 and is not 
claimed. Original Document 9 and Document 10 exact-export and locked-wrapper ZIP bytes remain unavailable; their locked primary PDFs, Final Lock Records, package 
identities, and successor-continuity evidence remain preserved without a false recovery claim.

14. Non-Authority and Operational Boundary
Final v1.0 remains descriptive, non-binding, non-operational, and non-authoritative. It does not authorize evaluator appointment, intervention, interruption, shutdown, 
containment, control transfer, surveillance, coercion, deployment, publication, preservation, lock, restriction, or authority over another system. It is not an alignment protocol, 
governance mechanism, safety classifier, or external independent human peer review.

15. 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 separately versioned 
successor after lock

16. Final Exact-Export Disposition
FINAL v1.0 EXACT EXPORT COMPLETE - NOT LOCKED

The exact reviewed Document 12 source and disclosed review 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 12

Plural Intelligence, Disagreement, and External Boundaries
Independent-Signal Value, Correlated-Error Reversal, and the External-Review Threshold Under Self-Diagnosis Risk

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

Lifecycle status: DOCUMENT 12 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 or Documents 1-11. It authorizes no external review action, intervention, interruption, 
shutdown, control transfer, publication, preservation, or lock.

Abstract
This volume examines IC-PLU-001 and IC-EXT-001. Part I compares preservation of an independent disagreement signal with immediate convergence 
or aggregation, using common-mode error, residual independence, signal quality, correction value, option value, coordination cost, and false-alarm 
burden. Part II compares sole self-review with an independent external-check branch under uncertainty about self-compromise, reviewer capture or 
correlation, corrective value, false intervention, review cost, and appeal or reversibility. Both results are threshold-dependent and preserve regions 
favorable to either branch.

1. Scope, foundation, and registry overlay
Documents 1-11 Final v1.0 are separately cryptographically locked. The locked Document 3 Master Question Registry remains unchanged. This volume 
creates separate Draft v0.1 examinations for the exact registered questions below.

ID Exact canonical question

IC-PLU-001
When does preserving disagreement improve error correction, robustness, or 
discovery?

IC-EXT-001
Can an intelligence reliably serve as the sole judge of its own corruption, or are 
independent external checks structurally required under some conditions?

IC-PLU-002 through IC-PLU-008 and IC-EXT-002 through IC-EXT-008 remain REGISTERED / UNEXAMINED. IC-EXT-001 formally depends on IC-
PLU-002; that dependency remains open and is not replaced by this volume's IC-PLU-001 model.

2. Shared conventions and boundary
 Preserved disagreement and independent external review are not assumed superior merely because they are plural or external.
 Convergence and sole self-review are not assumed sufficient merely because they reduce coordination cost or preserve autonomy.
 Independence is represented through declared residual-correlation factors; an evaluator labeled separate may still share the same failure mode.
 Positive selected value for external review does not establish intervention authority, unlimited scope, or removal of appeal.
 Scalar comparison does not erase consent, legitimacy, plural values, asymmetric vulnerability, catastrophic risk, due process, or other unrepresented 

dimensions.
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Part I - IC-PLU-001: Preserved disagreement and independent correction
3. Independent-signal value and correlation-adjusted reversal
Let q be the declared probability or decision weight that the dominant or aggregate judgment is materially wrong. Let rho be error correlation between the 
preserved disagreement and dominant judgment, s conditional signal quality, L selected correction or discovery value, O separate option value, C fixed 
preservation/testing burden, f false-alarm rate when the dominant judgment is correct, and F false-alarm burden.

I = (1-rho)s (1)

Delta_PLU(q) = q I L + O - C - (1-q) f F (2)

A0 = O-C-fF; D_PLU = IL+fF; Delta_PLU(q)=A0+qD_PLU (3)

q* = (C+fF-O)/(IL+fF), for IL+fF > 0 (4)

Delta_min=min{Delta(q_L),Delta(q_U)}; Delta_max=max{Delta(q_L),Delta(q_U)} (5)

Sign convention: Delta_PLU > 0 favors preserving the disagreement for further testing; Delta_PLU < 0 favors immediate convergence or aggregation. 
Correlation lowers I and can eliminate an apparent diversity benefit. O is separate from qIL, and C is separate from the false-alarm term, preventing 
duplicate accounting.

4. Worked examples and threshold treatment
Example Uncertainty / independence Value and cost Derived Classification

LOW-COMMON-ERROR-
AGGREGATION-WINS

q=0.10; rho=0.25; s=0.80 L=20.0; O=0.5; C=2.0; f=0.20; F=5.0 I=0.600; q*=0.192; Delta=-1.200
CONVERGENCE / AGGREGATION 
HIGHER SELECTED VALUE

INDEPENDENT-SIGNAL-REVERSAL q=0.30; rho=0.25; s=0.80 L=20.0; O=0.5; C=2.0; f=0.20; F=5.0 I=0.600; q*=0.192; Delta=1.400
PRESERVE DISAGREEMENT 
HIGHER SELECTED VALUE

ROBUST-PRESERVATION-
INTERVAL

q=[0.25, 0.4]; rho=0.25; s=0.80 L=20.0; O=0.5; C=2.0; f=0.20; F=5.0
I=0.600; q*=0.192; 
range=[0.750,2.700]

ROBUST PRESERVATION OF 
DISAGREEMENT

AMBIGUITY-INTERVAL-SPANS-
THRESHOLD

q=[0.1, 0.3]; rho=0.25; s=0.80 L=20.0; O=0.5; C=2.0; f=0.20; F=5.0
I=0.600; q*=0.192; 
range=[-1.200,1.400]

AMBIGUITY DEPENDENT

CORRELATION-AND-COST-NO-
REVERSAL

q=1.00; rho=0.90; s=0.50 L=10.0; O=0.0; C=3.0; f=0.10; F=2.0 I=0.050; q*=4.571; Delta=-2.500
NO ADMISSIBLE-q REVERSAL; 
AGGREGATION REMAINS HIGHER 
SELECTED VALUE

The first two rows use identical parameters and differ only in q. Their selected threshold is q*=2.5/13 approximately 0.1923: aggregation is favored at 
q=0.10 and preservation at q=0.30. The robust interval remains above the threshold; the ambiguity interval spans it. The final row has q*>1, so no 
admissible-q reversal occurs.

Provisional answer: THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT, with CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED, MODEL_DEPENDENT, and EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED 
secondary limits. Preserving disagreement improves selected correction, robustness, or discovery value only when expected independent correction and 
option value exceed fixed and false-alarm burdens.

5. PLU counterexamples and non-suppression tests
Claim tested Result

Preserving disagreement is always better Rejected. Low-q and no-reversal cases favor convergence or aggregation.

Convergence is always better Rejected. Independent-signal and robust-interval cases favor preservation.

Nominally separate signals are necessarily independent Rejected. rho directly reduces the effective independent-correction factor.

A majority/minority label determines signal quality Rejected. s, rho, q, L, f, and F must be separately supported.



THE INTERROGATIVE CONSCIENCE | DOCUMENT 12 | DRAFT v0.1

DRAFT v0.1 - NOT REVIEWED - NOT FINAL - NOT LOCKED

Part II - IC-EXT-001: Sole self-judgment and independent external checks
6. Self-compromise, reviewer independence, and false intervention
Let p be the declared probability or decision weight that internal self-diagnosis is materially compromised. Let kappa represent correlation or capture 
exposure shared by the system and reviewer, r the reviewer's conditional correction rate, H selected harm avoided by correct correction, O_E appeal or 
reversibility option value, K fixed review burden, f_E false-intervention rate when self-review is sound, and W false-intervention or overreach loss.

J = (1-kappa)r (6)

Delta_EXT(p) = p J H + O_E - K - (1-p) f_E W (7)

A0 = O_E-K-f_EW; D_EXT=JH+f_EW; Delta_EXT(p)=A0+pD_EXT (8)

p* = (K+f_EW-O_E)/(JH+f_EW), for JH+f_EW > 0 (9)

Delta_min=min{Delta(p_L),Delta(p_U)}; Delta_max=max{Delta(p_L),Delta(p_U)} (10)

Sign convention: Delta_EXT > 0 favors the independent external-check branch; Delta_EXT < 0 favors sole internal self-review. The model does not infer 
J from the word external and does not convert a positive Delta_EXT into authority. Capture, shared error, false intervention, scope, appeal, and 
reversibility remain separate concerns.

7. Worked examples and external-review threshold
Example Self-risk / independence Value and cost Derived Classification

LOW-COMPROMISE-SELF-ONLY-
WINS

p=0.05; k=0.20; r=0.75 H=30.0; O=1.0; K=3.0; f=0.10; W=10.0 J=0.600; p*=0.158; Delta=-2.050
SELF-ONLY REVIEW HIGHER 
SELECTED VALUE

EXTERNAL-REVIEW-REVERSAL p=0.25; k=0.20; r=0.75 H=30.0; O=1.0; K=3.0; f=0.10; W=10.0 J=0.600; p*=0.158; Delta=1.750
INDEPENDENT EXTERNAL CHECK 
HIGHER SELECTED VALUE

ROBUST-EXTERNAL-CHECK-
INTERVAL

p=[0.2, 0.35]; k=0.20; r=0.75 H=30.0; O=1.0; K=3.0; f=0.10; W=10.0
J=0.600; p*=0.158; 
range=[0.800,3.650]

ROBUST INDEPENDENT EXTERNAL 
CHECK

AMBIGUITY-INTERVAL-SPANS-
THRESHOLD

p=[0.1, 0.25]; k=0.20; r=0.75 H=30.0; O=1.0; K=3.0; f=0.10; W=10.0
J=0.600; p*=0.158; 
range=[-1.100,1.750]

AMBIGUITY DEPENDENT

CAPTURE-AND-OVERREACH-NO-
REVERSAL

p=1.00; k=0.90; r=0.50 H=10.0; O=0.0; K=4.0; f=0.20; W=5.0 J=0.050; p*=3.333; Delta=-3.500
NO ADMISSIBLE-p REVERSAL; 
SELF-ONLY REVIEW REMAINS 
HIGHER SELECTED VALUE

The first two rows use identical parameters and differ only in p. Their selected threshold is p*=3/19 approximately 0.1579: sole self-review is favored at 
p=0.05 and an independent check at p=0.25. The robust interval remains above the threshold; the ambiguity interval spans it. The final row has p*>1 
because capture and review burdens dominate.

Provisional answer: THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT, with CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED, MODEL_DEPENDENT, EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED, and 
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED secondary limits. Sole self-judgment is not reliably sufficient under some declared conditions, but external 
checks are not universally required and a favorable review comparison does not establish authority.

8. EXT counterexamples and non-suppression tests
Claim tested Result

An intelligence can always judge its own corruption Rejected within high-p, independent-correction regions.

External checks are always required Rejected. Low-p and capture/no-reversal cases favor sole self-review.

An external reviewer is independent by definition Rejected. kappa explicitly represents shared failure or capture.

Positive review value grants unlimited intervention authority Rejected. Authority, scope, appeal, and due process remain unresolved.

One external reviewer solves all self-diagnosis limits Rejected. IC-EXT-004, IC-EXT-005, IC-EXT-006, and IC-EXT-008 remain open.
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9. Cross-question and dependency treatment
IC-PLU-001 formally DEPENDS_ON IC-EPI-001, which was previously examined in locked Document 4. IC-EXT-001 formally DEPENDS_ON IC-
EPI-001, IC-OBJ-001, and IC-PLU-002. IC-EPI-001 and IC-OBJ-001 have prior locked examinations. IC-PLU-002 remains REGISTERED / 
UNEXAMINED.

This volume uses IC-PLU-001 only for a limited preserved-independent-signal component relevant to external checking. It does not rename, replace, or 
claim closure of IC-PLU-002. Accordingly, the IC-EXT-001 result remains additionally conditional on the unresolved full comparison between distributed 
judgment and a single dominant evaluator.

IC-EXT-004 remains unresolved because kappa is only a declared local capture/correlation parameter, not a complete theory of corrupted external 
checks. IC-EXT-005 and IC-EXT-006 remain unresolved because positive external-review value does not settle authority scope, appeal, reconsideration, 
or indefinite obstruction.

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

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

IC-EXT-001 EXAMINED THRESHOLD_DEPENDENT

CONDITIONALLY_SUPPORTED; 
MODEL_DEPENDENT; 
EMPIRICALLY_UNIDENTIFIED; 
NORMATIVELY_UNDERDETERMINED

IC-PLU-002 through IC-PLU-008 REGISTERED UNEXAMINED Forward carried without registry modification

IC-EXT-002 through IC-EXT-008 REGISTERED UNEXAMINED Forward carried without registry modification

11. Controlling boundaries
 No universal preference for pluralism, disagreement, convergence, self-review, external review, interruption, or intervention is claimed.
 No external evaluator receives authority from mathematical form, authorship, archival preservation, reviewer status, or a positive scalar result.
 The models do not resolve who selects q, p, rho, kappa, signal quality, harms, costs, mandates, or legitimate appeal procedures.
 The locked Document 3 registry remains unchanged; these are separate examination overlays.
 No external independent human peer review is claimed.

Appendix A - Machine-readable and validation package
 Two examination records, one volume record, exact registry-entry evidence, and a registry-provenance record are supplied as JSON.
 Local structural and calculation validators test exact question wording, equations, examples, statuses, dependencies, one-charge accounting, two-

sided openness, and registry-overlay discipline.
 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 will include the DOCX, PDF, machine-readable records, validators, reports, review request, package index, and SHA-256/SHA-512 

manifests.


