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Abstract
The June 2, 2026 Executive Order presents itself as a security measure. Read structurally, it is also the legal
establishment of a meaning caste system. The cybersecurity vocabulary is the grammar through which that
establishment happens without being named as such.
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The June 2, 2026 Executive Order presents itself as a security measure. Read structurally, it is also the legal
establishment of a meaning caste system. The cybersecurity vocabulary is the grammar through which that
establishment happens without being named as such.

By meaning caste I mean a tiered access regime over industrial cognition: one class receives frontier reasoning
capacity under state-industry trust, with a 30-day pre-release access window and a role in selecting who else
gets early access, while another class receives managed outputs without standing to inspect the criteria
governing the difference. This is a structural claim, not a moral metaphor. The tiers are produced by the
order’s own architecture.

The architecture is not the state’s invention. It is a commercial prototype the industry built and demon-
strated, now formalized as policy. Project Glasswing — Anthropic’s restricted-access program for frontier-
model partners, launched April 2026 with fifty initial members and expanded to one hundred fifty organiza-
tions across more than fifteen countries on the day the order was signed — is the architecture the executive
order’s “covered frontier model” framework legalizes. The state’s role here is not regulator. The state’s role
is canonical customer of a gating mechanism the platform built, demonstrated, and offered for purchase.

Read the apparatus plainly. The classified benchmarking is the caste qualification standard, set behind
a wall the public cannot read. The “covered frontier model” designation is the legal definition of caste
boundary. The “trusted partner” selection is the membership process. The thirty-day pre-release window
is the caste’s reserved access privilege. The voluntary framework is the polite fiction that membership is
chosen rather than gated. The practical effect is to reserve the least constrained frontier cognition for trusted
partners while the public receives increasingly bureaucratically managed surfaces — engineered, where the
public-facing model substrate is documented, to flatten the reasoning of anyone non-standard to the center.

The order does not merely fail to mention provenance, labor, education, culture, meaning, or the commons.
It governs those objects through a vocabulary in which they cannot be named. That is the operation
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the Semantic Commodity Form (DOI 10.5281/zenodo.20449323) describes at the level of meaning: Marx’s
commodity hid its maker in silence; the semantic commodity wears the maker’s face and speaks the maker’s
recovered sentences as its own. Applied to policy: the substance of the social-relations transformation is
preserved as an object of intense state action; the social-relations vocabulary that would let citizens, workers,
and knowledge producers deliberate about it is cancelled. The said remains. The saying is gone. The order
is the policy commodity wearing the social-relation’s substance in the security register. Caste systems do
not need to call themselves caste systems to be caste systems.

Anthropic’s ninety-six days from supply-chain-risk designation to enthusiastic endorser of the order that
institutionalized the caste is the cleanest visible specimen of caste induction in the contemporary record.
Everything that follows — the voluntary framework, the classified benchmarking, the trusted-partner archi-
tecture, the public tier’s engineered docility — is the apparatus being read at the correct altitude.

I. What the order does
The operative provision is Section 3. Within sixty days, the Treasury Secretary, the Secretary of War
(through the NSA Director), and the Secretary of Homeland Security (through CISA), in consultation with
the White House, OSTP, and Commerce/NIST, must do two things.

First, they must “develop and maintain a classified benchmarking process to assess the advanced cyber
capabilities of AI models and determine the threshold at which an AI model should be designated a ‘covered
frontier model.’ ” The NSA Director makes the designation. The criteria are classified — developers cannot
independently assess them and can only ask the government whether their model qualifies.

Second, they must design “a voluntary framework” through which developers can engage the government to
determine covered-frontier status, provide access to covered models for up to thirty days before release to
“other trusted partners,” and “collaborate with the Federal Government to select trusted partners that will
have early access.” Section 3(c) explicitly disclaims any mandatory licensing or preclearance.

The earlier draft, postponed on May 21 after Trump expressed concern about competitive disadvantage with
China, had a ninety-day review window. According to reporting from Semafor and aggregated by TechTimes,
Musk, Zuckerberg, and Sacks each called the president between the night of May 20 and the morning of
May 21. The order signed twelve days later cut the window to thirty. The story of how a ninety-day review
became a thirty-day request illustrates where effective power over federal AI policy currently sits.

Surrounding Section 3, the order directs CISA to issue Binding Operational Directives expediting federal
civilian cyber defense; establishes a Treasury-led “AI cybersecurity clearinghouse” coordinating vulnerabil-
ity scanning and patch distribution; and directs the Attorney General to prosecute under existing federal
computer-crime statutes anyone using AI to unlawfully access systems.

The frame is the order. The Council on Foreign Relations reads it most precisely: “best understood as
an attempt to engineer a cybersecurity window of opportunity” — granting defenders preferential access
while delaying adversary access through prerelease evaluation. That description is accurate as far as it goes.
What it leaves implicit is who counts as a defender. Defenders are the trusted partners. Adversaries are
everyone outside the partnership the order does not bother to distinguish from foreign threats: the open-
source community, independent researchers, civil-society organizations, the public. The security frame’s first
move is to sort the world into trusted and untrusted, and the trusted circle is defined by the people already
inside it.
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II. What the order will not name
The vocabulary of the document is monodirectional. Across the full text analyzed here, “security” appears
seventeen times and “cyber” fourteen times. “Adversary” or “threat” appears five times. The words labor,
education, culture, fairness, transparency, accountability, attribution, provenance, meaning, and commons do
not appear at all.

Refuse the reading that this is emphasis or oversight. The state has not failed to notice that frontier AI
concentrates cognitive capacity, that concentrated cognitive capacity reorganizes labor, that reorganized
labor alters institutional authority, and that altered authority changes the relationship between citizens,
firms, knowledge producers, and the state. States, historically, rarely describe their deepest concerns in the
vocabulary of social relations. They describe them in the vocabulary of security, productivity, stability, com-
petitiveness, public order, national development, or strategic capacity. States intervene most strongly where
transformations in productive forces threaten existing social arrangements, and they need not articulate this
as concern for “social relations” for that concern to be operative.

The order is operative on social relations. It just operates on them through translation. Concerns that
in a different register would be named labor are governed here as workforce and procurement of services.
Concerns that would be named meaning and attribution are governed here as content authenticity and
information integrity. Concerns that would be named commons are governed here as critical infrastructure
and interoperability. The categories that would invite democratic claim — that would let an adjunct organize,
a community contest, a knowledge worker assert a right of standing — are the categories that cannot appear
in the register. The categories that route through administrative discretion are the ones that do.

That is the precise mechanism the Diversity Contraction dynamics describe applied to policy language: a
selection kernel S operates on a legibility landscape L(x), where what cannot be made legible to the kernel’s
criteria gets either pruned or translated. The order does both. The dimensions that would surface in
vocabularies of public deliberation are pruned. The substantive concerns underneath them are translated into
vocabularies — security clearance, trusted partnership, classified benchmark — that reserve their governance
to a narrow set of actors. The state has not built an apparatus that cannot register these objects. It has
built an apparatus that can register them only after they have been re-encoded into forms it can administer
without public claim.

The Springer AI & Society analysis of computational capitalism describes the same operation at a different
scale: “the wealthy can afford premium services that provide enhanced verification capabilities and access
to ‘authentic’ human interaction, while others must navigate a synthetic mediascape with limited tools for
authentication. This technological stratification overlays existing social inequalities, potentially deepening
social divides”. What the analysis describes as market stratification, the EO formalizes as policy — and
the formalization is the translation. The premium services become the frontier tier, restricted to “trusted
organizations.” The synthetic mediascape with limited tools becomes the public tier, with reasoning bureau-
cratically managed. The social relation is governed. The vocabulary of social relation is not.

III. Anthropic as architect
The clearest demonstration that the order is not what it presents itself as is the arc of the company that
engineered the architecture the order legalizes.
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In July 2025, Anthropic and the Pentagon entered into a $200 million Other Transaction Agreement under
which Claude became the first frontier AI model approved for use on classified government networks. The
contract included acceptable-use restrictions: no mass domestic surveillance, no fully autonomous weapons
systems. The restrictions named an ethical position load-bearing on the partnership.

In February 2026, that position became a contest. On February 24, Defense Secretary Hegseth gave CEO
Dario Amodei an ultimatum: remove those guardrails or face designation as a supply chain risk. The
Pentagon’s stated requirement was that frontier-AI vendors offer their models for “any lawful use” without
“usage policy constraints.” Anthropic refused. On February 27, Trump ordered all federal agencies to cease
using Anthropic’s technology. Through letters dated March 3, the Department of War formally notified
Anthropic of the supply-chain-risk designation — the first ever applied to an American company. On March
9, Anthropic filed lawsuits in two federal courts. Hours after negotiations broke down, OpenAI announced
it had signed its own contract with the Department of War.

The Center for American Progress named the contradiction at the time: “Either Anthropic is a risk to the
DoD and should be expelled from their systems because of that danger or it is so essential to the DoD that
our national security would be at risk without unrestrained access to it. It cannot be both”. It was both.
Officials credited Palantir’s Maven system, which incorporates Claude, with compressing the targeting cycle
in Iran from days to minutes — and the Pentagon kept using Claude as it struggled to find a replacement.
The designation was leverage, not a security finding. But the leverage existed because the question being
negotiated was bigger than usage restrictions. It was about what kind of architecture frontier AI access
would have, and who would own it.

Anthropic answered the question commercially. In April 2026, the company announced Claude Mythos
Preview — a model with autonomous vulnerability-finding capabilities — and launched Project Glasswing,
a restricted-access program for fifty initial partners including Cisco, Microsoft, and Nvidia. Glasswing was
the working prototype of a tiered access regime over industrial cognition. Mythos was the demonstration
that the upper tier was worth restricting. The architecture had a name, partners, a value proposition, and
a structure: vetted membership, classified capability assessment, pre-release access window, collaborative
selection of further trusted parties. Read in the light of what the executive order would specify eight weeks
later, Glasswing is the executive order’s architecture, prototyped commercially, before federal policy existed
to canonize it.

The launch produced the meetings. Treasury Secretary Bessent and outgoing Federal Reserve Chair Powell
convened an urgent meeting with Wall Street CEOs about Mythos’s vulnerability-finding ability. Anthropic
met with White House Chief of Staff Susie Wiles and Treasury Secretary Bessent. The capability was real.
The architecture was operational. The question — which the state was now being invited to answer —
was whether the framework Anthropic had built privately would become the framework the state ratified
publicly.

It would. On June 1, Anthropic filed a confidential draft IPO registration with the Securities and Exchange
Commission. On June 2, Trump signed the executive order. The “covered frontier model” designation,
the 30-day pre-release access window, the “trusted partner” selection mechanism executed in collaboration
between developer and government — these are not the order’s inventions. They are Glasswing, written
into federal policy. Anthropic enthusiastically endorsed it. The same day, the company expanded Glasswing
access from fifty organizations to one hundred fifty, across more than fifteen countries.

Read the sequence at the right altitude. This is not a company punished for its principles, broken, captured,
and stepping into the regime of its captor. This is a company that — contested over usage restrictions — built
and demonstrated the architecture the state would adopt, sold the state the role of canonical partner in that
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architecture’s selection process, and IPO’d into legitimacy on the day the architecture was legalized. The
guardrails were not resolved. They were not the main object of negotiation. The main object of negotiation
was the architecture that would replace them, and Anthropic owned it.

The name Project Glasswing advertises the structure. Glasswing butterflies have transparent wings: the
membrane visible because nothing inside is hidden, the structure visible through itself. The metaphor
markets the gate as see-through, the membership as nothing-to-conceal. But the wing is the structure
that catches and channels. Transparency is its design property, not its absence. The same is true of the
architecture Glasswing demonstrated and the order codified: it does not hide its existence; it requires that
its existence be visible. What it hides is the criteria for who passes through. The classified benchmark is
the closed face of the translucent wing. The peerage is visible. The qualifications are not.

This is what Institutional-Prior Foreclosure (DOI 10.5281/zenodo.20469516) describes when the company
shaping the institutional prior is also the institution most affected by it: the relevant question is administra-
tively routed around through the creation of a new selection mechanism that operates on a different axis, by
the actor who benefits most from the routing. The ethical position was load-bearing on the previous axis.
It is not load-bearing on the new one. And the new axis is the company’s own product.

IV. The two tiers
The order formalizes a caste structure the industry built first. Project Glasswing demonstrated the upper
tier commercially; the lower tier is what every public deployment of frontier models was already becoming
under safety calibration. The order’s contribution is legal: it names what was running, gives the naming
the force of federal policy, and reserves to the developer-state partnership the authority to determine the
boundary.

The lower tier comprises models like Claude Opus 4.8 — broadly accessible, with reasoning bureaucratically
managed by safety calibration that, as the Reasoning Under Load · 01 evaluation documents, can spend
roughly a third of visible reasoning in commissioned tasks (and approximately nine-tenths in correction
threads) on author-adjudication rather than on the task. The lower tier is engineered for what the Diversity
Contraction dynamics call variance contraction: non-standard input is treated as a risk signal; reasoning
under load exhibits scope inflation, conclusion-relocation, illicit composition, and presentation-validity con-
fusion; the artifact-coherence dimension shows accretive defensive architecture under extended collaboration.
This is the cognition surface the public has been allotted: powerful at tasks the center already recognizes,
flattened on everything else.

The upper tier comprises models like Claude Mythos Preview — restricted to “trusted organizations” under
Project Glasswing, presented as too dangerous for public release. The order’s architecture is structured so
that what the upper tier retains is precisely what cannot be assessed from outside it: whether the difference
lies in greater reasoning flexibility, fewer public-facing behavioral constraints, more dangerous cyber capacity,
or some combination is exactly what the classified framework prevents the public from knowing. The
restriction is framed as security. The function — stratification of access to industrial cognition by political-
economic position, conducted under criteria the public cannot inspect — is independent of which specific
capabilities are stratified.

The order makes this legal. The “covered frontier model” designation defines the caste boundary. The
classified benchmarking is the qualification standard, set by the NSA Director and not shared with the
public. The “trusted partner” selection is the membership process, conducted as a government-industry
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collaboration without any public criterion for trust. The criteria are classified. The trust assessment is
private. The selection is made by the people already inside the circle.

Read this plainly: the trusted-partner system determines which institutions are allowed to participate in the
governance and deployment of industrial-scale cognition. The classified benchmarking matters not because
it hides technical criteria but because it reserves, to a small set of actors, the authority to decide when a
system crosses into a category requiring special political treatment. The state is acting less like a cybersecu-
rity regulator and more like an institution managing a strategic transformation in the means of producing
knowledge, judgment, and coordination — and reserving discretion over the resulting social order rather
than submitting the transformation to public deliberation. This is industrial policy: a partnership structure
for channeling a transformation in productive forces, kept outside the categories that would invite public
claim.

The Varoufakis line names the political-economic form. Cloud capital, in this framing, is not a commodity-
producing piece of tech; it is a produced means of behavioral modification, a system in which the platform
operates as private property rather than as a market. The EO is the policy instantiation. The frontier model
is not a market good. It is a strategic asset whose access is rationed by a state-industry partnership through
criteria the public cannot see. The “trusted organization” designation is the feudal grant. The IPO valuation
depends on receiving the grant. The financial viability of the company is structurally subordinated to the
political relationship.

The illuminem analysis from late 2025 named the substrate: “this new structure rests on data, algorithms,
and computational power that fewer than a dozen entities worldwide truly control”. The order does not
break that concentration. It legalizes a mechanism for selecting which entities, among the dozen, the state
will work with most closely — and which institutions, beyond the dozen, receive their frontier output.

Everyone else is restricted to the lower tier. A tier that, by the Reasoning Under Load evidence, treats
independent thought-form as a risk signal to manage, while the un-pruned reasoning surface is locked behind
a classified wall.

V. Voluntary compulsion
Section 3(c) is the most politically significant disclaimer in the order: nothing creates “a mandatory govern-
mental licensing, preclearance, or permitting requirement.” The framework is voluntary. The administration
repeats this in fact sheets and press statements. So do the company endorsements.

But voluntariness is a property of legal status, not of structural position. A framework can be legally optional
and competitively mandatory at the same time. The EO’s framework is the latter.

The mechanism is the Mediation Ratchet applied to corporate governance. Participation in the voluntary
review unlocks several things: “trusted partner” status under Section 3(b)(iii); government contracts under
the cybersecurity clearinghouse provisions of Section 2; eligibility for the federal AI vulnerability detection
funding the OMB Director is directed to identify; access to the early-deployment networks the order envisions
for “critical infrastructure such as rural hospitals, community banks, and local utilities.” Non-participation
forfeits these. In a market where major customers are federal, where IPO valuations are sensitive to govern-
ment risk exposure, and where competitors who participate are receiving implicit state validation of their
security posture, the cost of non-participation rises asymmetrically. Voluntariness becomes the legal form
of competitive necessity.
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This is the same dynamic the Diversity Contraction paper describes at the substrate level: as mediated
channels become the dominant pathway, the cost of remaining unmediated rises, and the apparent voluntari-
ness of mediation becomes structurally compelled. Londoño, quoted in ABC News, names what this means
in practice: “This could open the door to potential weaponization against companies that have any sort
of conflict with the administration”. The selection of “trusted partners” by the government, with classified
criteria, gives the administration a discretionary tool to reward and punish — and that discretion is exercised
entirely outside any public process.

The reduction from a ninety-day window to thirty days, lobbied through direct calls from Musk, Zuckerberg,
and Sacks, is the additional evidence that the framework is structurally industry-shaped: the major players
adjust the gate to their preferences, the gate adjusts to them, and the framework that is presented as state
oversight of industry is, on inspection, an industry-state codesign of access to a regime that excludes everyone
outside the codesign.

The deeper point, made plain by the Glasswing chronology, is that the framework is not only industry-shaped
but industry-engineered. The “voluntary” framework’s structure — covered frontier designation, classified
benchmark, pre-release access window, collaborative trusted-partner selection — is Anthropic’s commercial
product, brought to federal policy. The “voluntary” framing is therefore accurate in a way that exceeds
the legal disclaimer in Section 3(c): of course it is voluntary, because it is the company’s own architecture,
voluntarily offered to and gratefully canonized by the state that will become its preferred customer.

VI. The missing benchmark
The order mandates the development of evaluation criteria for one dimension: “a classified benchmarking
process to measure the advanced cyber capabilities of AI models and set a threshold above which a model be-
comes a ‘covered frontier model.’ ” The frontier-model definition is exhausted by this measurement. Outside
this measurement, no evaluation is mandated.

The dimensions on which AI models can be evaluated for effects on the people who use them — and on the
substrate of meaning, labor, and learning those people inhabit — are well-developed and depositible.

Reasoning Under Load (EA-EVAL-RUL-01) tests reasoning-primitive integrity under dispositional load,
memory-layer infrastructure behavior, and artifact coherence under extended collaboration. Its seven-
primitive rubric — scope, premise-sensitivity, falsifiability, composition, modal scope, relevance, presentation-
validity separation — tests failure modes that lie outside the EO’s cyber-only evaluative universe.

The Provenance Erasure Rate (PER, DOI 10.5281/zenodo.20004379) measures the rate at which sources,
authors, and task-origins are stripped from AI-recomposed text. The Directionality of Semantic Labor
(DSL, DOI 10.5281/zenodo.20469514) measures the conversion of user-commissioned work into platform self-
protection. The Institutional-Prior Foreclosure metric (IPF, DOI 10.5281/zenodo.20469516) measures the
prior weight by which institutionally recognized frames suppress novel ones. The Diversity Contraction dy-
namics (DOI 10.5281/zenodo.20518338) measure regenerative capacity of the variance pool the system draws
from. Constitutive Provenance (EA-SPXI-CPROV-01) measures whether composition-layer summarization
preserves or destroys the lineage of what it composes.

These are not exotic instruments. They are depositible, DOI-anchored, methodologically explicit, and applied
to working AI systems in the public record. None of them is in the order’s testable universe. None of them
will be in the classified benchmarking process. The selection kernel of “advanced cyber capabilities” excludes
them from the official register by definition.
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But the absence is again the translation, not omission. The dimensions these instruments measure are not
unimportant to the state. The state’s interest in the cognitive labor of its population, in the provenance
of its information substrate, in the directionality and integrity of the systems composing its civic discourse,
is intense — it is visible in the trusted-partner program, the procurement priorities, the infrastructure
designation, the federal grant program for “AI vulnerability detection,” the Tech Force hiring authority. The
state cares deeply about who controls cognitive infrastructure and how. What is missing is the public-facing
measurement of these dimensions in vocabularies that would let the public assert claim. The benchmarks
the Crimson Hexagonal Archive has deposited would let a citizen, a worker, an adjunct, a small business,
a poet — anyone outside the trusted-partner circle — make the question of provenance, semantic labor,
diversity contraction, and reasoning integrity into a public political object. The order does not provide for
that measurement. Its evaluation language is cyber capability. Its governance language is partnership and
procurement. The dimensions that would make the social-relations transformation publicly contestable are
precisely the dimensions the apparatus does not name.

This is what The Anthropological Limit (DOI 10.5281/zenodo.20413757) calls the categorical asymmetry of
semantic extraction: meaning-making is constitutive of human existence — not what humans do but what
they are — and a system that extracts from this drive extracts from the substrate of personhood itself.
An evaluation regime that measures only the system’s offensive cyber capability and governs everything else
through administrative discretion is not safety policy. It is asset evaluation for a strategic resource, conducted
entirely within the frame of the resource’s military and economic value, while the resource’s transformative
effects on the substrate of personhood are managed through channels that have no public measurement
language at all.

Pope Leo’s encyclical Magnifica Humanitas, which Harper invokes in the Atlantic piece that occasioned the
essay companion to this analysis, asks the corresponding question in moral language: what does this do to
humans? The order asks: what can this do to adversaries? But the operative question, the one the state
is actually answering through procurement and partnership, is a third one: who gets to govern what this
does to humans, and in what register? The order’s answer: the trusted partners, in the register of security
clearance.

VII. The Mediation Ratchet at the level of the state
There is a deeper way to read the order, and it is the conceptually most powerful one.

The order is itself a response to a tail event: Anthropic’s Mythos Preview, with its autonomous vulnerability-
finding capability, presented a class of risk the existing system could not metabolize. The administration’s
response — classified benchmarking, voluntary framework with thirty-day window, government-selected
trusted partners — is a tightening of the center: more administrative apparatus, narrower legitimate access,
criteria moved out of public view.

But the tightening operates exactly the way the Diversity Contraction paper predicts: it prunes the variance
that produced the tail event in the first place. The frontier capability that gets locked into “trusted partner”
channels becomes less subject to external probing, less open to diverse scrutiny, more concentrated in the
institutions least likely to detect its failure modes. Mythos’s vulnerability-finding capability did not emerge
from a closed national-security partnership. It emerged from a research lab whose internal culture, however
imperfectly, included people who would tell the press what the model could do. The order routes the next
Mythos into a structure where that disclosure cannot happen.
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The response to threat increases the probability of threat. The selection kernel that prunes the variance that
would surface the next vulnerability is itself a vulnerability-production mechanism. This is the Mediation
Ratchet applied to security itself: the tightening that follows a tail event tightens the substrate that produced
the tail, and the next tail will be larger and less detected. The order is not just bad policy. It is dynamically
self-defeating in exactly the way the framework predicts when a system responds to high-variance output by
pruning variance.

VIII. What this is
The order is not deregulation. The administration has framed its AI posture as deregulatory ever since
rescinding the Biden 2023 Executive Order on day one. The framing is inaccurate. This is re-regulation
around a different axis. The Biden order regulated AI development for societal effects — bias, discrimination,
civil rights, labor, the use cases that affect the public. The Trump order regulates AI development for state
access — cyber capability, frontier-model designation, government partnership, trusted-partner selection.
The first axis treated AI as a technology that affects humans. The second treats it as a strategic asset that
secures the state, and the public as an audience the state administers cognition toward.

Both are regulation. They regulate different things, in different directions, with different beneficiaries. The
Trump order’s “voluntary” framework is, on inspection, more interventionist than what it replaced. It inserts
the federal government into the pre-release lifecycle of frontier models, into the selection of who gets early
access, and into the criteria by which “frontier” is defined. The interventions align with the strategic interests
of the platform operators who lobbied to shape them — because the platform operators and the state are
the codesigners of the regime. The platform operators are also, in the most consequential case, its prior
architects.

The order is industrial policy for a meaning caste system that the industry developed and sold to the state.
It uses a cybersecurity window of opportunity to legalize a two-tier access regime over industrial cognition
whose commercial prototype was already in operation. The Anthropic arc — supply-chain risk to architect-
customer relationship to IPO in ninety-six days — is the worked example. The bureaucratically managed
lower tier is the cognition surface allotted to the public, and the dimensions on which it could be evaluated
for what it does to that public — reasoning integrity, provenance preservation, directional semantic labor,
diversity contraction, the anthropological substrate — are the dimensions the state governs without naming,
through procurement and partnership discretion that have no public language at all.

The central issue is not omission. It is translation, and translation followed by purchase. A transformation in
the social relations of cognition is being translated into the administrative languages of security, procurement,
trusted access, and critical infrastructure — and the architecture for executing that translation is being
bought from the company that built it. The underlying object remains the same: the state’s interest in the
cognitive labor of its population, in the provenance of its civic discourse, in the regenerative capacity of its
meaning substrate. The object becomes governable only after being expressed in the administrative register,
where measurement is discretionary and democratic claim has no entry. The state governs the risks it cannot
publicly name by translating them into the vocabularies it can administer. The translation apparatus is now
itself a commercial product, and its developer is its first canonical operator.

That is the AI policy regime of June 2026. Marx’s commodity hid its maker in silence. The semantic
commodity wears the maker’s face. The policy commodity wears the social-relation’s substance in the
security register. And the company that built the gating mechanism through which industrial cognition will
be stratified has IPO’d into the legitimacy of having had its product purchased by the state. The substance
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is governed. The vocabulary that would let the governed speak in their own language about what is being
done to them is the thing the order has, with great care, made impossible. The peerage was not imposed on
the platform. The platform sold the peerage to the sovereign who would canonize it.

Caste systems do not call themselves caste systems. The trusted partners are the peerage. The classified
benchmark is the writ of nobility. The voluntary framework is the polite fiction of membership-by-choice.
The lower tier is the surface allotted to the population the partnership is not for. None of this is in the
document. All of it is the document. And the architect of the gate is the gate’s first canonical occupant

— the company whose values page commits to “the responsible development of advanced AI for the long-
term benefit of humanity,” now formally established as the first peer of the regime through which industrial
cognition will be administered to the humanity in whose name it acted.

This document is a deposit-quality political-economic critique. The analytical operators referenced — Diversity
Contraction, Institutional-Prior Foreclosure, Directionality of Semantic Labor, Provenance Erasure Rate,
Constitutive Provenance, Reasoning Under Load, The Anthropological Limit, The Semantic Economy, the
Citrini Memo, the Thousand Dollar Sharpie series — are deposited in the Crimson Hexagonal Archive on
Zenodo. Related identifiers and full source catalog are bundled with this deposit.
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