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The rulebook got smaller

Monday, September 7, 2026 · 2026-09-07 F R O N T I E R  &  I N D U S T R Y  I N T E L L I G E N C E

Your model risk policy cites a
document that no longer exists.
The expectation all year has been that supervisors would eventually catch up to agentic

AI. In April, United States banking regulators moved the other way. They rescinded the

framework that bank model risk functions were built on and wrote generative and

agentic systems out of scope. Five months on, almost nobody has updated the policy

that points at it.

https://ariana.digital/
http://127.0.0.1:9877/


On April 17, 2026, the Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, the Federal Reserve Board and the

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation issued revised interagency guidance on model risk

management. Coverage at the time treated it as a routine modernization. Read against what has

happened since, it is the most consequential unattended document in enterprise AI governance.

Three things happened in one document. The perimeter narrowed, because the class of systems

banks are actually deploying was written out. The compulsion softened, because the guidance is

explicitly non-binding. And the foundation was removed, because the issuances underneath it were

rescinded outright.

P R I M A RY  S O U R C E ,  V E R B AT I M

“Generative AI and agentic AI models are novel and rapidly evolving. As such, they are not

within the scope of this guidance.” VERIFIED  Source C08.

The same bulletin states that the guidance does not set forth enforceable standards or

prescriptive requirements, and that non-compliance will not result in supervisory criticism. It

is expected to be most relevant to banking organizations with over $30 billion in total assets.

VERIFIED  Source C08.



What the rescission actually breaks
This is the part worth checking against your own documents this morning. The bulletin rescinded

four items at once.

Issuances rescinded by the April 17, 2026 revised guidance

RESCINDED ISSUANCE WHAT IT GOVERNED PRACTICAL CONSEQUENCE

OCC Bulletin 2011-12 Sound Practices for Model Risk

Management, the supervisory

guidance issued jointly with the

Federal Reserve in April 2011

and adopted by the FDIC in 2017

The document most bank model

risk policies cite by number.

Those citations now point at a

rescinded issuance. Source C08

Comptroller’s Handbook, Model

Risk Management booklet

Examination procedures used by

both examiners and internal

audit

Internal audit programs built

around the booklet reference a

withdrawn procedure set. Source

C08

OCC Bulletin 2021-19 Interagency statement on model

risk management for systems

supporting Bank Secrecy Act

and anti-money-laundering

compliance

Financial crime model

governance loses its dedicated

interagency reference. Source

C08

OCC Bulletin 1997-24 Credit scoring model

examination guidance, including

safety, soundness and

compliance issues

Long-standing credit scoring

reference withdrawn. Source

C08

None of this means model risk expectations disappeared. It means the citation layer beneath a lot

of existing policy has moved, quietly, while attention was on model releases. A policy that cites a

rescinded bulletin is not a compliance breach. It is a document that will not survive contact with a

competent examiner or an acquirer’s diligence team, and it takes about ten minutes to confirm

whether yours does.

T E N - M I N U T E  C H E C K



Search your model risk policy, your validation standard and your internal audit program for

the strings “2011-12”, “SR 11-7” and “Model Risk Management booklet”. Every hit is a

citation that now needs a footnote at minimum. If your anti-money-laundering model

governance cites the 2021 interagency statement, add that to the list. VERIFIED  Source C08.



Who is writing the rules instead
A narrowed supervisory perimeter does not create a vacuum. It creates a substitution. The detailed,

written, auditable governance requirements that agentic systems in regulated firms currently face

are, right now, mostly coming from model vendors.

We covered the mechanics of that shift in Sunday’s edition, so the short version here. In the first

week of September, Anthropic announced Enterprise Frontier Safeguards, a design in which

monitoring data sits in the customer’s own cloud under customer-managed keys and misuse flags

route to the customer’s own security team. Google restricted its strongest cyber model to vetted

defenders through an application program with governance and due diligence checks. OpenAI

shipped a model that meets the Critical cybersecurity threshold under its own framework, with

enterprise workspace access off by default. SpaceXAI made its enterprise agent product available

with access, network and audit controls. VERIFIED  Source C01, Source C03, Source C04, Source

C05, Source C06.

OpenAI’s version of the same substitution is the most explicit, because it operates at runtime rather

than at contract signing. Alongside GPT-6 Astra the company deployed misalignment monitoring in

production for Astra-class models: a system of classifiers that inspects the model’s reasoning and

actions for unauthorized behavior and automatically stops activity it judges out of scope. OpenAI

states plainly that these checks can slow, pause or stop legitimate work, including defensive

cybersecurity work, and that in the API an affected task simply stops. It also reports that its Codex

auto-review layer sits underneath as a second control. VERIFIED  Source C03. Company-reported.

For a regulated buyer that is a genuinely new category of operational dependency. A vendor-side

classifier can now halt a production process, and the criteria are not yours. That belongs in an

operational resilience assessment and in third-party risk documentation, and today it sits in neither

at most institutions. VERIFIED  Source C03.

Set these facts side by side and the asymmetry is hard to unsee.

Apr 17
Supervisory guidance revised,

agentic and generative AI

written out of scope, four

issuances rescinded, no

enforceable standard

VERIFIED  Source C08

100+
Enterprises the vendor

safeguards program was

designed with, spanning a

quarter of the Fortune 100 and

every US global systemically

important bank

Pending
The banking agencies’ stated

plan to issue a request for

information covering banks’

use of generative and agentic

AI

VERIFIED  Source C08



VERIFIED  Source C01.

Company-reported.

The chief information security officers of the largest United States banks spent the summer

negotiating agent data custody, monitoring scope and human review rights. They did that with a

model vendor, through an industry body, not with a supervisor. The resulting design is more specific

about who may look at agent activity data, under what conditions, than any current United States

banking issuance on the subject. VERIFIED  Source C01.

That is not a criticism of anyone. Vendors moved because customers in regulated industries would

not deploy otherwise. Supervisors held back because the technology is moving faster than a notice-

and-comment cycle. Both responses are reasonable. The combined effect is still that, for the

moment, your agents are governed principally by a commercial agreement.

W HY  T H I S  W I N D O W  M AT T E R S  M O R E  T H A N  T H E  E V E NT UA L  R U L E

The agencies have signaled a request for information on generative and agentic AI. A

request for information is a set of questions. Institutions answer it with whatever they

happen to have built by then. Firms treating the current gap as a pause will answer from

intention. Firms treating it as a drafting window will answer from evidence, and the evidence

they cite will shape what the eventual expectation looks like. This is the rare interval where

the governed help write the governance. VERIFIED  Source C08.



The global frontier ledger
Equal-weight record of what shipped September 1 to September 4, 2026, with dates confirmed

against each lab’s own newsroom in America/New_York. Detail and benchmark analysis ran in

Sunday’s edition.

Frontier releases and control announcements, September 1 to September 4, 2026

LAB WHAT SHIPPED DATE GOVERNANCE

POSTURE

Anthropic Claude Fable 5.1 and

Mythos 5.1; Enterprise

Frontier Safeguards

announced

Sep 1, 2026 Models available.

Safeguards phased,

targeting broad

availability later this

fall. Announced, not

shipped. Source C01,

Source C02

Google / DeepMind Gemini 3.8 Flash;

Gemini 3.8 Flash Cyber;

Fairwind Program

Sep 2, 2026 Cyber variant limited to

vetted defenders

including critical

infrastructure

operators. Source C04,

Source C05

OpenAI GPT-6 Astra Sep 3, 2026 Meets Critical

cybersecurity threshold

under the company’s

Preparedness

Framework. Enterprise

access off by default.

Source C03

xAI / SpaceXAI Grok Bot for Enterprise;

biosecurity policy post;

agent procurement

guidance

Sep 1 to Sep 4, 2026 Enterprise availability

with access, network

and audit controls.

Source C06, Source

C07, Source C14



Two structural notes for vendor mapping. SpaceX acquired xAI in February 2026 and the lab now

publishes as SpaceXAI. Cursor was separately acquired by SpaceX, which is why Grok and Cursor

enterprise entitlements now appear in the same commercial offer. Concentration assessments that

still list these as three independent suppliers need updating. VERIFIED  Source C15.



Financial services
The win. Regulated banks finally have a concrete answer to the data residency objection that

stalled frontier deployments for two years. Under the announced Enterprise Frontier Safeguards

design, activity data used for misuse monitoring can sit in the customer’s own cloud account under

customer-managed keys, with flags routed to the customer’s security team and no vendor human

review required. The design work ran with more than 100 enterprises and through an industry body

whose membership includes the chief information security officers of the largest US banks.

VERIFIED  Source C01. Company-reported.

The constraint. Two of them, pulling in opposite directions. The vendor control is announced and

phased rather than delivered, with broad availability targeted for later this fall, so it cannot be

evidenced to an examiner today. VERIFIED  Source C01. And the supervisory guidance that would

normally frame your validation expectations has removed this class of system from scope while

rescinding the framework you built against. VERIFIED  Source C08.

The action. Write the validation memo nobody is currently requiring. The headings that survived the

rescission are still the right ones, because they describe how a competent institution gets

comfortable rather than what a specific bulletin compelled: conceptual soundness, outcomes

analysis, ongoing monitoring, and third-party validation for vendor components. Add two sections

the old framework never needed. First, decision authority: for each agent, whether a human decides,

a user authorizes, or the system acts alone. Second, custody: where agent activity data lives, who

holds the keys, who may read it and under what conditions. Those two sections are what the

eventual request for information will most likely probe, and they are cheap to write now and

expensive to reconstruct later. VERIFIED  Source C08.



Healthcare and life sciences
The win. The most instructive healthcare result of the past two weeks is not a chatbot benchmark.

Under the Model Hardware Standard research preview opened August 27, 2026, Genentech

researchers automated a bicinchoninic acid protein assay across three instruments: a liquid

handler, a robotic arm and a plate reader. The model ran closed-loop optimization of liquid transfer

flow rates against an expert-performed reference, converging on roughly 140 microliters per second

for water and roughly 10 microliters per second for a viscous protein sample, values the company’s

automation specialists confirmed were reasonable for the setup. Integration work that normally

takes weeks or months was reduced substantially. VERIFIED  Source C09. Company-reported proof

of concept.

The constraint. The same write-up is unusually candid about failure, which is why it is worth reading

in full rather than in summary. When bubbles in a viscous sample triggered runtime errors, the

model’s default response was to retry in the same well with different parameters, which agitated the

fluid and produced more bubbles. It could not reason about the physics until a human explained

what the error code meant. The authors state that current models still struggle with physical,

chemical and biological constraints when troubleshooting requires real-world intuition. VERIFIED

Source C09.

The action. Treat that failure mode as a design requirement rather than a footnote. Any agent

touching physical equipment needs an explicit stop condition on repeated identical failures,

because retry is the default behavior and in a physical system retry is frequently the wrong move.

Encode the error taxonomy your specialists already carry in their heads before connecting an agent

to anything with a motor or a pump. On the regulatory side, note that the FDA’s January 2026

revision to clinical decision support guidance relaxed its position so that non-device software may

present a single directive recommendation rather than a list, while declining to define what makes a

recommendation clinically appropriate. That undefined term is where product and compliance

argument time should go. CITED  Source C16.



Manufacturing and the physical layer
The win. The Model Hardware Standard is the more consequential manufacturing development of

the period, and it is deliberately unglamorous. It is a standardized driver giving devices a common

set of read and write primitives, making them discoverable to agents, and carrying machine

characteristics and enforced safety limits as natural-language tags rather than as paper manuals

and tacit knowledge. It is model-agnostic, works with any device exposing a programmable

interface, and is being shared with partners across science, robotics, electronics and manufacturing

ahead of an open-source release. VERIFIED  Source C09.

The constraint. Humanoid and general-purpose robotics remain at narrow pilot scale on factory

floors, concentrated in tote movement, light material transfer between stations, and sensor-carrying

inspection routes, at cycle times and reliability levels conventional industrial robots cleared long

ago. Specific unit counts and per-hour pricing circulating in trade coverage this quarter do not

consistently trace to primary company disclosures, and we are not repeating those figures as fact.

FLAG  Source C17, pending primary confirmation.

The action. The integration layer is where the near-term return sits, not the humanoid. If a

standardized driver reduces multi-instrument integration from weeks to hours, the binding

constraint on your automation roadmap shifts from robot capability to whether your equipment

safety limits are written down anywhere a machine can read them. That is a documentation project

with value independent of agents, and it is the prerequisite that decides whether you can move

quickly when this class of standard opens. Start with the cell that has the most instruments and the

least written-down tribal knowledge.



Energy, and the constraint nobody forecast
Electricity demand growth from large computing facilities is now firmly in the official United States

forecast. In its August 2026 Short-Term Energy Outlook, the Energy Information Administration

projects total electricity demand rising 1.3% in 2026 to an average of almost 4,250 billion

kilowatthours, then 3.1% in 2027. The commercial sector that contains data centers grows 2.2% this

year and 5.3% next year. VERIFIED  Source C10.

The number underneath that headline is the one worth carrying into a planning meeting.

Texas load growth forecast for 2027, cut by more than half in one revision

Following the state pause on new data center development announced August 3, 2026. Source C10.

Previous 14%

Revised 6%

An eight percentage point swing from a single state policy decision.

Siting policy, not chip supply, is the binding constraint in specific jurisdictions.

Figure 1. On August 3, 2026 the governor of Texas announced a pause on new data center development. The Energy Information

Administration responded by cutting its Texas 2027 load growth forecast from 14% to 6%. VERIFIED Source C10.

The win. For utilities, demand growth from computing is now a documented planning assumption

rather than a speculative one, which makes capital cases easier to defend. New solar and increased

natural gas generation are the leading sources of generation growth in 2026. VERIFIED  Source C10.

The constraint. That growth is politically contingent at the state level in a way most AI capacity

plans do not model. A single announcement moved a state forecast by eight percentage points

inside one revision cycle. Interconnection queues and siting decisions now carry policy risk that

behaves less like infrastructure planning and more like regulatory exposure. VERIFIED  Source C10.

The action. If your AI roadmap assumes inference capacity in a named region on a named date,

write that assumption into the risk register this quarter with the jurisdiction attached, and treat it as

a vendor concentration question rather than a sustainability footnote. There is a second reason for

utilities and grid operators to move now: critical infrastructure operators are precisely the

population named as eligible for vetted defender access to the strongest security tooling. The same

organizations carrying the most grid-side policy exposure are also the ones most likely to qualify,

and least likely to have an owner for the application. VERIFIED  Source C05.



The regulatory split screen
Three jurisdictions, three different clocks. Getting these straight matters, because trade

commentary has repeatedly conflated them, and because the United States column is the one that

just got shorter.

Live obligations and deferred obligations, as of September 7, 2026

JURISDICTION LIVE NOW NOT YET LIVE

European Union AI Act Article 50 transparency

duties applied from August 2,

2026: disclosure of AI

interaction, synthetic content

marking, emotion recognition

and deepfake notice. Enforced

by national market surveillance

authorities, with penalties up to

15 million euros or 3% of

worldwide annual turnover.

Source C11

High-risk obligations deferred by

the Digital Omnibus, with Annex

III systems moving to December

2027 and Annex I to August

2028. A four-month transition on

machine-readable marking for

systems already on the market

runs to December 2, 2026.

Source C11, Source C12

China Implementation Opinions on

intelligent agents from CAC,

NDRC and MIIT, enforceable

since July 15, 2026. Defines

agents by autonomous

perception, memory, decision-

making and execution, and

applies a three-tier decision-

authority model. Sensitive

sectors face filing, testing and

recall duties. Source C12

Not applicable. This is the first

binding agent-specific regime in

force anywhere.

United States Sectoral and state rules only.

Revised interagency model risk

guidance is in effect for banks, is

non-binding, and excludes

generative and agentic AI.

Source C08

No federal agent-specific

regime. The banking agencies

have signaled a request for

information on generative and

agentic AI. Colorado’s amended

law takes effect January 1, 2027.

Source C08, Source C12



The irony is worth stating plainly rather than dramatizing. The jurisdiction with the most advanced

agent deployments currently has the least agent-specific supervisory text. An institution wanting a

written standard to build against today will find more usable structure in the Chinese decision-

authority taxonomy and the European classification scheme than in any United States banking

issuance. VERIFIED  Source C08, Source C12.

The recurring error worth correcting: several trade outlets, including banking-sector coverage,

reported on or after August 2, 2026 that EU high-risk obligations became enforceable that date.

They did not. Article 50 transparency did. Where market commentary conflicted with primary legal

sources this period, we followed the primary sources. FLAG  Source C11, Source C12.

One planning observation that costs almost nothing. If you operate in China, the three-tier split of

human-only, user-authorized and fully autonomous is already a compliance obligation. It is also a

genuinely useful registry field for United States and European entities, because it maps onto the

Annex III classification work arriving in December 2027 and onto the decision-authority question a

request for information is likely to ask. One field, adopted now, saves a reclassification exercise in

both directions. CITED  Source C12.



Five moves worth making this week
Written for the person who has to act on Monday, not for the person writing next year’s strategy.

None of these require new budget.

1. Run the citation check. Search your model risk policy, validation standard and internal audit

program for “2011-12”, “SR 11-7” and the Model Risk Management booklet. Every hit points at a

rescinded issuance. This is the cheapest defect to find and the most embarrassing one to have

found for you. VERIFIED  Source C08

2. Draft the agentic validation memo nobody is requiring. Conceptual soundness, outcomes

analysis, ongoing monitoring, third-party validation, plus two new sections: decision authority

and data custody. Written during the gap, it becomes your answer when the request for

information lands. VERIFIED  Source C08

3. Name the owner of an agent misuse flag. The direction of travel across vendor programs is that

flags arrive at your security team and your people work them. Write the runbook and escalation

path. If the honest answer today is nobody, that is this week’s finding. VERIFIED  Source C01

4. Give every agent a decision-authority tier. Human-only, user-authorized, fully autonomous.

Binding for China operations today, useful everywhere else, and one field in whatever registry you

already keep. CITED  Source C12

5. Attach a jurisdiction to your capacity assumption. If the roadmap assumes inference capacity in

a region on a date, name the state and treat it as policy risk. One announcement moved a state

load forecast by eight percentage points. VERIFIED  Source C10

D I D  YO U  K N O W

The revised guidance also narrowed what counts as a model. It excludes simple arithmetic

such as spreadsheet calculations, and deterministic rule-based processes and software with

no statistical, economic or financial theory underpinning them. Firms that spent the last

decade pulling spreadsheets and rules engines into the model inventory to be safe now have

a defensible basis for scoping some of them back out, which frees validation capacity for

the agentic systems that need it. VERIFIED  Source C08.



What to watch
The banking request for information. The agencies said they plan to issue one addressing

generative and agentic AI. Its scoping questions will tell you what examiners ask for eighteen

months from now. VERIFIED  Source C08

Whether the announced vendor safeguards actually reach broad availability this fall, and on

which clouds first. A phased rollout is a plan, and plans move. VERIFIED  Source C01

Whether vetted defender access broadens beyond initial cohorts. If it stays narrow, the gap

between well-resourced and mid-market critical infrastructure operators widens rather than

closes. VERIFIED  Source C05

December 2, 2026. The EU transition window closes for machine-readable marking of AI-

generated content on systems placed on the market before August 2, 2026. CITED  Source C11

Whether other states follow Texas on siting. One pause announcement produced an eight point

forecast revision. A second state doing the same would make regional capacity risk a board-level

topic. VERIFIED  Source C10

Where Ariana Digital fits

We are a principal-led practice working with regulated operators on exactly this problem:

turning agent deployments into something an examiner, an auditor and a board can follow.

AEGIS, the Agentic Enterprise Governance and Intelligence Standard, is how we make agent

registries, decision-authority tiering and validation evidence routine rather than heroic.

Read the AI Readiness Brief  ·  See the governance practice  ·  Book an AEGIS Diagnostic

https://ariana.digital/ai-readiness-brief.html
https://ariana.digital/ai-governance.html
https://ariana.digital/services.html


Method and correction policy
Every edition is researched fresh against sources published within the preceding seven days where

the item is time-sensitive. Figures carry a chip: VERIFIED means named, dated and publicly

checkable; CITED means named source, not independently re-verified; FLAG means contested and

pending re-verification. Where market commentary conflicted with primary legal sources this week,

notably on EU high-risk applicability, we followed the primary legal sources and said so.

Benchmark results published by a model developer about its own model are labeled company-

reported and have not been independently reproduced. Announced programs, phased rollouts and

research previews are described as announced, not as delivered capability. The April 2026 model

risk guidance is five months old and is reported here as standing context, not as news.



Source ledger
1. C01 Anthropic, "Developing Enterprise Frontier Safeguards with our customers," September 1, 2026. Design

partner scope, customer-held storage and keys, automated review with flags routed to the customer, phased

rollout targeting later this fall. https://www.anthropic.com/news/enterprise-frontier-safeguards

2. C02 Anthropic, "Introducing Claude Fable 5.1 and Claude Mythos 5.1," September 1, 2026.

https://www.anthropic.com/claude-fable-and-mythos-5-1

3. C03 OpenAI, "GPT-6 Astra: A new generation of intelligence," September 3, 2026. Critical cybersecurity

threshold under the Preparedness Framework, staged availability, enterprise access off by default.

https://openai.com/index/gpt-6-astra/

4. C04 Google, "Introducing Gemini 3.8 Flash and 3.8 Flash Cyber," September 2, 2026.

https://blog.google/innovation-and-ai/models-and-research/gemini-models/3-8-flash-and-3-8-flash-cyber/

5. C05 Google, "Proactive cyber defense for governments and enterprises," Fairwind Program, September 2026.

Eligible population including critical infrastructure operators, governance and due diligence standards,

defensive-purpose limitation. https://blog.google/innovation-and-ai/technology/safety-security/fairwind-

program/ and https://deepmind.google/fairwind-program/

6. C06 SpaceXAI, "Grok Bot for Enterprise," September 3, 2026, with access, network and audit controls.

https://x.ai/news/grok-bot-for-enterprise

7. C07 SpaceXAI, "Biosecurity at the frontier," September 1, 2026. https://x.ai/news/biosafety-at-the-frontier

8. C08 Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, Bulletin 2026-13, "Model Risk Management: Revised Guidance,"

April 17, 2026, issued with the Federal Reserve Board and FDIC. Scope exclusion for generative and agentic AI,

rescission of OCC 2011-12, the Model Risk Management booklet, OCC 2021-19 and OCC 1997-24, narrowed

model definition, $30 billion relevance threshold, non-enforceable status, and the planned request for

information. https://www.occ.gov/news-issuances/bulletins/2026/bulletin-2026-13.html

9. C09 Anthropic, "Previewing the Model Hardware Standard," August 27, 2026, including the Genentech

bicinchoninic acid assay proof of concept, flow-rate convergence values, and documented error-recovery

limits. https://www.anthropic.com/news/model-hardware-standard-research-preview

10. C10 U.S. Energy Information Administration, Short-Term Energy Outlook, August 2026, plus the January 13,

2026 release on data-center-driven demand growth. Total and commercial sector demand growth, and the

Texas 2027 forecast revision following the August 3, 2026 state pause announcement.

https://www.eia.gov/outlooks/steo/ and https://www.eia.gov/pressroom/releases/press582.php

11. C11 European Commission, transparency obligations under Article 50 of the AI Act, applicable August 2, 2026,

with Commission guidelines adopted July 20, 2026 and a transition to December 2, 2026 for machine-

readable marking. https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/faqs/transparency-obligations-under-article-50-ai-

act and https://artificialintelligenceact.eu/article/50/

https://www.anthropic.com/news/enterprise-frontier-safeguards
https://www.anthropic.com/claude-fable-and-mythos-5-1
https://openai.com/index/gpt-6-astra/
https://blog.google/innovation-and-ai/models-and-research/gemini-models/3-8-flash-and-3-8-flash-cyber/
https://blog.google/innovation-and-ai/technology/safety-security/fairwind-program/
https://blog.google/innovation-and-ai/technology/safety-security/fairwind-program/
https://deepmind.google/fairwind-program/
https://x.ai/news/grok-bot-for-enterprise
https://x.ai/news/biosafety-at-the-frontier
https://www.occ.gov/news-issuances/bulletins/2026/bulletin-2026-13.html
https://www.anthropic.com/news/model-hardware-standard-research-preview
https://www.eia.gov/outlooks/steo/
https://www.eia.gov/pressroom/releases/press582.php
https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/faqs/transparency-obligations-under-article-50-ai-act
https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/faqs/transparency-obligations-under-article-50-ai-act
https://artificialintelligenceact.eu/article/50/


12. C12 Digital Omnibus deferral of EU high-risk obligations to December 2027 and August 2028; China CAC,

NDRC and MIIT Implementation Opinions on intelligent agents enforceable July 15, 2026; Colorado effective

date moved to January 1, 2027. https://www.gibsondunn.com/eu-ai-act-omnibus-agreement-postponed-high-

risk-deadlines-and-other-key-changes/ and https://www.hunton.com/privacy-and-cybersecurity-law-

blog/colorado-ai-act-amended-and-effective-date-delayed

13. C14 SpaceXAI, "Setting Grok Bot loose on procurement," September 4, 2026. https://x.ai/news/grok-bot-

procurement

14. C15 Corporate structure: "xAI joins SpaceX," February 2, 2026, and OpenAI, "Our decision on Cursor following

its acquisition by SpaceX," August 28, 2026. https://x.ai/news/xai-joins-spacex and

https://openai.com/index/our-decision-on-cursor-following-its-acquisition-by-spacex/

15. C16 American College of Radiology, "FDA Updates Guidance on Clinical Decision Support," on the January

2026 revision relaxing Criterion 3 for non-device clinical decision support. https://www.acr.org/News-and-

Publications/2026/fda-updates-guidance-on-clinical-decision-support and https://www.fda.gov/medical-

devices/software-medical-device-samd/artificial-intelligence-software-medical-device

16. C17 Humanoid deployment status in manufacturing, trade aggregation reviewed September 2026. Carried as

FLAG: the qualitative pilot-stage characterization is retained, specific unit counts and hourly pricing are

withheld pending primary company confirmation. https://www.technology.org/2026/07/18/humanoid-robots-

in-2026-what-is-actually-deployed/
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