
But Mark Karpeles denied the judge's series of allegations, saying that from platform founder Jed When McCaleb
took over the Mt. Gox exchange, it became clear that the platform had a serious code vulnerability, but at this
point the losses has caused, and as post-Ripple (Ripple), Stellar (Stellar) founder Jed McCaleb has not responded
to this either
A Ripple and XRP token expert has responded to bitcoin expert and trader Tone Vays made almost all of the
allegations, the latter being a staunch critic of Ripple and XRP
Ripple, for its part, has told the court that XRP is not a security. ripple says that the purchase of XRP tokens is not
an investment in the Ripple's investment, there is no common cause between Ripple and the XRP token
purchasers. ripple also Says no commitment to help XRP token holders generate profits
According to data published by Grayscale, the digital currencies in which Grayscale currently invests are BTC,
BCH, ETH, ETC, and LTC, XRP, XLM, ZEC, ZEN total of 9 cryptographic assets
200 million XRPs locked up in Ripple, worth about $40.995 million] Whale Alert Data shows that at 00:35:42
GMT, Ripple locked 200 million XRPs, worth about 40.953 million USD. Previously, three XRPs totaling 900
million were transferred from the Ripple Escrow wallet to the Ripple wallet, and subsequently Ripple locks up
another 100 million XRPs
Stellar and Ripple are very similar in that they are both cryptocurrencies positioned to serve payments, which Jed
himself agrees with. Both Ripple and Stellar use a distributed ledger protocol to process transactions. Also, th

ey both have private nodes and do not allow mining. The flow of Tokens on both networks is under
the control of the developers, meaning that Stellar and Ripple are both able to process transactions as
long as the developers want. Both can increase the liquidity of their Tokens
Stellar (XLM) First Stellar Conference to be held in Mexico City, November 4-5
In conceiving the Stellar Project, we envisioned an incentive for account holders to collectively put
the inflation-generated stellar currency (XLM) Guide to stellar based projects. The idea was that these
XLMs would support the development and growth of the ecosystem, which is why inflation exists in
the form of a vote, which It's why you can send inflationary production to any stellar address, which
is why it takes a certain number of votes to get inflationary support
Regarding the relationship between Ripple and XRP, Garlinghouse emphasized that while several
former Bitcoin engineers as well as the founders of Ripple were involved in the creation of XRP, but
"XRP was created before Ripple, Inc. exist."
The domain name Mt. Gox was originally registered by Jed McCaleb. He went on to help found the
Ripple and Stellar projects. Originally Mt. Gox was only used to trade in the popular game Magic the
Gathering), hence the name Magic The Gathering. The acronym for Online eXchange. However, in
July 2010, the exchange was transformed into a bitcoin exchange, until it came to a tragic end
In GoMama's wildcard economic model design, ST is benchmarked against the company's equity. And
in the GoMama application and ecosyst

em, application-based tokens UT (MAMA) are built in to incentivize users. This UT can be redeemed
for fee waivers and remittance services within the GoMama ecosystem. This UT is based on the Stellar
public chain and is available through the Stellar chain's stablecoin for a Exports of liquidity
According to the Ripple website, its managed wallet XRP holdings were just under 50 billion coins in
September of this year (note: Total (The holdings are 55 billion pieces). As of today, the total number
of pieces in circulation is 43.3 billion pieces, and the cumulative holding of XRP 49 billion pieces in
the hosting wallet, which means that the hosting wallet After more than a year of unlocking 1 billion
XRPs per month, the actual number of XRPs in circulation is only 6 billion
[Whale shifts 30 million XRP tokens to Bitstamp exchange] Whale Alert recently A tweet posted
announced that an unknown wallet had sent 31,300,000 XRP tokens to the Bitstamp Exchange. The
wallet has received millions of these tokens from known Ripple wallets in the past. Leading the
community to speculate that Ripple is once again starting to sell off XRP
Does Stellar, another project of Ripple Coin founder Jed Mccaleb, have legitimacy?
As monitored by Whale Alert, on April 1 Ripple released two more payments totaling 1 billion pieces
from the managed wallet XRP (500 million for a single). This should be unlocked once a month by
Ripple in escrow. Note: This does not mean that the actual supply of XRP in circulation will increase
by a billion, as some of the XRP will be transferred back based on ma



rket conditions trusteeship
Stellar (XLM) Completes Protocol 12 Upgrade to Eliminate Network Inflation Features
The official explanation for this is that Ripple has been questioned for holding too
"centralized" a position, so in that case, Ripple simply "go 'Centrality', constantly releasing
XRP via Escrow
Ripple CEO Brad Garlinghouse recently responded to the crypto community's concerns
about the Some of the controversy surrounding Ripple and XRP, he argues that Ripple is
under fire because it is too transparent
10 billion for scenario investments, of which 2 billion for new product development and 8
billion for investment in Commercial projects with potential applications for the Stellar
eco-system
[Financial blogger: the deadline for MtGox to compensate investors is March 31, only five
days left] for the liquidation of Mt. The first time I've seen this, I'm not sure if it's a good
idea, but I think it's a good idea. month, was once the first and largest exchange in the
currency world, accounting for more than 80% of trading volume at one point, and was
founded by Jed, a big name in the currency world. McCaleb, Jed also invented ripple coin,
stellar coin and the electric donkey and is a man with a bit of talent.2. In 2013, Mentor Gulch
claimed to have stolen 850,000 bitcoins, which shocked the currency world and led to a
two-year bear market. Then Mark Karpeles, who was then Mentougou's first-in-command,
suddenly found 200,000 coins in a cold wallet, and the reparations That's where it came
from.
Stellar (XLM) to make equity award airdrop at binance on September 1
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of the problem, not to speak of the solution. Kahan (2015) 
has observed that climate change affects us so intimately 
that it can define who we are culturally and normatively. 
We postulate that this kind of intimate relationship, and 
the culturally-determined attitude toward scientific facts 
that it engenders, characterizes our interaction with many 
other phenomena besides climate change and may be at 
play in all cases where science is called upon to help adju-
dicate a controversy.  

1.2. The crisis in science 

The house of science seems at present to be in a state of 
crisis. A discussion of this crisis can be found elsewhere in 
this volume (Chapter 1). We only note here that the issues 
are acknowledged, both in the academic press and the 
mainstream media, to have become extremely urgent. At 
the time of writing not a day passes without a comment 
being registered on some aspect of the crisis—be it repro-
ducibility, peer review, publication metrics, scientific 
leadership, scientific integrity or the use of science for pol-
icy (the last-mentioned provoking the most heated discus-
sion). As discussed elsewhere in this volume (Chapter 1, 
Chapter 3) the transmission chain of the crisis, from sci-
ence to scientific advice, is largely a product of the col-
lapse of the dual legitimacy system which was the basis of 
modernity—that is, the arrangement by which science 
provided legitimate facts, and policy, legitimate norms.  

1.3. Trust, modelling and uncertainty  

In a speech before the European Parliament in 2014, 
Pope Francis sent a blunt ‘the Emperor has no clothes’ 
message:  

The great ideas which once inspired Europe seem to have lost 
their attraction, only to be replaced by the bureaucratic tech-
nicalities of its institutions. As the European Union has ex-
panded, there has been growing mistrust on the part of 



 
 

115 
 

4 

INSTITUTIONS ON THE VERGE: 
WORKING AT THE SCIENCE POLICY 

INTERFACE1 

Ângela Guimarães Pereira  
and Andrea Saltelli2 

Introduction 

In this chapter we set out to investigate the plausibility 
and the implications of two main hypotheses: (1) that the 
Joint Research Centre (JRC) of the European Commission 
(EC) is a “boundary institution” (Guston, 2001) at the in-
tersection of scientific and policy spheres and as such is 
endowed with a unique role within the overarching struc-
ture of the EC; and (2) that this role is currently being 
challenged by an environment of decreasing trust in sci-

                                                           
1 The present chapter is based on and adapted from the follow-
ing report published by the European Commission: Guimarães 
Pereira, Â. and Saltelli, A., 2014. “Of styles and methods. A quest 
for JRC’s identity at times of change”, JRC Technical Report EUR 
26838 EN.  
2 The opinions expressed in the present work are those of the 
authors and cannot be taken to represent the views of the Joint 
Research Centre of the European Commission. 
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knowledge that has been filtered through the lenses of 
different stakeholders and normative stances.  

The quality check on proposed explanatory narratives 
and policies should be carried out using the method of 
falsification with respect to:  

• feasibility (compatibility with external constraints);  

• viability (compatibility with internal constraints);  

• desirability (compatibility with normative values in a 
given society).  

If the policy fails on one of these criteria, we will have 
identified a bottleneck, a political issue or a true incom-
mensurability. This approach abandons fantasies of pre-
diction, control, planning and optimization, in favour of 
strategic learning and flexible management.  

The approach has elements of similarity with the strat-
egy suggested by Rayner (2012) to overcome socially con-
structed ignorance: the idea of “clumsy solutions”. While 
socially constructed ignorance helps to keep “uncomfort-
able knowledge” at bay, clumsy solutions allow it to be 
processed:  

Clumsy solutions may emerge from complex processes of 
both explicit and implicit negotiation. In other words, solu-
tions are clumsy when those implementing them converge 
on or accept a common course of action for different reasons 
or on the basis of unshared epistemological or ethical princi-
ples […] They are inherently satisficing […] rather than op-
timizing approaches, since each of the competing solutions is 
optimal from the standpoint of the proposer. Clumsy solu-
tions are inherently pluralistic […]. (Rayner, 2012) 

The idea of clumsy solutions resonates with the princi-
ple of “working deliberatively within imperfections” of 
the extended participation model of post-normal science 
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• Why are we not given an effective choice about wheth-
er or not to buy and consume these products? 

• Do regulatory authorities have sufficient powers and 
resources to effectively counter-balance large compa-
nies who wish to develop these products? 

The variety of frames invoked by these concerns re-
veals that the prevailing frame, ‘safe GMO food versus 
recalcitrant citizens’, is irrelevant for the policy decisions 
to be taken.  

4. Conclusions 

The evidence-based policy paradigm should be revised 
because it fosters radical simplification and compression 
of representations of issues, explanations and solutions, in 
a process known as hypocognition. Evidence-based policy 
cannot be separated from policy-based evidence, with its 
high reliance upon quantification. The accumulation of 
data, indicators and mathematical models in support of a 
given framing of an issue obscures and detracts from the 
more important task, namely to understand and take into 
account the implications of the choice of a given frame, 
bearing in mind that other actors may also act as story-
tellers and present different perceptions of the issue to be 
tackled. A quantitative structuring of a problem allows 
those that have selected the given mode of story-telling to 
ignore, through imposed hypocognition, uncomfortable 
knowledge (Rayner, 2012). Spurious and disproportionate 
mathematical precision makes it difficult for other practi-
tioners and stakeholders to question the premises of an 
analysis in plain language. This is not a new finding. In 
1986 Langdon Winner was already warning ecologists not 
to fall into the trap of risk and cost–benefit analyses:  

[T]he risk debate is one that certain kinds of social interests 
can expect to lose by the very act of entering. […] Fortunate-
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be a missed opportunity for the JRC not to pursue this line 
of engagement. 

4. A final thought  

We have considered the JRC as a ‘boundary organiza-
tion’ that operates at the interface of science and policy in 
an era of decreasing trust and concurrent crises in the 
practice and governance of science. We have suggested 
that organizations in this situation should appeal to cul-
tures of quality, reflexivity and humility. Our example, 
the JRC, as the “in-house science service” of an important 
international institution, is ideally positioned to consider 
new ways in which science can be deployed and to broad-
en and deepen its interfaces with society.  

The main challenge faced by an organization such as 
the JRC in this process is that important actors of 
change—scientists themselves and their policy-making 
counterparts in the European Commission DGs—are at 
the same time engaged and committed to those existing 
practices and cultures which are most in need of change.  
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quantifiable, or where the acceptability of a new technolo-
gy is expediently reframed as an issue of risk. In the 
words of Langdon Winner (1986):  

[T]he risk debate is one that certain kinds of social interests 
can expect to lose by the very act of entering. […] Fortunate-
ly, many issues talked about as risks can be legitimately de-
scribed in other ways. Confronted with any cases of past, 
present, or obvious future harm, it is possible to discuss that 
harm directly without pretending that you are playing 
craps. A toxic waste disposal site placed in your neighbor-
hood need not be defined as a risk; it might appropriately be 
defined as a problem of toxic waste. Air polluted by automo-
biles and industrial smokestacks need not be defined as a 
‘risk’; it might still be called by the old-fashioned name, ‘pol-
lution’. New Englanders who find acid rain falling on them 
are under no obligation to begin analyzing the ‘risks of acid 
rain’; they might retain some Yankee stubbornness and con-
found the experts by talking about ‘that destructive acid 
rain’ and what's to be done about it. A treasured natural 
environment endangered by industrial activity need not be 
regarded as something at ‘risk’; one might regard it more 
positively as an entity that ought to be preserved in its own 
right. (1986: 151) 

We suggest that anticipatory governance is better suited 
to dealing with uncertainties and unknowns. Anticipation 
implies building the capacity to respond to unpredicted 
and unpredictable risks and indeterminacies (Guston, 
2008) by cultivating participatory approaches to foresight 
that extend to the public the right to imagine possible fu-
tures and assess the visions produced.  

In an earlier working version of the present chapter, 
Guimarães Pereira and Saltelli (2014) exemplified how 
this shift of culture would affect our reading of innovation 
and growth narratives. In no case should narratives be 
taken for granted or considered as panaceas. As a bounda-
ry organization, the JRC could help to create space to raise 


