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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Recommendation *AVOID**

Current Price ~$36.00

Fair Value (Base Case) ~$33.84 (NAV)

Margin of Safety **.6.4%** (trading at premium to NAV)
Target Entry (if monitoring) $28.00 (>15% discount to NAV)
Dividend Yield 7.4%

Expected Dividend Growth 0% (flat to declining)

Expected Price Appreciation 0-2% CAGR

Total Expected Return (Base) 7.4-9.0% CAGR (gross of fees impact)
Bear Case Total Return -3% to -5% CAGR

Bull Case Total Return 12% CAGR

Probability-Weighted Return 5.5% CAGR

Wealth Preservation Score **42 [ 100**

Downside Protection Score 35/100

Quality Score 48/ 100

Risk Level *ELEVATED**

Probability of >50% Loss ~8%

Recession Profile *VULNERABLE**

One-Line Thesis: A leveraged, sector-concentrated closed-end fund trading at a premium to NAV with a 2.78%
expense ratio fails the wealth preservation mandate on three fronts: structural leverage amplifies downside, the
managed distribution may include return of capital that masks NAV erosion, and you can replicate the underlying
exposure through a regional bank ETF at 7-10x lower cost.
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INVESTMENT THESIS

BTO is not a business. It is a leveraged wrapper around U.S. financial sector equities, primarily regional and
mid-cap banks, sold to retail investors seeking high current yield. The fund charges 2.78% annually, uses
borrowed money to amplify returns, and currently trades at a 1.7% premium to its underlying net asset value.
Every one of these characteristics works against the wealth preservation mandate.

The structural problem is the combination of three features that compound one another. First, sector
concentration in U.S. financials means BTO is a leveraged bet on bank credit cycles and net interest margins.
Second, the use of borrowed capital amplifies both upside and downside, with the cost of that leverage rising
sharply when short rates rise, which is precisely when bank holdings face their own funding pressure. Third, the
managed distribution policy creates incentive to maintain payouts even when portfolio income falls short, leading
to return-of-capital distributions that erode NAV while the headline yield looks attractive. The 2023 regional bank
crisis demonstrated all three risks simultaneously: SVB, Signature, and First Republic failed within seven weeks,
regional bank equity indices fell 30-40%, and leveraged financial CEFs suffered double-digit NAV declines while
their market price discounts widened.

You can construct equivalent exposure at materially lower cost. The KBW Regional Bank ETF (KRE) charges
roughly 0.35% versus BTO's 2.78%, a 243 basis point annual headwind. Over a 10-year holding period, that fee
differential alone compounds to roughly 22% of foregone return. The leverage BTO provides can be replicated
through margin if you actually want it, but a wealth preservation investor should not want it. The premium to NAV
adds insult: you are paying $1.017 for $1.00 of underlying assets, then paying 2.78% per year to own them. The
dividend yield looks attractive at 7.4%, but a portion is mechanically funded by return of capital in years when
portfolio income lags the managed distribution target, which means part of the yield is your own money being
returned to you with a tax form attached.

What could go right? Financials could enter a multi-year bull cycle driven by steepening yield curve, deregulation,
and benign credit. In that scenario, leverage works in your favor and BTO could deliver 12-15% CAGR. What
could go wrong? Another regional bank stress event, a recession with rising commercial real estate losses, or
sustained short-rate increases that compress leverage spreads. In any of those scenarios, BTO loses 25-40% of
NAV while the market discount widens, producing total drawdowns that violate the preservation mandate.

1. BUSINESS QUALITY ASSESSMENT

BTO is a closed-end fund under the Manulife/John Hancock distribution platform. Sponsor benefits include scale
and a captive advisor channel, but there is no operating moat. Dozens of competing financial-sector CEFs and
ETFs offer overlapping exposure with lower fees. The fund's only differentiation is active stock selection within
U.S. financials, and the 2.78% expense ratio means that selection must add roughly 250 basis points of annual
alpha just to match a passive financial-sector ETF after fees. The available data does not demonstrate that level
of sustained alpha.

Verdict: No durable moat. Execution-based edge at best, structurally disadvantaged by fee load.
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2. FINANCIAL FORTRESS ANALYSIS (Bank/Financial Fund Adaptation)

Standard corporate solvency metrics do not apply. The framework adaptations for financial fund structures
require evaluating the fund's leverage profile and the underlying portfolio's bank credit metrics.

Net Assets $714.3M (FY2025) Mid-sized

NAV per share $36.04 — —

Structural leverage Moderate, typical of sector CEFs33% preferred Adequate
Expense Ratio 2.78% <1% preferred **Unacceptable**
Premium/Discount to NAV +1.7% premium Discount preferred **Unfavorable**

The underlying portfolio holds U.S. regional and mid-cap banks. Without portfolio-level CET1, NPL, and ROTE
data for the holdings, granular credit assessment is constrained, but regional banks as a category face elevated
commercial real estate exposure, deposit competition pressure, and Basel Il endgame capital requirements
pending implementation.

Solvency Assessment: MARGINAL — The fund itself faces no insolvency risk in a traditional sense, but the
combination of leverage plus sector concentration plus high fees creates a NAV impairment risk profile
inconsistent with wealth preservation.

3. DIVIDEND ANALYSIS

This is the headline attraction and the most misleading feature.

Current Yield (on price) 7.4% 2-4% sweet spot Yield is high enough to flag sustainability
Annual Distribution ~$2.60/share — Managed payout

Distribution composition Mix of NII, capital gains, return cshaplthbe NII-funded **Concerning**

Net investment income (Q4 202%0.145/share — $0.58 annualized vs. $2.60 paid

NIl coverage of distribution ~22% >100% preferred **Severely undercovered by N/I**

The math: distributions of $2.60 annually against NIl of approximately $0.58 per share means roughly 78% of the
distribution is funded by realized capital gains and/or return of capital, not portfolio income. In strong market
years this is fine. In weak years, the fund either cuts the distribution or returns your capital while calling it a
distribution. Section 19(a) notices from 2021 onward explicitly warn investors that distributions may include return
of capital.

Dividend Sustainability: AT RISK — The headline yield is not funded by recurring income. Distribution cuts are
likely in any sustained bear market for financials.
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4. VALUATION ANALYSIS

For a CEF, the relevant valuation is price relative to NAV.

Market Price ~$36.00

NAV $33.84 (latest) / $36.04 (FY2025)- —

Premium/(Discount) to NAV +1.7% CEFs often trade at 5-15% discdtibisfavorable entry**

P/E (GuruFocus methodology) 10.05x 10Y median 4.66x Expensive vs. own history
Distribution Yield 7.4% — High but partially synthetic

The entry-point problem is straightforward. Buying a CEF at a premium to NAV means paying more than the
portfolio is worth. The wealth preservation discipline requires margin of safety, and there is none here. A
reasonable entry would require at minimum a 10-15% discount to NAV, equivalent to a price of roughly $28-30,
where the fund's structural costs are partially offset by the discount.

Margin of Safety: -6.4% (negative — paying premium to underlying assets)

Valuation: FULL to EXPENSIVE

5. SCENARIO ANALYSIS

Regional bank stress event or recession with commercial real estate losses. Portfolio NAV declines 25-30%,
leverage amplifies to 35-40% NAV drawdown. Market discount widens from +1.7% premium to -12% discount.
Distribution cut by 30%.

* Price decline: -45% from current

* Reduced dividend collected: ~4% annualized

» 10-Year Total Return CAGR: -3% to -5%

Financials muddle through. Mid-single-digit underlying portfolio returns, leverage adds 1-2%, fees subtract
2.78%, distribution maintained but possibly trimmed 10%.

* Price appreciation: 0-2% CAGR
« Dividend yield (partially ROC): 7.0%
» 10-Year Total Return CAGR: 7-8%

Steepening yield curve, deregulation tailwind, benign credit. Underlying financials deliver 10-12% returns,
leverage amplifies to 14-16% gross, fees reduce to 11-13% net, premium expands.

* 10-Year Total Return CAGR: 12-13%
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Bear -4.0% 30% -1.2%

Base 7.5% 50% +3.75%

Bull 12.5% 20% +2.5%
**Probability-Weighted** **+5.05% CAGR**

The probability-weighted return falls below the 7% hurdle rate. A 4% HYSA delivers similar return with zero
principal risk.

6. RISK ASSESSMENT
Permanent capital impairment scenarios:

» 2008-style financial crisis: BTO predecessor strategies experienced 50%-+ drawdowns. Recovery to prior
peak took 4-6 years.

» 2020 COVID shock: Financial CEFs broadly declined 35-45% peak to trough.
» 2023 regional bank stress: Sector declined 30-40%; leveraged CEFs amplified.

Probability of >50% drawdown over 10 years: Approximately 25%

Probability of permanent loss (no recovery within 5 years): Approximately 8%

Recession Profile: VULNERABLE — Leveraged exposure to a cyclical sector, with distribution likely to be cut
precisely when income investors need it most.

7. MANAGEMENT & GOVERNANCE

The portfolio team is experienced and sector-specialized. PwC continues as independent auditor with no auditor
change. Recent director open-market purchases (Hurtsellers, Phelan in 2026) signal modest alignment. No
governance scandals or restatements identified.

The structural concern is not management competence but the incentive structure. The 2.78% fee on managed
assets (including leveraged assets) means the advisor's revenue scales with leverage. The managed distribution
policy creates pressure to maintain payouts via ROC rather than reduce them honestly when underlying income
falls. These are structural features of the product, not failures of the specific managers.

Management Quality: ADEQUATE

Capital Allocation: POOR (structural fee load and leverage bias)

8. PEER COMPARISON
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BTO (this fund) 2.78% 7.4% Premium 1.7%
KRE (regional bank ETF) 0.35% No ~2.5% At NAV
XLF (financials ETF) 0.09% No ~1.5% At NAV
Direct large bank stocks (8PM, BAC) No ~2.5-3% Market

A wealth preservation investor seeking financial sector exposure has materially better alternatives. KRE provides
nearly identical underlying exposure at 8x lower fee. JPMorgan stock provides better credit quality, sustainable
dividend, and lower expense burden. BTO's only differentiation is the synthetic high yield, which is partially
funded by your own capital.

9. KEY METRICS SUMMARY

Wealth Preservation Score Componen Max

Balance Sheet Fortress (modified for CEF)14 40
Income Reliability (high yield but undercovéard) 30
Capital Efficiency (high fee drag) 5 15
Valuation (premium to NAV) 4 15
**Total** **QTHk **] Q0
Bear case total return = 0% *EAIL** (-4% CAGR)

Base case total return = 7% Marginal Pass (7.5%)
Solvency: FORTRESS or ADEQUATE *EAIL** (Marginal)

Dividend sustainability: ROCK SOLID or SUSTAINABLE *EAIL** (At Risk)
Probability of >50% loss < 10% Pass (8%)

Four of five absolute requirements fail or marginal.

10. MONITORING CHECKLIST

BTO trades at >15% discount to NAV Reconsider; deep discount may offset fee drag

Distribution cut announced No action; confirms thesis
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Expense ratio reduced below 1.5% Reconsider economics
Regional bank stress event (KRE down >25%) Watch for distressed entry below NAV
Leverage eliminated by fund Reassess risk profile

FINAL RECOMMENDATION
RECOMMENDATION: AVOID

Reasons (any one sufficient under framework):

1. Trading at premium to NAV, no margin of safety

2. Dividend sustainability classified AT RISK due to ROC-funded distributions
3. Bear case total return is negative

4. WP Score of 37 falls below the 50-point floor

5. Structural 2.78% fee load consumes 35-40% of expected long-term equity premium

What would change the assessment:

* Price decline to $28 or lower (representing 15%-+ discount to NAV)

» Material expense ratio reduction

« Distribution rebased to a level fully covered by NII

« Elimination of structural leverage
For investors seeking U.S. financial sector exposure within a wealth preservation framework, KRE, XLF, or direct
holdings in fortress-balance-sheet banks (JPM, BAC) provide superior risk-adjusted exposure at materially lower
cost. For investors seeking high current income, investment-grade corporate bond ladders, preferred share

ETFs, or covered call strategies on quality dividend stocks offer more sustainable yield with less NAV impairment
risk.

ANALYST NOTES

Key Assumptions:
 Current NAV of $33.84 and market price of $36.00 imply 1.7% premium (consistent with provided data)
* Distribution of $2.60 annual maintained in base case, cut 30% in bear case
 Underlying financial sector delivers historical long-term equity returns of 7-9% gross in base case
 2.78% expense ratio remains constant

Limitations:

 Granular portfolio holdings, leverage ratio, and current discount/premium not fully detailed in source data

« Distribution composition (NIl vs. capital gains vs. ROC) requires year-by-year Section 19(a) review
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» Peer CEF performance comparison not deeply quantified

» 10Y median P/E of 4.66x from GuruFocus uses non-standard methodology for CEFs and should be
interpreted cautiously

Confidence Level: HIGH — The structural characteristics of the fund (fee load, leverage, premium to NAV,
ROC-funded distribution) are sufficient to reach the AVOID recommendation regardless of any portfolio-level
refinements. The wealth preservation framework explicitly disqualifies vehicles with these features.

Report prepared for Moschovakis Capital. This analysis is for informational purposes only.
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IMPORTANT DISCLOSURES

This report has been prepared by Moschovakis Capital for informational purposes only and does not constitute investment advice, a solicitation, or an

offer to buy or sell any security. The information contained herein is based on sources believed to be reliable but is not guaranteed as to accuracy or

completeness. Past performance is not indicative of future results. Investing involves risk, including the possible loss of principal. Moschovakis Capital

and its affiliates may hold positions in the securities discussed. This document is confidential and intended solely for the recipient. Any reproduction or
distribution without prior written consent is prohibited.
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