MAAPCS

Multi-Axis Analysis and

Reliability Verification System

MAAPCS Verification Certificate

Case: 2025534965

Document Type: MAAPCS Verification Document

Certificate ID: LCP-20260330-000011

Internal Tracking Code: M0330081157

Issuing Entity: MAAPCS Autonomous Verification Engine

Purpose of Issuance: Verification of consistency in facts, procedures, evidence, laws, conclusions, and
specialized areas.

U D A, A,

Ol

2, HE, 22U H

—

ofe| fatd 4

MO
gl
Ol

SHA-256 Hash: 30df706acb8cddd08ffaefc9d49e6cd268b03b374a8da8ab1fde0a39017bb4c6

Digital Signature: MAAPCSAUTONOMOUSVERIFICATIONENGINERSA-2048+SHA-256

Issuance & Signature Time: 2026-03-30T08:11:57+00:00

This verification certificate is prepared and managed based on the English original, and the English

original shall prevail for purposes of interpretation.
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Counterparty (0): ZF A%

Agency (D): CHH ¥

[] MAZIP Co., Ltd.

[ ] MAAPCS Verification Center

[] www.maapcs.net - Republic of Korea
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H Section 1: Document Identification

WA EENNE

@ Document Structure (A X))
Cover, Section 1, Section 2, Section 3, Section 4, Section 5

BX[, M1E, M2E, ®M3%, M4E, H5E

@ Language Basis ( 910] 7|F)
The English version governs legal interpretation. Other languages are provided for reference.

2 SEM= 2 7IZCE iMEH, HIEC R 1671 AN = HAEICL

e

@ Verification Symbols (Y/N/N2/U/X) (HE 7|2)

[=1 S
=2 T

oY
ol

o
HA

dlo

»

5. X: Not subject to verification. ( ZZ CHAHO| Ot )

@ Statistical Methodology ( EAIN 24 4HHE )
Definitive Judgment Set ( &8 BHEEESH) : C={i | f(i) € {Y, N, N2} }

Population Set (24 &g ):M=1-{i| f(i)=X}

@ Attached Files ( M5OI )
1. 241221-BHEHAIE A pdf
2.241228-F7HHAMNE M pdf
3.260211-A 1% X| 5 HAMEAM pdf

4.250318-7|22E.pdf



M Section 2: Fact Alignment Section

W AN2E AHEEE

@ Verification Criteria (23 7|F)
The verification of all cases is determined based on the consistency of facts, procedures, evidence, laws,
and conclusions.

DE MU AS2 AHY, BX}, 571, E€E, 2B udS 7|E2= AHEL.

@ Definition of Verification Certificate (ZZZHA| H9|)

Since errors, distortions, omissions, and logical leaps may occur when artificial intelligence creates
documents on behalf of others due to its autonomy, it is necessary to verify the structural consistency
between the documents and the judgment data, rather than focusing on the technology for generating
documents. Considering the high-risk areas defined by UNESCO, the OECD, and the Framework Act on
Artificial Intelligence, this is a global standardization verification certificate that operates in 17 languages,
based on patents and research papers that have evolved to the third stage, and complies with ISO/IEC
technical standards regarding implementability, verifiability, and reproducibility.

2USX|S0| 2ME il 2go5tH X2d0| ME 2F, M=, 58 5 =2 H[2f0| LMD Z EME WHdSt= 7|0

OfL|2} Olof E Aot ETtAlZ Zto] f 2K X| HEE ABSI0{0F St UNESCO, OECD & IS X|s 7|2l Aet

19l HE NS 1 Jhsd, AF 7hsd, Mol 2ot ISO/IEC 71 7| F0l| Rt 3k tHA| = Fistet £5
W AT =22 7[R Z 1771 AN ZE ZHSSh= MA BE=t HESZMOILE

@ Utilization of Verification Certificates (ZSSHA &8)
Case Processing Records: Records detailing the procedures and verification processes through which a

case was processed.
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External Review Materials: Review materials from external bodies such as courts, the Board of Audit and
Inspection, the National Assembly, and the media.

Internal Procedure Checks: A management tool for verifying the appropriateness of the agency's internal
business processing procedures.

Dispute Resolution References: Reference materials used to confirm the facts and procedural progress in

the event of a dispute.

At XE| 7|15 AR10] OftH EXtet HE tEE HM ME|=AEXIE 7I=

o|f HE A= . Y, HAH, =9, AE S 2R 7|2 HE A=
X

LS 22X gE . 7|2 LR 7 M| ZXie| HEds ddots 22| =7
SUHZE H1: B 2 Al AR 22 EXH Z0E 2felshs 1 AtE




[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

L1332 458

Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.

g8 Az 8= Az 71= Az 29

ADO1 Where specific grounds for the Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N2

administrative disposition are not related administrative record, and any review object
stated in the written decision. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...

ADO1 EMEMOI A MEARRZE 71X | S WHof 2oto] flol AEAA|, 23 HFYII|F, 12|10 0| dAtst Z N2
w
'E x2ER MHZH-BHE-BEY S AL M E 2l |3t BHO| HAEE |X|
(S
™ 222 EPEE|ER] M I mBICH KBNS ARTIH 21,
-
o HEAMRAM, SXIZ2, MEM L= Y25 HEAR el oy 24
w
o
<
o
'E ADO2 Where an opportunity to submit Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
(S
L opinions has not been provided prior | related administrative record, and any review object
g to an adverse administrative (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
EI disposition. decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
g of whet...
=
O
2 ADO2 =0[elot HHEXE Toll 2 AHNIZE 7[2|7t SY YHO| 25t0] 2o AHAK|, 2A HHI|ZE, 22|10 0|E HAt HE N
=
: ROE|X] 42 B L. MHEY-HE-2E S A NS S Ch|sto, WHO| tHAIEZ ||
& Fehof 5 CHREIUEX] 2 H|JSHT AFHEX], 2| AME QiU £ 7|5
g
E C2AM HIE BB TIE, ME O|R0IMY B o8




[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

L1332 458

Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= A1z 01z Az 23t
ADO3 Where the procedures for Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
administrative appeal or judicial related administrative record, and any review object
review are not properly notified. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or

decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison

of whet...
ADO3 HHAMT L= HHAS S SF5HAIL S WEof 2tsto] pol AHMA|, 2H HNI|E, J2(|11 0| HAFS [HZ N
HHSHA DX =X g2 F2 HHZE™-IHFE-ZE 5 MAL 2HM|E &3 chd|sto], MHEo| THAIEE |X|-

ADO4 Where the factual findings of the Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
administrative disposition conflict with | related administrative record, and any review object

the administrative record or are based | (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or

on a misapprehension of facts. decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
ADO04 ENE | AttelFo| Ay |=at SY HHEO| 2roto] AR HHEAA|, A HHINZ, 22|10 0| alAle XHE N
HESIALE AHME 2218t 2 MHZH-HE-2FE S A KNS Sl chb(sto], MOl HAEZ |X|
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

=
O HM3E 438
Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= A1z 01z Az 29
ADO5 Where administrative statutes or Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
regulations are misinterpreted or related administrative record, and any review object
improperly applied. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...

ADO5 BHHHS QSHAHL HR M 22, | S MHo| oto] Bl AYAA|, 23 HFYIIF, 12|10 0| dAtst Z N
MAEE-HE-AE S HALZAHE 2 chu|sto, MHo| tHAEE ||
t-2hol 3 PR E| QU] X HITBICH SRR A0l 7| E X HY,

RAANM ZY I, Mol Y W AETY J|Eel e 24
ADO6 Where administrative discretionary Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
authority is excéeded or abused. related administrative record, and any review object
(administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
ADO6 | WHNZHES YL ST B2, S o Boto] FQ YHAN, B YHI|Z, 12|72 0|2 MAE X2 N

—

MHBY-TE-ZY S A ZAAE M IS, BHOo| HAEZ ||
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

L1332 458

Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= A1z 01z Az 29
ADO7 Where the principle of proportionality | Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
is violated in an administrative related administrative record, and any review object
disposition. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
ADO7 | SEKZOIA HIHAES et ZL. S W0 Boto] WO WHAK), 2 YHI|Z, 12| 0|2 A KZ N
MHZH-BHE-BEY S AL M E 2l |3t BHO| HAEE |X|
tohol T EFEE| QX R HIRSICH YHAE BN, MeiE 20 @
Mol A2l et Jhsd, 3Aat Arel 2k 20[2l9] Y= 8l FHHof st HE
Olgel 7= &4
ADO8 Where the principle of equality is Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
violated in administrative dispositions. | related administrative record, and any review object
(administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
ADOS | HEKZOIN BSHXES Slukst 22 S WHo| sto] fQ FHAK), 2 YHI|Z, 12| 0|F AAE XZ N

HMYZEYE-HE-2E S A AHE S CHH|SH, WHO| HHAIEZ ||

Fehol = BRI UEX| 2 HIWBtch SAF BYAMY X, W8 X2l 7|FE
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

=
O HM3E 438
Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= Az 71= Az 29
ADO9 Where the principle of protection of Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
legitimate expectations is violated in related administrative record, and any review object
administrative dispositions. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
ADO9 | SIKZOIN MBS A Qs A2, | S WHol Botol [ WHAK, B2 YT, 12|71 0|S MAK M2 N
MHZH-BHE-BEY S AL M E 2l |3t BHO| HAEE |X|
trah o T CHEE|QUEX| R HI@BICh APH 2 A ES, HHOHY,
e E A, Mool My % 20[2f, I AMgel 7I™ ofF
AD10 Where additional conditions lacking Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the X
statutory basis are imposed on related administrative record, and any review object
administrative permits or approvals. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD10 WHRI-SIOf| HA 2 gl= RS BI10 | S WHO| 21510 21 AR, 2+H HYI|Z, 22|10 0|5 At MZE X
L. MHEY-HE-2E S A NS S Ch|sto, WHO| tHAIEZ ||
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

L1332 458

Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= Az 71= Az 29
AD11 Where a legally required Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
administrative hearing or similar related administrative record, and any review object
procedure is not conducted. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD11 YR S HE 2L 7 Eo = SY HHo|| 2roto] Mol AEMA|, 2 HHIIF, 22|10 0|F MAKR KZE N
HAEX] g2 B2 MHZH-BHE-BT S AL ZAHE 2l |3t BHO| HAEE |X|
FEfoll = B U= 2 H wott, AHHEE A oA, SX U S,
DIO|E = =AM, EM 7T, AYANE O|ROIAM Sl HHE KR
AD12 Where evidence submitted by the Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
party in administrative proceedings is | related administrative record, and any review object
insufficiently examined. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD12 EEAONM SARRZE ®ES S0l et | S WHol 2t5to] Rl BYAH|, 22 HYI|F, T2 0| dAtst A N

0z

27t =252 FR.
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

=
O HM3E 438
Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= Az 71= Az 29
AD13 Where newly submitted evidence Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
during administrative proceedings or | related administrative record, and any review object
appeals is not considered. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD13 HEEA} £ AP HFHOM M2 SY HHo|| 2roto] Mol AEMA|, 2 HHIIF, 22|10 0|F MAKR KZE N
HEE 5747t e x| gi2 B2 MHZH-HE-BE S AL AN E 2l |3t BHO| HAEE |X-
‘2ol 3P EIQUER| MY HlmBtch 30t RIS 7|2, B4-58 2],
YENE ool A o=, i AR J|x] o2
AD14 Where statutory or procedural Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
deadlines for administrative related administrative record, and any review object
dispositions are violated. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD14 YA HH J|ot & "Bt Izt SY YHO| 25t0] 2o AHAK|, 2A HHI|ZE, 22|10 0|E HAt HE N
Qtst Z< MHEY-HE-2E S A NS S Ch|sto, WHO| tHAIEZ ||

10
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

L1332 458

Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= A1z 01z Az 29
AD15 Where internal administrative Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the X
guidelines contrary to superior law are | related administrative record, and any review object
applied. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD15 Al HH Bt LR AEXES M0 | SY WHO| 2ot Mol AHMA|, 2 WHIIF, 22|10 0|F MAR XHZE X
B3 TMAZHBEAY S A RIS B hs(stel, WHo| HAEE |-
29l 2 CPHEIRER] A HlDBICH LR SEXIA LS, 49 HY 7
,HYNE 0|RS 2H X, EE (R S Y =4
AD16 Where the defect in an administrative | Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N2
disposition is grave and manifest such | related administrative record, and any review object
that the disposition is null and void. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD16 | BFxiEe| SiX17} SCistn Hustod S ol Boto] ©Q WHAK, B2 WHI|=, 12|11 0|5 MAIS M2 N2

MHBY-TE-ZY S A ZAAE M IS, BHOo| HAEZ ||

11
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

L1332 458

Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= A1z 01z Az 29
AD17 Where a bound administrative act is Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
misclassified as discretionary, or a related administrative record, and any review object
discretionary administrative act is (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
misclassified as bound. decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD17 158U EF M BEA HE)E SY WHo|| 2roto] Hol AEMA|, 2 HHIIF, 22|10 0|F MARe XZE N
MHR|Z, £= HTHRAE 715822 MHZH-BHE-BEY S AL M E 2l |3t BHO| HAEE |X|
eEgst AL 219l T CHEEIQUER| ST Bl DB 2 YR el RY,
HHKNE O|RS £7 =5, It 249 Zat o8, Q2RO H3k 24
AD18 Where significant changes in Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the X
circumstances are not reflected in the | related administrative record, and any review object
administrative disposition. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD18 AFE#HZO| Srhetol = XA 20| SY HHEO| 2roto] AR HHEAA|, A HHINZ, 22|10 0| alAle XHE X

12
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

=
O HM3E 438
Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= A1z 01z Az 29
AD19 Where grounds for administrative Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the X
cancellation or revocation are absent, | related administrative record, and any review object
or cancellation or revocation is based | (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
on a misapprehension of such decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
grounds. of whet...
AD19 BEXMZ | F|A-HS| AFRIH EXHBI SY WHo|| 2roto] Hol AEMA|, 2 HHIIF, 22|10 0|F MARe XZE X
7LE, AFRE 20l5t0 A F 4 Ea|ot MHZH-BHE-BEY S AL M E 2l |3t BHO| HAEE |X|
3L, 2o = EHRE|UEX| 2 HIWSoh AEANE FA-HI| AFRe| HH
TH, AHERI, 2 5= o8, SHAL KR 7tsd HE
AD20 Where discretionary authority in Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the X
administrative cancellation or related administrative record, and any review object
revocation is exceeded or abused. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD20 | IR HA-M3 WTAS YYSILL | S ol Boto] [ WHAR, B3 WHI|E, 12|17 0|5 HAIS M2 X

oL
0
ret
oy
40

13
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

L1332 458

Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
28 Az s Az 71= Az 29
AD21 Where statutory procedures for ex Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the X
officio administrative cancellation or related administrative record, and any review object
revocation are violated. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD21 | XA A3l WH BAHE, AANS | S WHol Botol [ WHAK|, B2 YT, 12|71 0| MA M2 X
S)E fldst F2 MAEE-HE-AE S HALZAHE 2 chu|sto, MHo| tHAEE ||
b o T CHEE|QUEX| R H DT HHAE £ A M| EX], H2 AA|
COlHME T3] o S HEEAH B ol 7=
AD22 Where unlawful omission (illegal Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the X
failure to act) occurs despite a related administrative record, and any review object
statutory duty to issue an (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
administrative disposition. decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD22 HEY O U= HHMZES O|HSIK| b= | S HWHEO| 25t0] A HHAA|, A HHI|Z, 22|10 0|8 alAle xHZE X
S0} 2lEst F=2. MHEY-HE-2E S A NS S Ch|sto, WHO| tHAIEZ ||

PCE ME Ea, 2| 7fe, HENE
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[ ] Section 3: Verification Table

L1332 458

Cat. Verification Items Basis for Judgment Verif.
g8 Az 8= Az 71= Az 29
AD23 Where the administrative disposition | Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the N
conflicts with prior commitments, related administrative record, and any review object
guidance, or official interpretations. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD23 AR o, o, 26 St SY WHo|| 2roto] Hol AEMA|, 2 HHIIF, 22|10 0|F MARe XZE N
HEE = YEHMZS o R MAEE-HE-AE S HALZAHE 2 chu|sto, MHo| tHAEE ||
FEboll - EPFRE =] 2 H okt AP S, AFS|M, 1A,
SEXR, MR St =4 WHAME W Hlw
AD24 Where the requirements for imposing | Cross-structure review of the source administrative object, the X
administrative fines or enforcement related administrative record, and any review object
penalties are misconstrued. (administrative appeal ruling, rehearing ruling, judgment, or
decision) that addressed the same issue, with direct comparison
of whet...
AD24 O|HZXZ, dElz S WEA £t RAS | S YHO|| 25to] Hel AFHMA|, 22 AHIIF, 22|10 0|F HAret A X

15




M Section 4

erification Description

Vv
W H42 435 29

Where specific grounds for the administrative disposition are not stated in the written

Cat No ADO1 o
decision.
Reference The source object is the rejection notice and the review object is the rehearing dismissal
Verification Structure judgment, with the grounds-statement issue raised in the applicant materials.
Structure Comparative | Applicant claims missing reasons, but the judgment resolves the case via abuse-of-right
Structure dismissal, creating a mismatch with no substantive correspondence.
Structural Source object (rejection reasons) and review object (procedural dismissal) are not connected
Elements by a traceable issue-to-reasoning correspondence chain.
Structural Layer
Structural The issue is present but structurally dropped in the review object, contributing to cumulative
Summary disconnection across multiple asserted issues.
w Final Verif. N2
=
<
=
L
= 25 ADO1 BHEMZMol FHIE HEALR7E 7IME]X] 242 B2,
o
v —— AUl MH= HrAX 2 SXI0| 1 MA ZiM|= M2l 25t HEO|IH, MEM ALRZIM WH2 LUHA ZM0l|A
e s
S HA|EiCt
= ds A=
< MEel 2M2| O|FHA| 20 FEIF HE| J[2 2ME SY AR HHES 0|R 2 2{BI5IH HEAR 7IM
3] Hli 1=
L YWHO| H| W FZ=0i|M THEEICE
[~
w A AMAC] MEALT 7|H o2t MAF K|l 25} =2= MZ CHE dAL KIS "Hstd o =7t
> IE QL
3' HA[X| gb=Ct
o = 34
=) HEAR 710 W2 MIIEASL 712 M7t 2ot == HESHK| phof TS EHEO| HEE= HWEl=Z
E 2= Q%
LIEpE
= bt
(-4
= IR s 2 N2
(7))
O
o.
g
<
=
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M Section 4

erification Description

Vv
W H42 435 29

Where an opportunity to submit opinions has not been provided prior to an adverse

Cat No ADO02 o T
administrative disposition.
Reference There is a supplement-and-rejection flow, yet discrete units for opinion submission
pp ] y p
Verification Structure opportunity are not clearly stated in the document set.
Structure Comparative | The judgment’s procedural dismissal prevents a stage-to-stage correspondence check on
p Judg p p 9 9 p
Structure opinion submission opportunity.
Structural Opinion-opportunity elements are not specified at the source level and are not reviewed at the
Elements judgment level, breaking correspondence.
Structural Layer
Structural The record does not provide enough structured units to confirm preservation of the opinion-
p g p p
Summary opportunity issue across stages.
w Final Verif. N
=
<
s
e
= 25 ADO02 0]t AHKZ Hol| AANE 71217t FHEIX] 22 FL.
o
) i am | B 2SI S82 SOIL oI 712 0] 0128 HPIY NUEK|-IUN BRI 2A 70|
e s
S 5£240] HAIE K| g=ct.
= ds A=
s "o O|HNIE 713 WHO| ZM ZH TS 22 X g1, 712t M2 2{3t =2|of| 2fdh Hl W 7L&T}
45
™ T |emeEn
<
g x4 A MA[Q Q| ARIE HAF Tl MlAF K| HE eI BE ol 42 HEEE= 8 X 2O EL
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M Section 4

Verification Description

W A4 A 2F

Where the procedures for administrative appeal or judicial review are not properly

Cat No ADO3 .
notified.
Reference The disposition notice itself is not available for extracting appeal-guidance units, and the
Verification Structure judgment is the only review document given.
Structure Comparative | No explicit appeal-guidance issue is preserved across documents, preventing a structured
Structure comparison of notice contents.
Structural Core appeal-guidance elements are missing as extractable units and are not reviewed, leaving
Elements no correspondence chain.
Structural Layer
Structural Without disposition-notice guidance units, structural alignment on this item cannot be
Summary confirmed across stages.
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where the factual findings of the administrative disposition conflict with the

Cat No ADO4 o ) ] ]
administrative record or are based on a misapprehension of facts.
Reference Factual dispute units are present in applicant materials, but the review object is a dismissal
Verification Structure judgment that does not develop a fact-evidence analysis unit.
Structure Comparative | The judgment’s abuse-of-action focus prevents a factual conflict comparison between
Structure disposition and records.
Structural Source factual issues and evidence are not connected to any review evaluation unit, leaving no
Elements correspondence chain.
Structural Layer
Structural The dataset shows a factual dispute but no review-stage structural handling of that dispute.
Summary
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4: Verification Description

W A4 A 2F

Cat No ADO5 Where administrative statutes or regulations are misinterpreted or improperly applied.
Reference Legal-application issues are raised in applicant materials, while no law_text is provided and the
Verification Structure judgment does not set out a subsumption analysis structure.
Structure Comparative | The review object relies on prior rejections and abuse-of-action, disconnecting from the legal-
Structure application comparison structure.
Structural The chain from legal provision to subsumption to review evaluation is missing at the judgment
Elements stage, breaking correspondence.
Structural Layer
Structural Legal misapplication issues are present but are not carried into a review-stage alignment
Summary structure.

Final Verif. N
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M Section 4: Verification Description

W A4 A 2F

Cat No ADO06 Where administrative discretionary authority is exceeded or abused.
Reference A rejection disposition exists, yet discretionary-factor documentation is not shown, and the
Verification Structure review object does not present a discretion-review analysis unit.
Structure

Comparative

The review object does not structurally correspond to a discretion-abuse issue, creating a

Structure mismatch between asserted issue units and review reasoning units.
Structural The discretionary reasoning chain (factors —>scope—review) is missing, leaving only procedural
Elements dismissal elements at the review stage.
Structural Layer
Structural Discretion-abuse verification cannot be structurally completed due to missing discretion units
Summary and omitted review correspondence.
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4: Verification Description

=~ = M
W H42 435 29
Cat No ADO7 Where the principle of proportionality is violated in an administrative disposition.
Reference The source disposition exists, yet proportionality elements are not documented as extractable
Verification Structure units, and the judgment does not conduct a proportionality review.
Structure Comparative | The review object's abuse-of-action dismissal does not correspond to proportionality
Structure elements, blocking cross-stage comparison.
Structural Core proportionality elements are missing as structured units at both source and review
Elements stages, so correspondence cannot be maintained.
Structural Layer
Structural The dataset lacks a sustained proportionality correspondence chain from disposition to review
Summary object.
Final Verif. N
g2 ADO7 YK 0 HH S ofHiEt F2.
O EFELY, HiZ A Tt Rt S Cioh-HaF @A M TEE HAIE K]
Az 3z 2{sict
| HAF ZK[0I M MHF = HAL|X| b0t 2M 2H CHS =7} MK =L}
FERASO0| & CHA0|M HEE|X| ot HIZ| @A HAEQ| FZ TheTh H7SHK| =Lt
2= 59l
x99 Hi| BCHOl Ml 4Tt MAEIX| 882 7|2 2 M7t BAL 26tz B2 8 =7t B2t
5z 2z 23t N

22




w
=
g
&
—
=
o
w
O
=
=
=
<
=
—
-4
L
>
-l
<
-4
=)
-
O
=)
(-4
=
0
0
O
-B
<
<
=

M Section 4: Verification Description

W A4 A 2F

Cat No ADO8 Where the principle of equality is violated in administrative dispositions.
Reference Comparator and internal-standard units are not sufficiently provided, and the review object
Verification Structure does not conduct an equality analysis due to dismissal.
Structure Comparative | No stage-to-stage comparative reasoning appears in the judgment, leaving an unaddressed
Structure equality issue unit.
Structural Equality-structure elements are not connected from source to review, breaking the
Elements correspondence chain.
Structural Layer
Structural The dataset does not maintain an equality correspondence structure across stages.
Summary
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where the principle of protection of legitimate expectations is violated in administrative

Cat No ADO09 . .
dispositions.
Reference Reliance assertions exist, yet the source disposition’s justification structure is not shown and
Verification Structure the review object does not analyze legitimate expectation.
Structure Comparative | The judgment’s abuse-of-action dismissal does not correspond to legitimate-expectation
Structure elements, leaving the issue unaddressed structurally.
Structural The chain from reliance facts to review-stage balancing is missing, so correspondence is
Elements broken.
Structural Layer
Structural The dataset fails to maintain a legitimate-expectation correspondence structure from source
Summary to review.
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where additional conditions lacking statutory basis are imposed on administrative

Cat No AD10 .
permits or approvals.
Reference The documents center on a rejection disposition and a rehearing dismissal judgment, without
Verification Structure any additional-condition clause units.
Structure

Comparative

There is no condition-related issue unit preserved across documents, so correspondence

Structure analysis on conditions cannot proceed.
Structural No condition-imposition elements are present in the source object or addressed in the review
Elements object, making the item inapplicable.
Structural Layer
Structural The prerequisite structure for additional-condition review is missing, so the item does not
Summary apply to this case type presentation.
Final Verif. X
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M Section 4: Verification Description

=~ = M
W H42 435 29
Cat No AD11 Where a legally required administrative hearing or similar procedure is not conducted.
Reference The dataset does not include hearing-related records, and the review object does not develop
Verification Structure a hearing-procedure examination unit.
Structure Comparative | The absence of structured hearing units prevents forming a cross-stage correspondence
Structure comparison.
Structural No hearing-procedure elements are present or reviewed, so the correspondence structure
Elements cannot be constructed.
Structural Layer
Structural Hearing omission cannot be structurally verified due to missing procedural units and no
Summary review-stage handling.
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where evidence submitted by the party in administrative proceedings is insufficiently

Cat No AD12 )
examined.
Reference Evidence is referenced by the applicant, yet no disposition-level evidence review structure is
Verification Structure shown and the review object does not present evidentiary analysis units.
Structure Comparative | The judgment’s procedural dismissal omits an evidence-review correspondence structure,
Structure preventing cross-stage comparison.
Structural Evidence-review structural elements are missing at both source and review stages, so
Elements correspondence cannot be established.
Structural Layer
Structural The dataset does not sustain an evidence-review correspondence structure across stages.
Summary
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where newly submitted evidence during administrative proceedings or appeals is not

Cat No AD13 )
considered.
Reference The applicant document frames new evidence submissions as issue-defining units, while the
Verification Structure institution document frames the case through a procedural dismissal structure.
Structure

Comparative

Across documents, the new-evidence units asserted by the applicant lack a matched review

Structure unit showing consideration or specific rejection reasons.
Structural Source object, review object, and correspondence object are identifiable, but the evidence-
Elements consideration linkage is structurally missing in the review reasoning.
Structural Layer
Structural The asserted new-evidence structure is not carried into the review reasoning, producing an
Summary omission-type correspondence failure.
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4: Verification Description

W H42 435 29
Cat No AD14 Where statutory or procedural deadlines for administrative dispositions are violated.
Reference The timeline/limit issue is central in the applicant’s source narrative, whereas the institution
Verification Structure document centers on procedural inadmissibility rather than deadline analysis.
Structure

Comparative

The deadline-violation issue units are not carried into the review reasoning as date-

Structure comparison or calculation units, resulting in omission.
Structural Although source and review objects exist, the correspondence layer lacks an explicit deadline
Elements review structure in the judgment reasoning.
Structural Layer
Structural The procedural timeline issue is asserted but not structurally addressed in the review
Summary document, indicating a disconnection.
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4: Verification Description

W A4 A 2F

Cat No AD15 Where internal administrative guidelines contrary to superior law are applied.
Reference The record focuses on statutory provisions and regulations, without a distinct internal-
Verification Structure guideline basis unit in the asserted source reasoning.
Structure

Comparative

Because no internal-guideline application unit appears in either document set, the

Structure comparative correspondence structure for this item is not formed.
Structural The required guideline element is absent from the structural elements of the case documents,
Elements even though other objects exist.
Structural Layer
Structural The case materials do not instantiate an internal-guideline-versus-superior-law structure.
Summary
Final Verif. X
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where the defect in an administrative disposition is grave and manifest such that the

Cat No AD16 R )
disposition is null and void.
Reference Nullity is framed through several defect units in the applicant narrative, whereas the
Verification Structure institution judgment is framed around inadmissibility rather than defect-by-defect review.
Structure Comparative | Across stages, multiple nullity-related issue units lack matched review modules, producing
Structure cumulative correspondence failures rather than a single gap.
Structural The structural elements show a source disposition and a review judgment, yet the
Elements correspondence layer omits several nullity-condition assessment units.
Structural Layer
Structural The review structure bypasses multiple nullity-ground modules, resulting in repeated and
Summary layered disconnection.
Final Verif. N2
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where a bound administrative act is misclassified as discretionary, or a discretionary

Cat No AD17 o ) o .
administrative act is misclassified as bound.
Reference Bound-versus-discretion framing appears in the applicant's issue layout, but the institution
Verification Structure document’s structure focuses on procedural abuse rather than act-type classification.
Structure

Comparative

No matched classification-reasoning unit exists in the review document to correspond to the

Structure applicant’s bound/discretion contention.
Structural Despite identifiable source and review objects, the correspondence structure omits the act-
Elements type classification reasoning element.
Structural Layer
Structural The classification contention is not preserved across stages as a reviewed issue module.
Summary
Final Verif. N
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where significant changes in circumstances are not reflected in the administrative

Cat No AD18 o
disposition.
Reference A change-of-circumstances module is not central or clearly instantiated in the applicant's
Verification Structure structural issue layout.
Structure

Comparative

Because neither side presents a clear change-of-circumstances assessment unit, cross-

Structure document correspondence for this item is not formed.
Structural The change-of-circumstances element is not identifiable as an issue unit in the case
Elements documents.
Structural Layer
Structural The case record does not instantiate a change-of-circumstances correspondence structure.
Summary
Final Verif. X
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where grounds for administrative cancellation or revocation are absent, or cancellation

Cat No AD19 o ) ]
or revocation is based on a misapprehension of such grounds.
Reference The dominant structure concerns a return/refusal-type disposition rather than an ex officio
Verification Structure cancellation/revocation structure.
Structure Comparative | No cross-stage cancellation/revocation issue module is formed in the documents, preventing
Structure item-level correspondence evaluation.
Structural The cancellation/revocation structural element is absent from the identifiable act units in the
Elements record.
Structural Layer
Structural The documents do not present a cancellation/revocation-ground correspondence structure.
Summary
Final Verif. X
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where discretionary authority in administrative cancellation or revocation is exceeded

Cat No AD20
or abused.
Reference A cancellation/revocation discretion module is not instantiated as the central act-type
Verification Structure structure in the provided documents.
Structure

Comparative

Without a cancellation/revocation act module, the comparative correspondence structure for

Structure discretion abuse is not formed.
Structural The cancellation/revocation discretion structural element is not identifiable in the record,
Elements which focuses on return/refusal issues.
Structural Layer
Structural The documents do not present a cancellation/revocation discretion-abuse correspondence
Summary structure.
Final Verif. X
g2 AD20 HHEKZ FA-Ho| WHAS LESIL 8% B2
Aol Mol A2|8S 0| U QUOLE O BH2 9iE 7 wato|n] HA-MS| WY SX PEZ
J|E Rx
EEES CEERR S
IR RE | 712 2Aol 3A-M8| W HIZEY BT BRI} glo] S REJL HAEIX| et
FE QA | F2-H|7} ot gaf Al REO|DR 43| A 247t gict
2= 59l
FERY | T4 MY YL TET} glof HINo|Ct
£ s zn X
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where statutory procedures for ex officio administrative cancellation or revocation are

Cat No AD21 ]
violated.
Reference A cancellation/revocation procedural module (notice/hearing) is not instantiated as an act unit
Verification Structure in the provided record structure.
Structure

Comparative

Without a cancellation/revocation act and its procedure units, there is no cross-document

Structure correspondence structure to evaluate.
Structural The requisite procedural element tied to ex officio cancellation/revocation is not identifiable in
Elements the documents.
Structural Layer
Structural The documents do not present a cancellation/revocation procedural-violation correspondence
Summary structure.
Final Verif. X
B AD21 A F2-Hlo] Y HAH(HE, AHNE 5)E oluidt 22,
Aol M2 72t 2M= Btale 2l % M 2ot UL Z T HE[0] FA-HS| B LRI LIEHLLX]|
INEFZE
3 3z grect.
@ PE | FAHS ML glonR BA et (S TEE HAE|X| ek
Ax 2L Fa-Ee| BAI|F Te|7F Ak =0l gUCt
2= 59l
FE QY |2 A BZ0|A ST BA9lut 22 KRR eert,
HE a2 X
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where unlawful omission (illegal failure to act) occurs despite a statutory duty to issue

Cat No AD22 T
an administrative disposition.
Reference The source act unit is a return disposition, so an omission-type source structure is not
Verification Structure instantiated.
Structure Comparative | No cross-document omission correspondence can be formed because the case centers on an
Structure affirmative disposition rather than non-action.
Structural The omission structural elements are absent since the act under review is a return disposition.
Elements
Structural Layer
Structural The record does not instantiate an omission-based correspondence structure.
Summary
Final Verif. X
22 AD22 WA 0| U= WHKES O|WSIK| R SIS L.
JNE A= 2 AlZdol ol fEE= X2 X|Ho| oLz} B X 2ol EME WMz FHEC
Az 3z
I RE |72 2AE BEQ| TICH TS E3SHK| 002 TS BlmIt YSHR| YLk
E QA 22el @47t glof o &Fe| = BVt FHE|X| =Lt
EE
7z 8% HFEAE AMZ0|22 2o =2 MEEX| gh=Ct.
=k a4 20 X
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where the administrative disposition conflicts with prior commitments, guidance, or

Cat No AD23 S )
official interpretations.
Reference A prior-guidance/reliance module is presented in the applicant’s source narrative, positioned
Verification Structure against the later return disposition unit.
Structure Comparative | The guidance-versus-disposition conflict unit lacks a matched review unit, creating an
Structure omission-type correspondence gap.
Structural While the reliance and subsequent disposition elements are asserted, the review reasoning
Elements omits a structural element that compares and resolves the conflict.
Structural Layer
Structural The conflict issue is asserted but not structurally addressed in the review stage.
Summary
Final Verif. N
B AD23 AP gof, oY, RN Sat 4EE= BYHMES St E2
INEFE AEel M= AT Sl 2ol Chet M2 HY 2 =9 37t o|Ro{FC= 122 YRS HHlh}
Az 3z
IR RE (7|2 2ME AHQI RAjo] ALY Sol/He WHES MNMOR tiSstxl oot 55 HE XIS
HOU-HAL HH| = AQLE APH QHH CHH| £ K22 ZES R E S 7271 A OIR0IM =HQIE[X|
1 eA
FE 59| gh=ct
1xE 2% EE MHO| FX|EX] RSt A CHAOIM LEHOZ F2bEl MENCE
HE a2 N
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M Section 4

Vv
W H42 435 29

erification Description

Where the requirements for imposing administrative fines or enforcement penalties are

Cat No AD24 )
misconstrued.
Reference No administrative penalty imposition act unit is instantiated in the case’s source-object
Verification Structure structure.
Structure Comparative | Because a penalty imposition structure is absent, the comparative correspondence structure
Structure for this item is not formed.
Structural The required enforcement fine/administrative fine elements are not present in the documents’
Elements act-type structure.
Structural Layer
Structural The documents do not present an administrative penalty requirement-misconstrual
Summary correspondence structure.
Final Verif. X
B AD24 O|AZHZ, ez S WA Fut AU 2005 FR.
INEFE Aol M2 7|2t 2ME BN E X A 2SS MO ot AFHA St =7t @ich
Az 3z
Hlw 3= M £ X20| A Z TS Hw AM|7H H=|X| b=Ct
x84 HEATH 2t @474 AHA Fx0f| giCh.
e
7z 8% HI™ Atzio] OfLIEZ 2 et=2 H[XEO|Ct
HE dz #@n X
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[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

(I H5HE: hE &

Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.

=5 s = T ol a3

ADO1 Where specific grounds for the The judgment's procedural dismissal omits substantive N2
administrative disposition are not correspondence to the grounds issue, and the same
stated in the written decision. disconnection recurs across issues, yielding N2.

ADO1 HEM MO FHE H2AMRZE 7KK | A&l Z2M2 O|FHAl 20 HHO| 7|2t M0l A &K H|w glo] 215 N2
2 3. =22 KHEHE|0] & THHo| COHE W ST HhE- SR E 22 N2C

ADO02 Where an opportunity to submit With an existing source object but missing/unaligned opinion- N
opinions has not been provided prior | opportunity correspondence to the review object, the criterion is
to an adverse administrative not met, so N.
disposition.

ADO2 20|t AXKE Mol o AX|= 7[2|7t H|woj| ot MAt QA7 SHETH AEj0ol|lA &AL K7 ST WHE N

0.

2
R/X|-S5HX| gbot 7= Y40l EFEIX| 2222 NO|C}.
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[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

(I H5HE: hE &

Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.

=5 s = T ol a3

ADO3 Where the procedures for Given an existing source object but missing comparable guidance N
administrative appeal or judicial units and no review handling, the criteria are not met, so N.
review are not properly notified.

ADO3 UHMT = WHAS 5 SSHAPL H|w 7tset OX| FEIL ZMoi| LIEHLEX] Qf0t CHE X & =elet 4= g, N
HHSHA 0X[E[X] 42 B2 el A7t ZxHsHEZ U7t ofL|2t NOJLC},

AD04 Where the factual findings of the With an existing factual issue but omitted review N
administrative disposition conflict with | correspondence, the criteria are not satisfied, so N.
the administrative record or are based
on a misapprehension of facts.

AD04 UHK O AHMRIFO| HHTI|IE At ZA H| w7t 7Hse B o| MHOo| M7 || A0l 7|2 A7t =Xt N

AESIALE A

=
o
o
ro
ro
oY
40

ZSt2 Al ME2|E dEkl thE =7t +21%(0] NO|C}.
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[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

L] H5Z: thE &

Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.

=5 s = T ol a3

ADO5 Where administrative statutes or Given missing law_text and omitted review correspondence to N
regulations are misinterpreted or legal-application claims, the criteria are not met, so N.
improperly applied.

ADO5 | #IHHES QofsiiLt B M8 AL, | ¥ MY HHo| Wt FRo|H HY 220 ¢ 7|2 2AT AKX HY N

HMES CIEX| 0L S 7 =7 YRlsH| gte D2 NOoJCt,

ADO6 Where administrative discretionary Missing law_text and absent discretion-review correspondence N
authority is exceeded or abused. despite an existing source object lead to N.

ADO6 | WHMAS YLSIFLL ST FL. T AS Stolst HEA-7|Z0| £ MEfOIA 7|2 2HE x| WY N

HAE MISSHX| ekoF 7= Hehd 0| EFE|X| @SB 2 No|Ct

S
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[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

(I H5HE: hE &
Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.
=5 s = T ol a3
ADO7 Where the principle of proportionality | Because proportionality elements are not available for N
is violated in an administrative comparison and the judgment does not address them, the
disposition. criteria are not met, so N.
ADO7 HKZ0IM HIHYE S oldet FL. Hi@A PXEE HuY 247t 26T A AMQ HISE 9l 7% N
8 Mm= Nojct
ADO8 Where the principle of equality is With an existing claim but missing structured comparators and N
violated in administrative dispositions. | omitted review correspondence, the criteria are not satisfied, so
N.
AD08 | AN HEAXS QEist 2L b ZO| Chet @ XV BESHD 7|2 2M7} 0| Ma|str] got N
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[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

(I H5HE: hE &

Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.

=5 s = T ol a3

ADO09 Where the principle of protection of With an existing reliance issue but missing review-stage N
legitimate expectations is violated in correspondence, the criteria are not met, so N.
administrative dispositions.

AD09 | SEXEOIM AZHe AXS Qs AL, | MZ|ES QA7 HI|EUSUE 7B 2A7t0|S HESts PEE N

HZstX| kot th8 &7} F===[0f NO|C},

AD10 Where additional conditions lacking Without any additional-condition structure, this item is not X
statutory basis are imposed on applicable, so X.
administrative permits or approvals.

AD10 QIS 7o HE 2A gls RS 2138 | Bao| EXsh= 517152 M2 0| ot 2t 7 Thel glo] X E X
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=7Hs5E2 Xo|Ct.
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[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

(I H5HE: hE &

Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.

=5 s = T ol a3

AD11 Where a legally required Given an existing source object but missing hearing units and no N
administrative hearing or similar review correspondence, the correct structural outcome is N.
procedure is not conducted.

AD11 | #HN2 S WY WA 27E0E M2 PE7} F6| RAIEIX| QIO HK|7t EXSIO2 HIR BE5E U N
HAEZX 22 E32 2 XN2|g +¢ln 7= 0]¢-2 o= NoJCh

AD12 Where evidence submitted by the With an existing evidence claim but missing evidence-review N
party in administrative proceedings is | units and omitted review correspondence, the criteria are not
insufficiently examined. met, so N.

AD12 AEEXOI M GAXTL ®IETH Z740] et | A7t HT|=AZ0E Bt 2E7F 2MSOIM 2QIEX] @81 712 2 M7t N

0=

27t 2=t F2.

0| H2[5tx| gkof 7= HYYO| EFE[X| 2B = NOJICE

s =—
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[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

CJHSE: oiHE

Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.

=5 s = T =l a3

AD13 Where newly submitted evidence is assigned because comparison is possible yet the review N
during administrative proceedings or | document omits a traceable structure showing consideration of
appeals is not considered. newly submitted evidence.

AD13 | ST S WHAT BHON M2 Aol MA BRI BE EXfSILL M 57 HES| S FEIH HAEIX| 2ot N
HEE At 1BEX| b2 B2, L2t o2 Ne & BhElrt

AD14 Where statutory or procedural is assigned because the review reasoning lacks a traceable N
deadlines for administrative timeline-to-deadline correspondence unit despite the issue being
dispositions are violated. present.

AD14 HEKZ HE Jlet S Bihy 722 Hlw 7ts #2271 JAZ0 7[et /gt MHOo| MAL O] ROIM F2IE0 N N
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[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

(] M5H: ojEE®

Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.

=5 s = T ol 43

AD15 Where internal administrative is assigned since no internal administrative guideline application X
guidelines contrary to superior law are | unit is detectable in the documents.
applied.

AD15 | Ak9| 0] Hhots L HHXIAES M8 | AR KA 18-S TX7} elo] oY $22 HINBOZR X BT X
32

AD16 Where the defect in an administrative | is assigned because the same correspondence defect (non- N2
disposition is grave and manifest such | engagement) recurs across multiple nullity-related issue layers.
that the disposition is null and void.

AD16 UHEK | StAtIH st HHsto] o3 R1 WHO| A0 F2-HHEE = 2RI} HHEE[0] T NO| OfL|2} N2

N22 THgetrt,

47




w
=
g
&
=
=
o
w
O
=
=
=
<
=
—
-4
w
>
-l
<
-4
=)
-
O
=)
(-4
=
0
(]
O
-B
<
<
=

[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

LI HSE: oHEHE
Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.
=5 s = T ol a3
AD17 Where a bound administrative act is is assigned due to the absence of a traceable act-type N
misclassified as discretionary, or a classification correspondence unit in the review document.
discretionary administrative act is
misclassified as bound.
AD17 7|1&¥L(QU BF A HEA H2)E el R 2F0M Chet TS 271 8lo] 2t BHEE N Zhgsttt N
TR, i HHIS 7|42
REFER
AD18 Where significant changes in is assigned because the prerequisite change-of-circumstances X
circumstances are not reflected in the | structure is not detectable in the documents.
administrative disposition.
AD18 AEHZO| SO0l = AEKAE0 AFHZE TR AEEX] 2ot e 252 X= EHESHTL X
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LI HSE: oHEHE
Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.
=5 dz = T =l a3

AD19 Where grounds for administrative is assigned because ex officio cancellation/revocation is not X
cancellation or revocation are absent, | structurally present in the case documents.
or cancellation or revocation is based
on a misapprehension of such
grounds.

AD19 BEXMZ | F|A-HS| AFRIH EXHBI | A-Ho| @47 BRSIH X2 Tt X
7LE, AFRE 20l5t0 A F 4 Ea|ot
B2,

AD20 Where discretionary authority in is assigned because ex officio cancellation/revocation is not X
administrative cancellation or structurally present, so discretion abuse in that context cannot be
revocation is exteeded or abused. assessed.

AD20 HENE Fa-Ho| HPAS LESAHLE T #2710 X= B BHC X
HE%t 3.
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(] H|5&: jZ &

Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.
=5 dz = T =l a3
AD21 Where statutory procedures for ex is assigned because the ex officio cancellation/revocation X
officio administrative cancellation or procedural structure is not present in the case materials.
revocation are violated.
AD21 A FA-Heo| HYE HAKEHE, 9 HMZE | ®A 727t ¢lo] X2 THEsict X
S)E fluiet 32
AD22 Where unlawful omission (illegal is assigned because the case does not present an unlawful X
failure to act) occurs despite a omission structure.
statutory duty to issue an
administrative disposition.
AD22 HE OF U= HHXMZES O|HSIX| b= | 229 | M| 7F 2t XZ BB X
EER7L 2HE F2.
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[ ] Section 5: Mapping Table

(I H5HE: hE &

Cat. Verification Items Structural Check Verif.

=5 s = T ol a3

AD23 Where the administrative disposition | is assigned due to omission of a traceable correspondence N
conflicts with prior commitments, module addressing conflict with prior commitments or guidance.
guidance, or official interpretations.

AD23 AP gof, i FotLl, RAEHA St AP QFLH/2tS T HE2{ o] ZE0f| CHE CHS & F2IQ= N THESiCt N
ABEE YYNES o B2

AD24 Where the requirements for imposing | is assigned because the case does not involve an administrative X
administrative fines or enforcement fine/enforcement penalty imposition structure.
penalties are misconstrued.

AD24 oldZHZ, Hel=2 S AEMK 2ot @S | AEHZ-0|HZHF Bt E7F 275t X2 EHEBHCE X
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