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High Court upholds ruling on collapse of quake-hit building
The Taiwan High Court yesterday upheld a lower court ruling against the Taipei City Government, finding the administration negligent in properly overseeing construction of a building that collapsed, killing 87 occupants, in the huge September 21 earthquake. 

However, the high court reduced the compensation payable by the city government to the building’s residents from NT$480 million, previously set by the Taipei District Court in an earlier ruling, to NT$332.8 million. 

The high court explained it had applied stricter criteria for calculating compensation which resulted in a decrease of NT$150 million. 

After learning of the verdict yesterday, the earthquake victims urged the city government not to appeal the court’s decision, as it had against the district court verdict. 

The lawsuit filed by residents of the collapsed building held the city government liable for the collapse as authorities had issued a construction permit to unqualified applicants to build the apartment block and had filed to supervise the project properly. 

The high court awarded compensation only on the charge of failing to adequately supervise the project.

The 921 earthquake in 1999, which registered 7.3 on the Richter scale at the epicenter in Nantou County, caused widespread damage across the central Taiwan area. 

The Tung Hsing Building victims requested compensation from the Taipei City Government in December, 2000, but were rejected. 

The negligence of the Taipei City Government’s inspectors, and the substandard construction of Tung Hsing Building constitutes a “cause and effect,” therefore, the victims legitimately applied for national compensation, the verdict stated. 

Yesterday’s court verdict said inspectors failed to examine the building materials for the Tsung Hsing Building before the concrete was used. 

Chen Wei-jen, the chief of the Taipei City Government’s Public Works Department yesterday said he was puzzled and dissatisfied with the ruling, and revealed that a decision would be made later on whether to appeal the verdict. 

