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The appeal setting is a landlord-tenant dispute in which the appellant, an expatriate, finds themselves entangled in a complex legal battle orchestrated by a legally adept landlord. The appellant resists unjust financial
demands and seeks to rectify numerous grievances while navigating a legal landscape that appears biased, with the landlord employing sophisticated diversionary tactics.
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Disregard for Contractual Obligations 1€ landlord has consistently and intentionally failed to fulfill her contractual obligations, creating an environment of uncertainty and |nsecur|ty
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Including the husband's admission to making that violently threatening scary phone call, threats to the appellant's well-being have been employed.
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| Cohesion and Threats
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There has been a selective enforcement of laws that overwhelmingly appears to favor the landlord's interests, creating a profound sense of injustice.

Selective Enforcement of Laws
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Itis |mperat|ve that the authorities thoroughly examine the evidence presented, including video evidence, to conclude that the appellant should not
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appellant is entitled to compensation
| for enduring a nightmarish ordeal due to a legal system that has acted unjustly and disproportionately against him.
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Disproportionate Punishment The punishment initially imposed on the appellant, notably six months in prison, is glaringly disproportionate to
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the |nfract|ons committed. This injustice is further underscored by the ample video evidence available, which should undoubtedly
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exonerate the appellant from any financial liability. It is imperative that the legal system recognizes this evidence and acts in a manner that redresses the wrongs done to the appellant by ensuring he receives the NT$175,000 he rightly deserves.
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