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Abstract: The 2009 amendment to the “Insurance Law” article 65 adds the provision that the third party victim to
the insured event has the right of direct compensation claim from insurer under certain circumstances. This is a pro—
gress of our legal system on liability insurance. However the “Insurance Law” does not make clear specification on
how to identify the insured’s “idle at the request” behavior which may give rise to difficulties in handling such ca—
ses judicially. Under the current situation in order to ensure the fulfillment of legislative purpose that the liability in-
surance system protects third party victims it is highly necessary and feasible to summarize common features of the
insured’s “idle at the request” and to define “idle at the request” behavior from the time limit perspective accord—
ing to the judicial interpretation. Furthermore it is also feasible to establish the system of “direct claim-urging
claim-direct indemnification” among the third party the insurer and the insured.
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