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Summary: The respondent corporations intentionally inflicted economic harm
on the promoter of abusiness venture. The unintended, but
foreseeable, result was that the appellants, who were investorsin
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that venture, also suffered economic loss. The appellants sued the
respondents for certain intentional torts and negligence. The
clamsin the intentional torts were dismissed at trial because the
judge found the respondents did not intend to injure the appellants.
The appellants claim in negligence was dismissed because the
judge found that the respondents owed them no duty of care. The
appellants appealed only the dismissal of their negligence claim.

I ssue: Did the judge err in law by finding that the respondents owed the
appellants no duty of care?

Result: Appeal dismissed. Thejudge did not err in finding that any duty of
care was negated by the policy consideration of indeterminate
liability. Thejudge did err, however, in finding that a prima facie
duty of care existed. As argued by the respondents, the judge’'s
dismissal of the action should also be upheld on that basis.
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