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—NFTF=ANTIT

wRk  EAE
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1 Anns/Kamloops 7 X b

EEBRBVROOLND DL, VERTOERBERPFET 256 ICBRES NS
RETHDLEIEZOLNT, HREZIIPIE L KO TDED, BERAIKD 5
REOEEZMOENLS) L2 EEL, MIEFZOI)IEHRT LI LGN
Thh., o, FEEIREEIBEEZENTWSL Z L2 REDH > TV DL PHI-> T
HREEXIBREMEREEIME LG 2L BREH L5610, FEHED
\ZFE1ES % & L7z Hedley Byrne B IRBEHI ENZ, 204 L Lich /2o T [ A5
OFHMPTIIEM S, BRI HH S kT 7] RSN T2 (Feldthusen
[1995] p.149) 6

Z LT, 72& 21X, Rivtow Marine FAFFEFRECHIFTH 92X, Hedley Byrne FA4-H
ROFREER R T, FEOFEREFEH L 72, REFHICICBIT 2 HEERD.
Hedley Byrne F: OIS OMMALEELIZE TAHA ) V2 Y ABTEERILIRET 5
CER Lol HIEERIIZ, BAZEORAE L 2B E R R LA O MBS %
BUEHICRT 2 L2 b 2 Lid, BEFICmERIELZEHIT 20 LRLEZ LI
Bl L7, ZThud, RIBGEGOBAFTMERIEREN %2, BEE LB, fitk LT
WLOTRIFIUE, ZZHES W TBEIHBEHORMAZROLHZ LI TE RV EMHS
NTVLZENEH, NETAHELICOWTY, #EFIX, FPRTREZWHENEEC
DWTOHREAE I L TEEEEZ AV, BFRERIIOVWTORBER KIZZAD S

1 Hedley Byrne & Co.Ltd. v. Heller & Partners Ltd., [1964] AC 465.
2 Rivtow Marine Ltd. v. Washington Iron Works, [1972] 3 W.W.R. 735, 26 D.L.R. (3d) 559.
3 Rivtow Marine Ltd. v. Washington Iron Works, [1974] SCR 1189.
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NEWEV)BREERE T 2D TH o724

i), Laskin ¥I% X, BHEFORMEEMIIAT) ¥V x Y AO—EHH)HEL
CENTED LV DFERERR, Tabb, R IIYWHIEELEL S
2BENDOD DRI Z ML L 2 WEBRFRF 2 A>T o R EE
TYBEIIRED A U512, ZOWIRNEED & IRA L 72 RFEIRKE OB b 5
EPLRBOLNTE/OTHY, Thud, WHEBEFE LS BENHSMEEL. 2
OEELZTL2BENDDH L L TRITELZEOHMIEEVE L TWLHEICD,
FRFERI T 28 2 I/ ILO1 5 & L7z,

Z LC\ Laskin IR O HER I, ZEET A~ (two-stage test) % #RA L 72
19784E D Anns FAF B HEBEHIRNZ BT B Wilberforth O BRI VIRIE F 5 2 725
CTEETAN L, FEEBOATIILHFREERRE L EE L AZOHSO
FHEFRNCEE BT HDE) TR BRI — S 2B S LTk
FESIND &) HIEHAATH 5o

Thbb, BoEEE LT, AFEFHIHEERLEZGHMICTFRTE 513080
B4R (proximity) 7o\ LBEARBERAIHIUE. —IBD (prima facie) 1EEFEHHE
ESIND, FELERE LT, fESNZOEEEBTHIRZV LEETNEEK
RIWFBOH ML ERT 5,

Tabb, HEOKRIIBWTHEERBSEL L Z LEZFEHT L720121F, U
FHOFEL, FEEHVAIET S EHRENTVLHERTOFEICL T L 0E
B, LA, COMEIR - DOEMIZSTTCT 70 —F SNAERETHL LT
o FF. EIC, BETAEIT RS EHLILTONTWAEE, BEEZW -2
HEOMIZ, MEVPEBRMICEE DRI NE, TOREEIBE IHERT] &
TR TV E SIS TR T E 21 I ST % £ 72 13 ABIR—
—INDDLGE T IBOFEERG DL L 5——0D 2 G R b 2T Ul
By, IS, b LE—OMBEIIEZVEENTH LD THIUL, ZOHERG
DRRE D NOHPH, 7213, TOFHEOERIZL > TEL L THA ) HERE

4 boldb, BHFMHIIBWTIE, BERBLELSE2MMROGEESROONDL EL
T, HEOFHKkE —HRE L.

5  Annsv. London Borough of Merton, [1978] AC 728.

6 Wilberforth W, Laskin 1 FHE OV HER L =2 — Y — F >~ N O Bowen v. Paramount
Builders (Hamilton) Ltd., [1977] 1 N.ZLR. 3947 5 5\ R IE % 17 72 & LT\ 5 (at 759~
760).
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A REF IR T REFEIHALET 2 0BG35 2 L PUETH D,

£ 2 AT, 180D A F 512 B TIE, Anns FAHITIHE - T, KWL F
(public authority) DFLHI DV TOHEIATR EN T/ & ) biF. Kamloops F
BT, T\, dnns FHHRDSRLZEET A M2, LTOXHICH
ERMLL TR LY $2bb, (1) HFE (G LEEL- %) M2, B
FHONFEBEICL o TEOFEIHENSEL) 5 2 L 2HEVPEHMICTHRTE LI
ET AR ERERSFAET 20 INFEESNDILAEIC. (2) () FHOH,
BIU (b) #HBEEINRE L NOHAEZ1E (o) #FHERIZL->THEL LR
EREEL, BEZVLHIRITREFEPIFELETI20EREFTTHL V) bDTH S
(4nns/Kamloops 7 A 1) o

o7 7u—FiF, #mEEEICBITS. AGPRE L SIWERIEED AT I
IZHRIEASFE R S N2 A1, E OB THMHEFEETH ) . ZHBRO %W
HAEFIH L CHERE L KDL Z LN TE LWL L7z D&F Estates S P!t
R Murphy FHHFEPOHE . B FFIZBWTIEILERFEINTE L, 728 21, 1995
O Winnipeg FAFHPREE, D&F Estates FAFHIPUE T E L ATFATARTL L O
WAEERROLN T ORI L EENTIE R\ E LT, Riviow Marine A HRICH
\F % Laskin Y1FOVEERAECHFHG N2 E TS (at116) & LT, Anns/Kamloops
T A MIH-> THB AR L72e F 720 Norsk FHH TN BT b Hedley Byrne 3+
HERMORRL R E, MEREFBRRICN T 2B L2 BET 5 Murphy FAHIRO

7 L2b. Anns FHHFE S AER (B2 \VIIEBAICITE TR EF|H I T %R
FHHETAFZICHEL L. EEEEIZBWT, FHINEI—E L TEB ORI
MR % & > T &7 (eg Lamb v. London Borough of Camden, [1981] 2 All ER 408 (CA),
P Perl (Exporters) Ltd V. Camden London Borough Council, [1984] QB 342, King v. Liverpool City
Council, [1986] 3 All ER 544, Smith v. Littlewoods Organisation Ltd, [1987] 1 AIl ER 710) o

8  For details, see e.g. Reynolds and Hicks [1992], Perell [1994].

9 e.g Barratt v. Corporation of North Vancouver, [1980] 2 SCR. 418; City of Kamloops v. Nielsen,
[1984] 2 SCR 2.

10 Rivtow Marine SR B BIRER A & OBEEDSTHE L 72 505, LHlE AETOT
HIUX, RKIEFETOEFERICL D2 RETH D LE 2 RERKIX. Riviow Marine FE S AN AT
HIYOLAZEHNELEOMBETH 722 L RRAMOFRIRTH 5722 & % & & FEII AL
LIERplE NG E L,

11 D&F Estates Ltd v. Church Commissioners for England and Wales, [1989] AC 177, [1988] 2 All
ER 992.

12 Murphy v. Brentwood District Council, [1991] 1 AC 398.

13 Winnipeg Condominium Corporation No.36 v. Bird Construction Co., [1995] 1 SCR 85.

14 Canadian National Railway Co. v. Norsk Pacific Steamship Co., [1992] 1 SCR 1021.
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SEWHIEY) T R KL I F YT Anns/Kamloops T A M X BARETHB L SN
C\»72 (at 1054 (per La Forest J.); at 1155 (per McLachlin 1.); at 1167 (per Stevenson 1.)) o

Winnipeg FAEHIH O PBIEE R % BE L 72 La Forest TIF 1%, Norsk FAEHJIZ B
W, FIRREEIRREZ 5 20h 73 —ICGHTA L WH RN T Tu—F 2R L
7eB, UL Winnipeg FEICB W T HHERFENT WS, Norsk FHPIZBIT 5
La Forest FI|ZE ORI 7 7' 10 — F X, Feldthusen Dt (Feldthusen [1991]) 124K
RL72bDTHY ., BERIZKLDAEFIR, BRI L H5EBREL, KMz H 25 -
Y, BRIREFIEA L AL ROBREIITT T, EEEMALEV) DT
H5o

% B+ Kamloops HAH LD, AWM LFHAVESE (nonfeasance) 12DV THHERS
BEEEZE ) TRREND S & Lcmid, HIBlEE, REREETHo72LFFINT
W5 (Perell [1994] p.52) o

2 Just EHFIR

Just FAFHFLIZB VT, Cory FIFIX, dnns 7 A M2 EHA LT, Mid, SEx H
WEREIH L TEERBLAD L L. REOHHETH B HEEIE. 2 Lric, #iis
EDMTOT5H % EEN (proximity) 2F L THEY) . AEAFEGEMICHERF STV
RIFIUE, REOFHEIBEESRRE V) T Lk, AERICE > TEHICT R
RV A7 Tholcl Ll LT, 7, #BAINLIREESPREOHRICO
WTHE MO POJ/HELRL T Eh, e d, ZOIHIHFFL 2o/
EMBETLIERENSDREEZED TVENEEPORITNEI LW E L, £0
T ZOREEEGEUCREOMA VBB O [EORNZ% (policy) | HIKIZdH
20, FNW I, BEERNSZEFEEE LT, MATRESNLERENE ) »
RPE LRI 5w E L7z (at 1236)

15 Just v. Her Majesty the Queen in Right of the Province of British Columbia, [1989] 2 SCR 1228.

16 7% B. Kamloops FAHFIZ BT, Wilson HIFIZ, BHEBERIIBVWTHEREZZD S
Z &5, Ultramares FAFHI P B W TE R SN/ MEEE OFT (indeterminate liability) (2
ANESLTIECELLRVET 52T, RFHLOBELEL0121F, HIEED
KELOFTHIIINZ TEMIZOWTRE LOFREZAK L THEZ LN ETHL LD
BERL TS, ZLTC, HELZHFETITHEL TR EIN, AL ROBOEN 2% REDH
RAEC7HBRIIHEE O R L3 bW L, BORI R IREDERIZH 72> THEUHEED
ZOER EOHWABORNEZ * S THAIIEEOGR LI %5 2Ww—F T, EifilLo
W OB 2 REDERMICH 2o TEUZEREIEEO MR LLY )DL LT
([1984] 2 SCR 2, at 35) -
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FLT, [Bokm %] & [FERi 7% (operational) | & OXFNIDWTIZ, +— A
b 5 V) 7 ® Sutherland Shire Council v. Heyman SR % SR L, [BUORW 2 BE
EEMMRER L OMOXF 2 ERLT 2 2 L IEES TIE R WA, BE.,
FITBUEM L ER R 2 Eh. T20EENHIC L o THRED T S5 HIWTICHE
LTk, AMBRIIFEERBEEDLRVZ L2 bIUbNHTED 5 7% 51, WHE DR
DFERIIRZ T B THA I . BREOBG &L L R PROBL & fl#I3ER
BHEOMNRETHILIETER V. LA L, FTELEOR, FMEE2IEWEN
DR, By 7230 — R IEEOKE R (product) 123 XV AT
FIAMEBIT L CERKEL BT S 2 L2 BHAFSRO b L Zi2id, &
%AHThHrH) ] LHRL (at1242),

By Cory I, TLIXLIX, BUGHRIZ, JEHWICEL K DB TET S, Sk
PO L VIKIOHF T, ARERET LI LN TEIROBLI-FERTHD ., BE
M- TH o7zl YOS T &L, EHOMINT 28I 4
HOEFEDIZEAETRTORMEIZBIT L2 EMEEOME 2 b0 L, Hofls
EHIT, BRI ABUFIEENE, €NDFAAM THE LU $HUL, AgATARTEZ &
LEEDL)BLTETLIZORDBDIDER> TS EHIRL (at1239) 8

£ AT, 20MAL D F S ARFEAT RO PRUNE Atkin WO BENIERI258 - 72
EfRME N Cw 3 (Klar [2013] p.357)0 % L C. Anns HHH LI, 3TAHS
Cooper FAFHFF TORM, #FFI2BWTIE, Just BHHITIZENL TS L)1,
ALRPBIHFOELEIZE o TEZZITLH I L TA) LHE SN EERS
(presumptive duty of care) (. FEABFHNIZZ DR L VT 7220, RILFOTHE

17 (1985) 60 A.L.R. 1,157 C.L.R. 424.

18 bokd, [H (the Crown) IZFRS N ZHEEAKED, MAPE ) EEKELERLZL
b, BIFHEBICIE, BET2 ) A7 OBEERENPNT VALTVEIE, 25D
W2 TEOBREROCFATEZ ANB LML EOTXTORMICHES L THRES A7 458
EHTHY), RENTVIEBRFOKEL AL TVDE I LERTIEDPHINLN
EThb] (at1244) & b L T/eo

19 [BBRIZOBAEZELLZIVEW)I V=V PEEIZRY, BhEHRTZOBAEEL TIX
BROEBRVWI LR D, DI LOBAL IR L V) R OB L THIRI % 205
ENb, HLREHLTOEANEETDZRESEVE S LGN TR TE 2155
FREAMELEZ BT 200N RERZIDLRIT S Vv, ZNTIE. EEL, b2
L OB LD T0% 213, HEE 2o TOBIEA T 723 AEAIZEH L7z & 1243,
DI LOITADREYZ T AHE LT, SR SEHIZEILRQIX L 2WIETE, bz LofT
F S DO THBEI OB (closely and directly) 28 x 1T 5 HTH 5 L b s |
(Donoghue v. Stevenson, [1932] AC 562 (per Lord Atkin)) o

20 See Klar [2011] Chapter 12.
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ERERUAHIELICHR L. 2105 OflE B IEHRIIZFAWFEZ ED TV R
b sd, Lard, 19834E1 U, 7 F ¥ ORNETAF. HlEEEOREE
RAENFATHOFR L IIFED R VE VI UG E L o TW bbb 3, Bk
2 OMOHIEE EOYFIE, Z0#Ekd 175128 5. GHIICT RITHE 2 #E
TR L TIEEMAE ) L LIFLIEENTEZ, Shud, KRBT AIC D AERE
b, F7o, BEREECYEEICDMERFEREEICLD T T > T/,

s, EAEEENCB VT, 19904FERUIIA 2T AN S TV RIE. A14H
OMERRAT L, MEFRATRIATE BN IIRER 52 2805 b b D b HEH
HANOBAMERED & 912, EHENIE, thoBOITAIHEEFELLSELb0L
W25 2 EHTE LA, AWLFA, HEOKERZEREEY 3, (EY T2
Lol e SEICHA L T aREI2d, AWYRIIHEERERELE ) X
XEEINDGEDNH LD LT, HEOHFERKA, BHEMIZIIEZEDTTATH S
B Z1ds Caparo FHHIPIZ L > TERILENZ 3 OOHE X/ S VA ED |
KL RBEIELZEI L LG ROV EVIEDTHo7%, ZTZTWH 32D
Bz, (@) MEORLEIIOWT, AMLERITTFRITRRESH L L. (b) AMY
B e EE L OBBRISEEESRO SN2, RO, (o) KL ROEERE %
DD Z DR RNIEPOEHTH S (fair, just and reasonable) = & & HEH X
TS, BORN /£l (policy/operational) D XA, kD& CMERT
122572 5 TORMYEIFOHIM 2 W50 B Gl & v ) X9 % AEESEO B & 7E
BRBOGAELBETRENIZ V22T S (o) DLV THET STz,

el AEEHIZOWCTEEZAIITBITTHL /) — T+ =20 - o
TA AT D, R (UEE) AETE T AN OERIHICH 5 L FD
OREMORBELANES I, FEFIERTHL I LE2MY 2O, AMFRIRE S
FC.BREINEIRE LA L LT, 19804 A 1D S HEBR % U0 AT L 72

21 Queen v. Saskatchewan Wheat Pool, [1983] 1 SCR 205.

22 B AEBEIRETAE LTHRRTELRVEV)OPFEAITH L Z LIZONWT, 72k
Z 1. Benson[2010], Cohen and Smith [1986] p.217% & &M, F 72, Feldthusen [1997] b S,

23 Caparo Industries plc v Dickman & others, [1990] UKHL 2; [1990] 1 All ER 568; [1990] 2 AC
605. See also, X ( Minors) v. Bedfordshire County Council, [1995] UKHL 9; [1995] 2 AC 633.

24 Booth and Squires [2006] p. 663-676. See Barrett v. London Borough of Enfield, [1999] UKHL
25; [2001] 2 AC 550; [1999] 3 All ER 193, [1999] WLR 79. Phelps v. Mayor etc. of The London
Borough of Hillingdon, [2000] UKHL 47; [2001] 2 AC 619; [2000] 4 All ER 504; [2000] 3 WLR
776.
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Mo/l LIZDEIEY - U— LOFEERBENNH o728 LTHR SNIHFI
12 % Stovin BRI B 2 BiEEOEERER (Hoffinann 1) ®1%, LHEZ VOTw0,
ZLTCTFEIITZ EOKFEETITY DD L Vo EEIERINTVWEDTH -
T, SHNEERBEZRT 2 L3, [YROFELOPEZ FEIL L 2 FEDOHR
ETHT LI TR, M ARG L BRI A IER ) bOTH L] P
ELTC /=T F =07 - AT T4 - AT VORBEELESE L. IS
U CHEFRBEH R OV RBE I B0 5 RO R, (Nicholls 1) 13, Egk & Ok %
5FZAC, FFOTLHOZOOFEHKRET TLONTWALL L, 3 CIZBSRHIT
AEZTEEDLDTHDEVIRETHo T, AMEAEMLEZADETL, A1
MFOMEREDD DL Z LT R 6T, FEHELELRT I LE/ETAENTH S
ELTwiz,

3 Cooper Eff¥k

Cooper BF1Z, E—7 =2 - 70— h —P—KEERXP LEOLHOEE Y
ANIEZ BRCGH L7272 0BRE W o 7 ERN, =7 = - 70— —|JR#F
A5 L. BET 2 UBICHLEREVERSPICEBEILEG L. HERICZED
EF=T =T - TH=A =IOV THREIMTON TS E2 @A L Twild, ER
PHEEEWL L2 E, FFHERLEMTE L LT BHEE EMBUFIZR L
THAZRELZEWVILDTH S,

REFEBE, COFFIIBITBERIIE. HHTHEZ SN TW L BEFOEI O
WTNZAZL L AVWH LWL DTHL E L) ZTdnns 7 A M [LBERD ],
[EBORWEED A7) ¥ o v AR O#PAIRE TR THREN A TTEE %
5] (ath52) & LTIBIER MR 72 TabE, (ERkOFE—EOEETIE,
EFEOEHEN T R R (foreseeability) A%dH 1L B FHE M2+ 4 2 LBk
(sufficient proximity) 2SRA® S, —ILDOEBEFRBVEESN TV, 2F D, F
Rt e M E BB TR —D b O EMEMNT SN THWZDIZR L?, Cooper
25 Stovin v. Wise, [1996] AC 923; [1996] UKHL 15; [1996] 3 All ER 801; [1996] 3 WLR 389.

26 [1996] AC 923, at 958

27 Stovin v. Wise, [1994] 3 All ER 467, [1994] 1 WLR 1124.

28 Cooper v. Hobart, [2001] 3 SCR 537.

29 WML, BF S . 19324E D Donoghue v. Stevenson 4P ([1932] AC 562) 75,

EES, GEGEENCIBT D dnns v Merton FHHR L) SHTD) 1970FANTHA S (See
e.g. Welbridge Holdings v. Winnipeg, [1970] SCJ No 102; [1971] SCR 957, Haig v. Bamford, [1977]

7
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HEEFER . FRITREEIOM: TCOEBERLETH L L L. MEx A
Pl L7z 2LC, AEMoFRE. BEEHO [HIFE, R, BEH, BboT
WM EZOMOR ] 7 ERA BEEEEEL T HEICEERB YR T ILN
[AIERPDZAF (justand fair) ] THEPE ) DL o THErE 5 & L72%,

i, ERIIECEBTER IN TV (BEAICEHELOH %) HBOEN
BETH) ., TNDPE BB TEE T NSFHIHAAEINZ L1, ZBEEEED
JEE IR SN, VEECTE R WEHIIFAZHTENL YA 2H) T L2 EKRT
b0 TLT, BEMBTIE, [ OEBERWED ], $4abbiigflzilos
L o TN FES . BERRBLUHKRIIG 2 HH V) L)%, L) —f
WHEFEEZEETHZLICE o T, EERBFOFLELBETRENLE ) PPERIN
BT LR B,

Anns/Kamloops 7 A N DFE—E % 2 D125, MO EMHZEINT 2 &)

1 SCR 466) . 71 + ¥ NETHEOREIWEEER D 1 D TldH o7 LrL, A=A M7
)7 R ELIZEL Y Cooper FAHPE TIE, EREL V) EHFRIBFH SN TV o7
(Kostal [1995] p. 104). & Y blF, AMFADOEFEIZOWTOFHF CIIEE %8 % 72
LCIhdollwn) TEHFTE, £ndv, HE (immunity) & OBIE T, 2 TRz Just
HAH PR B W TEREMIZHY) EiFShzice & E o T,

30 7z& X, Wirthv. Vancouver (City), (1990), 71 D.L.R. (4th) 745, [1990] W.W.R.225 (B.C.C.A.)
. ASTETENC BT A AN, BT AAEEOFTE B ORENAS L RET LI LR H
MEFTEHELDTIERVWE LT, BRED) A7 OHLL 2 TR REM Z BH & 3 2 #ikE 5
RIZOWTOWEEERDOL Z LI TERWVE L7,

31 [HEBENIED L) ZERELEZERBICANTHR EN O W) MEEH 5, 728 21,
Cooper AP, [HRIBEEOEM % R 72T ERIILHT (diverse) . BiZHEFOIRILIAK
32, 10— SNHEHMERNZE) T2 L3 THL ] LIEM L. &b,
McLachlin ¥)F\%, Hill v. Hamilton-Wentworth FHTIZ BT, BEESHFET 250 LD
POGHINI BV TR D AN BT, ITAELHEEL L OMIZ [HHE» OB (close
and direct) ] EWIFETHEERIINL L) ZHEBEVH L2 0E2THLEDONTVE
((2007), 50 C.C.L.T. (3d) 1, at para. 29) o ¥THEMEIZBE§ B 3BT OB R L -db DL LT,
72 & 212\ Taylorv. Canada (Attorney General), 2012 ONCA 47951,

7B+ Rv. Imperial Tobacco Canada Ltd., [2011] 3 SCR 4512 BV Tid, FANMOFFEE T, #
RICELDAREFRRICBITA2EHBEEOHW T A e LTHRHASIN TS L D (Hercules
Managements v. Ernst & Young, [1997] 2 SCR 165) |ZAKHL L C, St HIWr 237 S Mize b o
& b\ Rv. Imperial Tobacco Canada Ltd. FHHIRAS, Hercules Managements S | AL
LT, FEEPBEEOERIEBELTELS ZERFZD LD ZEBESFFEORIO T CEELY
THoHILEWENEFHIIZ TR TELLV) ZHOAT, EHFEEZRDZ LIZO0T
3 AEFREOMETIIR o TVDLEMENT WD, Thbb, 8512, HEPFEED
EHOERICOVTOELETI & 2172, FLEHEICHEENEEL B L) 1Amis,
FREENEBEKL 728V BN LB AT SN NE RS RnEEZLNTYS
(See e.g. Perry [1992] p.289; Feldthusen [1998]; Beever [2007] p. 282-284. See also Benson [2009]
p. 864-865) o

8
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BIEIE, KEBEAE D LI % [HEHEE, FMNAME] L EEFrdb0TiE %L,
FBID R FHBPEKESIND Z L2 NEEICT 23R e BT 5L ) HTEF LD
KEBRERTH S LRI N T 5 (Pitel [2002] p.254) s  Cooper FAFHIFAHR L
7oL, EIEBEDY Caparo BRI F2TR L 72 -Anns/Kamloops 7 A I & [Alfk,
[WiERY 7 7' 0 —F (incremental approach) | % &M % b D TH %78 Wb
[ZETFAN MZEDOTENLDTHLEWVI)IFEMDH Y (Giliker [2005] p. 58—
62). €9 THIUI, FEMIE Murphy FAH TP L 5T, BIRBED % L7 Anns
HAH T 5 ORGE  (retreat from Anns) SOFIHUNI D% & 7\ &0 ) SEWILHI DS
Mz 51 Twa (Klar [2002] p. 366-367) ¥ M5 T [ HFFIZBVWTAT) Vx>
ZAEMLOEHMELRIERICHKD Y A&7 & 2R T (signals the end of the
untrammeled expansion of negligence liability in the Canadian context) | [ T fY 72 H 7% (a
landmark decision) | (Neyers [2002] p.224) #& HFFE N TV 5%,

WTIUZE K. Cooper B I IUZBIT 5 dnns 7 A P OFERILIZ, £

32 Caparo Industries plc v. Dickman & others [1990] 2 AC 605.

33 See e.g. Brennan J's dictum in Sutherland Shire Council v. Heyman (1985) 60 A.L.R. 1, at 43-44.

34 BHIOFEL L WHi7z aHEOBRII BV CEERFOAESROONL 720120, #
EREPTHIETHS I L, UHFEEMABEE T 3B AMRIRBOLNLZ L, BX
O, EEFHZRT ZEDVRT. RIEPOEHEATH S (fair, just and reasonable) = & ATE
R b L7z,

35 Keith &, [Anns EARHTUE, WIFND O SN/ FIICHE SN TTEN/ZH DT
G, MEERETEZWEHHIZIDHESIN, TNETHT) TV r APSHEETH 5
LR LTEZLN T o72] (at47]) & LT, [FAE dnns EAHITLL, BEHBI~D
HEFOMRD Iz w7 U AMHICH LT S 3EFRIC b SN Tw b R ok
BOHBICBAL TR 722 T L2 EX DT, ZNpolinzidid o] Lk
N, EEBE . Anns FHRHIROEE S IIRE SRV E W) EIRETo 72,

36 See e.g. Marc Rich & Co. AG v. Bishop Rock Marine Co. Ltd., [1996] AC 211, at 230.

37 See e.g. Pitel [2002], Rafferty [2002], Giliker [2005], Crawley and van Praagh [2011]. See also
Linden and Feldthusen [2006] p.294.

38 F7z. Neyers and Gabie [2005] (3B 72 #5425 (dramatic turning point) T&H 2 &3 %,

39 EHTORENMN X T Cooper FHHEmF I AZFTMT 2D L LT, 72& 2iE. Feldthusen
[2002], Weinrib [2005] 7 & b £,
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RO L VORI L SV DU B THEE S T W 5%,

4 PEEBYBOIEL - O— LOTETAEE

(1) x>

Cooper FF R mE P, HEOFERELHFEMNL205, 2hid, =7 -2 -7
O — 75— % HET2MAMAE, E—F = DHHOREN 2B ZHRT 5 7200—
WP AR T 2D DO TH L E W) MFLFAIRE TH2HDTHo70, BiE
. ENAERE SR EDTH =T — & L TOBGSHFIIEHTE 2wt ET
BIEIEoT, BEDPE—F—VEAVEERIC Lo TREEHETE D LD
2y Ll FERIS, Y AT AT 2EHE ARICHEZAHTSD, SHLHEZ.,
MRS DR ENT V ASERITFNUE L S v, AL > TEHREICG 2 5N
MERRE 723 FERIITRC, 20TV T — e nNT Y AL DI NELRLDTH
o FRHEOHEIT—ERE, HEHEOFRERET 27201200, EHEEOHM
Aekid, BEEOTERB L, HEZ I LTOAESTVLDTIER L, &
ELTORRICHLTHIDDTHL I LM ETWALEHRLAS, 2ok)k

40 e.g. Edwards v. Law Society of Upper Canada, 2001 SCC 80, [2001] 3 SCR 562; Odhavji Estate v.
Woodhouse, 2003 SCC 69, [2003] 3 SCR 263 at paras 46-51; Childs v. Desormeaux, 2006 SCC 18,
[2006] 1 SCR 643; Young v. Bella, 2006 SCC 3, [2006] 1 SCR 108; Hill v. Hamilton-Wentworth
Regional Police Services Board, 2007 SCC 41 at paras. 21-25, 31, 43, 136; Mustapha v. Culligan of
Canada Ltd., 2008 SCC 27; Design Services Ltd. v. Canada, 2008 SCC 22. & ) biF, 7-& 213,
Holland v. Saskatchewan, 2008 SCC 42 1%, Cooper FFHIPIZ L - C "W s 5N, WHE S
1 72 (adapted and refined)” Annstest & £ B L T\ % (at8) o F 72, Syl Apps Secure
Treatment Centre v. BD, 2007 SCC 38, [2007] 3 SCR 83i%. Cooper HFHIPIZ LV . Anns FF:
HPgux PSR N7z (definitively refined)” & ALEAFIT T\ 5 (at23),

41 e.g. McMillan v. Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation, 2008 BCCA 543; Williams v.
Ontario, 2009 ONCA 378; Nette v. Stiles, 2009 ABQB 422; Piedra v. Copper Mesa Mining
Corporation, 2010 ONSC 2421.

42 “Cooper/dmns test’” L\ X 9 L RBIIH VLN L o72b DD, FFEEHPT L.
Cooper FHHH F O H Wil A % VT b 72 & 2 X, Fullowka v. Pinkerton's of Canada
Lid., 2010 SCC 5, [2010] 1 SCR 132; Reference re Broome v. Prince Edward Island, 2010 SCC 11,
[2010] 1 SCR 360.

43 [2001] 3 SCR 537, at 558-59. [AA$12\ Akhtar v. MacGillivray & Co., [1991] 2 W.W.R. 489 (Q.B.)
IZBWTh, TIWNN—FERTESOMRIL. &k& L TOLRK (the public at large) DR
EANLLOTHY) ., MM EIEY - O— LOFERBGLROLILEZWRRIZT LI L
FEHLTY250TRAVEHRINT VS (at543), T4t LT, Viewer Bros. v.
Canada (Attorney General), (1990) 66 D.L.R. (4th) 71, 32 F.T.R. 191 (T.D.), vard 80 D.L.R. (4th)
321 (C.A) (X B F ¥ EWEDOFE % BB WA EZ OB RETLZ L TH D
LT, BEEEHFOFCEZ RO, HEREFBREZAE L7,
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I ED & IEBHPTX, BEEIC—ICO (prima facie) ¥ EFRE*AbE S
0 B LB EE & OBIIIAFIE L 2 b o 7o Sl L 7o

ZLTC, BETHLAMYREEL LTOARIH L CERERELTEI L
LHEFRREESELMHIT AREOMONT VA RKL I EATROLENT W5
BE I EREEE 2 RIS 2 MBI SN h v e T 5, 2 ofmid,
ZOHOEH I BNTH LRSI NS,

% 721 McGuley v. British Columbia PSS . INOBFEM A (R.SB.C. 1979,
c.66) ®HMIE. BFE 2T mEMEOMAMAENES 2 RET L2 L THD,
W EIFE OME B ORENFIR 2 RET 5 2 L TlERWw EHIR L7,

Lab, Bl L7z X910, BNERP—ICOFERERE LR - TWicbw) T e x
FRVAFET ALV TEZELTH, ZORKIE, [ED O (residual) ] DIEBUR
WE & 21T 9 Anns/Cooper 7 A M DEE2EMEDOT THEINDL I LD 5o K,
Cooper FHFIZHB VT, HHAFTIE, EBEFILEGT L, T—Fr—Y - 7Ju—h—%
BEOREIIEFFENTH Y (quasi-judicial) . 222, BORMARREEZEL I L 05,
W b BOEERBEOHESINS EOHE R LY, ZTina T R
. EEREERT L. BHEHEICH L CERZICETEE D TREEEAE LSS
HEtEmL (ath60). EEFRBELRT I L X, MBS 2 AROBME TS, HEHIC
Lo TORMAF— L ZAIRT HICELVE L7z,

(2) ABICH T DRUTE
VAR, HOB % AL o 2B T FOMM 2 & T BEARETADLIDELTO
WIS BT 552472 (misfeasance in a public office) 23 U FHIFT R 512 X %

44 See e.g. Wynberg v. Ontario, (2006), 82 O.R. (3d) 561 (C.A.); Attis v. Canada (Minister of Health),
(2008), 93 O.R. (3d) 35 (C.A.).

45  See Linden and Feldthusen [2006] p. 2971f.

46 (1990), 44 B.C.L.R. (2d) 217 (S.C.), appeal allowed pending further argument 56 B.C.L.R. (2d) 1
(C.A).

47 [2001] 3 SCR 537, at 560.

48  See also Longchamps v. Farm Credit Corp., [1990] 6 W.W.R. 536, at 549.

49 FEFRFECHFT L. Davis v. Bromley, [1908] 1 K.B. 170 (C.A) 2B\ T, AMHER2SA K 12
(maliciously) IZATHESN7-GETH - TH, BNIRIIBIT 2 J:MITH T oOFFE L RKD 5
CLHTED (actionable) NFEATAH TIERWVEHIR LAz, TD7®H, 19EHICEB VT,
KRBT HEZO CHFRFHAWII AL o7 L, 20D E A EDREHIZHz - T,
Roncarelli v. Duplessis, [1959] SCR 121%° David v. Abdul Cader, [1963] 3 All ER 579 (P.C.) 7 &
DB BIIHIRER) L =00 72,
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ETORMR & 7720 ZOEBEL 7 5 72D1%. Three Rivers A E HRFEHHITH
D, ARICBTBEUTHBOEFRERLIZLDTH D, B+ Th. Odhavji Tt
IR BHIONE, Three Rivers FAFEIEBEHIRAVR U727 A P28 L. #lEE Lo
FHEKLOTRTZOT A M EBET L7

Odhavji Estate FF @I PAI B T RER R 2 $EE L 72 lacobucci ¥ 13
BB LT H &) AETAEIR, HIEE O E 7213 KM (prerogative
power) DIEHICRES NS LD TIE% ., LY IE L ANREOFITIZBIT 5 #EE:
% (unlawful) fTA—BIZZOREBELEL L OTH L E L7 (at278), Tabb [
EFE OB OEX M %M (intentional abuse— iR FILH L) 2L Y. WEIC
(wilfully) . ARD—BIZELX G2 - AMEDPBERELEI O r0bob T, MH
PR E XA 72§ (intentional excess) T 721IMEICHIEDR: LOTE (duty) % F72
&7\ Z & (deliberate failure to discharge a statutory duty) (2L - T, AO—HIZ
EX G X IAWENETEADRVERTL2HITH % o 723H (principled reason)
THEEL ] & LT (at 286). lacobucci P)F 1L, BNBRICBIT A LYiTH Vv
REATHE I [IECHIPIOIEIT (misconduct) | I ZFDEMBEEZE XKLL L, o,
RENZMET TERSN TV EITIMELDEDE % (deliberate and unlawful) |
LDOTHANTHAHE LT (at 280,282),

DL Z Ty Tacobucci ¥1 5 &, [ 7% 2% % 5512 (blatantly) HEHL L 72
BWET XTI OWTHEEETTREONLDOTIE R, E6I12, MELZ>TWY
LIITIZ L o THEE LT A2 HORG% Z#%1IC (conscious) M L 72 AWEIZD
AEEOND, TOBEMWZIZ, BHEFMICEREINDZHE IO E (nexus) 7B 5
TENEE END] R (at 285) . KT A FIRREEBOR LOFEEIC L o TH
MALT BT BEED B 5 IR EEMI A A T iSRS ICHREDET A W% £
FRIYIC R LT 727 (subjective foresight) &\ T & 2L LT 5,

50 See e.g. Sadler[1992], Kneebone [1996], Fairgrieve and Andenas [2002], Irvine [2002], Bodner
[2005], Wruck [2008].

51 Three Rivers District Council v. Governor and Company of the Bank of England (No. 3), [2001]
UKHL 16; [2003] 2 AC 1 (H.L.). & ®H12oWTld, ¥ H [2002][2003a,b,c][2004] 235 72
%Eﬁ%?ﬁ‘o w5 o

52 Odhavji Estate v. Woodhouse, 2003 SCC 69, [2003] 3 SCR 263.
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5 SRITEBLEENTE

PR L7291, AFFICBWTE, $UTEELURPHEE 0 L TRETAE
2B ) LT HRMITELO TR L, HBERBEHEELZADELHIEEDOED D
FFIEL 22\

MZo T, UTFTRALHIZ, #FFI2BWTIL, STEE L OIRT, BEEY
RORBEBEPDVEZIT SN TWEY 20 L) REHEIAF SN0, #1712
T BMEDBEAINE) bOTH o7z, Thbb, 1913FERITIEIL. SRITOMRL
NiF. REOKREEZMHT, @2 HT 5 (competent) BEEANEZEE L, ZOHH
SOREDER AT BET LT L2 RDID (565%) . 19224F 12 Merchants Bank F14-
MEEL, AFBICLAMET ITBEADOE AR S NS, 1924FHAI2 LY,
ARBIAASE A Sz (565:) . CLIE#565:153HIZ. B, SRITOTEESH . HiEH

53 AMWEAORBFEOIELLEB E Lt FEFIHT 2 REOHGE (judicial deference to
the legislative branch) & #llJ& L #%: (institutional competence) & H3%81F 5L C &7z (Cohen
and Smith [1986] p. 8) o & L. ARBEAAT - 7BORIYHEINZ ., ZD LD RERDHED
TWEHFIARET L2 LIV BENEERLTLLDEEZ LN,

54 7B, BUFORE (crown immunity) (22WTIE, @B L~V TlE, Crown Liability and
Proceedings Act (R.S., 1985, c. C-50, s. 1; 1990, c. 8, 5. 21) ZSEDHTHB Y. [ED 35 (b) (i)
WXL, B BUFORE (servant) AT o 7o ARNBATH IO W T OB EL L5 2%
52 EICHAEE S ZT0h, BIFOREFIZOWTOFMIZ, 72& 21F. Hogg, Monahan
and Wright [2011] 2,

i, BFHFTE, 2 - O—LOXT) VLV AREEED TS, BEICITEES
B L7eho720 DD, Welbridge Holdings Ltd. v. Winnipeg FAFHIFIIE, 2> - O— LD
AT T ARBEDOWIFENAR S, Barratt v. North Vancouver, [1980] 2 SCR 41812 BT,
AT Y 2 ARENRRD BTz, DR, B TIEdH B D5, Kamloops v. Nielsen HAFH]
IZBWTIE, BREICH L TEEN IR % S (para 15) . Just FF i mEcH 3 ([1989]
2 SCR 1228, at paras. 30-31 (per Cory J.)) &, AEOWKE L OEETHFORE % B0 -H
FEFHPL ([1985] BCT No 2940) % 5258 L 72 3R ([1986] BCT No.1365 (CA)) % HEZE L .
CHIZE ST, 3 - - EORHFHROBEKIZS SN Vo TE IR
%57z LA L. Adams v. Borrel S OHEIFEFHIPE (2008 NBCA 62. 7272 L. HEFREHIPTIX
HREZ DT (2008 NBCA 62). EHEZHHE Y CTHET S/ ([2008] SCCA No 470)) X
WHEWEE RO, BEEZRD7 L. Rv. Imperial Tobacco Canada Ltd. FAFHHIZ BTl

EARO LN T WD, TOHPICBWTIE, L2 2B0E (core policy) (2425 b Dk
IEY - U—LOREORGR LD L V) FEZFPRIN, BEFRIT, P L % 5EER
DOFEH TR EIN, REVEDOOLNL EHRENT, 22T, REONR LR L, FELR
BECRI 2 B OPE 13, BN, HaWE L IBRANEZRD L) 2 ALRBEE FLOEE
WCHEDATAOBREE 72 IEHEANICET 2RETH ), TNOIAEHLZOIDOTH o720,
BETREINGEERE, REEINS & SN/ (para. 90),

55 See Debates, House of Commons, vol. CLVI, 1923, pp.1310-1314 (March 20), 4013-4075 (June
18), 4077-4131 (June 19), 4133-4162 (June20), 4508-4509 (June 27). Fielding \&. Hifs % % A+
L0, FABRATOUDLEBEANIOVTIEEEES 2L TH L EHHL T
(p.1311),
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b LIIMREF 2T ZOMDOF TN LTy 174 F723AER % &I & 2 BERME,
TH BEEEEHEOEIE L v E ED 2%,

Z LT, BUTHEO T Tld, &tk B ER (Office of Superintendent of Financial
Institutions) 2SPATEE 21T o T\ 5 25, RIBEEI K OTHEE IR > A 7 AR (The
Financial Institutions and Deposit Insurance System Amendment Act, R.S. 1985, c. 18 (3rd
Supp.)) 24%cl. BHEO T THITEN T3 FEFTEINL I B EN, 21392
HENTOLIERT 2EBOTHEZITETICBNT, FEETE LAV RS
FETZEAMELICE LT, B KRR, SRR EE. RIS EE. Slbk
MEEEROKME - OMSREHEREORRO T TITAT 52 FH 0 LTIk T
52 LIETERVEED TS,
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1 EHBRFOFERRGR EFBE

oI EY Y L VADEL EFEEE, F—AFSYT T, FHEGEISRIFEESNT
WHIRDIZBWTIES, FHIE LT, @EONETHIZOVTOIETY - O=HR
B4/ (public authority) (ZdWH I N5, 72& 21X 19034F #ITEHHE  (Judiciary
Act 1903 (Cth)) D645, HILF 72 IZEA—FLUEETHLFRIBNWT, LBH
FHOMEFILTTREZR R Y [l —123% < (as nearly as possible be the same) %, FAA (subject)
MOFFER L FERIC, HIE2 T L, BEHAHEZ ITIDIIHTHEI LN TE S LHE
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& T AN, Mewett P B 2 mEEEOFERER T, #HBFIZIE S -
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59 See also Crown Proceedings Act 1993 (Tas); Crown Proceedings Act 1993 (NT); Crown
Proceedings Act 1992 (SA); Crown Proceedings Act 1992 (ACT); Crown Proceedings Act 1988
(NSW); Crown Proceedings Act 1980 (Qld); Crown Proceedings Act 1958 (Vic); Crown Suits Act
1947 (WA).

60 “as nearly as possible be the same” D FEF&IZ DOV T, 72 & 21X, Kneebone [1996] 3 & O
Selway [2002] p. 19-207% &£,

61 Dicey MDFEDIIE, BUF S WH DEIHE- T, @EOEHFTIZ BT, FHIRT 5
CEEERTLEVHIEZFIEILLDTH S, Dicey [1959] p.193.

62 Commonwealth v. Mewett (1997) 191 CLR 471.
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O— EOREABBELEEE D A, EHEEDBEMCL), THEATIEIREEIN TS
D, IEY - O—EOREFEIIZEDOLNLWVE LY, 20 &) 2RI, &
HEEe4gd, BEEZATIOTYH, ZOHMEZED L LD T 2 <, HiZ, #HHO
RNETBEEOFIEEZRETLIDE V) T LIk b, 728 212, Selway 12, &
. HERmICIEEREE LD THE0, EB BV TRCEEHAINTEL
bOLARAMEELHDTHY)  LHBERI L o TCEH S N EERROFAS I OH
EZADD O TO, BFEFLWEFHEIL T3 (Selway [2002] p.22) o BUF DANEAT 2
BLIIHERIC Lo TROLNZEDTIE R W E T 2HEEERONEIX, B,
VT LOIHEH/B T ah o7k ) THSHD (See Leeming [1998] p.223) . #i )&
British American Tobacco Ltd. v. Western Australia BB ERN ISz &, £ D
FEBITLHRDOL DL L THEEI N TS (Hill [2007] p. 721, note 25)

W X, EEEHIZOW T OB OFRHERIRIIEZI AR L Rl 2 &8
TERWH, BEEIHES TV, HlE@EIl Lo TBIEL 23R LA TE 5
RSN TV D (See e.g. Hill [2007] p. 721, Seddon [2000] p. 257-258) o

2 JE> - AO-LOFEMORNETAEE
Gleeson 1A, Graham Barclay Oysters FAFHIRSBTHRRT WS L9 12, [H %
FR O [A]—1Z3 < (as nearly as possible be the same) | &\ 9 [REIL, ZE&ITITFEHRT

63 EIJETORIT, BHEEREVE-FEEELATLIFHETEL, T01oL LT, [#
FEASBHEETH LHEM. TR b - TR EREL, b LRI TnwsH
PHRFETHLEM] BT TD (35),

64 boldb, MHROAHERII. F—AMT)TIEBIFL2EFOIEY - O— LORE
. 2 FESFREEFBEFHEICL o CTRIESN, IS ORIEESBUF O AT AT
DERERoTWD L L, #IEEDBSE 3 FIIFFERROMEICHEEL 523, Rt Lo
HEZHRTOOTRL, B2, TNOOFHE mFEEOFEL LIl E2wvne L (at
496 [per Dawson J.])o F72. 72& 21E, Hill\k, ZHERO7 7u—Figaxy -u—Lo
BN FTRBRBROFERZ AR LR > Tw D LR LT 5 (Hill [2007] p.725) o

65 Selway b. EIFELTE I 5O T T, BIHPSNETATLEELA D L T8 E Lomaid
FIEE T Mewett FHIZ B L FEEBERPEEIRRE RO L) L LAz &id [T
METEL LW DTIE% (not altogether satisfactory) | & LTV 2% (Selway [2002] p.
M) bok b, Selwayld, IEFY - O— LOTBRBEOEIIIEMICIESLLDTHY .
HIROTRCOBBICIGFRM L CEH SN XS Tl v & U7z (Selway [2002] p. 34~
35)

66 (2003) 217 CLR 30, at 57-58.

67 Commonwealth v. Mewett (1997) 191 CLR 471, at 531 (per Gaudron J). See also Leeming [1998] p.
229.

68  Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540.
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&7\ [ K& (aspiration) | TH o T (at 556), WL DPDEEL TIZBWT, K
WOREREIBADZNLZRL L ZEEZRR LTV Do BUFIE, SR EIZH LT
EHEA) LV HTY, MALEELD, £, BN, BAO LD ITRED
B LTIEY - u—FLOEEEFLYHIILL, ADLTWILdH S (Cane
[2004] p. 275) 0 F7o. BURP S ESE L HIELZERT570ICHTHEIRICIZRD
W3 57,

Z 2T, 72 & 2. Trindade/Cane/Lunney 13 BED A7) T = v AFEIZDONW
T3207 7U—F%$/RLT2% (Trindade, Cane and Lunney [2007] p.608-610) o
Thbb, B LIS WEDMTE L HEROERSHIELE O D2 E ) NMTHEH L,
INEERT LI LETHE0, ZoT77u—Fd, BETLEHEFaEY - u—L
DOEFEBERBETBTRNICHRL TV A DL RAZENTELRE) ICEHL, &
HEE e LTHEEOBRIZOWTO S DR EMNTAERDND 5. 6212, HE
WAMLER % DN EGLZOPEMEL T8 THL, ZOTTU—FHPET
Lfakrid. TMREARRD . BIFORFEMCIIBANCHEH EN2O LR LEINZ L - T
PESNDERETHDL L), A=A NT YT OEY AT LOH% ) LRI B
T A ETHB, E3IZ, FEICETG 2L ENAMEOTEIOMNE % MK
HTA2ETHhD, COTTU—FIZENUI, ZOEHPRI %S DTH 20
LYDTHLPNHEE ENDD, LT 57012, ZOMEOERICHLHH%E
O L RT IR SR, 28R b, 29 LT, AROXNEFICAZ
LW bThb, LAl HBEICHLBEHZHOLNIIL L) &35 2 LiL. Dicey
DFEHENER AR OB 2 35T B EEZH SN 5 L) SRR 356 2
B EHEMLTna,

% L C. Pyrenees Shire Council TN BT, Kirby HIFIZ. DWYFO A
70T 2 Y AFEIZOWT 1 20 SNFHEWL I &) 55T

69 FHIL. HIEEIILoTHRIND L DAL, BIFIZARD S ZOMES 255 (trust)
ENTVEEV) L)~ RIEEICL > THRINEZ L b H D (Hughes Aircraft Systems
International v. Airservices Australia (1997) 76 FCR 151, at 195-196. See e.g. Finn [1994], Finn
[1999] p.3)o [MEEL (tust) ] &) B PE LoEad, A & oBECHIEWIC AV
% DN —f ) Td % (Hot Holdings Pty Ltd v. Creasy (2002) 210 CLR 438, at 481 [135] (per
Kirby I). See also Aronson, Dyer and Groves [2009] p. 94).

70 See Crimmins v. Stevedoring Industry Finance Committee (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 34 [79] (per
McHugh J (with whom Gleeson CJ agreed)); Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan(2002) 211
CLR 540, at 553 [6] (per Gleeson CJ).

71 Pyrenees Shire Council v. Day (1998) 192 CLR 330.
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NRCABEYITH DL EDVHONII o TEL LRI L7z, FHEICL>oTLOWTY
BETHIEEREHELZMBL, [HHEPZSINEIH2o TLEREFEIZOW
TOMLrOME] BPUETHLE L7 (at 397 [189]) M. Gummow H) i,
Vairy FFHIHRPIB W T, BEERICBIF LB A7) Y 2 v ADQFEEO T
2N, §XRTEET (overall) . 1 2O FEAIOEENRIZ, ZWiE (pipedream) T
bbLkRTz, TbH, HEREIHICEHEICA Uz ik o & 5 228 bhMif %
BRT 22013, COFEIHVMEWAL2EHL . LFRREFEIIBVWTTHI,
UMY 2> DK A O W T H S S 2 L2 2 &lxt L THRICZR S BB
BEDHG o TVDHITEN LWV EITFIRTE RO TH S Lifmffi7 (at445),

3 BEOxTVIREMRE

BHFOA 7)) T2 Y ABEIZOWTIE, 5, A FY AD dnns FIHPIZH - T,
BUR 7 (policy) I & E iy 7%: (operational) HIWF & v ) FflA DS HWH NS
CENBHoTe A=A FT) TIIBNWT L, Heyman FHHFIPIZB T, Z0f]
Wikl A 3R S 720 Mason HIFDOHIRIZBWT, ZOXBIITEELEREH L
(at 468-469). Gibbs IFE S TN IE [MEWTH Y. FEHIZH % 9 (logical and
convenient) | & L CRIFAL 7z (at 442. Wilson ¥1F b ZIICHF) . ZD X H %X B

72 Vairy v. Wyong Shire Council (2005) 223 CLR 422.

73  Anns v. Merton Borough Council [1978] AC 728, at 754 (per Lord Wilberforce. with whom Lords
Diplock, Simon of Glaisdale, and Russell of Kilowen agreed). = O Withsl A it, 12, X and
others (minors) v. Bedfordshire County Council [1995] 2 AC 6331238 \>C, Browne-Wilkinson Jl
I2& - T, (a)@) FRERTHE ) 2 LN TE L WEENHINT. (a)(ii) Wednesbury 1P (Associated
Provincial Picture Houses Ltd v. Wednesbury Corporation [1948] 1 KB 223) 12\» 9 AN FRAEASER
DHNLY 349 2 L ATHR L IJENHIE. KO, (b) FEjii (implementation) ZHIHD
32| ﬁ}iﬁ é" ﬂto b o kb, FDk. Stovin v. Wise [1996] AC 92312 B8\ > T, Hoffmann i
Rowling v. Takaro Properties Ltd AR Z e L2 BT % Keith of Kinkel WO~ ([1988] 1
AC 473, at 501) #5IH L. Eﬁlﬂiﬂ"]f: bOLENZE DO LEOXGNE, FERGERTL
DY E ) e TR T 57201145 7% EE  (inadequate tool) THAHE LT, TOFH
M2 %GE L7 (at 951. with whom Lords Goff of Chieveley and Jaunceu of Tullichettle agreed,
Lords Slynn of Hadley and Nicholls of Birkenhead dissenting) »

74 BORN / FERER &) XBE. East Suffolk Rivers Catchment Board v. Kent St ([1941]
AC 74) 28T % Romer WOHITRIZZ DYk % I $ 2 & A5CTE %0 Romer WE. Kent v.
East Suffolk Rivers Catchment Board P ([1940] 1 KB 319) 12B1F % du Parcqg Y1FHD K
MEIHIELZMA T, ANYBPET 5. EOMRE. wo, EO#MPHTITHT I 2
L DVTRET HZ & %;%%/r\#%@/\mé)% SRR FITE, TBOR EOMEOEE & 1

iﬁ]f"lq: EBHERE VO BAT AEROMTRIER Gust) NT v ARLEDLILEED
] AT S LR L7z (at102-103),
75 Sutherland Shire Council v. Heyman (1985) 157 CLR 424.
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OEMEEZFHT 2HATILINTELLOD, TOX) BITWFIFTETH L
WX LTI, BELWHHI D INZ SN TEZ™S, Z2LC. 2L X2 HRHALT
WHERDZENTELHAFUIBVTY, BRI TS 134T LY
HRETE Vv, 72 & 2UE. Kirby VIFIZ. Crimmins FAFHHUIC B VT [FE RS
WKWERL TR EETEOHEHFZTIHL TWED, TNEEELTWLIrE D
PIEHT LOHL L TIE %RV 72, Pyrenees Shire Council FFH P12 BT,
Kirby IBABORRY / ERH O X HNEE & S ER VA, SIUSIE—EDHR)
RO HIND & L7zDIZx L™, Toohey HIFIIBRNY / FEHEH DO X FNIFFIZIE [ &
WEEFHE (fine line) ] 251 2 EATE DL LoD (at 358 [67]). Z DHHLA T i#
AL Zzro7z (at 361-362) 0 Gummow HIF . LML, 2N BRI ]
LDOTHBHEMEDITFTAHFETL R, TEY - U— FOERFRELIED 2 SR
fF1F 5 2 & % #EF LT/ (at393-394) s & & 12, Romeo v. Conservation
Commission of the Northern Territory T HIIOIZ BT, Hayne P FH L. ZOXFID
HHEZRDLERICFEAFAL OO D Stovin FAAHROFTRIC TEYEFBOLN
% & HIZBDbNS (seems to be much force) | & F&H# L 728 Gleeson H1F b . Graham
Barclay Oysters FAHPTIZBNT, ZORGIEIEE (rigorous) TRV EFERML T
BOE ZOXFNIH L THERELELTWD L) IZEDLNDE,

R, BEEBERO L DEIE. LA BURM /SR O XN % w
(unhelpful) &\ 9 dbDOD L ) TH L%, % L T, Crimmins B FI2 B T,

76  See Pyrenees Shire Council v. Day (1998) 192 CLR 330, at 393-394 (Gummow J); Romeo v.
Conservation Commission (NT) (1998) 192 CLR 431, at 484 (Kirby J); Crimmins v. Stevedoring
Industry Finance Committee (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 101 (Hayne J); Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v.
Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 556 (Gleeson CJ), at 664 (Callinan J); Vairy v. Wyong Shire Council
(2005) 223 CLR 422, at 451 (Gummow J).

77  Crimmins v. Stevedoring Industry Finance Committee (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 79.

78 (1998) 192 CLR 330, at 426.

79 R, Gummow FIFL, Vairy v. Wyong Shire Council (2005) 223 CLR 422 |28\ C, BURK
b O LFERB DD EDXFNAM S PDERDSFEo TVDHELTH, [H LML
MTHD L) B BIRNOATECRN B CTh 5 LT 2R E LTI 5 TH 5]
EHIFR L7z (at451),

80 (1998) 192 CLR 431

81  Romeo v Conservation Commission of the Northern Territory (1998) 192 CLR 431, at 492 [166].

82 Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 556 [12].

83  See also Roads and Traffic Authority (NSW) v. Refrigerated Roadways Pty Ltd (2009) 77 NSWLR
360, at 413 [259].

84 Pyrenees Shire Council v. Day (1998) 192 CLR 330, at 358-359 [68] (per Toohey J) and at 393-
394 [182](per Gummow J); Crimmins v. Stevedoring Committee(1999) 200 CLR 1, at 101 [292] (per
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McHugh ¥ 313, [HREWESREE (core policy-making) DWE] L) EZ FH %
XY ERL T,

E 512, Heyman FAFHIPUZ BT, Deane | F X, HrL WEHERO X)) Yz v
AEEDSEEE 225 L 21213, BBYICL > TEOMERFRT LI ENTE S
&L, TERM 2] MEE W MEIEROZb 00, [HOREWER & 7 1%
BaxBHTHME] ORMETHLNE I MIZER Lz, $hbb, B HENREIZD
WCIEIEY - - EOEERBEEEDEVWEOFEZFER L (at500). T X
) %% 2 H L Crimmins FHFTIZB W TR ANS N, Z2OHBOFHFIBIC B W
TOHILLZIFANSL NIz oL b, Gleeson ¥IFiL. Graham Barclay Oysters Flf:
FRIZB T, LENE 2 3EEEE O HMEIX, #H% (generally) . FFFAT
9 Z LN TE %\ (non-justiciable) &HIRT AI2E EDTNEHH 0,

DB T, BIFO A7) ¥ = > AEAE L OBFRTIE, AMEAIZIED CHED
RBOOLNDLDIZED L) LA LOPE V) MEPEETH 5,

L2, RS RBIIAROFBICEETL25D0THY) ., GAoNBB LTS

Hayne J); Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 556 [12] (per Gleeson J).

85 (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 39 [93], 50 [131]. Kirby ¥I% % . Romeo v. Conservation Commission (NT)
(1998) 192 CLR 431 I2BWVWT, —Z D &) ZEKIHALZLFHFL T 2B s~ Tid R
(RV/R [ 72 BOR (pure policy)] &9 R A HWVTw7z (at485[139]) s b o & b [E
Wl & [HEBEE] LEEHZTH, fIEEL LTCOWHBESE I 20D TIE R 0nE
P X LT\ B (Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 664 [321]
(Callinan J))

86  Sutherland Shire Council v. Heyman (1985) 157 CLR 424, at 495-498, 505-509.

87 (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 20-21 (per Gaudron J), 37-40, 50 (per McHugh J), 61-62 (per Gummow J),
101-103 (per Hayne J). Gleeson ¥ F1x. McHugh ¥IFOZFIZHEF L (at 13). Kirby HIFI,
Z DI T Gaudron ¥IFIZFF L7z (at87),

88 e.g. Perrev. Apand Pty Ltd (1999) 198 CLR 180, at 219 (per McHugh J); Graham Barclay Oysters
Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 577-578 (per McHugh J); Vairy v. Wyong Shire Council
(2005) 223 CLR 422, at 451 (per Gummow J).

89 (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 557.

90 F—AF7)T7OHEAFE, Bl EORBAHE L SNZFHRIBNT, EERFOF
TR0 Lrlob), SEEELRBHEZBT VLY, £0 1213, [TEATADE
B OWTEHFTHW T 5 2 12DV TOWESIZ. (See e.g. Zheng v. Cai 239 CLR 446,
at 455 [28]) DB, S DIEETH b, 728 21X, Gleeson YH1X, Graham Barclay Oysters
HHPRIZ BT, IS B OIS £ 23RO SEEICO W2 Ty L %
RobNszE ZiiE, FEIC L A BIIAHEYTH D . REHR I ERO T CIlEEF LB
BHBRICBWTIRESNLGF R EREMFITIONL I EAHE, 2T LY b, Tk
L OER F 7 IAMEAICHEH S S s & Z 1SR4 T A L FE L7z ((2002) 211 CLR 540,
at 553 [6]) 0 & BIHENZ BT 5 2. UF4ESEO B THHNC—HEREFERE 5 17 5 1 hEE
EERELODD—FFTWEERLINE V) MEITEEICBUEN 20O TH Y, LIFLIE, #A
FIZ L BRRIZIZE DD DTH S,
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W PR E RS LT RT3 THAL ) L) TEPHIREEIN TS, £2T,
Anns FARHIPUZ BN T, Wilberforce TiZ. TERTOHIGI (East Suffolk River Catchment
Board v. Kent [1941] AC 74) &3 E7%: 0. FHEIEX, AMLFE, HlEEIc L ) £
TOHHERZGZONTW2IZb b b3, TRtk 721d8msE b o TTh
Lo/l 8T LT, flEE LOMERIZ, T4 T53EY - 0— LOFRHE,
Db, THTHEHICIENLEE L) TEY - U—-FORBLAIRTHZ
EERBILE LT, HERELROZ L (BNUBICES N EMIT., HilEd o
FHENLE V) RETHBELTIE R, A7) V2V AETE) 2" T&EbE L7z,

5. BIFPERE G2 v Lk, ERDPECRHIIOMRZZ2 6 TIE% <. &
MNEEFEEL LT, BT 2 MH T & % [HF] (right) ] 8 L TWRWHW 212,
REATH ) 2 & AT &\ (nonjusticiable) &\ ) ZE X HNH b, T i,
Hoffmann W15, Anns R ENGERR > 720GFE2 L > T, flE@Elo [§52 L
AHTEL (may)| 26, IFY - O—Eo [LAFIUEE S5\ (ought) ] %725
< (simply) EE 1T Z LIFTE RV EHIRT 2B Brennan FIFH O HRPZ
HRd 2% &8Nz TWiEE L72@# (uncompromising orthodoxy) | % KBS % & D
Thbo

Z LT, Stovin FHRETIRE T4 & AYRICHT S IEERERRIZ. £
DRSS U TEAMIC (personally) I(CHHEERBELTA->TnWH I L%
JREEDEIRIFE L 2R Y F2® 517wy (Stevens [2007] p.220) . T 2bH, Af)Y
RICERSN T A HilEE FoFHid, HEEoE L WRIC Jiud, S7%705E50
L 7o TV D35 2 il 3 2 8 AR &2 R & I1I25- 2 TW a2, 7203, 3%
Yoo U= FOFEBRBVELT S 2 L2 FEPIVIEL 2R . HHERERKER
OONDIRILE IS, 728 21 E Hill FHFHFHIIB WL, BEEL T F
RBEROFRHIL, KRAFEEEKIH L THoTWEHDOTHY, Wik RN
LTHHERZMAFELTwnwll, KU, AFOBEIrOEBERZOMAr 2T -
O— FOFEBERGFOMRET DI EIIA#YTHD Z & el LT, HEREHN

91  Stovin v. Wise [1996] AC 923, at 951.

92 Council of the Shire of Sutherland v. Heyman (1985) 157 CLR 424, at 483.

93 bord, AMLYUFI—EDEM (responsibility) # H L T 5 &) Z EITAYFA
ZOWHEZIE L CRIT L) EELOMRFEMED &3 2 Anns FAHROWEIZSH 564
X AADBHE[IZE B HLMEHEON TG IOV THREWTREREMZ A L2V EWVn) 2k
IZE-oT KCAONERETIE RV ETRE SN T2 (Stevens [2007] p.221-222) .

94 Hill v. Chief Constable of West Yorkshire [1989] AC 53.
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KIZFRD 6 N7 o 72%

COEHI, HEEEIIBW T, ANYRICHIEL EOKREZ 5252 L DA
Lo Tid, FELAEP-IEY - U— EORERBIZAK SNV EHRINT
V3%,

)i, F—A "7 TIIBWTIE, Anns TR IO % @SRRI &R
ZUF AN L) DIEHETIE WA, EEERLYFONMERIZESaEY -
0 — L ORFE L Brodie FF @S EBEHIIZ & o THE S /2%,

bobldb, TALZTAHIEE ELO#FEZH > TV WAKLFIC KIS S
A, fTEITAaEY - U—EOFRBRIFAELZVEVIHIRITE SN TWAEY (&
I, Zoflte LT, 2 A28 /A) 27 2EY L7z (create) &
&2l TONTZZYRIE, MBI AT TS, — MR IEY - 0— L0
BEAH)ZEDH D E V) EH (See e.g. Wotherspoon [2009] p. 334) . KUY, & B 1T
BOATObNE Z EIMEDEEEEL 2L 22005 L )10, HAEEET &%)
LT EIZEoT, NFRRYRIIBBH2ITAETA2R/BEHE) T LVHL L)
I (R D15 [specific reliance]) "2NEIH ST & 7z, A, AL F 25 HIE
B EOMRI-ZE3HEZITHET 2L VI REDHFEET LI ENHYR L LD
5, BRAEOEFIIAWB[IET SN L HZHAH ). ALR/A % T L 25&%
F728 2 F R AMYR/ALTILICODEADMEELEC LH Iz e 242
I ZORMURIEITATLIEBLZA) ZePD b, 72720 KIS T 5455E

9% bordb. Steyn M. Brooks v. Metropolitan Police Commissioner [2005] 2 All ER 4891235
W, Hill BEPBAEAE U728 LT, famlZEZAIE L2 w2 LIZBEWIE AW, Hill
PRCBIF 2 HEANE, SRR REL VD L), EEEBOAFELL I B THENLS
LI EPBY)TH S EHRLE (at504)

96  Stovin v. Wise [1996] AC 923, at 947-948. See e.g. Aronson [2008] p.67.

97  Brodie v. Singleton Shire Council (2001) 206 CLR 512.

9B bokdb, FHIIBWTIE, FIEEICLY., FEFESNL I A7 ZHEICEHRL T
G ehkE, ENEEHYEORE % EH TV 5, Civil Liability Act 2002 (NSW) s 45;Civil
Law (Wrongs) Act 2002 (ACT) s 113; Civil Liability Act 2003 (QId) s 37; Civil Liability Act 1936
(SA) s 42; Civil Liability Act 2002 (Tas) s 42; Road Management Act 2004 (Vic) s 102; Civil
Liability Act 2002 (WA) s 5Z.

99  Council of the Shire of Sutherland v. Heyman (1985) 157 CLR 424, at 459-460 (per Mason J).

100 Council of the Shire of Sutherland v. Heyman (1985) 157 CLR 424, at 479 (per Brennan J), 459-
460 (per Mason J). ¥ 5E DEHEIZ D\ T D Mason HIFEOELHIZ, Brennan I OF Deane ¥
D [FH,

101 Stovin v. Wise [1996] AC 923, at 944 (per Lord Hoffmann).
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OEENH 722 L1 FRVAET 22 LT Th LW EFEIN TV S,

E 512, 728 20X, Heyman FHSBIZ BT 5 Mason FIFOFHRIZ LU, #BJe
Lo T fTHALEDo722 122V T, AMYFIEEREERTLE LENLD
V1O EEZ LT EHNTE b, Dorset Yacht FALH P, & 0 DU Anns FAFH
RLFE, —EORRO T T, BURICEY HDITANESIND T L2 EFH
M2 E LT, 2. WRNZBHEEZENCTWRWLEETH-oTH,
NICHEZZZZEENET L 2 L 2PlET 572012, AWHFIE, 2€> -u—L
OFEMAITAZBEE ) T DD DL EINTWDEH, Mason PIFIE, HlEFE DK
BOFELZTTIdaEy - - EOEERG /D HT 2030 THL L v
)BT E T, R RAEE L L OMREITH L, EoEHEE hogE e R
TEEIZIE, FORNYEBIEIEY  O—LOFEEREYE) L DH L LN
721, Mason ¥IHZ, —MRIEDER (general reliance) % Z DRI BV THIR
L721% § bbb, AL ROTEREEOMOBEI ST H2TH 2R ST, AW
MFPIEL R EE T > CTEOWE * R723 2 L2 T 2 — B2 IKEH» 5 SO
MR EEFETIHEN DD L Lz ZOBERICBI L2EET 72I3KGEIE, —
2. MADVHCOGEF570I#E 2 FREH#ELLIENTE RV, F213#
LAZENFEINLZVIZED, BEAE (magnitude) F/o3EMSEETLb0L
SEBEDFRH LT, RO GRS GO ) A7 kL. £2dRIMET S
720 OWER OG- K OFF i D& F: (product) THh 5 & L7, 2 LT, Z0fFlE LT,
frzeig i, RATHROZEEORE, 4RI L 2HBERZ &2 HIT727 2o
L9 % BNEHOBEHOTERICIE, AL ZRMNIH L CIEER L 2 WISTERIT

102 botd, ZOL) —HNEHOEREL LSV UETLH, KABEIE Oy
LIREXTFLRBE LA TVEAERE, HEPHEIIIANS 2o 2HETHoThH, IE
BRBEIIEL) AT LD LN TS (eg Pyrenees Shire Council v. Day (1998) 192 CLR
330, at 390 [170] (per Gummow J)) o

103 (1985) 157 CLR 424.

104 (1985) 157 CLR 424, at 458, 467.

105  Brennan FI%X> Deane ¥ %%, [—#EH (general reliance) | & [HFEDIEH (specific
reliance) | &\ 9 HFEIZH V2022 725 Mason IF LR L7 70 —F 28 H L 720 See
Allars [1996] p.61.

106 ok b, Mason {IHZ, —HWEBEIEBRG LA TAILITENTHL LML
TWwh,

107 (1985) 157 CLR 424, at 464 (per Mason J).

108 BMAMOBRIIBWTIZ, 2174 % 352 L 2T oHMZ A L TR wnlik, it
BOEDNAEETINE)PICHAATRETIELNVE W) EZFWEET B, 128 213,
Lowns v. Woods [1996] Australian Torts Reports 1 81-376, 63,151 (NSW Court of Appeal)o
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Fy b0 KRB FIIH LTI T L L) TR ELEALTH D LIRS LT
% (Aronson [2008] p. 68) o

FESFEREIE . Pyrenees Shire Council SFHI T B VT, B4R/ H 2 NI
TREEXTFRITDZIENTE, 2O, TNEMTLIENTEZRNEATHLE
Wik, TORMLR/PIEY - U— FOFERGFTHED LT 552072, T4
bh, FEEBIET 2 X VENTZRIEET 021, BATHILUIHEI THAHH
IOV RELFEERBL, LECEAMYEBTHINITAD) & L7 (eeeg
Wotherspoon [2009] p.334-335) o

72 L2, 72 & 2\, East Suffolk Rivers Catchment Board v. Kent S 0D 3%
ABINCE B 51X, UFHFRREICBVT, Kent 13, MBEEBSFIENRERELEE
2o TEOHERZATH L THESR 2 M L Child, RELIBELZES o7z
EFERLAA, L BITEZRHIT A ENTE LML Kent 5B LTV % b
TRV EZRIBEERVHG L ad o722 ) 2@ E T (Stevens [2007] p.
221. ¢f. Cornford [2008] p. 131)\ Stovin FIJLARE, & LEOFHFA L 5 /7 TH
HEwoTlw, LarL, 202, MBRESOARER % B O#iE ToH
D, 2o, BEVPAHETFERYHT S LA ERET. FLIEHETFRE#ELL L
BTELRVEAEIZIE, AHENZEE L AR, S 2o TES LOBNEIEERES
PET LBV L, Ty - U—LEOREPROLNLGVWELTH, PLd
BELOFHIWINTLEEZOND LV DTH D, Heyman FAHFIZB AT,
Mason ¥IH1E, AWLIFIE, COMREATHET REDP L) POV TIEL MG 2
T RE, WBBUTHIRIC L o TEITPEREI SN2 AELOFEFEZH-TWE I L
WHY D BN, TOFBIE. HROTHIZEH L COAMLR/OFEREBE L FRHTS
ZLIETELRWVWL, ZOL)LEREB LRI LSINIRMEEZ L LLTEL
W LT, ANYROEERGEXICED CHERETRMTIZ. ANLR/IIHT S
—EWEEVH 256 1O 6N, AEEOMETIIZVWE LTWwa,

109  See e.g. Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 553 (per Gleeson CJ).

110 [1941]AC 74.

111 (1985) 157 CLR 424, at 465. 7 B Hoffimann & . BB HATHRIIHERORFFRIZB T 21T
FIZOWTEEZIL) L ERDLIDOTHLDIZH L, A7) TV y AREERIE. &
ML/ E)TRETHoTPERIRERLBDOTHLE LTS, TLT, EDXHRIR
A2 WT, B LRFPHERDITHEIZ OV THET T RNEANELOFBOA L 5T, M
LARVWZ EIZE > TRDBREN L OIEEZ RO LFERIZOLDD 9B L9 %, AikEozxz
BT 20020 MED S 5 & 5d LT\ 72 (Stovin v. Wise [1996] AC 923, at 950) o
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bokdb, BHITHILEZD LIELERETABIIRELOMEZIHEAL ) &
T AHEMPD L. T bbb, Mason FIFED BIRIZ b6, o FHIX, €~ -
U— FOFEERBNH L LT 57201203, ANLUEIE L T LT AHEREZITH S
52 EDPMEBEPITFIRIC L o THEBITE R ITNE RS E W) AL L oTw
%o 72& 213, Pyrenees Shire Council FHFHIPLIZ BT, Brennan Flg4%, Stovin
P BT B Hoffimann WO FRIKIL T LLFO L HIZHBRTnW5b, Thb
B, MRZATHEL 2% 5 v v ) #FIIREDRREPHA L, 72, A
L ORBFEIC L > TERITPEHISND Z VDS, HRPG 2 O5N/-HHNH 5
ANE723H 27 7 ART 2WAOMELREST 52 L12H Y, 1D, HROMEE
WZOMERZAITHES 2 /B EOFRHIIRT 2 L) RRPHFET 2561213, €0
KEDVH D7 TADBEIEDI=DIRENTES LOFRETH L0 BEELREIIBWY
TEZNUEPT 5D TH o T HHEOANETIE, TORBVR SN VR,
BREWELH5 7 7 AOMEBIZ L 2BEREF KL LTI LR B, RO
— RN, B LORHFOMFEEEEOT. flEHkE. TOFEEDHII. D
RPN DL REMAD 7 7 A% BlET % Ll <721, Brennan ¥ b | WA
T ROFIHZ . EO XD a4 FOMERDHIED: FOBRFEOHK R L L
TAEY  U-LORBLELDLIDERTHOL LTHARL TV A, 72, Civil
Liability Act 2002 (NSW) &, [d LYFAVEEI L o TR S N2 FRaRIc BV Tk
BHEREITHET LI L 2ROONZ B o7-OTHIUL] M, AWEFIZaES -
O— FOfTAERBTELLEVELTEN., 20L) LEXHIZ—EREOHEREIZ
L BTFE G 2 T B, McHugh FIF X, Pyrenees Shire Council FFHHZ BT
I —RIEEHOBEHEAEH SN 5% L OFRRIIB WL, AWYR BB HAT

112 Pyrenees Shire Council v. Day (1998) 192 CLR 330, at 346 [22]. See Aronson [2008] p.67-68.

113 (1998) 192 CLR 330, at 347. 5. Z OHEHIZB T, Gummow HIFi, [Shire DA 71)
VAL BEEEERIE. (R THILEHY ) B0 BRICAEITATRRZIBE L72FE
PIRBHITTIROUEZH T 5. Shire ST 55 E2 KDDL ENPTE LWL TR LR
TEDPTPEN), E6%5 (PORELED) MEEIIIMKRL 2V £7) Y x v AL
LIHEMMERKIE, DELOMFFERIZEMT230H2 VIIRBETLH0L LTRIES
NBbDOTE %] &) BRIFEZRL72 (at 390-391) 6

114 Civil Liability Act 2002 (NSW) s 44. 20024F RFEF 154452120\ T O B REM 72 15T &
LT, 7z& 21X, Aronson [2008] p.73-76Z 18,

115 7272 L dronson & [ ZLHEWZL 72 (mangled) W C) ZFEGZTWBEFLTWS
(Aronson[2008] p.68) o

116 ok b, McHugh 1L . 212, Crimmins FAFHHIZBW T, RAEICAELOFER Y
FbhrtZ Lot L CHHWERE %R L 72 (Crimmins v. Stevedoring Industry Finance

=4
HoS
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AR K DATHEDPHER SN RELOBRBORHZH > TR0 L) 2L OWHER
RATAEL . BBz BT I REDPE ) PPBE SN TVWE L LDD, HH5E
213, MR Z 723 IOV TERENROONLLEETHo T, MoTWnb Ik
WL oT, DELOEARGEZET L2202 LHRL TS (at37]),

7272 L Pyrenees Shire Council RSN ROL BRI, — Ky 2 EHE
W FEE A KR L o 72 T b5, Brennan H1FL, AL RPEERG T HE
IED) OFIWEREL L TR EEEEF L, EEVPEBRNIZIEAL TV
oz ThsbH [EFEAEKO—BKIARE] 2 AL/ PEEREB L Ho TV L 05
AW ) 7 HEETH B 2 EAIR L TRV 2R T, Stovin FHHIULIZ BT B
Hoffimann WO RIFE%Z5IH L7z, LT, —BNEBEOEEIL, RoFHHHITIE
FHEI T (Weeks [2010] p. 19-20) 6

— R EEOFEHIIN T2 &S FE LA 1 2E, RIS TEY SN
By HAOFBRPSALFOT Y FO—VOHIZH L L) HREE [EE] LIER
CLIERRIAN=TA YT THDHEN) T ETH Do Mason PIHEN VD) —fEHIE
L, RSO FBMEEY EZ4E Lo Th b, FEBL Hoffmann T,
Stovin FAFH P BT, [FRED, HRPITEIND &) HIFFICERIR L Tz
LV ZERMELRLHFELTWAZ LMo TR I ETH0ELR WV, LA,
% DFEEPIE LT 722B2Iiierrb b3, KO —EIIREL 5] X 4w
MDD L) IZBbN L. HIEELOHRIIITHES D L), SIELTHEMR
P 7% TTEE (widespread assumption) (ZFEFAY K OFESITEI O — R85 — >~
B 52 2RSS B | LR LT /2®, Z LT, Hoffimann TIE. BEH
a5z L2l oT, HEMRAEG 2252 & IZHERMEERMELEY 32 21k
BB L D HETIELVE W) ZEERLEGAICIE. 2L/ PaEY - 0— Lk

Committee (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 35-36 [82]) -

117  Pyrenees Shire Council v. Day (1998) 192 CLR 330, at 344. Gummow H| =} U Kirby H|FEH &
DFIZOWTIEFER L 720 )7, Toohey ¥ % U° McHugh 1 FHE. —HIEHEOEHITHE
HAeThsbe LT, TOFEEEYERL,

118 cf Pyrenees Shire Council v. Day (1998) 192 CLR 330, at 370 [105] (per McHugh J). 7% .
Crimmins R FIZ BN T, Gaudron ¥ F X, —BWEEOEHITH L CTHHM 2GS &
L C Hoffmann W % Z5 ¥ 72 (Crimmins v. Stevedoring Industry Finance Committee (1999) 200
CLR 1, at 24 (fn 55)) .

119  Stovin v. Wise [1996] AC 923, at 953-955.

120 [1996] AC 923, at 954.
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DOEFERBETED Z EITEBRIZIIFHTH S LIEH L T,

72 L2 Crimmins FARHFIZBWTIE, 2o OHIINIE. F 12, Mason ¥
EDS Heyman BB WT [ L 72— RWEEOME 2RI 00 L ) 12E
s | & Gaudron TIFZFERE L 725 DD ((1999) 200 CLR 1, at 24 [43]) . HEE
RoOBHOTIE, £ LT, AWLF[D [LE (control) | & ZDFIIH L TH
LREAraxry o-LoREEZA) EERIN TV LMEAD [H5ETE
(vulnerability) ] (2 H L C7% ST\ 5, Crimmins F1E 2B\ Tl Pyrenees
Shire Council FFZLL LA, [SZBCL] E M HMEE 2 ) 2725, 2d2h, 4
RS [ZE] 2B L TV A 0Eh, URIIKET 2BV EELZEEIC (relevantly)
o143 (sufficiently) JEESATE D& 29 REIZ, HEEFRG 2 BHEOT 2 BGES
HFAETHRYIIBNTPEREYAET S, 22T, BFHFRIIBVWTURNEER
) EENTOEF. BEPE S BEBICL > TTH o720, bbb, Crimmins
FHIZBWT, BRIE, 1956F BEM XD (Stevedoring Industry Act 1956 (Cth))
85D T T, [MH, BEDPORNRMWGZIEBENEEL LRSS LI BE2L ]
ZFOWEEZITL, COMREITHETLL VI EFTLOREEZH> TV, ZL T,
BT EHE IHERFENTH ) EHEIHICE > TR 20, HRZTH,
BT EE OB Ty P a— )b L, BB AEICO W TR ISR E %
BRI LI V[T H 72 W) FEDSH - 7217, £ LT, B/ Crimmins KU
HLTEZ T 2RI 2HREE L. BUROW\RIHED Lo & X112,
Crimmins ROWEEMETEE L L TOBHFZMVHE L, 23T 2R H
LCw/2%, Zoffk. YRS Crimmins Kz & OWEERZT@HHE IS LT, 7T A

121 [1996] AC 923, at 953.

122 McHugh $1Z51%. Pyrenees Shire Council I OfEwIE. FFERKRZ DRV LR L
TV lilEBDTHSLIFEZ TRV EIRRTWS (Graham Barclay Oysters Pty
Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 581) o

123 72& 213 Adronson 1%, FFESIE. [FORUEEEIIIHR L T Zho/z] LIRfEL
Tv% (Aronson[2008] p. 71) o

124 See Crimmins v. Stevedoring Industry Finance Committee (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 24-25 [44] (per
Gaudron J); at 40-41 [100] (per McHugh J); at 85 [233] (per Kirby J).

125 (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 22 [36] (per Gaudron J); Stuart v. Kirkland-Veenstra (2009) 237 CLR 215,
at 254 [113] (per Gummow, Hayne and Heydon JI).

126 Pyrenees Shire Council v. Day (1998) 192 CLR 330, at 390 (per Gummow J).

127 See Crimmins v. Stevedoring Industry Finance Committee (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 22 [36].

128  Gaudron H1FH%. L. Crimmins IKOBEFHEIZ DO LS ZKMD 1 > TH B L5l L T
W72 Crimmins v Stevedoring Industry Finance Committee (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 24-25 [44].

30



SUTEE Lo KM L MREETE—H 55 /A=A 707 (k)

NAMIEBREWEDBENDVH LKW TEH 2 L 2R L72PEFHET 52 &
B Crimmins Io & BJR & OMOBROFEREZ RS L (BT 2 L E 2 572,

DX FEERRE ST AT, HEE BERRTEE L T RTEREDHF
LA EELHE L 2EREEF T URIEE s T e FR L. HEFREHAT
RS OFERZBE L7, ZHUIxt LT, McHugh Y15 (Gleeson ¥ 4 F#) £,
B ol & - T, FsEE Wz, McHugh H1H 3, ZOFMICH T T AHE
VL2120 73—, Thbb, flER EORYNG sz L 312k, 20
MEBRIZ AN 2EBE L b o TS ITIUE R 69 TOHREZITHET 25056
AR RLETIUE, ZOITEICE > T AL ELHIET 22 LB TE, 200,
BENET B R E o 72 (likely) & Z12iE, #7702 v AL BHBEI
BESNZTNELR LN EDRHLPL V) LLHMONIAT T —I2H725 L
L. Heyman FHHTNZ BT, Mason FIFHS Caledonian Collieries HAFH P % 5]
HALoo. AU RHIEE EOMREZTE L. flEk o2 Z173 5812,
TEY - U—EOREHEBIRTLIEHDHY 52 LIFESRHILL T D P L
RL72Z & xR L7 (at 29-30 [62]) o

B Stuart FHHI P BVTIX, Pyrenees Shire Council T35 O Crimmins S
DHFRFLEL YD, BET Veenstra KA EIND L9 IRWICE V2D Tld R
WL, Veenstra SIZx 9 %) A7 OFEEZZH L T 7zbll Tldw & gBE S U,
Crennan 5 L O Kiefel FIH L. Veenstra KAEMRIZ S 5 3N 5 &9 RRIITHT L

129 Crimmins v Stevedoring Industry Finance Committee (1999) 200 CLR 1, at 28 [58].

130  See Stuart v. Kirkland-Veenstra (2009) 237 CLR 215, at 255 [115].

131  Gleeson, Gaudron, McHugh, Kirby K U Callinan ® 25 ¥) X7 RBE O GR TdH o 7225
Gummow ¥ %L U Hayne FIF L SO R 2 7R L7z,

132 ZZTw) [HEEEA R (likely) ] &1, £ (injury) 259 &2 2 S5 W EEMEATE
L) BRI 22 WTREME (reasonable possibility) 25 % Z & R KT 5 L\ DAY, B
DL DB E R oT,

133 Caledonian Collieries Ltd v. Speirs (1957) 97 CLR 202, at 220 (per Dixon CJ, McTiernan, Kitto
and Taylor JJ). See also Sermon v. Commissioner of Railway (1907) 5 CLR 239, at 245 and 254,
Essendon Corporation v. McSweeney (1914) 17 CLR 524, at 530

134 97 CLR 202, at 219-220.

135 Council of the Shire of Sutherland v. Heyman (1985) 157 CLR 424, at 458.

136  Kirkland-Veenstra v. Stuart [2008] Australian Torts Reports {1 81-936, 61,305 [44] (Victorian
Court of Appeal) (per Warren CJ).

137 Stuart v. Kirkland-Veenstra (2009) 237 CLR 215, at 255 [116] (per Gummow, Hayne and Heydon
).
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T BEP LRl 2(FLTwltn) 2 i3 TERWEHRLLS, F72,
Amaca FAFHTE L L MZ. FOREE LB LT Hay KOFTEETEICOWTHE
MICKIAE RIZL T zbiF Tldhwne LT, NOEEREEIBDO LR nE
L7

iR, ANLFIEEFRGFLHE) O, BAOREE I L OMEOREIIOWN
TARML R [EE D45 % 2B @ F Bt (significant and special measure of
control) | ZH L TWABLETH )™, [SZRL] ZHURV D 5174 % BT 5 HR %
HLTVD L) 2T TRIFEET, EWET L) A7 OFERIZOVT, BEHHE
BHIIERLZA-STWAL L IIIROLND LI TWEY, E=ZF0INET S
EERBIET A LD ICHHI L ol ) TRP R ENZFHFEIIBWTL, Z0%F
—IRIRNFAT R ED BB TIE R L MED ) 27 2i/MEd 5 2 L I2H S F)E
HTHEFMTAE THLHEE 123, BIfIChEOR 7)) P v A% IET 5
OB 2 FRkE AT LRERTHIEIE, TEY - B—IIAMEBICONT
EERBFEN T ALOLIEIHEETHL L LHRE—-HLZW L, BF—KHAR
FAITAEOEARNIFEHETEELZ B I ELI LR HIBLEEZLNTWV S,
Amaca FHEHFZII LD E T ENLOPOFHEBNL, 20 ICELHILT A% %
L7ZHBEICEEICHEERERTAAS TS, BUFi THRE*BZ 5%%
(massive obligation) | 89 Z L2745 LR L T 515,

4 IR
CZETOMEDOIE. RN, FOMEROITHEICHT2o> T, HECH LT,
—— L blF, k. BEmREN T LD oKD T T— R EH£L» 8 1 &

138 237 CLR 215, at 263 [140] (per Crennan and Kiefel JJ). See also at 254 [114] (per Gummow,
Hayne and Heydon JJ).

139  Amaca Pty Limited (formerly known as James Hardie & Coy Pty Limited) v. State of New South
Wales & Anor [2004] NSWCA 124.

140  Brodie v. Singleton Shire Council [2001] 206CLR 512, at 559 [102]; Graham Barclay Oysters
Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 599-600 [154].

141  Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 581 [93] (per McHugh J).

142 Graham Barclay Opysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 596 [145] (per Gummow and
Hayne JJ); Amaca Pty Limited v. State of New South Wales & Anor [2004] NSWCA 124, at [145] (per
Ipp JA).

143 Amaca Pty Limited v. State of New South Wales & Anor [2004] NSWCA 124, at [158] (per Ipp
JA); Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 665 [324] (per Callinan J).
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IZOWTC, UTFOE) %7 A MEFHFTILEA L CE72L ) TENTEZ)ITH
M, (1) HIEER S EZTOWI (RLRIHERAG-Z 5N Tw5 ) (28
5LT, FEEFRBT ANYRIE > TV L FIRT H2HIL. SEHEROITHIZL -
CTEDEEF I ZEPRESNDZIOTHD . (2) YRBEIEEFITEL G
LIRWZHIHS B850 50 Tzt 2Rz H L iz, (3) #ES
MHGHS L7232 0FR % T RET 2 2 EPEHMICHRTE 2V EV I E
RIZBWT, BEPHERZ BTS2 2 LKA L T 2B Dl & Dt
ETH otz (4) FREN TV L EBERBVHEEONE., #HEKCHEE
R—E$ 27, EERBZRT I LVHIEELOLROMEZEDLZ LI2k5
A (5) BEFIL, (—RARICESTD) A7 L) L) FEEFEEEZ
GORED T T AT HBEIEPRER) AT DELELZ Hlo T lzh, HloTwnb
RETholzh, (6) FEFRF AT I L IIWEO PRI BORIGE £ 7213857
I & OB CTHEREEMEZRTI L2202, K (7) EERBOTEL
TIET 2 BORIEHAPFET 577, L) bDTH b,

5 BEMICHIIANUBOEE - FEFIRR

Za—H% 7 A7z — )V XIND20024 RFEEME (Civil Liability Act 2002 (NSW))
. HBNENE > TG EER L2 OTH A0 E ) IEHATIE L WS, £
DA25\I AWML/ Z OMO L JFOBIFS, BEHEFEICHTLEAZEZ0TEY, o
M b BBULRRABOBELZIT TV 5, 42503, 2002 REFMEE SR (A
BRFZ DML BOREMEE) 2S#EH Sh s REFEERFRICBW T, A14F
ZOMDOURIFEBEHEBEEI DL, T2, BEEBERDH 720089
MW 212h 72> TSN EMNEZUTO L) IZED TV S,

(a) BRIZE > TSN D Z LARD LN BB X, BEURICE T, TR
Brlt T 5720 EHMICRHTR 2 U BN OMOEIHEIC L > THIERS

144 cf. Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v. Ryan (2002) 211 CLR 540, at 577-578 [84] [85] (per
McHugh J); State of New South Wales v. West & Anor [2008] ACTCA 14, at [21]-[30].

145 AWLRBOREERBELZ 25 LT, GHEOFHEZZEICVNLLENH L & KU
EIRDO—IRIIBLTT D& ) IOV TEH AW 2 2 LId@ELTIE 2w &3, H=,
S Tw7z (eg Crimmins v Stevedoring Industry Finance Committee (1999) 200 CLR 1, at
34 [79] (per McHugh J (with whom Gleeson CJ agreed)); Graham Barclay Oysters Pty Ltd v
Ryan(2002) 211 CLR 540, at 553 [6] (per Gleeson CJ)).
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VRN
(b) HURIZL B, ZNEDEFRO— MM FEF ) Z EHTE NI
() BRICE > TSNS Z LARO SN LML, T OIRHPH 2 GBS L
T (Do, BIZHFGFRRPHEET 2 HHICHS LTTIEAR ) Eshsd™,
(d) HRiE. BEFRDHPEEST 2MB 2 EIEIC (proper) fTfiL7zL V9 2 L DFE
e LT, ZOMBOITFHEIIONTO— KR FH & ROWEH SN L& IE#ELHE
FLAE W) GRS 5 2 LT E B,
fi s, [AEED445E BFIZ L BEH EOMBORTHEIZOVWT, LTDX I
FEOTWVBEY, THLIZOWTIE, 220030 A RO EZFZIT TV 5,
B1EIE, FEPRETARBICE > Tt HAWEBIESIEL 203865 &
V) BB B OB TS 2 2 LS MEMRICTREN R S ofc L 1Tk, £
NEMEL o722 L FRIMTHT L2 L2 R L e o722 & 2 FDORERE
FAEAMRIM L $ 2R 128V, AR (20024 RFFTHEE 5 (SHYURZ o
DLBR[OETL)) PHEAINLIREFELLTERTIHBICBVT, ALY/ Z
OO L FIFIHERERTEZADRVEED D, 2 X, REIZV D FHE) % HLH
THWBIH722b0DHFERET 5 DD TIERVD, HEHH & ORHETHR
WL RRN. TOMOMERE 5252 8. HAHEMICHEEL T, »2HEEHZTOM
A5 (authorize) T L. UGB A MM T 2B H 75 LHET 5,
FB1HIE, BFOH . BERMETZ SN TWIUTRESEOHEIL#IT SNz
BNZ\) MEREZITHET 25 &9 % BYNHE T 2 585 OE N 0 b R IT 4 %
EHa®Y - U—LOFRBEEZ ) L L7z, Stovin FHIP BT S Hoffmann Tl

146 ABOMZETH R TH B0 Civil Law (Wrongs) Act 2002 (ACT) s 110(a); Civil Liability Act
2003 (Qld) s 35(a); Civil Liability Act 2002 (Tas) s 38(a); Wrongs Act 1958 (Vic) s 83(a); Civil
Liability Act 2002 (WA) s 5W(a).

147 Mo METLFEBETH %o Civil Law (Wrongs) Act 2002 (ACT) s 110(b); Civil Liability Act
2003 (QId) s 35(b); Civil Liability Act 2002 (WA) s 5W(b). 7275 L. Civil Liability Act 2002 (Tas) s
38(b) iZ. [HRICLDINSOEFEORSTOEIEITZE ) T EHTE %\ (not open to
challenge) ] & LT\ 5%,

148 MO MFE T EFETH %o Civil Law (Wrongs) Act 2002 (ACT) s 110(c); Civil Liability Act
2003 (QId) s 35(c); Civil Liability Act 2002 (Tas) s 38(c); Wrongs Act 1958 (Vic) s 83(b); Civil
Liability Act 2002 (WA) s 5W(c).

149 MO MFETHFEEETH So Civil Law (Wrongs) Act 2002 (ACT) s 110(d); Civil Liability Act
2003 (QId) s 35(d); Civil Liability Act 2002 (Tas) s 38(d); Wrongs Act 1958 (Vic) s 83(c); Civil
Liability Act 2002 (WA) s 5W(d).

150  Civil Law (Wrongs) Act 2002 (ACT) s 112; Civil Liability Act 2002 (Tas) s 41.
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OHRBNZMZE SN2 b D TH L EE2 o, F72. Ipp BEEHD. Hoffmann T D
ZZ2FEHEFILTRETH S LBEHE L Tw/zZ & (Panel of eminent persons [2002]
para. 10.26) %) IF72b o LHElS L, bok b, FIHTIE, HEPEETH
LY NEMBEOITHEZRHI T2y ZEBEfE SN TBY, BiZ, W
DIFEEME T2 2L ZERTEZ L) DTEIATGTH S L V) UIZL-T
WEHDLEHEL I ENTE S,

6 HIEEICLZRE

19984E 4 flit 7 & — (BEsXNF-H) ¥ (Financial Sector (Shareholdings) Act 1998)
55 2T, AL X o CBUFMHIFTREZ ) 175 2 L3 EHIE L TWwE 75,
ZOEEHPAETIZ, TOBEICL o TE, BIFOMER 7234/ L 5 RFH
FOMBITHEEL Z T H\vERRS I, RERITEIR &2 ANEAT A TR S FRE R
B3 BHEEAED LT WV ELE, 1903F#EIRFIEOBEIC L 0 . R 2 RE
SNz, @Rt 7 ¥ —4%L (financial sector company (FSC)) O FHAHE X, I % FF
ABHIEDNTEL LRI TV,

7. HRGTTHLE24E— AT ) TEMHATIZO W TIE, 19594 L7
(Banking Act 1959 (Cth)) D70A §= 1 TEHAS, [WhrZe 528 b, REO T TOMER,
BEIMEBOTED L IEFIT. £330 L EBITEMEN TV D DI
BWT, HFET (in good faith) . 72D, #ELR T2 & FIfTHINEI L%
BolZ LIZHLTIE, wARLZEIIH L THREEREICRS 2] LEDTY
512,

151 [1996] AC 923, at 952-953.

152 ZOMEIX, 20034F &R+t 7 & —BEHEYIER: (Financial Sector Legislation Amendment
Act (N0.1)2003) 12X AHUIEHD DD TH D, ZOWIEDBME T, &Rty & —BEERIE
#:% (Financial Sector Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2002) OB FFHHITICL L &, +—
A ST TSR E8RIC L > THG AN TV L REE G 227D THLHEEN
T 72 (paragraph 5.32). 78, 70A 51319984 4Rt 7 ¥ — U (QUE R OEEBE)
WEDREFSNALDOTH DA, 2003440t 7 & — BEERIEEIC & 20EwICE, Tw
P bEL, REOTTOMEROITHED L IIMBOFTICEME LT, F23REICLD
MINFHIE- T, BET, o, #BRLE T L EFIIfTIRE I LR BT
CLICBL TR, W 5 HICL AR, RO L IRESR, TR AHEICHTS
BEEMICOIRES V] EEDO Tz F/z, 19984E &Rt 7 ¥ — S (SUE K B HE)
FIZ X BIERNICIE. 156D RE 2 ED TW7AS, 19504 RG24 R0 15513 [ #4i
RAT. MEMRIT OB E N TR 7 & NS #EAGERITY — ¥ X (Reserve Bank Service) @ I
IR (officer) £, RETOT THEMIATICE 2 5 NIRRT F 721 EHEROATIZEE
LT, HBET, 20, BELRTo72EFR3ITHIREILE AR -2 LI L T,
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F72. A= b7 ) TREMHGIFEM (Australian Prudential Regulation Authority:
APRA) 12DV T, 199844 — & b ) 7l HH#HE: (Australian Prudential
Regulation Authority Act 1998 (Cth)) D585<%5. [APRA. HlZFH., APRA OIE , T 7-
(FEF D L <13 APRA OB ORENIE, RELOMOEFED T T, APRA, H
ERFIEEIIEZ SN, TR S NMER, % £ 72 EF oI F 7210
EWIZH72> THERE T 2L TR Th a2 LI L T Wk HHID
L CHHEBRERTEZADRW] EED TS, TOREIL, APRA 2L V¥R
RBTTHOIGEESINIERENIS RS, &b, 1998FE4—Z b7 1) THRA%
HHIEHE SR (Australian Prudential Regulation Authority Bill 1998) Ol B FilHE T,
B2 [ 2 OHEITEMBITO &) 2HMRICBEER SN TV BELEGNTD
% | (paragraph 4.57) &L DARBRENTEY, ED L) RFEEN - BOR R HHIC
HEOKGFHZOPITHHA SN TV o7z,

7 HIHE%

RBEEHTH D HH DRI DWW T, R - 4 4% B % (Insurance and
Superannuation Commission) X "% D5 TdH 5 APRA \ZEL2H5H & LT, HIH
OFEFNIZ, 2002F1LH 1L H IS, BRI X 75057 (ACT Supreme Court) (2,
TRERE 2 KO THz 23 L7215

TAUE, IAAREE & 7 o T\ 72 FAL 2 19994F 1 HC HIH 3 E X L. HIH %2001
FIFBMEA—ATITY T FVORBERHZTHRELAZ L2, @RI, B
BURIIIETE o7zl LT AITOENUIE L 723 A —ZA T U T PV
O HIH 7V — 7 DR D % 08 o 7B HRR O & RO 72 b D TH %o

L2 L. EHEANE, 20034127 > TH S, APRA R OHEFREUF IR 3 53k 2 2 L

W R HHICE BFRER R D L CIFER, £7203v 022 F 10T 2 EEREICHIRS
B\ EEDH TV,

153 Main and Fabro [2002]. See e.g. Costello [2002] p.145. + — A b 5 V) 7 H & EFE R &
(Australian Plaintiff Lawyers Association) D43 Td % Rob Davis 75, [ & % ¥ % BT %
HEZHGILEIA > ThED0THIUE, WHARLZEBEPLAELZEOTHNL, MEHEH»S
Lo ROV THR LR IEEEZ R | £ LT, APRA L BIHEFROL R LD
—EHIZOWTHERTEZ > T LHEI SN AWML H 5 LB L LM SN T
725 (Gordon [2002]) o HIVEHF b B & SNz, BN R OEREZE L. AL
HEEZWHRT LI L ERBTT 512572 > T Howard EMPBEELREE X R LL W) H
HIZEEo < b D TH o7z (Ryan [2002] p.7, Editorial [2002]) o
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) TF7: (Elias [2003] p.1) o 200347 R14HMFO HIHO 7L X)) — ABNZ X B k|
FRICET2HMETIA M2 ST 27 [ LTOFRBREBEO—BL LT (as
part of the overall litigation strategy) |. APRA \ZK T 2 FFRERZ M L v & & L7z
EENTWRIZEEEFS>TEY, WY TIF-BHEOFFMIIAHTH L, L,
HIH We |2 0E D R B RED 2D DA VT 7 b AF — A OFEHIZ L), T
BHFC Z95 HIHO EE 2 EHETH DL E VW) Tl ho22 12z (Long
[2003][Tony McGrath]) . 1998474 — & b T 1) 7B ML At L 5
&, APRA ICHER (bad faith) 25H -7 & FFET A LI THLLEEZ S
NN 1 OOEHTH S EHERTEZ S (See Editorial [2002]) o
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