























economic actor. Rebaldo v. Cuomo, 749 F.2d 133, 138
(2d Cir. 1984), cert. denied, 472 U.S. 1008, 105 S.
Ct. 2702, 86 L. Ed. 2d 718 (1985); see also LeBlanc,
153 F.3d at 148 (rejecting preemption argument where
“the Pension Fund is simply in the role of an investor
allegedly wronged”).

Twelve years earlier, that Court had summarized, in Chemung

Canal Tr. Co. v. Sovran Bank/Md., 939 F.2d 12, 16 (2d Cir.

1991 %

We see no reason to reject contribution as an
equitable means of apportioning wrongdoing in this
context. Although it is arguable that injecting
contribution claims into an already complex area of
litigation will only further complicate matters and
build costs, we think that even a breaching fiduciary
should be entitled to the protection of contribution
that has been traditionally granted fiduciary
defendants under the equitable provisions of trust
law. There is no reason why a single fiduciary who is
only partially responsible for a loss should bear its
full brunt:

CONCLUSION
The other alleged causes of action being dismissed, the
case will proceed on Wilmington’s claim for contribution.
So ordered.
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