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PER CURIAM.

AFFIRMED. See Indem. Ins. Co. of N. Am. v. Am. Aviation, Inc., 891 So. 2d 532,

543 n.3 (Fla. 2004) (“Intentional tort claims such as fraud, conversion, intentional
interference, civil theft, abuse of process, and other torts requiring proof of intent
generally remain viable either in the products liability context or if the parties are in

privity of contract.”); see also Curd v. Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC, 39 So. 3d 1216, 1223 & n.4

(Fla. 2010) (noting that where “parties are in contractual privity and one party seeks to



recover damages in tort for matters arising out of the contract,” the economic loss rule
“would not prevent the bringing of an action and recovery for intentional torts, such as,
fraud, conversion, intentional interference, civil theft, abuse of process, and other torts

requiring proof of intent.” (citing Am. Aviation, 891 So. 2d at 543)).

GRIFFIN, SAWAYA and PALMER, JJ., concur.



