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Overview 

This is a significant issue in the life of European Product 
Liability Review. It marks the first issue published by Hogan 
Lovells - the new international law firm formed by the merger 
of the European-based Lovells, and the US-based Hogan & 
Hartson. The merger creates a unique international law firm, 
and it creates a unique product liability practice - with an 
unparalleled combined depth of experience and expertise in 
product liability issues representing the world’s leading 
product manufacturers and suppliers. 

European Product Liability Review has been in publication 
for nearly a decade, and over that time we have tracked and 
reported on the increasing globalisation of product liability 
issues. The creation, through the formation of Hogan Lovells, 
of the world’s first truly global product liability practice will 
make its mark on this publication moving forward.  
International product suppliers need to address their 
business issues with a global mindset, and therefore need to 
keep up to date on global developments, just as they need to 
rely on advisers who have the expertise, experience, 
resources and knowledge to provide reliable support in 
dealing with those issues. 

It is fitting that the feature article in this issue of European 
Product Liability Review focuses on the potential exposure of 
foreign manufacturers to product liability litigation in the 
United States (page 2). International forum shopping is alive 
and well, and litigation risks in the US remain a real 
challenge for product manufacturers operating in global 
markets. The decision in D’Jamoos v Pilatus Aircraft Ltd 
shows that, at least sometimes, common sense can prevail 
for foreign manufacturers in the dangerous waters of the US 
litigation system. 

The globalisation of product liability risks is graphically 
illustrated by the problems experienced by Maclaren 
following its product recall announcement in the United 
States (page 5). The issues that surrounded that recall 
demonstrate that product safety issues for international 
companies need to be handled with a carefully formulated 
international strategy in mind. 

The fact that Maclaren’s recall announcement led to product 
liability claims in Europe is an example of the fact that trends 
that have been commonplace in the United States are 
starting to become firmly established in Europe. 

An equally graphic example of this lies in the revelation in the 
UK that the law firm representing the claimants in the Ivory 
Coast toxic waste litigation against Trafigura have claimed 
some £105 million in costs. This is a staggering claim for 
costs by a claimants' firm, and unprecedented in the UK legal 
market. However, it is a sign that the economics of litigation 
in the UK are changing, and significant rewards can be 
available for claimants' law firms who are prepared to bring 
ambitious and novel claims in the UK legal system. 
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