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1

Overview

With this issue of European Product Liability Review,
we mark the ten year anniversary of our publication. For the
last decade, we have tracked the remarkable development
of product liability law and product safety regulation
throughout the EU and around the world.
It is therefore fitting that our feature in this issue highlights
the emerging trends in the globalisation of aspects of the
regulation of product safety. There is a clear focus amongst
the authorities in Europe, the United States and China to
promote a better level of co-operation in managing product
safety regulation, particularly for products that are marketed
across national borders (page 2). This theme was also
evident, on a broader scale, at the 2010 International
Conference of the International Consumer Product Health
& Safety Organisation held in London this year (page 3).
Attended by senior representatives of the product safety
authorities in the United States, Canada, the European
Commission, Japan, Korea, China, Australia, and a number
of EU member states, it was evident from this conference
that international co-operation in the enforcement of product
safety is a high priority. Whilst there are many challenges in
achieving such co-operation in a meaningful sense, there is
no doubt about the consensus that such co-operation is an
important objective.
As we reflect on the past ten years, it is also significant that
in looking forward we see the likelihood of major reform in
the two most important pieces of EU legislation affecting
product risks on a broad scale - the Product Liability
Directive and the General Product Safety Directive ("GPSD")
(page 5). In the case of the Product Liability Directive, the
overwhelming view of product manufacturers, and their
insurers, is that, despite the controversy when the Directive
was adopted some 25 years ago, the practical experience
so far has been that the Directive generally works well
in striking the right balance between the interests of
ensuring that consumers injured by defective products
have a right to receive compensation, and the interests
of business and their insurers in ensuring that they are not
unfairly penalised for unavoidable risks that might be
associated with the products they market. The concern
accompanying the process of review that has recently been
initiated by the European Commission is that there is a real
risk that any proposals will open up the possibility of reforms
and upset the balance that currently exists, and create a
liability regime that does start to operate unfairly against
product manufacturers.
The process of reform of the GPSD will certainly have an
important impact on all manufacturers and suppliers of
consumer goods in the EU. It is certain that reforms will
be made to the GPSD to bring it into line with the "New
Legislative Framework" already adopted by the European
institutions, and the Commission is likely to go further in
an effort to enhance the impact of the GPSD.

These are important developments, which all product
manufacturers need to keep aware of, since they will have a
significant impact in shaping product liability risks for them as
we move into the next decade.
This issue of European Product Liability Review is also a
landmark issue because it will be the very last issue of this
publication - at least carrying this title. Reflecting the
changing face of product liability risks for product
manufacturers, and indeed reflecting the way in which our
own publication has changed over recent years, the time has
come for our publication to evolve into "International Product
Liability Review". In many respects, readers will notice little
change with our "rebranding", since increasingly we have
devoted pages of our publication to important developments
in jurisdictions beyond Europe. As the experience and scope
of work of the Hogan Lovells Product Liability Practice
continues to expand around the world, as we assist our
clients with such issues wherever they might arise, it is
natural that this should become an increasing feature of the
scope of our own publication. International Product Liability
Review will cover European developments in the same level
of detail and just as comprehensively as our readers have
come to expect, but with our new title we will increasingly
include content on developments in other parts of the world.
This expanded format, we hope, will ensure that our
publication not only reflects the trend and growing challenges
facing our clients, but also provides an even more valuable
resource for our loyal and ever-expanding readership.
Finally, to celebrate ten years of this unique publication,
we are hard at work preparing a special edition - a ten year
retrospective of developments in product liability in Europe,
as recorded in European Product Liability Review.
That edition will be more than just a nostalgic look at how
much has changed for product manufacturers in Europe in
the past decade - it will be a valuable insight into the trends
that have shaped product risks over that time, and which
provide clear pointers to the way in which those changes
will develop over the next ten years. Keep your eye out for
this publication over the coming weeks.
So, it is with some reminiscing that we say goodbye to
"European Product Liability Review". But the evolution
is inevitable, as it makes way for an improved publication
that will be equally unique, and will continue to grow and
evolve so that it remains a distinctive publication reporting
on the ever-changing challenges for international
product manufacturers.
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