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Preface to the Seventh Edition

Preparing the Seventh Edition of our Products Liability casebook was an interesting
enterprise. Between the last edition and this new seventh edition a major conference
was held noting the tenth anniversary of the Products Liability Restatement. Scholars
from throughout the country shared their views as to the impact the Restatement has
had on the law. The conference also challenged the authors of this casebook (and
the Restatement) to undertake a thorough analysis of every state on the issue of the
governing rule for design defect. We are pleased that in general the Restatement has
received a warm reception in the courts. However, we have been careful to be brutally
honest in setting forth the opposing authority in this casebook. We believe the trends
are clear but they are not unanimous.

One area in particular has undergone a sea change. The United States Supreme
Court has decided a series of cases on federal preemption of state law. The most
important case, Wyeth v. Levine, will be the subject of much litigation in the lower
courts before its contours become clear. The chapter on federal preemption has
undergone substantial revision.

In almost every chapter we found new material, both case law and scholarly, that
will challenge the reader. After all these years, the authors continue to find the subject
to be fascinating. We hope that our enthusiasm comes through to the reader.

James A. Henderson, Jr.
Aaron D. Twerski

January 2011
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