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KIRE  REY

A Tentative Analysis of the Criterion of “Design Defect”
in the US Product Liability Law

DONG Chun-hua GAO Han-cheng
( College of Law, China University of Political Science and Law, Beijing 100088, China)

Abstract: Product defect is a core part of the product liability law and design defect is a decisive factor of product de-
fect. Therefore, the criterion of design defect is in essence the history of the development of product liability law. This
paper summarizes the history of the defect criterion of the US product liability law with reference to its application in
different states of the US, analyzing the reasons for their unwillingness to accept fully the criterion of risk returns. It
also provides, in light of some typical enterprises, a detailed explanation of the merits and demerits of consumers’ ex-
pected criterion and the criterion of risk returns.

Key words: design defect; consumers’ expected criterion; criterion of risk returns
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