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STRICT LIABILITY

• Wild Animals

• Abnormally Dangerous Activities

• Products



Liability for Wild Animals

An owner is strictly liable for harm done by an 
animal if…

• The animal is wild (lion, tiger, bear, etc.), or

• The animal is domestic (dog, cow, bees) but
has shown a propensity for doing this sort of 
harm.



Liability for Wild Animals

Liability for wild animals is very broad, even if 
the particular animal has been tame all its life.

If it bites or scratches someone, liability.

If it gets loose and scares P to death, liability.



Let’s try a hypo

Melissa has a pet tiger, Iggy. She has had Iggy since he was a 
tiger cub.  He is well trained and she has never had any 
problems with him biting or attacking.  In fact, he is quite the 
cuddly feline. Still, Melissa takes every precaution; his cage is 
made of the best reinforced steel and is always triple locked.  
She has also put a fence around the cage, just in case Iggy 
were to escape without her notice.  Well, low and behold, Iggy 
manages to find his way out of the cage one day, and though a 
friendly tiger, still decides to roam.  He comes upon Little Sara 
next door, and though his intentions are pure and all he wants 
to do is play, he injures little Sara with his enormous paws.

Little Sara’s parents want to sue Melissa, will they have a claim 
and for what?



Melissa is strictly liable

• Even though Melissa did everything a 
reasonable tiger owner would do, and was not 
negligent, her wild animal, Iggy, still hurt 
someone. In addition, his “large paws” is part 
of a Tiger’s dangerous propensity. Therefore, 
there is strict liability



Let’s switch up the hypo just a bit

• Same facts as before, but this time, Tania 
comes to visit Melissa, and sees Iggy sitting on 
the couch. Tania panics, because she is seeing 
a tiger, and runs. She trips as she’s running, 
and severely hurts her knee. Is Melissa liable?



Yes, still strictly liable

• Tania ran from the tiger, something that we 
think reasonable people do. People run from 
tigers because they are a wild animal. 
Therefore there is strict liability.



Another tripping incident

• Slash loves snakes, and always keeps them as 
pets. One day his favorite python runs away 
(or more accurately, slithers away) and starts 
roaming the neighborhood. Sally is out for a 
stroll, and not looking where she is going, trips 
on the Python. Is Slash strictly liable?



Nope

• Slash is not strictly liable, as we don’t think of 
snakes as a danger because they are a tripping 
hazard. Had the snake bitten Sally, or had sally 
tripped because she was frightened of the 
snake and running away, there would be strict 
liability. However, simply tripping on a snake is 
not strict liability. 



A Skittish Horse

Defendant  is leading a bear down the street by 
a chain. The animal is under perfect control. 
Plaintiff’s horse sees the bear, panics, and runs 
off into a gully with Plaintiff . Plaintiff  sues 
Defendant. Strict liability for the bear’s 
owner?



The Skittish Horse: Result

No liability for the owner of the bear.

Strict liability is limited to the kinds of risks that 
make the animal dangerous.

Lots of things could have scared the horse. We 
don’t think of bears as dangerous because 
they scare horses. 


