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() *“Solatium means, rather, a compensation as a soothing to the affections or wounded feelings, and for loss of the com-
fort and social pleasure there is in the association between members of a family. Solatium is sentiment, love, or affection,
as distinguished from a property loss. And, as such, it is the very thing the law says shall not be allowed.” Marshall v.
Consolidated Jack Mines Co. (1906) 119 Mo. App. 270, 95 S. W. 972 (later appeal in 1908, 129 Mo. App. 649, 108 S. W. 573).
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sher, Pater Familias, 41 111. L. Rev. 27 (1946).

() HDOEEN A eER MO VER S 20 1 32 A. L. R. 24d. 1060, “ What items of damages on account of personal injury
to infant belong to him, and what to parent.” %i8:°

(%) Thompson v. Town of Fort Branch, 204 Ind. 152, 178 N. E. 440, 82 A. L R. 1413 (1931). YO FEY" ROIEXER IR
B Ay 2 1 U9 BEIR | o 00 v 0V 250° Georegetti v, 29 Holding Corp, 31 N. Y. S. 2d 968 (Sup. 1941).

D) NX DRI 207 BONQ BRI 4 O VRS IEXEw» O uwe 2° Netherland-American Steam Nav. Co. v. Hollander,
59 F. 417 (2 Cir. 1894). .

() Trapeni v. Walker, 144 A. 2d. 831, (Sup. Ct. Vt. 1958). Youngblood v. Taylor, 89 So. 2d 503 (Sup. Ct. Fla. 1956). Prossor,
TORTS 702-3, Harper & James, 1 TORTS 633-4 # % x+ 1) QSR -UR°

) s’ Callies v. Reliance Laundry Co., 188 Wis. 376, 206 N. W. 198, 42 A. L. R. 712 (1925). “...... If the minor is
guilty of contributory negligence, neither minor nor parent can recover, for their rights spring out of the same transaction
—the same cause of action. The parent takes by operation of law a part of the child’s cause of action, and he must take
it as the child leaves it.” 206 N. W, 200.

(%) Gregory, the Contributory Negligence of Plaintiff’s Wife or Child in an Action for Loss of Sevvices, 2 U, Chi. L. Rev. 173
(1932) ; James, Imputed Contributory Negligence, 14 La. L. Rev. 340 (1954).

(85) Prossor, TORTS 703.
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(R8) Street, DAMAGES, 225 (1962).

() Dinnis v. Clark, 2 Cush. 347, 56 Mass. 347, 48 Am. Dec. 671 (1848). Sutherland, DAMAGES, 3655 (3rd ed. 1904) 1K&
o b e the best considered cases hold that in as much as it is a duty enjoined by the law of the land, as well as
by the laws of nature, upon the parent to care for and heal his injured minor child, he who willfully or negligently
occasioned the injury should be held responsible for the expenses incurred, without reference to the capacity of the child
to render service to the parent.”

) RORENES R OET VHIIER T WEE S OFEE VoY Keller v. St. Louis, 152 Mo. 586, 54 S. W. 438. 47 L. R, A,

391 (1899). <£49” Note, 42 Harv. L. Rev. 112 (1928) f°

() EUERE S¥EoD b0 BGPTSR BT UEX O LT IERENKRE LRV BXOHER SRS L7
Drake v. Crowley Yellow Cab., 41 So, 2d 533, (La. App. 1948).

(N) Rockwood v. Lansburgh, 109 Cal. App. 581, 293 P. 792 (1930). @¥HEE VO Amentrout v. Virginian R. Co,, 72 F. Supp.
997 (D. C. W. Va. 1947); Stiles v. Caddick, 11 App. Div. 2d 889, 203 N. Y. S. 2d 484 (1960). > &> RS KEEMIARKEBIE
AU BOIEXE RIS 00 NRIE K€ @° Callies v. Reliance Laundry, 188 Wis. 376, 206, N. W. 198 (1925). 3 Restatement of

Torts, m 703, Comment g.



(Z) Publix Cab. Co. v. Colorado National Bank, 139 Colo. 205, 338 P. 2d 702, 78 A. L. R, 2d 198 (1959).

() Sedlock v. Trosper, 307 Ky. 369, 211 S. W. 2d 147 (1948). O &.D" {ERSH- I8 Y N d — N0 D% o) 4 0
VW ERQHL Y R eiER Sidw g £2° Hoaling v, Security Steel Equipment Co., 51 N. J. Supp. 123, 143 A, 24 844
(1958).

Q) hoEEo LRI ME" PFHvELR/™NHESK T LiId (17 KOO R) IR/ WHOHEE (17 O00%R) RELLORN°
Armstrong v. Onufrock, 341 P. 2d 105, 76 A. L. R 2d 946 (Sup. Ct. Nev. 1959),

(&) Woodman v. Peck, 90 N. H. 292, 7 A. 24 251, 122 A. L. R. 1402 (1939).

(§) Agnew v, State, 166 Misc. 602, 2 N. Y. S, 2d 954 (1938).

&K) Western Coal & Mining Co. v. Honaker, 79 Ark. 629, 96 S. W. 361 (1906) 3 E VDO KQ 4l 5o0° “L . if circumstances

e sl =

render it necessary or advisable for the parent to quit work to attend the child, rather than employ another to attend

him, it would seem that the parent should recover the loss of wages.”
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(8) HHORIS loss of services ywrEIQ UE %€ 0° Jackiewicz v. United Illuminating Co., 106 Conn. 310, 138 A. 151 (1927).
w4” Girard v. Irvine, 97 Cal. App. 377, 275 P. 840 (1929) ¢+ L&KQ ~ol L L2y 40° “ While it does not appear that any-
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() Mathis v. Luke, 37 N. J. Super. 241, 117 A. 2d 177 (1955).
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700.
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of a family, whose condition in life would make it probable that the child would perform no substantial services for the
family and would spend the time until majority in securing an education at the parent’s expense, any award should be
made for the value of the parent’s theoretical power to command the child’'s services and earnings until majority.” DA-
MAGES 328, note 3.
©) Gilbert v. Stanton Brewery Inc., 295 N. Y. 270, 67 N. E. 2d 155 (1946). Hapner v. Newman, 25 Ohio Op. 81, 6 Ohio
Supp. 220 (1941).

(%) Nuckles v. Tennessee Electric Power Co., 155 Tenn. 611, 299 S. W. 775 (1927). Waube v. Warrington, 216 Wis. 603, 258
N. W. 497, 98 A. L. R. 394 (1935). &48” # (o) $O=°
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riarty v. N. Y. Cent. R. Co.,, 124 N, Y. S. 2d 284 (1953) (R SAEHCESEN MW x— 40l S [0 OO0*=° ¥
)17 1WOO=2)° Sowers v. Birkhead, 80 Ohio L. Abs. 84, 157 N. E. 2d 459 (1958) [lllix8RWe HE 1L OCO= )’
Simmel v. New Jersey Coop. Co., 47 N. J. Supp. 509, 136 A. 2d 301 (1957) (EeRROoX X< OO0==2° XEY
1 HOO= 2 Crs0 BN L 17 KO =208 N=)° 143 A. 2d 521] Hayward v. Yost, 72 Idaho 415, 242 P. 2d 971. ([ Miv
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(D) EEwl QEHEEHED 17 <FEHICEHAOKEY QEEERK” @HHESH| 0 00Ut %" L eBmY 4v g 8 LH
Frooum@® 30 ) ERENQ BRI 0 o REME< QIERE wIcE- 0 O v (BHIT S Bk e S B8.08 %) 2
T O VE0 MmO »ut BRI s LEwED OV EEEE R oREORAMUZBFRH:07 007 KBRS HREEL | 0K



10 O\ R 03910 U 00 R0 0° IBHIWER O UEIE L2 & & 00 HEHT 0 QAR A W EHEERK IO Lo VR R
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)RR A ORI 0. KRR BINC I HIEE” 00 1~ Qo R O 2 QIR HI U O W RIS 0 8 QBTS00 Mg e 8 127 HHI
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() Wrycko v. Gnodtk, 361 Mich. 331, 105 N. W. 2d 118 (1961). '

(%) Hayward v, Yost, 72 Idaho 415, 242 P.24d 971, 973 (1952). “ Elements which enter into the determination of such dama-
ges ‘(as recoverable by the parents) include contributions which the parents might reasonably have expected to receive
from the earnings of such minor child until his majority, {for which there is no precise measure...... as well as the loss of
protection, comfort, society and companionship.”
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HINT © HIE © Kou 1w EEO 10 428 L EEHL 4 0 v uo2e® Belli, THE USE OF DEMONSTRATIVE EVIDENCE IN ACHI-
EVING “THE MORE ADEQUATE AWARD” 32-37 (1951). 440" 1) © IRH L4~ 10FE v O\ Botta v. Brunner, 29 N. J. 82,
138 A. 2d 713 (1958) &+9°
%) Hoaling v. Security Steel Equipment Co. 51 N. J. Sup. 123, 143 A. 2d 844 ¢ HREI}NCADECHmEN o L0 O
OO=2° #ELK HOO=R (rsoiiEd | 7 K<LO=2 [ PN «) WS LERSERWI QOO0 RLERESP 5:0° RFRUX
QM Zon® no jury should be permitted to excercise vicarious generosity with other people’s money.” p. 853. Mathis
v. Luke, 37 N. J. Super. 241, 117 A. 24 177 (1955) 23" BuLixog 2" O00% R (eS| © OOCO= R k) SR
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Transit Co., 227 N. C. 435, 50 S. E. 2d 534 (1948).
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(2) &4 | BZIRNIOHEBEUOVEL»Q &R0 Holbrook, The Change tn the Meaning of Consortium, 22 Mich. L. Rev.
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(5) K (8{Oidam) 53 (SE) QERTRE QMK Y 0 L WilEK v L ° Redwing v. Moucravie, 131 Cal. App. 569, 21 p. 2d 986 (1933).
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(8) Hoekstra v. Helgeland, 98 N. W. 247669 (S. D. 1959).
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