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Cemes the defendants in the above entitled cause and moves the court
tc set aside the verdict of the Jwry in the above entitled cause and ithe
wgment of the court thereon and grant o them az new trial, and for grounds

of said motion alleges the following, separately and severally:

=

For that the verdict of the jury is not susieined oy the greal pre-

1

«

ot
{s

2C

Iy

ponderance of the evidence and is contrary t¢ both the law, and the

i1}

or that the verdict of the jury is contrary te the law in the case.
Tor that the verdiet of the jwry is conirary to the facts in the case.

- s 1

or that the verdict of the jury and the judgment entered thereon are

comtrary to the great weizht and preponderance of the evidence in the case.
ol
Se

That the verdict of the jury is contrary to the charge given by the

Judge in said case.

For that the verdict of the jury is not sustained by the great pre-
ponderance of the evidence amd is contrary io both the law, and the facts

in the case, in that the Jlalﬁtl*f testified that she had let the boys go
with the defendants other years and further that she was not home any tim
the said Troy'Young wzs picked up on any of the occaglons that he went with
the defendants

o~

For that fhe verdict of the juwry is contrary to the facts in the case
J o o

J-

that the said plaintiff testified thatl she knew *he boy was with the

L=

defendants and that she did not write to the boy.




3.
For that “he verdict of the jury and the judgment entered thereon are

ntrary Lo the great weight and preponderance of the evidence iIn the case

b

in that the plaintiff testified that she had had previous deazlings with th

defendant, John H. Armsirong, and that the said Troy Toun
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for the defendants but was working in the same fiel

For that the verdict of the jury is contrary tec the facts in the case

iy

in that the consent of the plaintiff for the boy, Troy Young %o go with the

defendant was shown by imnlication from the actions of the plaintiff In letiing
the boy, Troy Young, go with the defendants or either of them, on other
occasioms since the boy was 1L years old.
10.
For that the verdict of the jury is contrary to the evidence in said
cause in that there is no evidence to show that the defendants took the minor
Troy Young away for a hazardous occupation or that the said Troy Young lost

nie life in pursuwance of a hazardous cccupation or in the line of his duties.

“31s

rrf

Q
b3

that +the verdict of the jury is contrary to the law in the case in
that the consent of the plaintiff was impliedly given by permitiing The minor

her ogcasions without comnlaint when the plaintiff was not at

ct
O

[£]3]
e}
QO
i

home.

12.

=
O

r that the verdict of the jury is contrary to the law in the case in
that no evidence was hefore the jury o show the minor was taken away for a

hazardous occupation.

i3.
For that the verdict of the jury is contrary tc the Jaw in the case in
that no evidence is before the jury that the minor lost his life in line of

guty or employménte.
1.
Ihe verdict of the jury is contrary tc the law in the case in that no

nerligence on the nart of the defendants was alleged or proven.




15.

For that the verdict of the jury is contrary to the law in the case ag

Before me the undersigned suthority pérsonally appeared, C.“ilelicir
< ) il 2
Thompson, atiornsy, who being duly sworn deposes and says: That the
k4
allegation of said motion and facts ctang therein are true and correct to

his best knowledege, Information, and helief.
S —— L e o

. ~ N s
Sworn to and subscribed before me *his the (o  daf of Apr'_é 1957.

e /4205 /W%

No¥ary Tu

I, the urde*s:.gned as attorney of recerd for the Dmeﬁdar‘ts, hereby
accept service of a copy of the foregoing motion. ;

This the 4 day of April, 19%

,«:21/:/
’//‘ Attorney of Def e‘i’zdan/*s/

S

Loio bivvnr o o

STATE OF ALABAVA

BALDWIN COUNTY

The zhove and feregeing motion shall be and the same is hereby continued
- 2 [
wntil 7 A M. on April / , 1957.
;
Dated this [ day of April, 1957.

Mw U%JM

Circit Jud.c:e W
;;/M 3 M ‘?/} ) ;
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CITATION OF APPEAL Baldwin Times - 100-5-47

THE STATE OF ALABAMA
Baldwin County - Circuit Court

TO ANY SHERIFF OF THE STATE OF ALABAMA — GREETING:

Whereas, at a Term of the Circuit Court of Baldwin County, held on the

2nd . Monday in....Maveh , 1957, in a cer-

Plaintiff, and __John H, Armstrong and John J. Armstrong

Defendanﬂ a-judgement was rendered against said

a-

T et JnohnMH,u;Arﬁsﬁrmg__andn-,thn_.J_.m-%;t‘.mS.tr,.Qllg__.

to reverse which J.udgment ............................ , the said . John H. &frmmstrong and

J ohﬁ -Jd. Armstpong

_________________ , Sureties,

Now, You Are Hereby Commanded, without delay, to cite the said

Maggie-McDonald SRR U, AL ST I U EY 0 - S—

, attorney, to appear at the . . Nexb Term of our

said Supreme Court, to defend against the said Appeal, if they think proper.

. Witness, ALICE J. DUCK, Clerk of the Circuit Court of said County, this. . lst.

day of . June LA D, 1957

, Clerk.
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:e!ve(jﬂ,_;_% i

1 on .

day of_ _

jay O;Ckw..___.‘_' _-

erved a copy of the wi'ihin_._.m,@%%dﬂm, ;

§ GO IVICE O b i

T’A‘{LOR WILKING, Shesiff

By. —Swe== W@’ééf_mu 5.0

CIRCUIT COURT
Baldwin County, Alabama

MAGGIE McDONALD

VS.} Citation In Appeal

- JOHN H. ARMSTRONG
JOHN J. ARMSTRONG
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THE BTATE OF ALABAMA =w--— JUDICIAL DRPARTMENT
THE ALABAMP COURT OF APPEALS

OCTORER TERM, 19537-38

i Div. 754

John H. Armstrong and John J. Armstrong
Vo
Haggie Mcbonald

Apreal from paldwin circuit court

CATES, JUDGE
- Though at times disappointed in his hope, a parent
has the right to expect the personal services of an unmarried

minor child.



The Armstrongs persuaded Maggie McDonald's minor son,
Troy vYoung {(also known as Troy McDole) to leave his home with
her in Baldwin County, Alabama, tc go to Mmeryland as a migratory
farm worker without any express consent by the mother to the
bovis going on thig_paxticular Lrip.

While in Marvland Troy, in his off time, went Swimming
and drowned. His mother spent some $700 to bring his body back
and for the funeral.

Maggie Mcponald broucht this action claiming $£50,000
because the elder Armetrong, through his agent, armstrong the
vounger, tock her son away withoué her consent to Marvliand,
where he drowned, causing her to be deprived of his services and
scciety and expense to bring back and bury his body.

Mo denurrer was taken to the complaint, nor was any
exception taken to the oral charge.

The jury broucght in a general verdict for the plaintiff,
assessing hexr damages at $700. Motion for new trial was denied.

The grounds for new trial and the assignments of error
are confined, with two exceptions, to claims that the verdict
was cantrary‘t% the weight of the evidence. The exceptions are
{1} that the plaintiff failed toc show her son was taken away for
a hazardous occupatien, and (2) that negligence by the defendants
was neither alleged ROr sShowii.

The tort here involved is discussed in general terms
in Restatement, Torts, § 766:

# ¥ ¥ ¥ opne who, ¥ ¥ ¥ induces * ¥ % z third

person not to {(a) perform a centract with another,

oI

e % % & %* &

"is liable te the other for the harm caused thereby."®




3a
and more pertinently in Torts, § 700:

"one who, without a privilege to do SC.

{a) abducts a minor child, or

(b} induces it to leave its home with Knowl-
edge that the parent has not consented, o

{c) with knowledge that it has left its home

and that the parent is unwilling that the ¢hilid
should be absent, induces it net to return
rhereto or prevents it from so doing.

ig liable to the parent, who i8 legally entitlied
o the chiid's custody."

*n 67 Ce J. S., Paxent and child, § 101, we find:

vz parent who has the right to the cu tody, con-
rrol, and services of a minor child may malin-
t3in an action for damages against anyone who
miawfully entices away or harbors such child,
% %k

w % % % Phis right of action is not limited to
cases where the enticing away is for ilmmoral
purposes cor where the child is the heir or oldest
son. oOn the other hand, it has been held that
there is no right of action where no Fraud, force,
or persuasion has been used.

wywhere the enticement has beendHr the purpose

of marriage, it has been held that there can

be no recovery after the marriage, if it is a

legal one.”

There was at common law a presumption of the child
being in the service of the parent while in the family, gandy
v. State, 81 Ala. 58, 1 80, 25, thus the damages of the father
for the seduction of the daughter lay not in the family 4dise

honor but stemmed from interference with a quasi-fictitious

naster-servant standing, Young v. Young, 236 ala, 527, 184 so.

187.

n Steward v, Gold medal ghows, 244 Aia._SSS, 14 0.
28 549, our Supreme Court modified the magter-servant fiction‘
as the basis for the assessuent of damages in the gbduction of
a minor child and admitted the assessability of punitive damages

for the outrage to the parent as well as compens wory damages.




This view accords with the so~called modern view—-
thus in Restatement, Torts, § 700, comment g, we £ind:

"The parent can recover for the loss of
society of his child and for his exmctional
distress resulting from Lits abduction or en-
ilcement. If thers has been a logs of service
oxr if the child, though actually noit periorm-
ing service, was 0ld enough to do s8o, the parent
can recover for the logs of The service which-
he could have reguired of the child during the
pericd of its absence. He is alsc entitled to
recower for any reasconable expenses incurred by
- him in regaining custody of the child and for
any reasonable sxpenses incurred or likely to be
incurred in treating or caring for the child if
it has suffered iliness or other bodily harm as
a resulit of the defendant’s torticus conduct.™

In pickle v, Page, 252 N. Y. 474, 169 ®. E. 650, 72
Ae. L. R. 842, the leading case on this doctrine, we £ind:

"an action of trespass for the abduction of a
child was originally malntainable by a father
where the child abducted was the son and hedlr

and not otherwise. Rarham v. Dennis, 2 ¢ro. EBliz.
770. This was by reason the marriage of his heir
belongs to the father, but not of any other his sons
or daughters:;® and, although it had been adjudged
hat the writ of trespass lay 'for a parrech, a
popinjay, a thrush, and, as 14 Hen. 8 is, for a dog;
the reason therecf is, because the law imputes
thait the owner hath a property in them,’ whereas
*the father hath not any property or interest in
the daughter, which the law accounts may be taken
from him.' Iater: it was held that an action of
trespass was maintainable by a father per guod
servitium amisit where a child old encugh ©o do
him service, other than the heir, was zbducted.
ror the abduction of any cother child the action
did not lie. Gray v. Jefferies, 1 Cro. Eliz. 55;
Hall v. Hollander, 4 Barn. & £+ 680, In the latter
case it wasg said: *Iit is clear that in cases of
taking away & sor or daughter, except for taking
a son and heir, noc action lies, unless a loss of
service L8 susiained, Gray v. Jefferies, supras
parham v. Dennis, supra., The meXe relationship
of the parties is not sufficient to constitute

& loss of service.'! In the case of an injury
inflicted uwpon a child so immature that it was
incapablie of rendering service, the parent might
have no remedy against the person inflicting the
injury. Hall v. Holiander, supra.

*the principle that the abduction of & child, not
the heir, or not capable of rendering service, was




5.

2 wrong for which the law furnished no civil
remedy, was not adopted without protest, nor has
it received ungualified approval. Thus in Rarham
V. Dennis, supra, Glanville uttered a strong dis-
sent, saying: ‘For the father hath an initerest
in every of his children to educate then, and to

provide for them; and he hath his comfort by them:

viherefore it is not reasonable that any shouwid
take them from him, and to do him such an. iniwry,
but that he should have his remedy to Punish it,°*

- Blackstone was of the opinion that for the abduce

tion of a child, other than the heir, a father
might maintain an action, stating that such a
wrong was ‘remediable by writ of ravishment or
action of trespass vi et armiz, de £ilio, vel
filla, rapto vel abducteo; in the Same manner ac

the husband may have it on account of the abduc—
ticn of his wife,® (Bl. Comm. 140.) Judge Cooley,
referring to the holdings in Barham v. Dennis

and Hall v. Bollander, has remarked: ‘'This scome-
times leads to resulis which are extracrdinary,

for it seems to follow as =z necessary conseguence
that, if the child from want of maturity or other
cauge is incapable of rendering Service, the parent
can suffer no pecuniary injury, and, therefore,

can maintain no action vwhen the child is abducted
or injured.’ <Coecley on Torts, p. 48l. Judge
cowen, referring to the Eaglish rule that, for the
consequences of an injury to apn immature child,

no remedy rung to the father, has said that he
should regard it as guite guesticnable whether such
& principle prevailed in this state. Fartfield

V. Roper, 2i Wend. G615, 34 am. Dec. 273. It is to
be noted, also, that Sir rFrederick Pollock, withe
out gualiflcation, makes the broad statement: ‘The
common law provided a remedy by writ of trespass
for the actual taking away of a wife, servant or
helr, and perhaps vounger child alsoc:' and fol-
lows the gtatement by the further asserition that

an action of trespass alsc lies for wrongs done to

‘a plaintifi's wife, or servant or child, regarded

as a servant, whereby the society of the former

or the services of the latter are lost: the lan-
guage of the pleading being per cuod consortium,
or servitium amisit. Pollock, The Law of Torts,
P. Z226.7

W E A * ] % W I

"returning to the subject of abduction, we Find
no decisions by the courts of this country holding
that, in actions Lo recover damages for the ab=
duction of a child, the parent must allege and
brove, as a condition of his recovery, a losg of
the services of the child. It is true that the
Supreme Court of New Jersey, in the case of Magee
ve. Helland, 27 N. J. Law, 86, 72 An. Dec., 341,




- expressed the opinion that it was the '"established

law' that loss of service must be shown. That case
invelved the abduction of three c¢hildren of the
ages from 3 to §. Nobwithstanding the opinion
expressed by the court, as to the general principle
underlying all such cases, the court held that the
jury was entitled to infer a loss o service,
despite the tender ages of the children abducted.

S0 far as the law of this country has become ‘eg-
tablighed' by the declsions cof its courts, it

would seen that the general principle is contrary
to that stated in the New Jersey case. In south
gcarolina it has been held that the action is main-
tainable without proof or allegation of loss of
service. Xirkpatrick v. Lockhart, 2 Brev. (5. C.)}
276. The court there said: ‘'The trye ground of
action is the outrage, and deprivation; the injury
the £ather sustains in the loss of his child:

the insuli offered 4o hisg feelings; the heart-rending
agony he must suffer in the destructicn of his dear-
est hopes, and the irreparable loss of that comfort,
and society, which may e the only solace of his
declining age.' In North Carclina the same helding
was made in Howell v. fHowell, 162 N. C. 283, 78 S. E.
222, 45 L. R. 2. {(N. S.) 367, Ann. Cas. 1914a, 823,
the court stating that the theory that such an ac-
tiocn was grounded on 2 loss of service was ‘an oubt-
worn Eiction.® In Xentucky it has been stated that
in an action for the abduction of a child it is
immaterial whether or not the abducted child rend-—
ered services to his parents, Soper v. 1¢o, Walker
& CO. 121 Xy. 550, 89 8. W. 538, I L. R. A. (¥. 8.}
362, 123 Am. 8t. Rep. 212, 11 Ann. Cas., 1l71l. In
ohico it has been held that & complaint to recover
damages for the abduction cof a child is sufficient if
it alleges that the parent was thereby deprived of
hisg possession and services, although it did not
allege an ability on the part of the child to sBerve
its pavent. Clark v. Bayer, 32 Chic st. 292, 30 an.
Rep. 5%3. In Iowa it has been broadly stated ‘that
the father hasz a right to the care and custody of
his minor children, and to superintend their educa=-
tion and aurture, is a proposition that does not
admit of controversy. And where he is deprived of
such care and custody, and of this superintendence,
by the act of ancother, he has his remedy, Ly proper
acticon, against such person, is egually clear.’
Everett v. sSherfey, 1 Iowa, 356.7

See Meredith v. Buster, 209 Ry. 523, 273 S. W. 454

{abduction of daughter—-~claimi for loss of services and companion-

ship, for grief, humiliation, mental anguish and cxpense of bring-—

ing her back home held good on demurrer).




Iin Brown v. Brown, 338 Mich, 492, &1 N. w. 2d 654,

a mother {who by statute presumptively_an divorce gains custody
of the children under 12) recovered $150,000 against her Former
in-liaws whe had aided and conspired with her former husband in
taking her two young children to South Africa, causing her to
becone vaﬁy ill due to worry. ASs to liability and Gamage, the
Michigan ceurf said;y

“appellants claim in thelr appeal that the
cause of action asserted by plaintiff in count
two of her declaration, conspilracy to deprive
a parent of custody of her children, is not
recognized in Michigan., In Oversnith v. Lake,
225 Mich. 627, 295 w. wW. 332, 341, defendants
were held ilable for the abduction and false
arreat of plaintiff's minor children. + % %

& ® . 0% ® " & k-

"The Gaxnages recoverdble in such an action sre
not limited to the loss of services. The parent
wrengfully deprived of the custody of his child
may recover ILor the leoss of pocliety of his child
and for the emotional distresg resuliing £rom the
abduction. Ppickle v. page, 252 N. Y. 474, 169

N Be 6530, 72 A. L. R. 842; gtewart v. GSold Medal
gshows, 244 Ala. 583, 14 8c. 24 549:; Restatement
of the Law, Torts, § 700, comment g.®

Hence, we do not consider this a wrongful death action
such as might be brought under Code 1940, T. 7, § 1192: here, the
plalintiff complains of the taking away, not of the killing, This
is an action on the case according 4o I streeit, Foundations of
Legal Liablillity, pp. 205-2638.

We have a2 misdemeancr, Code 1840, T. 26, § 332, provide
ing in part:

"Any person * % * who knowingly * * * entices

away, or induces any minor to leave the service

of any person to whom such service is lawlfully

due, without the consent of the party * * % Lo

whom such service is due, * * % must on convice
tion be fined, * * *¢




Moreover, our public policy stringently regulates
enigrant labor agents and those who publicize their recruiting,
Code 1940, T. 51, §§ 513-321, inclusive.

However, in view of the unquegticned authority of

- the gteward case, we find it unnecessary to explore the extent

o which a vielatlon of the criminal law confers a private

right of action; though in passing we note Hardie-Tynes Mg,

Co. V. Cruse, 18% Ala. 66, &% gc. 657, vherein it is said;

"It ig hardly necessary to say that every
criminal act vhich injures the person or prop-
erty of another is also a civil tort, redress-
ible by the courts, ® % =#»v

see 1 C. J. S., Actions, § lZ. In Pearl Assur. Co.

v, Hational Insurance Agency, 150 ra. Super. 265, 28 A. 24 334,

it was held that express statutory language i1s reguired for &

criminal enactment to absorb and pre<empt a preé-exlsting common

ilaw tori. In odell v. Hunble ©il &'Refiming Co., 201 F. 28 123,

Judge Huxman {in denving jurisdictien for lack of a $3,000 maximum
recovery), after énaiyzing the scope of the derivative tort
doctrine and its implications and limitations, writes:

“We accordingly conclude from a considera-
tion of the authoritis that wvhere a penal act
iz passed for the benefit of a class a violation
of the criminal statute resulting in injury to
one of such class gives him a cause of action
which he may assert in any court of competent
Jurisdiction, notwithstanding that no reference
is made to such a right in the ackt, and also
that where a cause of action exists at common
law for the commission of a tort the passage of
& penal statute in the interest of the public
and providing for sanctlicons for its violation
does not in the absence of clear language to
the contrary wipe out such pre-existing common
law actiocn; but that where a penal statute is
paszed in the interest of the publiec, the com-
migsicn of & viclation of which did not give
cne injured thereby a cause of action at come
mon law, mo such cause of action arises in the
absence of clear language evidencing a Congres-
sional intent to give one injured thereby a




cause of action in addition to the sanctions pro-
vided for its violation.”

The defendants took issue without raising the lack of
any averment of negligence bv way of demurrer: nor did they re-
quest any jury instructlon on this theoryv. Even if we were Lo
ccﬁéaﬁa the wrong t@mplaine& of reguired a ghowing of negiie-
gence, we should neveriheless canéidér the appellants precliuded
from raising it.

Nor do we think that a show of taking away into a
hazardousg occupation is necessary for this tori. Eowever, if
it were, it avails the appellants naught for the trial judge
orally charged that it was necessary so to prove, and also to
prove that the bsy lost his life in pursuance of 2 hazardous
occupation or while in line of his duties. The plaintiff having
been - reguired to prove more than the iaw requires, the defendants
will not be hearéd to com@lain of error which might have aided
then. |

 AFFIRMED.




THE STATE OF ALABAMA...JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

THE COURT OF APPEALS OF ALABAMA

1st Div., No 754

. J o.hn.H. Armstrong and John J. Arms:trong. Appellant.....,
V.
5."Bliacro'ie McDonaljd ' Appellee .,
From ' ..Baldwin . Circuit Court

The State of Alabama,
City and County of Montgomery.{

I, Charles Bricken, Jr., Clerk of the Court of Appeals of Alabama, do heréby certify that the

foregoing pages numbered from one to g inclusive, contain aq full, true and correct “

copy of the opinion of seid Court of Appeals in the above stated cause, as the same appears and
remains of record and on file in this .office.

Witnes_.?, Charles Bricken, Jr., Clerk of the Court

of Appeals of Alabama, at the Capitol, this the

10th_ day of__.June 1958

s o :
Chariss [Brts W

Clerk of the Court of Appeals of Alabdma.
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THE COURT OF APPEALS OF ALABAMA

John H. Armstrong and

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA John J. Amstrong .
Appellant

vs.

Maggie McDonald

Appellee

From ..Baldwin Circuit Court,

COPY OF OPINION

AROWN PRIKTING 0., MOQHTLOKERY 1981



THE STATE OF ALABAMA..-.JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

THE COURT OF APPEALS OF ALABAMA

Qctober Term 1957

To the Clerk of the_._Circuit Court
of Baldwin County—Greeting:
I 'Whereas,the Record and ‘Proceedings’"bf thig Cirewdt e o e Ot

of said county, in a certain cause lately pending in said Court between

John H. Armstrong and John J. Armstrong , Appellant.....,
and
Maggie McDonald , Appellee....,
wherein by said Court, at the Term, 19_____, it was considered

adversely to said appellant. ..., were brought before our Court of Appeals, by appeal taken, pursuant
to law, on behalf of said appellant...._: '

NOW, IT IS sEresy cerrrvren, That it was thereupon considered by our Court of Appeals, on the
...._J:.Q.t._hm......_day of June 19 58 , that seid judg-

ment .b;f said Circuit . Court be in all things affirmed,
J. Co Wynn and H. C,

‘and that it was further considered that the appellant._.., and
Wynn pay the judgment of the Circuit Court, ten percent damages

thereon with interest, and

pay the cost accruing on said appeal in this Court and in the Court below

Witness; Charles Bricken, Jr., Clerk of the Court

of Appeals of Alabama, at the Capitol, this the

10th ggy o June ,19..58
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Clerk, Court of Appeals of Alabgra.
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THE COURT OF APPEALS OF ALABAMA

l S t' Div., No 7 5 4

John H. Armstrong and

THE STATE OF ALABAMA,
: Lizz_/ff*pb ....County. }
TFiled this Vs day of
(/__, . %‘-7"?*1‘7_/( 19,31?4.
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STATE OF ALABAMA,
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CCURTY COF BALDWIN.
You are hereby commanded to summon JOHN H. ARMSTRONG AND
JOHN J. ARMSTRONG to appear within thirty days from the service
of this writ in the circult court of Baldwin County, Llabanme,
at the place of holding the same, then and there to answer the

complaint of MAG C*E McDONALD,

ke e 3o o e 3 3 i e ke o 3 i3 ok o4 e o ok 3k o sk ke ke ok ok

COMPLAZINZ
MAGGIE McDONALD, g
Plaintiff, g IN TEE CIgCULIT COURT OF
i
V3. g BLLDWIN COUNTY, ALLSBAMA.
JOHAN H., ARMSTRONG AKND E AT LAW. NC.
JCOHN J. ARMSTRONG, g
Defendants. 0
coUxz SHEZ
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The plaintiff claims of the defendants FIFTY THOUSAND

{$50,000.0C) DOLLARS as damages for that, heretofore, on, to~wit:

]
f

the 6th day of July, 1955, the plaintiff was living near Bay
Minette, In Baldwin County, Llabama, with her minor son, TROY TU.
YOUNG, age 16 years, whose father had abandoned them !
before, and the defendant, JUHN H. ARMSTRONG, acting
through the defendant, JOHN J. ARMSTRONG, who was then and there

t or employee of the said JOHN E. ABMSTRONG, act-

ing within the line and scope of him emplioyment as such, cam to 3ay

fully took away the said minor, TROY U. YOUNG, and transported him
o
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to the State of Maryland to work as a farm laborer, wh

minor was drowned on, to-wit: the 5th day of August, 1955; and as a
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proximate conseguence thersof the pla W,

services of her son, she was deprived of his society, and




she was caused to expend large sums of money in and about
transporting the body of her son back t0 Bay Minstie and for
the expenses of his funeral; and plainﬁiff avers that all of
ner damages as aforeszid were the proximate consaquence of

the wrongful act of the defendanis in taking and remcving her

winor son from his home without her consent, wherefore she sues.

COLELT IHO

$5G CCC.00) DOLLAED as damages for that, heretofore, on, to-wit:s

{ H -i.9 »~
the 6%th day of July, 1955, the defendants were engaged in recruli-
ing famr lazborers in the Sitate of Algbama and Transporting them

the home of the plaintiff near Bay Minette, in Baldwin County,
Llabame, and, without the consent of fhe plainiiff, Tcok her minor
son, TROY U. YOUNG, who was then of the age of 16 years, and whose

f

ather had abendoned him, from her home and Iransporied him to
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Maryiand, where he was drowned on, to-wit: the &th day of August
T

1955: and, as a proximate conseguence thersol the plaintilf was

deprived of the services of her sald son, she was deprived of his

society, and she was forced To expend large sums of money in and
about transporiing The body of her szid son back to Bay Minette
and for the expenses of his funeral, all o her damage in the
amount aforesalid; hence this suit.
COUET TEREE
The plalintiff claims of the defendants FIFTY THCUSAND
($50,000.00) DOLLARS as damages for that, heretofore, on, to-wilt:

[} £ =
the &th &

o

ywofmﬁply,ULQES,”the defendant, JOHN J. ;PMSTROT“a wn

was then and there the agent, servant, or employse of The deflen~
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dant, JCHN H, ARMSTRONG, acting within ©

o E

e line and scope of his
employment as such, engaged in recruiting farm laborers in Alabama
i

for weork in other Siates, came To the home of the plaintilil nesar

ay Minette, in Balidwin Count
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of the plaintiff, wrongfully took away zer minor son, TrROY U.

-

YOUNG, who was then of the age of sixteen years and whose father

had abandoned him, and transporied him to Maryland, where the said




TROY U, YOUNG was drowned on, to-wit: the &6th day of August,
1955: and, as & proximate consequence thereofl, the plaintifif

was deprived of the services of her sald son, she was deprived

of pis scciety, and she was forced o ex
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about transporting the body of her son back ©O
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3av Minette and for his funeral expenses, all ©0 her danage

iy the amotint aforesaidy hence "this sults

DPlaintiff respecifully requests that this cause be
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by a2 Jurv.




