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‘Good 
(Friday) 
evening!

Hold on to your seats!

It’s 5 o’clock somewhere… 
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Introduction and Overview: Loss of Household Services evaluations

This litigation topic, also known as one of “home production valuation” and
measurement, is not new to the legal arena, nor to the Rehabilitation profession. It
may be used as a stand-alone item, or in tandem with similar additional analyses of
“economic losses.” It may also be used as a temporary relief for the Evaluee, or as is
more often seen, in a permanent and life-long manner.

For no outstanding reason that I may discern, its development and use has been more
historically associated with a Scope of Practice of that of the Economist.
Nonetheless, the topic has the potential of being promoted and utilized to a
significantly increased extent by the Rehabilitation and Vocational Expert.

As a baseline, the medical/functional premise of an Evaluee within this pre-and post-
incident context is no different from that for which we are extensively trained and
experienced. Our constructing of “Rehab Plans” of “Functional Vocational Analyses”
have already prepared us for this, as well as our appreciation and study of socio-
familial roles within the context of a family or household setting.

Anecdotally, it also appears that the topic has become increasingly litigated in many
venues as the legal system becomes increasingly familiarized and experienced in its
value, application, construction as well as with its legitimate rebuttal.
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The presentation is an introduction for an Expert Witness
(Rehabilitation Professional, Vocational Evaluator, Nurse, Economist,
etc.) who is a novice and newly approaching the topic of Household
Services. However, the presentation is also valuable for experienced
experts who may be newly exposed to an application of the
presenter who is developing a

“PROGRESSIVE  STAGING” APPROACH.

This uses a timeline methodology. It is one, of various alternate
compilation methods, that are currently in use. Seasoned attendees
meanwhile are encouraged to question and contribute for the sake
of a group contribution to learning.

Both the conceptual “theory” surrounding the Analysis, as well as a
practical demonstration of the “how to” of its development will be
presented.
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BIG shoes to fill–
being creative, 

learning & applying  
something new
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In Rehabilitation, we already recognize that 
temporary or permanent role reversals-
along with partial or total ones- often

occur following disability.  Therefore, 

A LOSS OF HOUSEHOLD SERVICES ANALYSIS 

helps all to appreciate that a whole lot 
more- in terms of financial impact- has 
occurred as well.  

The goal of this Analysis is to 
measure the economic difference/LOSS 
of contribution that one personally 
“brought to the table”  FOR OTHERS 
against the residual value of that 
following their disabling event or total 
demise.  A “blinders-on”  approach 
ensures that family members, 
neighbors, or friends pitch in to 
substitute or help does not weigh 
against this loss.  Conversely, the fact 
that one may still do the same activity, 
but that it “takes longer,” to do so is 
not given consideration because the 
Evaluee still contributes in this way.

7



Satisfaction            
or 

Enjoyment

Necessity

Eldercare/
Childcare
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…and on the flip side-
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Legal Opinion Sampling:  Legal Decisions on Household Services.    Thank you, TOM IRELAND !  (website)

Copied, distributed and highlighted for ABVE Conference 2020:  “Loss of Household Services: A Methodology…”  RJ 
Pare’   Importance:   Note State-by-State interpretations.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Heightened value of service Pennsylvania Railroad Company v. Goodman, 62 Pa. 229 (1869). “Frugality, industry, usefulness, 
tension and tender solicitude of a wife and mother of children, surely make her services greater than those of an ordinary 
servant and therefore worth more. These elements are not to be excluded from the consideration of a jury in making a mere 
money estimate of value.” (Submitted by Jim Rodgers.)

Not Calculatable Bridenstine v. Iowa City Elec. R. Co., 181 Iowa 1124, 165 N.W. 435 (Iowa 1917). “The services of a 
competent wife and mother cannot be weighed in the scales of the money changer. And indeed it would seem almost frivolous 
to call witnesses to estimate their monetary value. The best that can be done is to prove the facts and circumstances of the 
woman’s life and service in these capacities, her age, health and strength, her expectancy of life, and all that may appear to 
enlighten the minds and aid the judgment of jurors, and leave them to assess such recovery within the statutory limit as they
find and believe to be just.”

Tables vs. Actuality In the Matter of the Complaint of The Connecticut National Bank, 733 F.Supp. 14. (S.D.N.Y. 1990).
…Judge Robert L. Carter indicates: “My problem with Dr. Palfin’s testimony is that he used abstract figures without reference
to the actuality of the Duffy’s situation. He calculated the decedent’s household services based on information supplied by the 
United States Department of Agriculture for all males in a 1982 publication “Family Economics Review” (T.80), and without 
reference to information supplied on the subject supplied by the widow.” The judge then considered the decedent seaman’s 
time at home and time at sea to come up with his own value for lost household services. The decedent apparently had a work 
schedule of 56 days at sea and six days at home.
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LHHS vs LCP double-dip Hernandez v. M/V Rajaan, 841 F.2d 582 (5th Cir. 1988). ... Of greatest interest, however, was the 
rejection of household service losses and the consideration of double counting between damages awarded for loss of household 
services and the provision therefore in a life care plan. The court said: “It is indisputable that Hernandez, a paraplegic, has lost his 
ability to perform household services in the future. However, the trial court is not at liberty to grant damages for lost household 
services in the absence of any evidence that Hernandez performed household services in the past. . . In addition, because 
Hernandez received an award for attendant care, the additional recovery for lost household services would constitute double 
recovery.” Submitted by Stephen Horner.

Zero value E. M. Babinec v. Yabuki, 799 P.2d 1325 (Alas. 1990). Relating to lost household services, the court said: “We find no 
double recovery in compensating the Yabukis for the monetary costs of replacing Mrs. Yabuki with paid ‘domestics’ while also 
compensating Mrs. Yabuki for the lost pleasure she had experienced doing such tasks herself.”

Affirmation Gotsch v. Market Street Railway, 89 Cal. App. 477; 265 P. 268 (Cal. App. 1928). The court held that a full time 
homemaker could recover for damages. “While the evidence does not show that plaintiff was engaged in any direct gainful 
employment for which she received a specific wage, it does show that she was capable of and did perform her family and 
household duties. Such services have value. The impairment of the power of a woman to work is an injury to her personal rights 
wholly apart from any pecuniary benefit the exercise of this power might bring, and if he injury has lessened this power she ought 
to recover damages therefor regardless of whether she worked or not. The vicissitudes of life might call upon her at any moment 
to avail her capacity to work, and jurors may be presumed to be reasonably familiar with such services.” This decision also 
upholds the right to use mortality tables in a personal injury action. This decision was upheld in Marshall v. Smith, 131 
Cal.App.258; 21 P.2d 117 (Cal. App. 1933) and, through Marshall, in McCormack v. City and County of San Francisco, 193 Cal. 
App. 2d 96; 14 Cal. Rptr. 79 (Cal. App.1961). Each of these decisions emphasizes that loss of the ability to provide household 
services is compensable and concurrently represents a loss of earning capacity. Suggested by Stephanie Rizzardi Pearson.
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Matrimonial case:      Wooldridge v. Wooldridge, 856 So. 2d 446 (MS App. 2003). This decision involved claims by an ex-
wife who had resumed living with her ex-husband for compensation for her provision of household services during the period 
after the divorce. It also involved the admissibility of expert testimony from a vocational expert regarding the value of her
household services. On the first issue, the Court said: “As any freshman economics student knows, services and in kind 
contributions have an economic value as real as cash contributions. In such situations, where one party to a relationship acts 
without compensation to perform work or render services to a business enterprise or performs work or services regarded as 
domestic in nature, these are nevertheless economic contributions.... They are to be valued by reference to the cost of similar
services in the marketplace. Where, as here, the man accepted the benefit of such services, he will not be heard to argue that 
he did not need them and that their economic value should not be considered as the woman’s economic contributions to the 
joint accumulation of property between them.” (Italics as in the original.) The vocational expert, David Horn, testified that
the value of Ms. Woodridge’s household services and child care was $100,800 based on 70 hours of domestic work per week 
over a period of from 1983 to 1994. The divorce chancellor reduced that amount to $70,000. The Court of Appeals upheld the 
decision of the chancellor to admit this testimony.

Parent/child:     Hertz v. McDowell, 358 Mo. 383; 214 S.W.2d 546 (Mo. 1948). This case involved the wrongful death of an 
adult son who was living with his father, but not financially supporting his father at the time of his death. The court held that 
the father was entitled to recovery of pecuniary damages for the lost household services of his son, saying: “The pecuniary 
loss for which damages may be recovered by a parent for the wrongful death of an adult child is not in all cases limited to the 
money which would have been contributed to the parent by the child had the child lived. The loss may consist of the various 
elements of pecuniary value that enter into the domestic relation of parent and child, living in one family, or otherwise. In
such cases the aim of the law is to repair in a pecuniary way the loss sustained by the parent.”
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Established Measurement Methods

for Household Production Valuations

-Replacement Cost/Special Cost Method  (54%)

-Market/Opportunity (Wage) Cost Method  (4%)

-Housekeeper Method (10.4%)*
For the sake of focusing upon my topic, only the Replacement Cost Methodology, as 
applied in the Dollar Value of a Day**, will be featured in this presentation.  In the 
Replacement Cost method, the expert uses: 

 what household production activities (not, for instance, DOT “occupations) would 
have continued “but-for” some event, 

 how many hours are spent in the activity, and 
 what is the local market value (as paid to an employee) of each activity/service

Notes:
*The remaining 31.6% of methodologies use either a Minimum wage approach or a combination, or “other” 
approach.         **Verbal permission has been obtained from Kurt Krueger for selective reproduction of a few pages 
for the purpose of this presentation.
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The Loss of Household Services Analysis has as its end product the comparative
difference between one’s projected life role within the household prior to a life-changing
incident, and that same role afterwards, noting changes in the Evaluee’s disabling
status. In other words, both PRE and POST incident scenarios must be developed.
Similar to a Loss of Earnings Analysis, or a Life Care Plan, the changed

functional context

of the Evaluee is applied to one’s duties and/or traditional, as well as new, roles within
the unit of the household as they change over life’s continuum. This change, in turn, has
a cumulative value which may be measured in terms of dollars for the sake of giving a
valid context to related “damages.”

This type of analysis relies upon detailed and factual information to ensure that one is,
to the extent possible, “made whole” when wrongfully harmed; this applies whether the
activity is now done by others, or simply skipped and not done at all. On the other hand,
the premise that “one cannot lose what one did not have” is also safeguarded by way of
a foundation based upon both individualized application alongside established Tables of
researched data.
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Comparative Context:
LOEC- Loss of Earning Capacity

LCP- Life Care Plan
LHHS- Loss of Household Services

A Loss of Earning Capacity Analysis identifies one’s own capacity for earned income. It
essentially ends with the time frame of one’s (actual or probable) termination of their
Worklife. A Life Care Plan compensates one for things which they personally may no longer
take usual care of for oneself, and it is extended onto one’s ultimate demise or death. A Loss
of Household Services Analysis continues until one no longer has household/family members
to which they may contribute. All 3 Analyses contribute to what ultimately become segments
of cumulative “fiscal damages” in a legal sense.

The latter two of the above three seemingly may become confused and overlap. In a pure
sense, however, this presenter senses that they are mutually exclusive. In any case, they may
be interchangeable in part, but cannot be duplicated so as to double-dip.

(Con't)

Note:  Instead of treating the loss of household services as a separate element of damages, some authors suggest 
documenting the need to replace household work in the life care plan. This may be applied to wages for such workers as 
home health aides, handymen, lawn service, etc.  See:  Ireland, T.R., and Riccardi, H.H., “"Household Services as Life Care: 
an alternative view of Household Services in the Legal System", Journal of legal economics, 2003, Spring/Summer, Pp. 
109-117

16



 A Life Care Plan describes what the loss of function implies primarily –and probably
uniquely- for the medical aspects of the injured self, as the patient, or the Evaluee.
As such, not only medical equipment and treatment are listed, but even non-
medical aspects such as a car, for instance, may be reasonably included in an LCP.

 On the other hand, a Loss of Household Services (LHHS) Analysis examines what the
patient or evaluee contributes to the sustenance, as well as to the overall wellbeing,
of others in and/or about the family and household. Examples of items not typically
examined in a Loss of Earning Capacity Analysis, but incorporated here include:
how many cars and drivers are in the household, if one rents or owns their
residential property- along with its dimensions, number of floors, etc., size and type
of yard to include driveways and walkways, spousal life expectancy and worklife
expectancy, and more.

DISCLAIMERS:
1. This introductory presentation does not account for deduction of personal consumption, such as in the Patton-
Nelson Consumption Tables, etc.
2. The presenter does not intend to weigh in a) on the current and contentious dispute regarding the “value of 
sleep time” as part of this presentation; and b) a gender-neutral approach such as recently enacted in CA and 
historically applied in NJ cases.  
3. All information is NOT offered as that of an Expert Economist.  Rather, this information, without Reduction to 
Present Value, without discussion of inflation or T-Bills, etc., is offered as that of a Vocational, Rehabilitation, or 
Life Care Planner Expert.
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THE LOSS OF HOUSEHOLD SERVICE ANALYSIS PRESUMES               

THE KNOWLEDGE AND USE OF 

• Life Expectancy Tables and

• Employment status along 
with Worklife Expectancy 
Tables/retirement ages.

Application of these include those to a spouse.  Race, 
the age of children, and the spouse’s level of 

education may also need to be discerned.
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Remain consistent
with the abilities &
limitations identified 
in the Analysis Report
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Apply 
FUNCTIONAL CONTEXT to the
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ATUS TABLES are “incomplete” in that 
they have a less than optimum 
quantifying method of handling 

disability considerations.

-DISABILITY is limitedly described as
“DISABLED AND UNABLE TO WORK” 

only, and
-DISABILITY considerations are applied 

only to the Evaluee and not to the 
spouse or children, 

The generic Tables may be adjusted, using Clinical Judgment,  to account for changes, however and when noted as 
such. (rjp)
For more information:  see “The Impact of Disability on Household Services:  Evidence from the  Time Use Survey,”   J. 
Crouse in The Rehabilitation Professional, 22(4) , pp 217-222.

25



Finding oneself 
through the maze 

& direction of 
where it takes us.

Combining the 
individualized 

information with 
standard/surveyed 

data.
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This yearly  & copyrighted 
publication by Kurt Krueger & Jack 

Ward
relies upon:

1. Time-diary data from 
the U.S. Dep’t of 
Labor- conducted by 
the Census Bureau-
called ATUS – the 
American Time Use 
Survey; and

2. A wage survey of 
market-based value 
found in the 6-digit 
Standard 
Occupational 
Classification (SOC) 
system as produced 
by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics

2020 Price for 2019:  $269.00
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… now, the building blocks are 
ready to come together…
(and ADJUSTMENTS are the 
nature of the beast!)

Note:  it is the functional ability
that is identified, and not how long it takes 
to perform it when making pre-post 
comparison.
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CASE STUDY, and applying the Progressive Staging approach 

On July 1, 2013, and at the young age of 35, the Plaintiff was 
involved in a motor vehicle accident when a motorcycle struck 
a tractor that  he was moving from one farm field to another.  
A. P., who had a G.E.D, died shortly thereafter of the severe 
injuries that he sustained.  For work, he had been steadily 
employed as a farm manager, and he and the owner had made 
concrete plans for his eventual purchase of the property and 
business.  His spouse and he had combined their 2 children 
each at the time of their marriage 4 years earlier, resulting in a 
close family of 6.  Mrs. P was born in July 1978.  She was 
working full-time at the time of incident.   (Significantly more 
detail is contained in the Loss of Earning Capacity Analysis in 
which I was also involved.  In this case, and similar ones, the 
“loss” is obviously total and permanent in nature.  In most 
LHHS cases, it is not.)  
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Example of limitations in cases of permanent disability that is less than total in nature:

-9/6/17.  “Permanent Restrictions:  No Climbing, Crawling, Kneeling, Lifting, Pulling, 
Pushing, Carrying, Bending, twisting, Sitting, Standing, Stooping, and Walking.  No cold, 
dampness.  Occasional Reaching above shoulder, Forward reaching, Firm Hand Grasping, 
Gross Manipulation, and Repetitive Motion.  Frequent Hand Grasping and Fine 
Manipulation.”  “Occasional lifting 5 to 10 lbs.” … “...is pretty much in pain all the time and 
requires rest often and cannot sustain gainful employment… Very little and not consistent 
sedentary activities.   Julio A. Navarro, MD
-9/23/17.  “Patient is Unable to Return to Work.”  Jane Kassel, Psy. D
-10/2/17.  “Do you recommend that your patient stay home from work on disability?  Yes.”  
“Is patient able to safely operate an automobile…?  Reply:  Limited Capacity.”  “What does 
your patient do on a daily basis?  Pt. limited by physical pain secondary to MVA.”   Robert 
C. Cohn, MD
-10/9/17.  “Barriers in returning to work:  Medical/physical Complications, Psychological 
Complications, & Psychosocial Stressors.”  Jane Kassel, PsyD
-1/12/18.  “... can temporarily be impacted by anxiety/panic at times, has difficulty 
formulating thoughts, attention/concentration is variable.” Jane Kassel, PsyD
-2/12/18.  Impairments to preclude work from a psychological perspective: “depressed 
mood, chronic pain, anxiety… symptoms.”   Robert C. Cohn, MD
-2/13/18.  “Performance-based anxiety and self-doubt in her cognitive abilities may further 
exacerbate her attentional efficiency and word retrieval problems.” Eric D. Haas, PsyD

In most cases, similar to this one, 4, rather than 2, scenario spreadsheets are required.
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Disability Limitations Checklist applied to BOTH Evaluee and Spouse

CUSTOMARY HOUSEHOLD SERVICES- examples

Prior to the accident:

Evaluee Spouse  (limitations, but working)

Indoor:  cook, clean, shop 100% Outdoor:  decorative, gardening, pruning

Independent in auto driving snow removal, bill paying, taxes

Interior decorating, computer work pick up/drop off dry cleaning

Shared dog responsibilities shared dog responsibilities

---------------------------------------------------------------

After the accident:

Evaluee Spouse (& his children)

Sleep/rest/doze more intermittent Progressively disabled- work and ADL’s 

Grocery shopping, laundry 50% Grocery shopping, laundry 50%

Limited cooking eliminate leisure shopping Modified – all Household chores

Driving- typically with/by companion Little to no driving

Difficult to wash own hair, lift above shoulders

10-minute tolerance read.at computer (bills, etc.)
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The Value
of

Clinical
Judgement

--------

Choosing from 
173 Tables
for men and
207 Tables
for women

(2019 version- it 
changes yearly & 

Tables are not 
necessarily mutually 

exclusive)

and
from 2 to 7

Demographics
in each

Step 1:  Select Tables
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Step 1 
continued.  
Progressive Staging:  
“Tell a story!”  
Select all the Tables   
that identify the 
timeline values or 
the “calendar of life 
events” that are 
specific to both the 
Evaluee and their 
Spouse.   
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Outside chores, inside chores, and more!
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Step 2: Table use for LHHS is limited 
to top 2 categories:  

HOUSEHOLD PRODUCTION & 
CARING AND HELPING  SECTIONS, only
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Step 2 continued: Table use for LHHS is 
limited to the 3 columns on the right:  

Weekly Hours (as gauge), Hourly Value, 
& DVD, only
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This is a 
Template used 
as the 2nd step 
in compiling an 
adaption of 
data to the 
Tables.  It 
reflects 
activities 
under the pre-
selected Tables 
from The 
Dollar Value of 
A Day.  
Continuing 
with the 
sample above:
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But, AH!  
Making the 

DATA fit!
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The 3rd 
step is to 
now to 
insert the 
data from 
the 
Template 
(#2) into 
the Tables 
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The Progressive Staging Approach 

results in a probable conclusion and 
expert opinion of 

$xxx,xxx.00 lost as a result of a 

Loss of Household Services Evaluation.
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Thank you.  
Have a GREAT night! 
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