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The 'right of privacy is being discussed in some of the legal
' mmals of the United States in connection with a recent judg-
thent in the Supreme Court of Georgia, Pavesich v. New Eng-
lahd. Life Ins. Co., 50 S.E. Rep. 68. It appears from the sum-
mary of the case given in the Law Notes that the agent of the
defendant secured a photograph of the plaintiff and published
it in a newspaper in an advertisement of the defendant side
by side with the representation of a very disreputable and
woe-begone individual. Above the effigy of the plaintiff, who
geems to have been a well-groomed man with an air of pros-
_, perity, appeared the legend ‘‘Do it now [ie., get insured in the
j New England Life]. The man who did.”’ Above the likeness
of the woe-begone gentleman were the words: ‘‘Do it while you
ean. The man who didn’t.’’ Below the plaintiff’s picture again
was this joyous sentence: ‘‘In my healthy and productive
period of life I bought insurance in the New England Mutual
Life Insurance Company of Boston, Mass., and to-day my family
is protected and I am drawing an annual dividend on my paid
up policies.”” The woe-begone person by a statement in the like
relative position, bitterly regretted his failure to follow the same
course, The whole exhibit was unified and emphasized in a single
line: ‘‘These two pictures tell their own story.”” The plain.
tiff failing to see anything humourous in the above brought
action. He deni.d having any insurance in the deferdant com-
; pany, and charged that the publication was false and malicions
tending to bring him into ridicule before the world especially
with his friends and acquaintances, ete., and claimed that it was

& trespass upon his right of privacy.

The Supreme Court of Georgia, upon an appeal from a de-
murrer decided in the defendants’ favor in the Court below, con-
’ sidered that the plaintiff’s declaration contain»d two counts,
= one for libel, and the other for violating the right of ‘‘privacy,”’

4 and upheld both counts The judgment gave an elaborate re.
view of the prineiples of the Roman law as well as of the com-
won law on the subject and declared the right of privacy to bu
sustained by the fundamenta) principles of the law,
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