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to his picture and that the publication of the picture of a person
without his consent, as a part of an advertisement, for the pur-
pose of exp]oiting the publisher's busineb, is a violation of the
right of p)rivaoo and entities hlmi to ret. :e,, without proof of
special damages. In this case the percwas published in a
piatenit niedicine magazine advertising a preparation ealleti

l)oazi'.s Kidney Pls"and was sccompainied hy a personal
sketeh and a forged letter of recomnîendation of the pis ln
question. The court evidently considcred the publication as in
tho nature of n iîbl-(ntri , Journial.

A L TI'RRTIOX OF" TYPI>E1RlTTEN IN.STJiL'JEXT MA DE

IN 01-7PLICA TE.

A very interesting and kipparently new ques4tionl u to the pre-
.,uiitip)tioni whichi irises in eims of the altereition of typewritten
instruments is preseuted by the case of Stromberg-Carlsom

Tc p. fg. <Co. v. ]enbt;i (Neb.) 116 N.W. 157, 18 L.R.A.
(N.S.) 680, la wlileh it ix lield thatt. whiere a vontraet prepared hy
the mie otf a typewriter iippears to have heen ehanged after the
iir8t ilnjwes4ion wws inade, the presuniption im thIÉt such change
wvas made ht'fort, exeecution mnd delivery. T1his general rule,
althoutgh ixot unvra.is uphfleld by the great wveight of auith-
ority. Iin this ease, hoNvever, the defendatnt produeed a duplieatv
eopy of the vontréict made by fhie saine imrsinas was the.
cor v produeed by flue plitintiff. in wvhicl the elterations did flot
app .-, and the plaintiff fiiiled to explain how or wl'hen the altert-
tions were moude in his eontîaet, or why lie signed the dupliestr.
ithout th(, alterations likviig been inade therein; aud it wculd

sr'enî thiat it ilîiglt wvell ho argued that this fuiet was sufficient to
ovroethe presuimption fipheld by the general mile. The

court, however, held that the presumption stili prevailed. It
should be notived, however, thiat the signaturepa on the two con-
trà,ets were not identicýai, whieh tended to shew that thue contracts

wee igned tit different tinies. True question secins to have been
eonsidtreui in but two other cases. -whieh tire reviewed in a note in
18 L.R.A. (N.8.) 680.-('asc mid (!ornmot.


