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FLOTSAX AND JETSAM.

Musical AnNovaNnces,—~The large number of
persons who, without being particularly sensitive
or particularly nervous, suffer extreme annoyance
from the popular performances of brass bands, bas-
rel organs, steam trumpets, etc., will be much inter-
ested in a case which came recently before Mr. jus-
tice Kekewich. The plaintiff was Mz, S, Winter,
living at Brentwood, Kasex, who zlaimed from the

~urt an injunction to restrain the defendants
from using a yard at the back of some model lodg-
ing houses fur shows, which included steam cir-
cuses and organs, swings, rifie-shooting galleries,
and all the noisy accompaniments of country fairs,
prominent among which was a steam organ with
Evidence was given re-

. specting the nuisance caused by the performances,

Second edi.

and, without calling for a reply, Mr. Justice Keke-
wich delivered judgment in favour of the plain-
tff, granting the injunction prayed for, and declar-

: ing the two lefendants—Mr, Baker (the occupier

London, ¢

of the yaid), and Mr, Davies {the entreprancur of
the shows)—liable to pay the costs of the action,

i Setting aside the rifle-shooting, and the swings, as
" not necessarily nuisatices if properly conducted,

the learned judge said that the noise of the rgan
was rightly objected to, inasmuch as it was worked
from six to ten svery evening, except Saturday,
when the time was still further extended. This
loud and continuous playing necessarily interfered

: with the comfort of the neighbours, who were not

Rogers” City Hall Recorder. Six vols. New :

York. 18¢0-21,

Roscouw's Law of Light  Second edition.  London, |
LERA,

Sichel's Practice Relating to Witnesses. London,
1887,

Smith's Common Law, Tenth edition. Loundon,
1887,

Snell's Equity.  Eighth edition.  London, 1887,
Taylor's Landlord and Tenant, Eighth edition.
Boston, 1887,
Tiedman's Limitations of Police Power. St
Louis, 1880,
United States, Revised Stat. of.  Second edition.
187374, Washington, 1898,

over sensitive or fastidious, but wished meraly to
hive like ordinary English people.

The organ playing was a distinct nuisance, en-
titling the neighbours to complain,  With regard
to the noise of the assembled crowd who came to
be amused with swings ane roundabouts, it was
almost inevitable that they would shout; there
was, as laid down by the learned judge, nothing

. improper in thew so doing, but it could not be
- permitted to interfers with other persons’ comfort,

The nuisance was proved, and the plaintif was
entitled 1o the injunction he asked for against the
proprietor of the shows. Then came the question
as to the liability of the proprietor of the yard in
which the show was held. A man, said Mr. Jus-




