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To all whom it may concern:
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~ Beit known that I, MAX Awms, of New York
city, New York, have invented an Improved
Harmoniea, of which the following is a specifi-
cation.

This invention relates to a harmoniea pro-
vided with a spring cover which may be pro-
jected over the mouth pisce to protect the
wind openings, or over the back 80 as to be
out of the way while the instrument is being
played. ]

In the accompanying drawings: Figure 1 is
a perspective of my improved harmonica,
with the cover partly broken away. Fig. 2
is a cross section of the same.

The letter a, represents the body of a har-
monica of suitable construction and provided
with the usual mouth piece «’. Over this
mouth piece there is fitted a cover b, which
is preferably flanged as shown. The mouth

piece is secured to the harmonica at each
end by means of a spring ¢, connected at the

top to the cover and at the bottom to a screw
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| or button ¢/, inserted into the cenier of the

harmonica. When the instrument is not
used, the cover is projected over the mouth
piece o', and will be firmly held over the
wind openings by means of the springs ¢, so
as to exclude dust and moisture. If the in-
strument is to be played upon, the cover is
reversed by being revolved one hundred and
eighty degrees together with the springs, so
that it will projeet over the bottom a*and will
be entirely out of the way as indicated by
dotted lines in the drawings.

What I claim is—

The combination of a harmonica with a
revoluble 1id, adapted to be projected over its
routh piece and back and with springs that
secure the lid to the ends of the harmonica,
substantially as specified.

MAX AMS.

Witnesses:
A. JONGHMANS,
F. v. BRIESEN.
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