
THE PRINTER'S MISCELLANY.

PHONOGRAPHIC DEPARTMENT.

To the Editor of the Afiscd/atny:
SIR,- In my first letter to the A!iscel/anj' on

this subject the value of the labor and timie-
saving art of shorrliand-wvritirig to typos was
spolcen of. It will be remenibered that 1 then
directed the attention of your readers to the fact
that success does not always depend upon a
mere knowledge of any systeni of phonography,
since it becomes absolutely necessary that the
reporter should be provided wvith a speecli-pho-
tographing apparatus of the niost iniproved and
approved fortn, which, as I then said and now
repeat, is alone found in Andrew J. Grahiam's
Standard Phonograpliy, - the most beautiful
systeni of sliorthand-writing yet offered to the
world. The letter to which I refer sens to
have produced a remarkable effect upon sdmne
of the victinis of the various sliorthand humbugs,
who, in attempting to prejudice the public in
regard to the statenients; contained tlierein, have
afforded us an excellent opportuiiityof pecping
into their empty knowledge boxes, whichlibas
clearly revealed the fact that they are sirnply
ridiculously ignorant of anything in connectioil
with the beautiful art, save the outlandish rules
and regulations of some of the cast-off styles
known as the old English phonography, Tay-
ior's shorthand, Mrs. Buras' systeni, Scovil's
stenograpliy, or some other one-horse systeni.
"iet, for some reason or reasons better lcnown to
theniseives, these nefarious shorthand heathens
persist in their attempts; to mislead the uniniti-
ated by endeavoring to pervert my statemcnts,
which lias rendered it necessary for me to pub-
lish comparison plates, demonstrating the great
superiority of Standard Phonography to, the
systenis with which it has been compared, and
at the same time serving to substantiate my own
statements. It %Nill be observed, by referring to
thse comparisons, that the majority of those which
fora what is known as the better class of worth-
less systenis, have been shown up in their true

col'ors.
Since the publication of my iast article, I

have been considering the advisability of eis-
croaching upon the valuable space of the Phono-
graLphic Department of the Afiscdllany by giving
«further comparisons, and have decided to as],
space for one more plate -%which nill present a
comparison of a systern knowvn as Munson's
Complete Phonography with Andrew J. Gra-

hiam's «"lStandard." It was after a most careful
exansination of the lightning systenis which %ve
frequently rend about, that 1 seiected Munson's,
it being, in my opinion, one of the leading imi-
taLions of Standard Phonography. Mr. Mun.
son's text-book, "The Conîplete Phonographer,"
which is now before me, is certainly a p)ublica.
tion worthy of a place in the library of the i-nost
fastidious, of course iL should be understood that
I ami simply speaking of its mechanical appear.
ance, whîch is ail that could possihly be desired.
It is bound in attractively stamped and gilt
green clotli, printed on thick creani-laicl paper,
and in a large, clear type which is restful to the
iveary eye. To Messrs. Harper & Bros. be.
longs the credit of making the "11Complete Pho.
nographer" a work likeiy to seli at sîglir.

It appears to me that thse "lComnplete Phono.
grapher" lias been piaced on the market by
Munson, H-arper Bros. and others, with a calcu.
lation of netting a few dollars and cents, and
witliout considering the giaring injustice they do
to inventors of phonography and the young stu.
dent who contempiated learning tlie art. lie
author does not seema to have invented apnythig
in connection with phonogrssphy, unless it is the
peculiar style lie has of giving the improvements
of others in disguise,-a fuil exposition of which
is to lie found in lY'k .S7udait's %ui-iai,
Vol. 1. Mr. Graham lias unmasked what he
cails "14Munson's wliolesaie piracies," s0 ably,
carefuily and compietely that I shahl nsodestly
refrain from attempting to throw any further
liglit on the mnatter. I cannot but remark, how.
ever, tliat, in my opinion, Mr. Graliam speaks
of Munson's improper conduct in rather positive
ternis. He tells his readers thatAMunson lias not
only hlprd himself to Standard Plionographic
improvements witliout lis permission, but that
lie lias also wilfully ignored Mm as the inveistor
of those improvemerits. Now, I maintain that
Graham sliould be a ltttie charitable on tItis
point, even thougli provoking it msust be to find
one's self victsnsized in any shape or forai. Mir.
Graham, before cliarging Mr. à1unson sli h bc
ing an unmistalcabie iiterary thief, ouglit to con-
sider the possibility of typograpliical error:,
whicli are of frequent occurrence. 1 say tlut
Munson's omission to give the inventor of Stand-
-,rd Phonograpliy proper credit may have b-en
unintentionai. Althougli I miust admit tînt the
author of the "lCompiete Phonograpficr " dues
not pretend to lie the originator of anythipg of
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