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other systerns of shortliand which are cqual, if
not supeior, to Standard Phonography,"1 giving
as examples, theý systems of Munson, Gurney,
Isaac Pitinan, Benn Pitman, Marsh, Longley,
Scovil, etc., which, I amn inclined to, bulieve,
include the naines of aill the sliortliand pub'Iish-
ers that lie has ever heard of or seen ini print.
In letter NO. 2 it is intensely amusing to note
the mnanner in whidh lie attenipts to support the
statemnents contained in lis first letter. To use
his own words, hie puts a few witnesses on the
stand. His first being J. E. Munson, who says:
I arn author and publisher of Munson's short-
liand ; I use xny own system and consider Stand-
ard Plionograpby an inferior one. Having thus
proved, as he thinks, the superiority of Munson's
(in)lcomplete systeni, lie likewise brings forvard
Mr. Gurney, wvho ýays lie uses Gurney's shorthand.
Mr. H. M. Parkhurst is also put on the stand
to tell us something about1.saac Pitnian's great
systeni, but it appears frorn the testimony of
this witness that lie lias found Pitman's systern
top slow for reporting purposes, and in conse-
quence has been obliged to inale improvements
of hîs own. His next witness is Mr. E. F. Under-
bli. He tells us that although Pitman's system
is a very good one, still lie lias found it nccessary
to rnake xnany improvements in order to follow
speakers. Having called to the stand about
flfteen other witnesses, iwhose testimony is sini-
lar to that of Munson, Gurney, Parkhurst ard
Underhill, IlOld Phonograplier" says that lie is
willing to leave the rest of the case to the intel-
ligent public and the press to decide ; that is to
say, can Andrew J. Grahami, or "'T. W. B.,"
justly dlaim, for Standard Phonography a supe-
riority over the systems above mentioned, in face
of the testirnony of such learned authority.

Here, Mr. Editor, wc have an Ilold phono-
grapher," who, in attempting to attack, a systen
of shortliand, which is indisputably the ",,Stand-
ard," succeeds only in xnaking himself the laugli-
ing stock af the phonographic comrnunity. In
makîng a reply ta lis letters, I have decided
flot to, intrude b>' a lengthy discussion of the
merits of the different systerns wvhidl lie lias
planked up against the "19Standard," for the rea-
son that I consider it is not necessar>' ta do so
in order ta satisfy the public that there lias been
nothing claimed by Andrew J. Grahami for
Standard Phonography more than wliat mnust be
allowed b>' all who cortipare that systero with
the inferior ones IlOld Phono." clianmpions,--

all of which it is plainly to be seen he knows
littie or nothing about, with the exception of
Scovil's, a systern which lie lias been preitching
and teaching for the past ten years ; with a
knowvledge of that systern this spectacled Scovil-
ite has been buzzing around our law courts and
lawyers like a sort of a shorthand wasp.

I ight here mention that if lie were to under-
take to earn his daily bread as a shortliand re-
porter, witli nothing save Scovil's stenography
at lis finger ends, I do axot see how on earth hie
wvould manage to keep the wolf frorn the door;
but it so liappens that, when called upon to re-
port speakers for the press, he is always fortunate
enough to secure the services of rapid lorxghand
wvriters, wvhose notes appear in print neyzt morn-
ing under the heading of "la phonographic re-
port, etc."

I might also mention that "'Old Phono-
grapher," whose particular desire kt is to lie
styled "lDodtor" or "11Professor," and wvho is ai-
,vays to be found out of practce, can only sup-
ply us by this stick-in-the-mud systern of Scovil's
at the rate of sixty words per minute. H1e does
not pretend to read his notes when written at a
greater speed.

Speaking of Standard Phonography, the in-
ventor, Mr. Grahanm, simply tells us that it is
imrneasur,-,bly superio 'r to ail other systems,
nxany of whidh, he says, are nothing more thain
poor imitations of the "lStandard." These
dlaims are completely substantiated by the fol-
lowirig facts : Standard Phonography was the
only one of the several systems of shorthand
represented at the International Exhibition of
1876 that received from the Centennial Com-
mission the honor of a medal and diploma.
These were awarded to Mr. Grahami after a
most careful examination and comrparison of
Standard Phonography with the different systems
(sorne of which bave already appeared in the
Miliscellany), and als.o in consideration of the
fact that Standard Phonography is the system
thnt has been adopted in the principal coleges,
wvhere shorthand has been introduced, througb-
out Canada and the United States.

I consider that I have given sufficient proof to
convince your readers of the merits of Andrev
J. Graham's beautiful "lStandard," and also of
the absurdity of the feeble efforts that "Old
irhonographer"' has mnade to demolish it. I
will now say, in conclusion, that it is to lie hoped
lit will think twice before he again furnishes tbe
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