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CONDUCTED BRY T. WILLIAM BELL.

Phonographic Zulus.

d D, L Scott-Browne, Esq., has recently intro-
like v ;ntO his monthly a department which is
M‘f me.et with the hearty approval of his
|l warg, %t being devoted to the interest of black-
fo:m’ etc.  This distinguished personage
Mnliamerly. given his time and attention to his

| t T calling (he being a shorthand tinker by
Gelg y but it is evident that the phonographic
Nagg, o?m? too narrow for the increasing de-
tageg of b his .ferti]e brain. Guided by the dic-
i 'S evil mind he naturally conceived the
Sailing out of the phonographic stream
Poisonous gulf of calumny, thinking,
trgy P8, that the rolling of the Monthly on the
t Waters would awaken its readers from
“t\tthi:{ drowsiness into which his exhausted

ful vowel-scale discussion has caused

oo

. rof

iy,

t
thy; &;htbe thrown, In his last issue we find
) odi Or nine columns of the Monthly's valu-

‘hinx i‘:toﬁa} space, instead of containing some-
N‘en ihe Interest of the phonographic cause,
"O%raphic very awkward attack on the pho-
My ; v editor of the Miscellany. As an in-
a _sented in proportion to the social stand-
g o w"espectability of the actor of the deed,
B ingur . 2F€ not accustomed to hear, much less
i EZ M, what appears to be Mr. Brown’s
ia teg“fage, we will not descend so low as
T it ve » 101 our rf:aders would certainly con-
ity *Y unbecoming of us to barter words
cilu:il;i:.e 3ttf3m.pt‘ t.o express the venom
im mg. insipidity of his evil mind
o a as being an individual who has for-
B y 1ghts to the name of a gentleman, and
b"t °°m<:nb Case that his scurillous sheet may
k’hn efore the eyes of some fair-minded
to o thano WWOuld, perhaps, consider us little
: a € "Vere painted, that we step down
Underny Rotice of him whatever.
Pretence of acting in self-defence,

#h

Mr. Browne tries to make his conduct appear
just. - In his attempt to do so he accuses us of
having charged him with publishing in his jour-
nal letters which he knew to be forged ; and,
also, with stealing, from Andrew J. Graham,
Standard Phonographic Handbooks. The fal-
sity of such an accusation is equalled only by
that of the accuser. Mr. Browne's name has
never appeared in the pages of the Aiscellany in
connection with anything of the kind, neither
have we ever thrown out any insinuations to
that effect.

Mr. Browne’s wicked attempt, in the violation
of every law, to tarnish the reputation which we
have established in the phonographic world,
seems to have taken root in an article which
appeared in our March number, under the head-
ing of “Underhill vs. Underhill.” It will be
remembered that this article contained extracts
from two letters, which, notwithstanding that
they were both written by one and the same
person (Mr. Edward F. Underhill), were to
each other contradictory in the broadest sense
of the word. The first of these letters appeared
some time ago (June, 1877, we think), in
Brownes Monthly, and was afterwards re-pub-
lished in the Glode of this city. Letter No, 2
was addressed to us. At the time that letter
No. I came under our notice, we held a highly
favorable opinion of Mr. Underhill, and as his
communication contained some very outlandish
statements respecting the use of abbreviated out-
lines, we were forced to the conclusion that he
had very little to do with the construction of it.
We presumed that it had been prepared and
sent in for publication by a well-known *imi-
tator” for the purpose of misleading those who
might wish to become ¢¢Standard” phonograph-
ers ; and it was on account of the opinion which
we formed, being strengthened by Mr. Under-
hill’s letter to us, that we gave it as our belief
that the letter which appeared in the Monthly
was baked Browne—unknown to Underhill—
by one who made as much out of Standard pho-
nographic works, at the author’s expense, as
Cochran is said to have made out of them in
the way of knowledge. [Meaning by this lan-
guage that it was cooked for Browne’s Monthly
by that person who is known as ‘‘ the celebrated
literary thief,”] This is what Mr. Browne takes
to himself, and what he wishes his readers to
think, was meant as an insinuation that he had
helped himself to Graham’s works at the author’s




