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llshed a serfes-of articles in Dutch journals
(afterward expanded.in two large volumes)
in which he .showed that the pretenslons®
made on behalf of Koster had no sound
basis in history. He did what no one ‘be.’
fore had done so thoroughly, for he sifted
evldence"und -examined rocords with un-
common critical discernment. Although he
wrote wjth negdlesa asperity, his reasoning
was accepted as conclusive by many parti-
sans of Koster; who were léed by him to
bélieve that the real inventor of printing
was John Gutenberg of Muinz. :

‘Moved no doubt by emulatfon, Dr. Hes-
sels of Oxford, England, undertook a sim-
flar sifting of the evidence that had been
published in favor of Gutenberg. He
showed that fables and forgeries had been
devised to cover supposed weak spots in
the histories written about Gutenberg, and
that his records also needed further inves-
tigation. He does not deny that Gutenberg
printed before 1455, but he does lead the
reader’ to doubt that he was sole inventor,

'.03; even the master spirit in the lnventlon:

of printing. It is certain that Gutenberg
had forerunners.

A French investigator in the archives of
Avignon reports that one Christopher Vald-
foghel had there introduced, before the
period of Gutenberg in Malnz, a new ‘“art
of writing with metal letters.”” No speci-
men’of Valdfoghel’s workmanship was dis-
covered, nor is it known ‘what methods he
used; but it is possible that he was at-
tempting to. invent printing with metal
types. We have also some new evidence
that Mentilin of Strassburg was a success-
ful and an industrious printer in that city
at. or before the publication- of the two
 great Bibles attributed (and de: ) to
"Gutenherg. :

Oné” of these Bibles is knowh as the
Blble of Forty-two Lines, or th zarin
Bible, s0 called from its discovery in the
library of Cardinal Mazarin. ‘This Bible,
now in the National Library at Paris, con-
“taing In its two volumes two colophons,
-professedly written by the illuminator of
the books,_certifylng that his work was
done at Mainz in the year 1455. These colo-
phons, with other evidences, have led to
the conclusion that this Btble must have
been printed in Mainz before” 1456. Mr.
Moon challenges the credibility of these
colophons, and names bibHographars of au-
thority who believe that they were not
written by the illuminator. The. other
Bible i3 known as the Blble of Thirty-six
Lines, or the Pfister Bible, or the Bamberg
" Bible; so called because Albert Pfister of
Bamberg'{s known to have used:its types .
in geveral of his little books. It has no
printed date, nor has any copy been found
with an early written date. The types of
the two Bibles are different as to slze, but
_they resemble one another in form, and
should have been made by the same print-
er; but there are historic difficulties in the
¥ay of this hypothesis. The Bible of For-
ty-two Lines always has been regarded as
the firat, because it had a.ewritten date;
- but there are biblographers of authority
Who maintain that the Bible of Thirty-six

- Li6R was the first product of the new art.
U-tho-suthenticity of the written date of
: 135 18 proved a forgery, then the relative
- Drlorlty of the two Bibles s stilt an open
question, - e " o |

Now, . comes George Washington Moon

i k_nown 28 the rasping critic of Dean

'

Alford's . 'Queen’s - English’), with a. thin
quarto of 47 pages, in which he challenges
the priority of these Bibles. He asserts
that they were printed in too workmanlike
& manner, and that nelther one could have
been the first product of the new art. He
begins with a recital of the oldeat printed
testimonles in favor of Gutenberg, and ad-
judges their merits as history with credita-
ble impartiality; but .he shows, as Dr. Van
der Linde had done before him, that the rep-
etition of an early statement by an uneriti~
cal writer adds nothing to the credibility ot
that stntement. = Nevertheless, he insists
that the testimony of the earliest writers on
the subject should not be put aside entirely.
He.quotes one old writer who said that the
‘Catholicon’ was the first printed book. He
prefers the internal evidences in early print-
ed books to the assertions of contémpora-
neous writers, for many of them had no ex-
act knowledge of the mechanics of printing,
and, without intending to mislead, did mls_;-
lead serlously. He compares the appearance
. of print in early books not by the types of
letters oniy, but by marks of punctuation'
and other. trifles of typographical practice
that ‘have been overlooked. He says that
the dacknowledged characteristics of ear-
liest printing are: ' .
. “No title-page, preface, table of contents,
or of rubrics. - ) ) :
“No colophon, paglhation, catch-words.
“Nosignature or lettering for marking sep-
‘arately printed sheets. .
“No marginal notes or footnotes. .
“No headings to pages or to chapters, and
no space between chapters.
“No large printed capitals (as ini-
tial letters) and no small létters as guides
to the maker of the Inlitials. T
“No diphthongs or quotation marks.
“No marks of punctuatidii,”€x&épt the dot,
and this dot was always above the lower
lining of the letters.
“No register of lettered signatures and no
errata, .
“No printer's name or place of printlng
and no date. )
“Only Gothic or semi-Gothic type.
“Only one long s and one short s.
‘“‘Only one stralght and one curved r.
“Only one sizé of each small letter.
“Only one size and one form.of each capl-
‘tal, )
“Only one form of each double letter.
“Only one form of each single letter or
abbreviation. :

“The { never dotted; it was either with an
acute or circumflex accent.

“The first and last leaf always blank. -

‘“An irregular or uneven number of lines
in mated columns.” * co .

The two Bibles previously mentioned do:
not conform to all these characteristics of
early printing. As they . have .different
forms of the .same letter, and as ono of
them -shows four kinds of marks of punc-
_tuation, and has other pecullarities, Mr.
Moon decides that they cannot be rated as
the firét or even as very early products of
the new art. They show improvements upon
a still earlier and a cruder practice of print-
ing. . o

The only 'book that approximates the
characteristics specified by Mr. Moon is this
rare and undated edition of the 'Catholicon’
in his poseession, and described by him as
the ‘“66-line A Catholicon'’ from its pecu-
lisr form of the capital A. This Catholi-
con, a follo of 800 pages, ‘the combina-
tion of a Latin grammar and.dictionary,
had been & book of high authority for
nearly two -centuries, ahd it was wun-
doubtedly a book to be selected by-an early.
printer as certain of ready sale, It seems

to have been ‘printed from new and sbq’r‘ﬁ )

‘thus i the van of ethical exploration, a‘

types In a creditable manner, but it be-
trays on the part of the printer reémark-
able ignorance of, or 'indifference to, the
niceties of typography which have been
listed by Mr. Moon. He gives a facsimile of
a paragraph of this Catholicon. It con-
fornis to his standard of the.character-
istics of enryly printing in all features but
one: its capital letters are neither Gothic
nor semi-Gothic, but a falr form of Roman
letter, fully as correct as tho Roman cap-
itals shown by Swoynheim. and Pannartz
at Sublaco in 1465. Even the small or
minuscule letters of this Catholicon in-
cline more to the Roman than the semi-
Gothic style. )

Who printed this edition of the Catholl-
con? Mr. Moon does not hazard a direct
answer, but he points to the significant cir-
cumstance that it Is one of a serfes. of
four volumes’ (thé earlier - ones undated,
and without name or place) printed by
Mentllip‘ of Strassburg, and that the sec-
ond voiume of the geries, ‘Speculum Doc-
trinale,’ is printed in the types of this
*‘65-1ine A Catholicon," but its types show
wear and have new 'ci#pital letters. The
reader is led to form his own.conclusion
that it should have been printed about, 1445,
and probably by Mentilin of Strassburg.

It is already established that Gutenberg
was experimenting in or pr/aqt}slng print-
ing in Strassburg as eafly as 1440, and .
that he had associates with“Whom he was
at variance,_ Mentilin’s name was not men-
tioned in their law-suit against Guten-
berg, but Mentilin did practise printing in
that city for many, years after the al-
leged departure of Gutenberg to Mainz. .
There is no record of any work done by
Gutenberg between 1442 and 1448, but it
is not at all probable that he -was idle.
It is possible that this Catholicon  might
have been printed in Strassburg at or about
1446, but whether with or without the
ald of Gutenberg, is uncertain.
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Professor Mezes of the University of
Texas has been known to the general public
as a scholar of Howison, and as one of the .

“four authors of the sympotic book, “The

Conception of God.” He there produced
upon us a mixed impression, for his intel-
lect seemed not to have quite so keen an
edge as is called for in. philosophy; and
yet here and there conceptions appeared
so simple and obvious, and yet so novel, \
that one ransacked one’s membry in the ~
endeavor to recall.any antlcipation of the
remark. Much the same impression 18 re-
newed by the present book. Hard work and
golid has been put into it; and, of course,
the harvest must have proportionate value.
Parts of the treatise are admirably worked .
out, and are, at any rate, instructive, even
it their conclusions are rejected. But hard
work is not all that is rcquired in-dealing
with such a subject. _—

In alm and method the present work s °
fully as original as it ought to be. The
author belongs to that school of ethics

_vv}fhlch {8 probably nearest right—that is to

say; ta the school which makes-tribal tradi-
tion & main factor of morality, and which

.i8” thus enabled to frame an evolutlonary

theory of ft. But although the author is
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having used~ all.the care muontbly could |
have used, or could learnto use, and destroy
‘B's valuab!e orop in an udjolnlng nel " This

~case’ (or.rather another far more difoult)

" puzzles the judge, and he ut- k3 wnder

-advisement. He naturally looks Inta works | expect

“on: eth(cs, -and, fnding nothing pertinen

" ./modern, books, fa:driven o, the:schoiasth
treauses. Now, there is:nothing ‘in the whiole.
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