
ERRATA RECEPTA.

ousness in regard to great ones. A glance nt tlic Greek original
-shows, of course, that Ilout " is the proper word. Its blundered ro-
presentative, <' at," lias implantcd, in the popular mind, the notion,
wholly wrong, and rather unboeorning, that there is, in the saying, an
allusion to a difficulty experienced in -gettiing somne trinute, and, nt thec
sanme time, disagreeable thing dowvn the throat. In rny bluck-letter
Quarto, of 1615, already ret'erred to, the passage is free from the er-
ratum in question. And, among the notes in the niargin, I observe
one on this place which, judging -from thec way iu wvhich iiprints are
occasioned, rnay have been the cause of the original error. That
note is an interpretation of the metaphor of the provorb : IlYe stay
at that which is niothing, and lot pass that wvhich is of great impor-
tance." May not a conipositor, setting up from a copy' containing
sonie 9uchi annotation as this, have liad his eye drawn aside to the
"lut," wvhich stands close to its beginning,? This instance of typo -
graphical inaccuracy lias been repoatedly pointed ont, but nover set
righit. So long ago as 1754, John Wesley, in his excellent IlExpIa-
natory Notes," exclaimied IlIt is strange that glaring rnisprint ' strain
at a gnist,' which quite alters the sense, should mun through ail the
editions of our Englishi Bible!1" (Vide p. 94, Quarto ed.) It is a
curious phenomenon to observe how quicly verbal errors bocame
establishod, and how their continuance is vulgarly preferred to their
renioval, even when their charactor la pointed out. Ilere ire disoern
the ground of the sad Machiavellian maxim,-"1 VuIt populus decipi;
,ergo docipiatur."

In view of the case wîùh which a shiort-lived tradition will iuvest
typographical mistakies with a sort of iveight and authority, and of
the reluctance -with which inany mon subniit to be informed of thom,
the world is to bo congifatulated that a certain bull of Pope Sixtus
V., prefixed to au edition of the Vulgate (1585-1590), had little
oeffeet. It forbade all printors, on pain of excommunication, to vary
one jot or tittie- from the text thon and thiere presented. The edition
iras speedily found Iitorally to swvarm ivith misprints. Could the pro-
hibition have beeîi enforced for a decade or two, a possibility, nay, as
-we see, a probability would have been established, of the perpetuation,
ln after-generations, under sanctions the xnost solemn, of a number of
frivolous errors ini language and common thought.

A local example of the influence of a typographical error, kept for
a short space of time before the public oye, may be mentioned. It
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