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" Anno Domini 1494,* Joannes Cabottis venetus, & Scbas-

tinnus illius filiiis earn tcrram feceriiut periiiam, qiiam niillus

prius adire ausns fuisset, die 24 Iiiuij, circitcr Iiorain quintam

bene mane. Ilanc autem nppellaiiit Terram Primiim visani,

credo quod ex inari in earn partem primum ociilos inieecrat.

Nam quae ex aduerso sita est insula, earn appcllauit insulam

D. loauuis, hac opinor ratione, qu6d aperta fuit eo die qui est

sacer D. loanni Baptistae."

The following is from the " Tabula Prima," section

viii., on the map in the Imperial Library :
—

" Terram olim nobis clansam, aperuit Joannes Cabotns Venetus,

ueeno Sebastianus Cabotus eius filius, anno ab orbe redcmpto

1494, die uero 24 lulij, hora 5, sub diluculo, qua terra primu

uisam appollarut et insula quanda magna ci opposila Insula diui

loanuis uominarut, quippe qua; solcuni die festo diui loannis

aperta fuit."

* In the tliird volume of Ilakluyt'a larger work, published in 1598-1600,

where this extract from Clement Adams's map again appears, tlie year of

the discovery is given as 1407 (tlie true date, in fact), instead of 1494, though

this latter is the date on the map in the Imperial Library. Some writers,

therefore, who are not tamitiar witli Hakluyt's first folio of 1589, where the

extract first appears, and who have consulted only the later edition, where

the extract is given with the altered date, have naturally supimsed that

Adams's map bore the date 1497 upon it as tlie year of the discovery.

M. D'Avezac, in his note on Cabot's map in the "Bulletin de la Socie'te' de

Geographic" {Quatriemo Se'iie, tome xiv. pp. 206-278), and M. Asher, in his

work on '• Henry Hudson " (p. 261), published by the Hakluyt Society, both

express that opinion. It is evident to nie, that Mr. Richard Biddle, the author

of the " Memoir of Sebastian Cabot," also never consulted the first folio of

Hakluyt ; and, never having seen Cabot's map, he supposed the date of the

discovery given ujion it to be that which he found in tlie later edition of

Hakluyt, which he always cites. It was a mystery to him why Harris and

Pinkerton should give 1494 as the year of the discovery, not knowing that

that date was originally derived, as we now see, from Cabot's map.

I observe that M. D'Avezac, in the note above referred to, adopts the date

on the map (1494) as the year of the discovery made on a voyage under-

taken prior to the issuing of the (mtent ; which was followed by the voyages

of 1497 and 1498.

It may be asked, upon what authority did Hakluyt alter the date from

1494 (wiiich we will suppose be copied into his folio of 1589 from Adams's

map) to 1497 ?

Most of the published authorities for the voyages of the Cabots existing

in Hakluyt's time were unhappily confused, and even contradictory, and were
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