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the Memoir does not pretend there was any sucli account

or inscription on the charts and the table ; and to infer,

from the silence of (iilbert and W'illes, either that llakluyt

had altered the inscription, or that .fohn Cabot could not

have been t!ie oriL:;inal discoverer, is a reniarkaijle instance

of va<i;ue and inconclusive reason! nj;.

This ir the j)roper place to notice an extraoi-dinary

error, or rather series of errors, fallen into by the bic-

p;rapher, repu'din^j^ this same " extract." It is described

by llakluyt as an " extract taken out of the map of

Sebastian Cabot, cut by Clement Adams, concerning

his discovery of the ^\'est Indies, which is to be seen

in her Majestie's Privy (lallery at A\'estminster, and in

many other ancient merchants' houses." Clearer words,

one would think, could scarcely be emjtloyed to ex-

press the fact tiKit a map engraved by Adams hung in

the Privy (iallery at Westminster, from which llakluyt,

who was much about court, copied the extract or iuscrip-

tion which he has given at j). <>. \'et the biogra})her has

committed the singuhu- blunder of sun])osiug that it was
the cxtrdct from the map, and not the ina[) itself, which
was hungup in the Privy (rallery at ^\'estminster, and
that it may be inferred that llakluyt had never seen the

eriginal ina[). " From the stress," says he, " laid by llak-

luyt and Purchas on tha rxtnict Iiidh/ up in the Privy

(iallery at A\'hitehall, we may infer that they had never

seen the original maj)."* In this sentence there occurs ;i

second error, in imagining that both llakluyt and Pur-

chas refer to the same document. The allusion by Pur-

chas,t however, is to e totally diilerent. This author

refers not to any extract taken from the maj) cut by Cle-

ment Adams, but to " the words of a great rnaj) in his

Majesty's Privy (lallery, of which S^-bastian Cabot isoften

therein called the author, and his ])ictin-e is therein drawn,"

wOiich iiiap, Purchas adds in the margin, " some say

was taken out of Sir Sebastian Cabot's map by Clement
Adams;" a rentence pro\ing, beyond a doubt, tliat these

writers allude to different works,

—

llakluyt to the map
of Clement Adams, Purchas to a later one, suj)posed by
some auiliors to be coj)ied from it. Lastly, in a succeed-

ing sentence,;}; the author of the Memoir, when he ha-
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