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Correspondents to 6KHHWOLQHV have been unanimous in their criticism of the recent Ordnance 
Survey 1:100,000 maps of Devon and Cornwall. Maybe the views of our specialised 
readership do not always agree with those of the general public?

Peter Haigh has drawn my attention to an article in the 6XQGD\�7LPHV for 4 March, in
which Paul Franklin, as ‘Manager of the small-scale and leisure map division’ at OS, is 
quoted as saying “So far the response has been fantastic. We have sold 50% more of the 
maps than we anticipated”. The article talks of plans to produce a national series; the first 
sheets covering favourite tourist destinations, including the Lake District and Yorkshire 
Dales.

Providing that inexperienced fell-walkers, believing these sheets to be a substitute for a 
“proper” map, do not put undue strain on the mountain rescue services, I do not have a 
problem with this. If OS can sell the maps, good luck to them! We “connoisseurs” may not 
like the style, but we are not forced to buy the maps.

However, the rest of the article is even more remarkable. Paul Franklin again: “Our 
research showed us that many people are put off maps because they are too complicated, so 
we decided to target reluctant map users, the majority of whom are women, with these new 
ones”. The 6XQGD\� 7LPHV goes on to report other research (not, I must emphasise, 
commissioned by OS) suggesting that once a women passed the menopause her map reading 
skills were likely to improve. This research is apparently based on experiments with rhesus 
monkeys!

So, do we deduce that women map-readers are to be provided with simplified maps 
designed for monkeys? The Ordnance Survey is now led by a very effective female Director 
General. Surely the 6XQGD\�7LPHV article cannot be a fair representation of OS thinking?

This article portrays a view of the limited capabilities of women that I find deeply 
depressing, and even Trollope would have thought old-fashioned. What next – teaching 
women to look at the world with their husbands’ eyes?

&KULV�+LJOH\

'DYLG�5KLQG�&%(
Our warm congratulations go to Professor David Rhind, Honorary Member and long time 
supporter of the Charles Close Society, on his award of a CBE for services to geographical 
and social sciences. David is formerly Director General of Ordnance Survey and currently 
Vice Chancellor of City University.
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&KDUOHV�&ORVH�6RFLHW\�QHZV
The Society’s Committee met on 20 January 2001 in the Membership Secretary’s house in 
Ludlow. Chris Board took the chair and reported activity on several fronts. He was very 
encouraged to see fifteen new members on Rodney Leary’s list and had been able to 
complete the rewriting of the Society brochure. Copies have been distributed to several 
dealers as well as to the major map libraries. A couple of dozen were also taken up at the 
recent seminar on Military Mapping at the University of Greenwich. Thanks were due to 
Meena Moshkeri of the LSE Cartographic Services who reworked the design, the original 
artwork having been lost. 

Chris has also been able to clarify the position with regard to OS copyright on mapping 
that we might wish to use in published academic research. The OS has agreed that the 
Society should be treated as an academic institution, as was the case for several years under 
the directorship of David Rhind. We have been given a number, NC/00/1340, which will be 
used to indicate the authority by which extracts of mapping still within copyright are 
reproduced in 6KHHWOLQHV or other non-profit-making publications.

The Chairman was pleased to see Richard Oliver’s three revised booklets in familiar garb 
and thanked both the author for his prodigious industry and the sub-committee for 
completing the pricing, production and distribution in time for Christmas 2000. The booklets 
were worth waiting for, and deserve to be reviewed by magazines outside our immediate 
sphere. 

Chris had recently visited the Cambridge University Library where the Society has its 
archive of material deposited there by the OS. Temporary difficulties concerned with the 
arrangement of the actual transfer of material from Southampton to Cambridge would be 
solved by establishing a Records Liaison Officer, to whom the Departmental Records Officer 
of the OS can refer. Yolande Hodson had expressed her willingness to act as RLO for the 
present. She had visited the OS in Southampton, with the Chairman, to examine material 
which had been collected from various sources within OS. They understood that this material 
would be further examined by the Inspector from the PRO on 11 January. While Dr Hodson 
regularly visits both OS, Southampton and Cambridge University Library, she is ideally 
placed to act as RLO. This will not affect Ian O'Brien’s role as the examiner or evaluator of 
files from the former Directorate of Overseas Surveys. He has been kept informed of these 
developments. 

Following the report in 6KHHWOLQHV���, we were pleased to learn that Tim Nicholson had 
decided to replace his beloved Riley with another. Chris Board concluded his report by 
encouraging any member to raise issues with himself or any other officer of the Society. 

Our meetings officer, Gerry Jarvis, has been building up a programme to span all seasons 
and involve new places, in addition to well-tried and ever-popular destinations. 
Unfortunately the Minister for the Ordnance Survey cannot attend the AGM in Manchester 
on 12 May, and neither can the new Director General, Vanessa Lawrence. We have agreed 
that Carl Wilson will deputise for her at Manchester. As Product Marketing Manager he will 
have plenty to say about prospective changes in output.

The Committee was saddened to hear of the death of Wilbur Cocke, one of our stalwart 
ordinary members, who was a generous supporter of the Society in less flourishing times.

&KULV�%RDUG�ZDV�LQ�KRVSLWDO�DV�WKLV�ZHQW�WR�SUHVV��:H�ZLVK�KLP�D�VSHHG\�UHFRYHU\�
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,QWHUQHW�'LVFXVVLRQ�*URXS��¶RUGQDQFHPDSV·
3HWHU�6WXEEV

6KHHWOLQHV is an excellent way to share and make a permanent record of information but a 
quicker, simpler method to exchange and gather information would be ideal. The Internet is 
one way to achieve this. I have set up the RUGQDQFHPDSV discussion group, open to any 
interested parties, where a member of the group can share useful information, share web 
sites, or ask questions. It will also enable the rapid exchange of ideas, etc, etc, for which print 
is too cumbersome. The group is independent of both The Charles Close Society and 
Ordnance Survey but already members of both organisations have joined. All messages are 
archived and anybody can browse through them. To find more please visit the site 
KWWS���ZZZ�HJURXSV�FR�XN�JURXS�RUGQDQFHPDSV. To join send a blank email to 
RUGQDQFHPDSV�VXEVFULEH#HJURXSV�FR�XN. You will receive confirmation.

As egroups has recently been taken over by Yahoo, the group can also be reached at 
KWWS���JURXSV�\DKRR�FRP�JURXS�RUGQDQFHPDSV. The corresponding email address is also 
available, RUGQDQFHPDSV�VXEVFULEH#\DKRRJURXSV�FRP.

The 6KHHWOLQHV Editor is already a member of the discussion group, and will publish 
selected snippets from this Group in 6KHHWOLQHV� He may also seek the authors’ permission to 
republish complete postings, but asks that any items specifically intended for 6KHHWOLQHV
publication are sent directly to the Editor, HGLWRU#FKDUOHVFORVHVRFLHW\�RUJ�XN as well as (or 
instead of) to this Group.

If you have any problems please contact me, Peter Stubbs, SVWXEEV#WKHVWXEEV�FR�XN.

6KHHWOLQHV
The next issue, 6KHHWOLQHV� ��, will mark the twenty-first birthday of The Charles Close 
Society – and the twentieth anniversary of the very first issue of 6KHHWOLQHV itself. We can 
allow ourselves a little introspection. Articles on the Society, letters IURP previous editors, 
reminiscences of meetings and similar material would be particularly welcome for this issue. 
Items should be sent to the Editor as soon as possible and, in any case, before 17 July.

6KHHWOLQHV is prepared on A4 sheets, which are photo reduced to 
form the A5 publication that you receive. The resulting font size is 
not ideal for those with less than perfect eyesight. The Committee 
is considering the practicality of providing A4 photocopies of the 
master sheets as a limited ‘larger print’ edition for any members 
who would find this easier to read. We should have to ask anyone 
receiving this version to defray the additional cost of around £2 -
£3 per copy. This paragraph gives an idea of the improved font 
size. Please let the Editor know if you would find this helpful.
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)RUWKFRPLQJ�PHHWLQJV
Details of the AGM, which will be held at William Hulme’s Grammar School, Manchester, 
on Saturday, 12 May, are included on a separate flyer circulated to members with this issue 
of 6KHHWOLQHV.

On 7 July Yo Hodson will celebrate twenty-one years of the Charles Close Society with 
a Garden Party at her home in Hertfordshire. To help defray costs, there will be a nominal 
charge of £5 for this event, payable at time of booking.

As reported in 6KHHWOLQHV� ��, for the first half of this year our main theme is the 
Bicentennial of the Mudge Map of Kent but, because of foot and mouth disease restrictions 
on access to the countryside, we have deferred until 22 September the planned visit to 
cartographic sites in Kent, such as the Royal Military Canal, Martello towers, the site of the 
Romney Marsh base between Luckinge and High Nook, Dymchurch. As an added bonus for 
railway enthusiasts we shall include an optional trip on the Romney, Hythe and Dymchurch 
railway. This visit will start at Ashford railway station, where we intend to have a coach 
available for the various site visits, returning to Ashford at the end.

We have arranged a visit to the Defence Geographic Centre at Tolworth for 13 October 
to have a look at their military mapping archives. We have yet to finalise details for the day, 
but it should be a very interesting visit.

We are also planning another visit to the Ordnance Survey at Southampton on a weekday 
in November. The staff there always look after CCS members very well, and if you have not 
yet visited Southampton, do take this opportunity. If you have been before, but would like an 
update, you are very welcome to make a follow-up visit. 

All members are welcome to attend the Annual General Meeting, but for the other events 
there will be a limit on attendees.  Members wishing to attend these should register their 
interest now with Gerry Jarvis, Rulow House, Buxton Old Road, Macclesfield, Cheshire 
SK11 0AG, or by phone on (01625) 611594 or e-mail at J�ZJM#ELJIRRW�FRP.

0LGODQG�*URXS�PHHWLQJV
Lez Watson is planning to start up the informal Midland Group meetings again. The next 
three meetings will take place at 19:30 on Thursdays, 17 May 2001, 13 September 2001 and 
17 January 2002 at Voluntary Services Centre, Union Street Car Park, Union Street, Burton 
upon Trent, Staffordshire (Grid reference: SK246229). All are welcome, but please arrive 
promptly as the door has to be manned until everyone has arrived.

The first meeting will allow 20 minutes or so for business, followed by an open 
discussion session (bring an item or two of interest). It is hoped that the September meeting 
will be a thematic one, with a guest speaker in January. Further details in future issues.

More information from Lez Watson, 54 King Street, Burton upon Trent, DE14 3AF, 
Tel: (answering machine) 01283 541303, or e-mail /H]QO\QQH#FV�FRP. 
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2UGQDQFH�6XUYH\�$QQXDO�5HSRUW
The Ordnance Survey $QQXDO�5HSRUW� DQG�$FFRXQWV� ���������, published in December, is 
available on the OS web site at KWWS���ZZZ�RUGVY\�JRY�XN�DQQUSW�����������LQGH[�KWPO.

The Charles Close Society has always concentrated on the study of traditional paper 
maps. In his introduction, David Willey, Acting Director General for most of the year, notes:

‘Many people who have known Ordnance Survey for a long time are surprised to 
learn that paper map production does not dominate our activities. The fact that 
production of large-scale digital data takes more of our effort and provides more of 
our revenue is reflected in the report. However, you will see … that our commitment 
to the production of high quality paper maps continues unabated.’

The accompanying pie chart shows revenue from paper maps of £13.1m, and from digital 
products of £39.6m.

This has been the Ordnance Survey’s first year as a ‘Trading Fund’, and the press release 
accompanying the Annual Report begins ‘For the first time in its 209-year history, Ordnance 
Survey has ended the year in profit’. This rather obscures the point that in the first two 
centuries of its distinguished existence, Ordnance Survey was a conventional government 
department, and conventional government departments are not expected to turn in a profit!

The press release highlights a disagreement with Sir John Bourn, Head of the National 
Audit Office, who has qualified his opinion on the OS annual accounts. Sir John contends 
that the National Topographic Database, the OS master set of topographic information and 
geodetic data, should be capitalised as a tangible fixed asset with an estimated value of 
£50m. The Ordnance Survey, supported by financial advisers, Deloitte and Touche, does not 
dispute that the database is both valuable and fundamental to its work, but argues that it is an 
intangible asset similar to intellectual property, that no accountant can be sure what its value 
would be and hence that it should not be shown on the balance sheet.

This may seem an arcane argument over accounting practice were it not for the fact 
noted by Philip Fry1 that, as a trading fund, OS has now been set an objective of achieving an 
average annual return of 9% on capital employed. Valuing the National Topographic 
Database at £50m raises this target by £4.5m per year.

%RULQJ�PDSV
The figure shows, in its entirety, the map of Colorado 
provided in the Gallery Magic clip art that accompanies the 
otherwise excellent CorelDRAW™ graphics software.

It brings to mind a question posed by a colleague several 
years ago to which I never found the definitive answer. Dave 
Spencer asked, “What is the most boring area in the 
country?” To define the problem exactly, is there an entirely 
blank white 1km grid square on any /DQGUDQJHU map?

&KULV�+LJOH\

1 6KHHWOLQHV���, 8 
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&DSWDLQ�0XGJH·V�PDS

An OS news release issued on 20 February commemorates the bicentenary of the first 
published Ordnance Survey map, the 1801 one-inch map of the County of Kent.

As a direct result of growing fears of invasion following the French Revolution, a 
decision was taken in 1791 to survey and map the whole of the south coast of England so that 
adequate defences could be planned. Staff from the Board of Ordnance were sent from their 
base at the Tower of London to conduct an accurate survey. The survey started at a scale of 
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six inches to the mile, but this was found to be immensely time-consuming as it involved 
mapping the boundaries of every field. The scale was reduced to three inches to the mile with 
the map eventually fairdrawn in the Drawing Room of the Tower at a scale of one inch to one 
mile. The hill shading, by means of rather heavy hachures, shows the importance of terrain 
for military purposes. Much attention was also given to a clear and accurate depiction of 
communication routes.

Despite its strategic importance, rights to sell copies of the map were granted to William 
Faden and it thus became the first ‘Ordnance Survey’ map to go on public sale. How many 
copies were purchased by agents of the French Republic is not recorded.

The delicately attractive original fair drawing for the Mudge map of Kent was on show 
when members of the Charles Close Society visited the Public Record Office on 24 March, 
just as this issue of 6KHHWOLQHV was being prepared for press. We are extremely grateful to the 
staff at Kew for their hospitality, and for the effort that had gone into preparing a varied and 
greatly intriguing exhibition for us. We hope to include a full report of this visit, and of the 
forthcoming field trip to cartographic sites in Kent, in 6KHHWOLQHV���.

*UHHQZLFK�DQG�WKH�,VOH�RI�'RJV�IURP�WKH������0XGJH�PDS�RI�.HQW
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26�TXLQTXHQQLDO�UHYLHZ�
An Ordnance Survey news release on 15 February reported that Planning Minister Beverley 
Hughes MP, the minister with special responsibility for Ordnance Survey, had announced the 
start of a quinquennial review, saying, in response to a parliamentary question:

“The review of Ordnance Survey commences today and is expected to last for three 
months. The review team, CMG Admiral, has been appointed following a 
competitive tendering process. A steering group, chaired by John Ballard, the 
Principal Finance Officer of my department, will oversee the review and 
recommendations will be made to me in due course.”
All executive agencies and non-departmental government bodies are subject to a formal 

review every five years. Such reviews examine and recommend the most appropriate way the 
functions and services currently carried out by each agency should be delivered. Similar 
reviews are currently underway for several other departments and agencies, including HM 
Land Registry, the Office for National Statistics and HM Customs and Excise.

The last such review of Britain’s national mapping agency was in 1994. It recommended 
that Ordnance Survey should continue to operate as an executive agency and government 
department in its own right. The report recognised that there were clear national benefits in 
having a single, consistent mapping framework of Great Britain and concluded that Ordnance 
Survey was, for the foreseeable future, the only organisation able to maintain this framework. 
The current review was originally planned for 1999, but the government decided to postpone 
it to allow the newly agreed Trading Fund status of Ordnance Survey to become established. 
In line with the Modernising Government White Paper, the review body will consider a range 
of options for the future of Ordnance Survey, including continued agency status and 
privatisation.

The news release promised that the review process would provide extensive 
opportunities for consultation but gave the rather tight deadline of 12 March for the 
submission of written comments and contributions on any aspect of the review from anyone 
with an interest in Ordnance Survey and its work. The address for comments is Julia Evans, 
Room C335, Ordnance Survey, Romsey Road, Southampton, SO16 4GU; email: 
MHYDQV#RUGVY\�JRY�XN.

1RPLQDWLYH�GHWHUPLQLVP
I have come across the following on the Ordnance Survey website:

Visit our stand at the Digital Mapping Show, 13 and 14 February at the Barbican, 
London, where Andrew Trigg will be presenting ‘The impact of the Digital National 
Framework’.
Andrew Trigg?! This is surely a fine example of nominative determinism (where a 

person’s name decides their occupation). Does anybody know of any other OS employees, 
past or present, whose names were related to maps or surveying?1

-DFN�.LUE\

1 Mr A R E Bender’s method of map folding comes to mind. – &-+
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7KH�&RXQWU\VLGH�DQG�5LJKWV�RI�:D\�$FW
The Countryside and Rights of Way Act received the Royal Assent on 30 November. It will 
eventually grant ramblers their long-desired ‘freedom to roam’ over approximately four 
million acres of uncultivated open country in England and Wales.1

Walkers can only make use of this increased access if maps are available to show where 
they can roam. The Act recognises this by requiring the Countryside Agency and the 
Countryside Council for Wales to prepare maps, except for Inner London, showing all 
registered common land and all ‘open country’ – any land which is predominantly mountain, 
moor, heath or down. In future, the Act may also be extended to cover coastal land.

Ordnance Survey is working with the countryside bodies to determine the best way to 
interpret and present access information and, on aesthetic grounds, one hopes that this will 
not result in the ‘purple plague’ of the current OS symbol for access land spreading round the 
borders of all open country. Those who remember how long it took for definitive footpath 
maps to be prepared following the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act, 1949, 
will not be surprised to discover that it is likely to be some time before their local ([SORUHU
starts showing their new rights. The maps prepared by the countryside bodies have first to be 
issued in draft form, then, after consideration of any proposed modifications, reissued as 
provisional maps. There follows a further period to allow for appeals to the Secretary of State 
(or the National Assembly for Wales). Only after all appeals have been determined or 
withdrawn can the maps be reissued in conclusive form. Presumably Ordnance Survey will 
have to wait for the conclusive maps before showing the new access land on its published 
mapping. The Ramblers Association mentions a period of three to four years before we can 
enjoy our new rights.2

In areas where the conclusive maps have not yet been issued, the Act does allow access 
to registered common land, and to all land situated more than 600 metres above sea level; 
however, it seems unlikely that OS will see fit immediately to draw a wide purple line along 
the 600 metre contour line.

The Act also provides that landowners may withdraw access for up to 28 days in any 
year. Further restrictions may apply in the interests of nature conservation, fire prevention 
and land management. For this reason it is likely that access data provided on OS maps will 
have to be supplemented by local notices, printed guides or online information.

As indicated in Sue Rumfitt’s excellent tutorial3, the CRoW Act also introduces a new 
class of rights of way, ‘restricted byways’, and causes all existing ‘roads used as public 
paths’ (RUPPS) to be treated as restricted byways. We await new editions of /DQGUDQJHU and 
([SORUHU maps with interest. Will yet another symbol be introduced for a restricted byway, or 
is this a case for the retention of the RUPP symbol and a simple change in the legend?

1 As ever with rights of way legislation, the law in Scotland is totally different.
2 This seems optimistic? – &-+
3 ‘Rights of Access on OS Maps’, 6KHHWOLQHV���, 30.
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7KH�HDUOLHVW�3RSXODUV
5�&�:KHHOHU

This article covers two topics: legends as an aid to dating lithographed maps, and the extent 
to which the one-inch Popular Edition carried parish boundaries. As will be seen, the two 
topics are linked by lithography and its implications for tracing the evolution of the 
reprographic material �UHSPDW��used to produce a map.

It is not the purpose here to cover the WHFKQRORJ\�of lithography; indeed the author is 
unqualified to do so. All that is relevant is that the primary repmat is transferred to an 
intermediate medium, which it is convenient to call a lithographic VWRQH�� although other 
materials were also used. This stone can also have material added to it directly, by a process 
known as OLWKR�ZULWLQJ��so something that appears on the printed map may or may not have 
existed on the primary repmat.

To some extent, all this was true of copper plates and electrotypes. However, the facility 
with which material from different sources could be combined and modified in lithography 
led to quite a different treatment being adopted for marginal material used for a whole VHULHV�
of maps. In particular, it was possible to draw the key or legend just once and then transfer it 
successively to every map of the series. That this was actually done for the Popular legend 
can be confirmed from the published maps: if one looks at the sandhills on two different 
sheets, it will be found that each is composed of exactly the same number of dots in exactly 
the same positions.

Of course, each sheet of the map required as many stones as there were colours to be 
printed. The evidence above only shows that the EODFN� of the legend was copied from a 
master. If one examines the EOXH�� one sees a river with a bend; and the proportions and 
positioning of that bend vary from sheet to sheet. This can only be explained by supposing 
that the blue of the legend was drawn separately for each sheet, presumably on the stone 
itself. The other colours are even simpler, so they too were probably drawn directly on the 
stone.

The implication of this for cartobibliography is that tiny changes in the EODFN� of the 
legend may reflect the evolution of a single master legend and thereby help to establish the 
order in which the different sheets were laid down on the stone. In contrast, variations in the 
coloured features may merely reflect the idiosyncracies of individual litho-writers.

The only black-plate differences on the early states that Hodson1 records is whether the 
rectangular railway station is

(a) open and uncoloured, or
(b) solid black.

Inspection of the maps does, however, show other differences. First, the vertical line 
separating the ‘Railway’ legend from the ‘Parks’ legend may either

(T) be limited to the WRS half of the panel (as in Hodson, Fig 45a)��or
(F) extend the IXOO height of the panel.

“Slopes steeper than 1/7” on the ‘Roads’ legend may either be
(C) FHQWUDOO\ placed (as in Hodson, Plate 10a), or

1 Yolande Hodson, 3RSXODU�0DSV, London, Charles Close Society, 1999.
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(R) be displaced to the ULJKW so that the initial ‘S’ starts below the ‘ur’ of 
“uncoloured”.

“Contours” on the ‘Parks’ legend may be
(O) RPLWWHG, or
(P) SUHVHQW. In the latter case there is considerable variability in its exact size and 

positioning, so much so that scarcely two maps could be found that were 
absolutely identical.

The drawing of the Marsh symbol exhibits distinct variability with sheets 111, 112, and 
127 showing marked differences from the norm. Other sheets showed lesser differences that 
might be attributable to imperfect printing. The view was taken that this was not a useful 
diagnostic feature and the undoubted variants probably resulted from re-drawing on the stone 
of a symbol that had transferred inadequately from the master.

Using the distinguishing features bracketed in the previous paragraph, six types of early 
legend were identified:

D753 sheet 118;
D752 sheet 119;
D7&2 sheet 120;
D7&3 sheet 143*;
E7&3 sheets 91, 127;
E)&3 sheets 94, 111, 112, 137.

The sheet numbers here correspond to those where I have been able to inspect the earliest 
state (the asterisked sheet was deduced from a later state) so it is not necessarily complete. 
However, it seems to be sufficient to establish the major changes. To make sense of those 
changes, it is necessary to ignore initially the O/P distinction. The evidence is then consistent 
with a single master legend that evolved through the stages D75�, D7&, E7&, E)&, with each 
transition between successive stages involving just one change to the master. (It would also 
be consistent with the reverse sequence, but we know from other sources that sheets 118 and 
119 are particularly early.)

Returning now to the O/P distinction, the persistent variations in the positioning of 
‘Contours…’ suggests that the words were added to the stones for the individual sheets. The 
failure to do this for Sheets 119 and 120 might perhaps have been an oversight, but seems 
more likely to have been caused by a decision to add the entry only after the sheets had been 
printed. This suggests that 119 and 120 would have been the first sheets printed. The 
evolution of the legend deduced earlier implied that 118 and 119 were laid down on the stone 
before 120; however, we must not expect the sequence of sheets for the two processes to be 
exactly the same.

Now the failure to add ‘Contours...’ to Sheet 120 allows one to see that there was a 
previous entry there which has been imperfectly deleted. One cannot read it with any degree 
of confidence but what survives is consistent with an entry ‘   ”   Parish’, the ditto sign being 
a reference to ‘Boundaries’ above. This has been ascribed to the use of 120 as an 
experimental sheet. However, the most credible explanation for the laborious addition of 
‘Contours...’ on every sheet (bar 119 and 120) is that this Parish boundaries entry was on the 

2 Or possibly the master legend at this date did not have a “Slopes” line and the entry was added direct to the stone for 
both 118 and 119.
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master legend and was therefore transferred to and then deleted from the stone for each and 
every sheet3.

A key with parish boundaries implies a map with parish boundaries. This is hardly a 
novel idea: Hodson has already observed that some sheets must have had a state with parish 
boundaries preceding the first published state. The question is how many, and that leads on to 
our second topic.

We know that a policy decision to omit parish boundaries was made at a date – I will call 
it ‘B-day’ later than 22 January 19194 and before 1 July 1919. So the question can be re-
worded as how many sheets had reached the stage of having their black (detail) plate laid 
down on the stone by B-day.

We might suppose that immediately after B-day, the master legend would have its parish 
boundaries entry replaced by a ‘Contours...’ entry, so all states laid down after B-day would 
have identical lettering for this. Unfortunately, this is not so: ‘Contours...’ is still not 
identically positioned even for sheets being published in the latter half of 19215. It is scarcely 
credible that these sheets were already laid down some two years before.

The OS’s own answer to the ‘How many?’ question was 556. That is indeed the number 
of sheets produced before the last of the ‘early’ features – black stations, a ‘Heath & Moor’ 
symbol in the legend, and dotted parks – was dropped. Perhaps that is why 55 is a number the 
OS remembered. The problem is that the last of these 55 sheets was only published in 
October/December 1920. It is difficult to assume that they had already been laid down before 
B-day in the first half of 1919 when sheet 85, which was still at the ‘Deletions’ stage7 in 
January 1919, had been published in February 1920.

An answer is hinted at by consideration of the lithographers’ workload. From 1920 
onwards, the OS was publishing about twenty sheets per year. At that rate of working, the 31 
sheets published in June 1919 represent eighteen months work. The great majority of these 
must already have been laid down before B-day. There would of course have been work 
involved in removing the parish boundaries from such sheets. Indeed, if we accept Hodson’s 
suggestion that this was done by going back to the Third Edition plates again, the 
lithographers would almost have been starting from scratch. That would involve compressing 
eighteen months work into less than five months, which was unlikely to be feasible. What LV�
more feasible is that these 31 sheets (bar perhaps one or two) were the ones laid down at B-
day and that their parish boundaries were deleted RQ� WKH� VWRQH�� This would have been a 
laborious task but a more manageable one, I suggest, than starting the lithographic work from 
scratch, and might have been achieved in as little as five months.

So far this is only a hypothesis but it can be used to make two predictions by which it can 
be tested. First, the quality of deletion would have been poorer. Hence the odd remains of 
parish boundaries which can be found on early printings RXJKW� WR� EH� FRQILQHG� WR� WKHVH� ���
VKHHWV��Secondly, unlike the later sheets, these 31 will have had no permanent reprographic 
material (ie copper plates) without parish boundaries. Hence, if the stones became unusable 
through wear, the re-introduction of parish boundaries would have been expedient for these 
31 sheets but unnecessary for later ones. It is therefore predicted that the re-introduction of 

3 Why not make the alteration on the master? Undoubtedly that would have been easier still, though deletion was never 
as easy as addition, so the job may simply have been deferred pending some other change that never happened.

4 Hodson, p47.
5 For example, on sheet 59 it is closer to the line above than on sheet 62.
6 Hodson, p175.
7 i.e. a copy had been marked up with the features to be deleted from the copper plate.
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parish boundaries, which is observed on some later printings, should be confined to these 31 
sheets.

Taking the ‘remnants’ prediction first, I combined the references in +RGVRQ�with notes I 
had made some years back to obtain the following list of sheets with remnants of parish 
boundaries visible.

'DWH�RI�VKHHWV 1R 7\SH�RI�3% 6TXDUH
Earliest 118 3? J3

120 4 J5
128 4 J5

143 3? J10Other sheets published
June 1919 145 4 J4

Published later 94 scars Blenheim Park
70 3 F1/2 etc
74 3 E12 etc

Under 7\SH�RI�3%, ‘3’ indicates Third Edition style, ‘4’ implies Popular style with every 
fourth dot emphasized. 6TXDUH is to help the reader in checking the evidence.

These results are not quite as forecast, in that some sheets published after June 1919 do 
show remains of parish boundaries. However, the differences between those and the earlier 
maps are significant:

a. The earlier maps generally have Type 4 boundaries. 143 initially appeared to be an 
exception, but the surviving boundary here crosses an area of stipple and may have 
suffered a degree of deletion in an attempt to turn the boundary dots into stipple.

b. The earlier maps have isolated remnants of the sort that might well have escaped by 
chance. The later maps fall into two distinct groups: sheet 94 is odd anyway with its 
Third-stippled parks; 70 and 74 are characterized by long sections of parish 
boundaries surviving along roads. Whatever was happening with these sheets is not 
the same process that the earlier sheets underwent.

Turning now to the UH�LQWURGXFWLRQ�of parish boundaries, nine of the 31 sheets published 
in June 1919 later appeared with Type 4 boundaries8. Just three of the later sheets re-
appeared with Type 3 boundaries: 94, 95 and 115. The first two are the anomalous sheets 
with ‘Third-stippled’ parks that have been mentioned already. Sheet 115 is abnormal only in 
selling in very large numbers; perhaps that necessitated complete re-construction from Third 
Edition material.

On the whole the predictions turn out to be broadly correct and this is taken to support 
the hypothesis that the first 31 sheets were indeed laid down on the stone complete with 
parish boundaries which were then deleted from the stone before printing. Clearly there are a 
couple of oddities we still do not understand, with 94/95 and 70/74 showing distinct 
differences in the way in which they were prepared for publication. Sheet 115 may also be 
unique in the way it was reconstituted in 1929 or 1930.

8 Sheets 91, 102, 103, 112, 120, 121, 122, 130, 140.



14

0DS�JULGV�RQ�����������VFDOH�PDSV
'DYLG�)RUUHVW

My articles,1 appearing in recent issues of 6KHHWOLQHV, relating to mapping at or about 
1:100,000 raised some comment in subsequent issues. I accept there were some minor errors 
of detail in the first of these articles. Some of these reflect my ignorance of the detail of 
historical matters but all facts were based on published sources available to me. I am grateful 
to those who made observations. Here, however, I would like to focus on one particular topic 
– the depiction of grids on topographic maps, which also received some comment.

Clearly there are differing views on many matters relating to such mapping: the design 
and production of any map is a compromise and where the aim is to create a national 
topographic map series to a single specification, even more weighing up of options is 
required than to produce a single map of a limited area for a particular purpose.

One observation I made about the GSGS 2000 series 1:100,000 maps was that the 1 km 
grid spacing rather dominated the image and that I thought a larger grid spacing would 
improve appearance. In response to this it has been pointed out that a 1 km spacing is the 
most sensible to allow grid references to be given easily. I accept that this is the case, 
although would argue that while a 1km grid may be most suitable at 1:50,000 or 1:25,000 
scale, it is not generally suitable at 1:100,000. At that scale, given the level of detail and 
accuracy possible in map design and production, I do not think a 1 cm grid spacing is really 
appropriate. A reasonably competent map reader should be able to give an adequate grid 
reference, for that scale of map, from a 2 cm or 5 cm grid, both of which are much less 
graphically dominating. If more precision is required than can be estimated by eye, then a 
roamer or some other aid used.

Examining published topographic maps gives some support for this. Table 1 gives some 
details of a range of topographic maps at 1:50,000 and 1:100,000 in the author’s collection. 
In this table, grid spacing on the map is given in centimetres. Figures in brackets means that 
the grid is only shown by ticks in the margin. Some maps show the graticule as well as, or 
instead of a grid. This is only noted where the graticule is full on the face of the map. Table 2 
similarly gives details of a few commercial products at, or around, 1:100,000 scale.

Clearly, from the evidence of Table 1, there is wide agreement on the most appropriate 
grid spacing at 1:50,000, with over half the maps using this spacing and there being no 
consistent alternative used. Surprisingly, for this scale, three show neither grid nor graticule 
on the face of the map. It is also interesting to note that while the Swiss have apparently 
changed from a 2 km spacing to 1 km, the Belgians have done the reverse. Blue has become 
the most popular colour for the grid.

There is much less agreement for 1:100,000 scale maps. Again, a similar proportion 
show no grid or graticule on the map face. One third adopt the 1 km spacing, with about half 
that proportion each adopting 2, 5 or 10 km spacing. Those only showing grid ticks in the 
margin tend to adopt a larger spacing at either 5 or 10 km. Blue and black are used almost 
equally for grid lines.

1 ‘What might 1:100,000 scale national mapping of Great Britain look like?’, 6KHHWOLQHV ��, 17.
‘GSGS Misc Series 1999 & 2000’, 6KHHWOLQHV ��, 17.
‘Some observations on maps for the cycle-tourist’, 6KHHWOLQHV���, 45.
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7DEOH��
&RXQWU\ 6FDOH 'DWH 6KHHW

VL]H
�Z�î�K�

*ULG
VSDFH
�FP�

*ULG
FRORXU

*UDWLFXOH
VSDFH
�FP�

*UDWLFXOH
FRORXU

Belgium 50000 1989 64 × 52 2 purple
Belgium 50000 2000 64 × 40 4 purple
Denmark 50000 1984 75 × 56 2 black
France 50000 1979 53 × 40 (2) 13 × 20 black
Great Britain 50000 1992 100 × 89 2 blue
Japan 50000 ???? 46 × 37
Mexico 50000 1988 70 × 55 2 blue
Nepal 50000 1997 49 × 55 2 blue 16 × 18 black
New Zealand 50000 1982 2 blue
Norway 50000 1986 40 × 56 2 blue
Singapore 50000 1993 100 × 69 2 blue
South Africa 50000 1988 (20)
Spain (ICC) 50000 1993 101 × 75 10 black
Spain (IGC) 50000 1971 56 × 37
Spain (SGE) 50000 1973 57 × 37 2 blue
Switzerland 50000 1960 78 × 57 4 black
Switzerland 50000 1991 78 × 57 2 black

Australia 100000 1991 1 black
Denmark 100000 1997 84 × 52 (21 × 19)
Finland 100000 1986 60 × 41 2 brown
Finland (turist) 100000 1988 120 × 82 10 black
France 100000 1978 88 × 120 28 × 20 black
Germany 100000 1971 59 × 60 (5)
Great Britain 100000 2000 145 × 90 10 blue
Hong Kong 100000 1994 80 × 63 10 blue
Israel 100000 1973 47 × 55 1 brown
Kenya 100000 1978 87 × 59 (10)
Netherlands 100000 1966 44 × 58 5 blue
Netherlands 2 100000 1984 122 × 80 1 black
Norway(fjall) 100000 1988 60 × 84 2 black 14 × 18 brown
Oman 100000 1972 69 × 56 1 blue
Portugal 100000 1975 77 × 56 (10)
Spain (SGE) 3 100000 1974 65 × 89 5 blue
Spain (SGE) 100000 1989 70 × 47 5 black
Sweden 100000 1969 64 × 62 1 blue
Sweden 100000 1985 93 × 53 2 black
Switzerland 100000 1987 70 × 48 1 black
USA 100000 1993 102 × 61 1 red

2 This is a straight photographic reduction of the 1:50,000
3 This is a special sheet (for ICA conference?)
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Not shown in the table is the line gauge used for the grid. I decided not to get out the 
measuring magnifier for all maps, but it is noticeable that the thickness of lines does vary. 
Some are very fine, well under 0.1 mm, but some are as thick as 0.3 mm. Generally, 
especially when the grid spacing is small, thicker lines (up to about 0.4 mm) are used at some 
larger increment, much like index contours.

From a design standpoint, I still retain the view that a 1 km grid (i.e. 1 cm spacing) is too 
small for a general purpose 1:100,000 scale map, although I accept that it may be desirable 
on military editions. If such a small spacing is adopted, the lines must be very fine to avoid 
dominating the overall appearance of the map. The choice between 2 km and 5 km is more 
difficult; I think I would have to look at specific cases to determine which is the most 
appropriate interval. Where good quality large-scale mapping is readily available I would 
probably choose the larger interval, but opt for the smaller one where larger scale mapping 
less available. If the series was targeted more at general tourists and motorists, 10 km may be 
perfectly adequate and could be combined with a simple alpha-numeric coding system.

Grids in brown and purple are quite effective, but are not really practical if four-colour 
process printing is to be used, hence the reason for blue (cyan) and black dominating.

By coincidence I have recently received some proof copies of a revised design for the 
Danish 1:50,000 series. At first glance I was struck by some very bright yellow blobs used to 
highlight the grid numbers on the face of the maps. The figures are given every kilometre 
along lines at 10 km spacing, similar to the current Landranger. I think it looks quite 
ridiculous and they certainly dominate the map. However, on reading the accompanying 
letter, a full explanation for this approach is given. During user testing of the maps it was 
observed that the first thing soldiers did when given a new map was to get out their 
highlighter and pick out all the grid numbers. Obviously the total man hours involved, if 
every soldier did this for every map they receive, is horrendous. The obvious solution is to 
print the highlighting during map production, and this is now to be done for the military 
version. Clearly, a case where function is more important than aesthetics! 

Obviously these remarks are based on quite a limited survey of maps and dominated by 
western European examples. Part of the work reported in the first paper in 6KHHWOLQHV��� has 
looked at the design aspect of grid spacing but it is not really feasible to show examples 
without use of full colour.

7DEOH��
&RXQWU\ &RPSDQ\ 6FDOH 'DWH 6KHHW

VL]H
*ULG
VSDFH

*ULG
FRORXU

*UDWLFXOH
VSDFH

*UDWLFXOH
FRORXU

Great Britain Forest 
Enterprise

75000 1998 41 × 45 1.3 black

Australia Hema 100000 1998 38 × 61 6 blue
Bahrain Geoprojects 100000 1998 63 × 88 8.5 × 9 blue
Crete Harms Verlag 100000 1997 96 × 65 15 × 18.5 blue
Great Britain Bartholomew 100000 1985 1000 × 63 10 × 18 black
Great Britain Harveys 100000 1994 59 × 42
South Africa Map Studio 100000 1995 34 × 56 4.5 × 5.5 blue
Great Britain Goldeneye 126720 1994 76 × 55 5.5 black
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0DS�VFDOHV�DQG�WKHLU�LQWHU�UHODWLRQVKLSV
5LFKDUG�7�3RUWHU

The question of suitable scales and specifications to resolve the ‘1:100,000 problem’ has 
been under discussion recently in 6KHHWOLQHV by Oliver1, Forrest2, Hooper3 and Higley4, scales 
suggested ranging from 1:80,000 to 1:126,720. Two inter-related aspects of the problem 
seem to be contentious: firstly, should there be three or four different scales from 1:50,000 to 
1:250,000 and, secondly, should the scale at present missing from the national series be a 
‘maverick’ one or, as favoured by Forrest, the widely-used, international standard 1:100,000.

Which enlargement/reduction ratios between successive scales have been used in the 
recent past? Looking at the evolved gamut of OS regular mapping scales as current – albeit 
only partially – in c.1960, we have (taking only the denominators):

1,250 × 2
2,500 × 4.22

10,560 × 2.37
25,000 × 2.53 IURP�ZKLFK�WKH�PHDQ�UDWLR�LV�����
63,360 × 2

126,720 × 1.97
250,000 × 2.5
625,000

Turning to small-scale military and aeronautical maps we have:
250,000 Joint Operations Graphic × 2
500,000 Tactical Pilotage Chart × 2

1,000,000 Operational Navigation Chart × 2 PHDQ�UDWLR�����
2,000,000 Jet Navigation Chart × 2.5
5,000,000 Global Navigation and Planning Chart

Taking both sequences gives an overall mean ratio of 2.37. This result indicates the sort 
of ratio which has been found, by experience over the years, to be desirable. It is, of course, 
rather at the mercy of the decimal system, which is incompatible with a uniform ratio of 
acceptable magnitude.

In any rational metric-system-based mapping the only two ratios worth considering are 
×2 and ×2.5, which have to alternate in one of two patterns, $ or %:

$ %
10,000 × 2 10,000 × 2.5
20,000 × 2.5 25,000 × 2
50,000 × 2 50,000 × 2

100,000 × 2 100,000 × 2.5
200,000 × 2.5 250,000 × 2
500,000 500,000

1 6KHHWOLQHV���, 14; 6KHHWOLQHV���, 34; 6KHHWOLQHV���, 18; 6KHHWOLQHV���, 10.
2 6KHHWOLQHV���, 45.
3 6KHHWOLQHV���, 16.
4 6KHHWOLQHV���, 15
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In either case the mean of one cycle of these two ratios (1 × 2.5 and 2 × 2) is 2.16. The 
attraction of the 1:2,500 – 1:25,000 – 1:250,000 sequence at % seems to be purely historic, 
whether from the approximation 1 square inch : 1 acre or the closeness of the smaller scales 
to 2½ inches : 1 mile and ¼ inch : 1 mile. To my mind this no longer outweighs the clear 
simplicity of sequence $, where any millimetric ruler can be used to scale off distances 
without the bother of having to count the divisions in groups of four.

The recommended scales for technical drawings5 are firmly in the $ (1, 2, 5) sequence, 
e.g.

1:200 1:500 1:1,000
1:2,000 1:5,000 1:10,000

with liberty to extend, “provided that the new scale is derived from a recommended scale by 
multiplying the numerator or denominator by an integral power of 10”. The European 
Standard gives similar guidance. Goussinsky’s 1957 proposal6 for a standard sequence of 
scales also used the 1, 2, 5 sequence $, but with % as an alternative at several points. He 
treated the location of the change from ×2 to ×2.5 as flexible and did not comment on the 
merits of the two sequences for topographic mapping.

Map users with a single purpose in view will naturally seek the ideal scale for that 
purpose. The selection of an DG�KRF scale is, of course, much easier for one-off maps, and 
now achievable, e.g. with the OS 6XSHUSODQ, though even here there may be some constraints 
such as page or paper size. However, a national series of printed maps, to be an economic 
proposition, has to serve a multitude of purposes for multifarious users, and the advantage of 
standard decimal scales, which are, after all, as likely as any others to meet one specific 
user’s particular purpose, is such as to negate the production of non-standard scales. This 
tends to minimise Keates’s objection7 that “scale ratios in neat decimal figures do not 
necessarily have any property that makes them effective representations of the topography in 
terms of map content”. Moreover, a mean ratio of 2.16, although it may seem to some 
extravagant and over-ambitious, gives users flexibility in choice. This would be lost with a 
ratio as large as 3.16, as in Higley’s proposal for a 1:80,000 map. A ratio of 3.16 is well 
outside the overall mean figure of 2.37 derived above, and indeed exceeds all but one of the 
individual ratios there listed. Even that, 2,500 × 4.22 = 10,560, would now be variable at ×4 
or ×2, with the new /DQGSODQ printed out on demand at 1:10,000 or 1:5,000.

It is true that OS scales 1:1,250 and 1:2,500 for printed maps soon became mutually 
exclusive, but a comparison of the current ([SORUHU and /DQGUDQJHU maps shows the 
enormous difference in content that can be achieved with just this ratio of ×2. Keates’s point 
can also be met by flexibility in map specification – consider the differences between the 
1HZ� 3RSXODU one-inch and the current /DQGUDQJHU. Maps have to be designed, not for a 
specific scale in isolation, but for a scale seen as a member of a sequence of scales conceived 
as a whole. There really are no immutable rules that specific features have to be shown at an 
arbitrarily calculated scale. There may, though, be some critical points in the gamut of scales 
which act as constraints on the specification. Cheetham8, for example, suggested that a 

5 British Standard: (QJLQHHULQJ�GUDZLQJ�SUDFWLFH�3DUW����UHFRPPHQGDWLRQV�IRU�JHQHUDO�SULQFLSOHV, BS308: Part 1:1984, 
London, British Standards Institution. The European Standard is EN ISO 5455, October 1994.

6 B Goussinski, ‘A proposal for the standardization of scales of maps in cartography’, (PSLUH�6XUYH\�5HYLHZ XIV 109 
(July 1958), 298-301.

7 J S Keates, &DUWRJUDSKLF�GHVLJQ�DQG�SURGXFWLRQ, second edition, Harlow, Longman 1989, p170.
8 [G Cheetham], 7H[WERRN�RI�WRSRJUDSKLFDO�VXUYH\LQJ, fourth edition, London, HMSO 1965, p308.
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dramatic change in the amount and accuracy of detail that can be shown may arise with a 
ratio of only ×1.25, from 1:20,000 to 1:25,000. I would add that adoption of 1:20,000 for the 
([SORUHU series, which would certainly aid legibility of this excellently detailed map, would 
not negate the value of the 1:10,000, which seems to be essential for, say, geomorphological 
study involving the contours.

We have been discussing linear ratios here, but it needs emphasis that an average ratio of 
2.16 implies a change of about 4.7 times in the area of paper available for the depiction of 
detail: the full utilisation of this is the challenge for the map designer.

The benefits of sequence $ are scarcely being appreciated by 6XSHUSODQ purchasers, 
despite the facility to produce plots at any scale from 1:200 to 1:10,000.9 The main reason 
seems to be that, although current Regulations under the Town and Country Planning Act do 
not specify the scales for maps accompanying planning applications, and accept “a map of 
sufficient scale”, this is translated by, e.g. Hampshire County Council in its current 1997 note 
+RZ� WR�PDNH� \RXU�DSSOLFDWLRQ� IRU�SODQQLQJ� SHUPLVVLRQ as “The location plan should be at 
1:1250 or 1:2500 scale”. The grip of the litho-printed map remains firm even after its demise.

The $ sequence, then, is unlikely to be adopted in Britain except as part of a wholesale 
reappraisal of scales and specifications considered as an integrated whole, but at least let us 
not in the meantime spend energy on the ‘maverick’ scales.

6LJQSRVWLQJ�RI�&�URDGV
5LFKDUG�2OLYHU

Following my notes in 6KHHWOLQHV���, I have received reports of modern C-road signs from 
Bill Henwood, Christopher Romyn and John Griffith, and have also found examples quoted 
in several lists of roadworks on local authority websites. Unfortunately, after two and a half 
months, none of the local authorities whom I contacted have even bothered to acknowledge, 
never mind answer, my question as to whether comprehensive lists or maps of their C-roads 
are available to the public! (However, it is apparent that the C-roads in Lincolnshire were all 
renumbered following local government reorganisation in 1974.)

The road along Kielder Reservoir in Northumberland is referred to as ‘C200’ in tourist 
literature, and apparently on signs, though the County Council deny the existence of these! 
C-road numbers have also started to appear on signs erected by Newcastle City Council, 
although my informant is uncertain of the purpose. Those readers living within easy reach of 
East Surrey and seeking a destination for an excursion may care to visit the road junction by 
Staffhurst Wood, near Oxted (TQ408489; 1:50,000 sheet 187), where two very large (not to 
say intrusive) signs have been erected recently, drawing attention to the C85, which 
apparently connects Oxted and Lingfield.

9 Ordnance Survey, 6XSHUSODQ�SURGXFWV��ZKDWHYHU�\RXU�EXVLQHVV��ZH�KDYH�WKH�SODQ (DS 20788 0900), Southampton, OS, 
2000, p 7.
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)URP�$EEH\�9LHZ�)P�WR�<R[DOO�/RGJH
%LOO�+HQZRRG

*D]HWWHHU
Recently I had to find a way of occupying myself during a short period of enforced idleness. 
The task had to be mentally stimulating but not intellectually demanding. The 2UGQDQFH�
6XUYH\�*D]HWWHHU� RI�*UHDW�%ULWDLQ1 provides snapshots of names on /DQGUDQJHU maps, but 
gives no information on name changes through time. I decided to produce a gazetteer of my 
local 1:50,000 sheet 128, 'HUE\� DQG� %XUWRQ� XSRQ� 7UHQW, listing all the names on each 
coloured edition from First Series A of 1974 to Second Series C1 published in 1999. I also 
included those names which appeared on those New Popular and Seventh Series one-inch 
sheets superseded by sheet 128, but which had been altered or deleted by 1974.

The final list contains over 2,200 names, compiled from sixteen maps (twelve 1:50,000 
editions, two Seventh Series A editions, and two New Popular sheets). A typical extract from 
the gazetteer looks like this:

3833 Alvaston
3731 Alvaston and Boulton [parish] (7; del.)
0941 Alverton Hall Fm
3327 Anchor Church (7; del.)
0228 Anglesea Coppice (rn. 2A Chartley Moss)
3418 Annwell Place (2A, rf. Ann Well Place)
3418 Ann Well Place (rn. 2A Annwell Place)
2124 Anslow
1924 Anslow Gate
2024 Anslow Leys (del. 2A)
3010 Appleby Field (del. 2A6)
3108 Appleby Hall (7; del.)
3209 Appleby Magna
3008 Appleby Parva
2238 Ardsley (7; rn. Ardsleyhouse)
2238 Ardsley Ho (2B; rf. 2A6 Ardsleyhouse)
2238 Ardsleyhouse (rf. 7 Ardsley; rn. 2B Ardsley Ho)
3429 Arleston Fm (add. 2B)
3329 Arleston Ho (del. 2B)
3512 Arlick Fm (rn. 2C Springs Hydro)
0716 Armitage
0939 Armitage
0716 Armitage Lodge (6; del.)
0715 Armitage with Handsacre [parish] (del. 2A)

$UUDQJHPHQW
For each entry, the first column gives a four figure National Grid reference for the name. 

The prefix is always SK. This gives the location of the name to the nearest kilometre square, 
though the feature or building named may be in an adjoining square. The second column 

1 7KH�2UGQDQFH�6XUYH\�*D]HWWHHU�RI�*UHDW�%ULWDLQ��DOO�QDPHV�IURP�WKH�����������/DQGUDQJHU�0DS�6HULHV, Southampton: 
Ordnance Survey, and London and Basingstoke: Macmillan. First published 1987, fourth edition 1999.  (The third 
edition of 1992 was reviewed in 6KHHWOLQHV���).
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begins with the name. Lower case type was used throughout, regardless of the style of 
lettering or typeface on the map. The list was sorted manually, and the order determined 
letter by letter, rather than word by word; thus Blakeley Lodge precedes Blake Low. When 
several identical names occurred they were listed in ascending numerical order of grid 
reference, for example: 0128 Manor Farm, 0716 Manor Farm, 3543 Manor Farm. Names 
beginning with ‘The’ were listed in order under ‘T’, as the word ‘The’ was considered to be 
an integral part of the name. Names indented in the list do not appear on the 1:50,000 map, 
being those taken from the New Popular and Seventh Series one-inch maps. Supplementary 
information, where needed, follows the name. Square brackets enclose the words Parish and 
District. Round brackets enclose details of changes to the name, and there are a few 
additional notes explaining errors and corrections.

A number of abbreviations were used:
add. means added. For example (add. 2B) denotes a name that first appeared on Second 

Series edition B.
del. means deleted. For example (del. 2C) refers to a name that was absent from Second 

Series edition C, but which unless otherwise described was present on each earlier 
edition.

rn. means renamed. For example Arlick Fm (rn. 2C Springs Hydro) shows a revised name 
that first appeared on Second Series edition C.

rf. means renamed from. In such cases the edition on which the altered name first 
appeared is followed by the edition on which the earlier name last appeared. For 
example, Ardsley Ho (2B; rf. 2A6 Ardsleyhouse) shows that Ardsleyhouse on Second 
Series edition A6 became Ardsley Ho on Second Series edition B.

The baseline for name changes was 1:50,000 First Series edition A, and this is therefore 
not referred to in bracketed notes. Names without supplementary information are those which 
have been unchanged on all 1:50,000 editions to date.
6FRSH
The names listed in the gazetteer are those which can reasonably be described as specific to a 
place, building or feature. Generic terms such as Mine, Mill, Hotel or Castle were excluded. 
So Manor Ho, Old Hall and Repton School were included, Manor, Hall and School were not. 
Changes in names to and from generic terms, for example from Moor Court (0644) to H.M. 
Prison, are described, but the generic term is not cross referenced. Amendments to names 
resulting from changes in OS policy, such as from ‘Lo’ to ‘Lodge’ were generally excluded.

Names that appear partly on the map and partly in the margin, such as Ruelow Wood 
(0147) were included. Names wholly in the margin, like Chasewater (south of 0308) were 
excluded.

No attempt was made to categorise the names in the way adopted in 7KH� 2UGQDQFH�
6XUYH\� *D]HWWHHU� RI� *UHDW� %ULWDLQ. Most names are self-explanatory. Parish names were, 
however, annotated in square brackets, as these often duplicate village names, and were 
deleted from the 1:50,000 Second Series coloured edition,2 on which parish boundaries are 
not shown. These deletions are described.

2 I am grateful to Richard Oliver for reminding me that until the 1980s some parish names, as well as the parish 
boundaries, appeared on the Outline editions of 1:50,000 Second Series sheets.
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For those names taken from one-inch maps, the last series on which the name appeared is 
noted. For example Appleby Hall (7; del.) refers to a name that was present on Seventh Series 
edition A, but which had been deleted by the time that 1:50,000 First Series edition A was 
published in 1974. (There were many changes during the twenty year life of the relevant 
Seventh Series sheets – these and earlier one-inch maps are currently being studied – so it 
cannot be assumed that all changes from the Seventh Series took place on the 1:50,000 First 
Series sheet). In the same way, Common Fm (6; rn. Hackwood Fm) denotes a change of name 
between  the New Popular Edition sheet and the 1:50,000 First Series. By implication it had 
already been renamed on the Seventh Series, otherwise it would appear as (7; rn. Hackwood 
Fm).
1DPH�FKDQJHV
The gazetteer does not attempt to comment on or explain the names that it lists. There are a 
number of standard reference books on place names and the like, from which further details 
and etymologies can be obtained. The number of changes to names is, however, worthy of 
comment. Some 730 additions, deletions and alterations were noted, albeit that many of them 
were minor changes, such as from Long Furlong Fm to Longfurlong Fm (2415). 

130 of the names present on the constituent New Popular Edition and Seventh Series 
one-inch sheets were absent from the 1:50,000 First Series map, and a further 85 were 
altered. Comparing Second Series edition A with First Series edition A, 57 names were 
added, 155 deleted (including parish names) and 129 altered. From the six subsequent 
editions, A/* to A6 inclusive, a dozen changes were noted. Second Series edition B, 
compared with edition A6, had 46 additions, 44 deletions and 71 amendments. Second Series 
B1 had half a dozen changes, but in comparison with earlier full revisions edition C had few: 
14 additions, 7 deletions and 8 alterations. Finally edition C1 made 5 deletions.

There are several reasons for the many changes to names: variations in OS specification; 
the correction of errors; the obliteration of old farms and features by urban and suburban 
development; and most significantly actual changes of name.

A number of mistakes have been made and corrected over the years. At different times 
the names Boney Hay (0510) and Chaddesden Common (3938) were printed twice in close 
proximity. Another error arose from a change in specification. On early 1:50,000 Second 
Series sheets the word Lock was used to supplement the symbol for a canal lock, but from 
Second Series edition A/*/*/* of 1983, the word Lock was deleted.  Of the fifteen locks on 
that portion of the Trent and Mersey Canal depicted on 1:50,000 Sheet 128, only Tatenhill 
Lock (2120) had been identified by name. When Lock was deleted, Tatenhill remained by 
mistake in curious isolation some way from the village of the same name, until deleted from 
edition B.

The landscape covered by /DQGUDQJHU 128 is predominantly rural, and most of the 
additions, deletions and alterations of names relate to farms and houses. Some of their names 
have changed more than once – some fifty examples of multiple change were noted. In 
contrast, very few new urban names have been added, in spite of considerable development 
since 1974. Oakwood, Pride Park, St Lukes and Mackworth have appeared around Derby 
(the last duplicating the name of the nearby but separate village). Boley Park has been added 
at Lichfield, but across the map other new areas of housing and industry currently remain 
anonymous.
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The passage of time has been cruel to some names. On the New Popular Edition, 
Drakelowe Park and House and Drakelow parish were all named. On the Seventh Series 
sheet the parish name remained, and the house had become Drakelow Park Fm. On 1:50,000 
First Series edition A only the parish name survived, and this was removed from Second 
Series edition A. The area has long been dominated by two large power stations, Drakelow A 
and B. Their name is well known in mid Staffordshire, but on the map they are simply 
‘Power Stas’ and Drakelow is nowhere to be found.

Lastly there are curiosities lurking in the gazetteer: California and New Zealand just one 
kilometre apart; name swapping near Lichfield; and pity the postman whose round used to 
include Fisherwick:

1808 Fisherwick (add. 2B)
1708 Fisherwick [parish] (del. 2A)
1709 Fisherwick Fm (2A/*/*/*/*/*; rf. 2A/*/*/*/* Fisherwick Hall 

Fm; rn. 2C Fisherwick Hall)
1709 Fisherwick Hall (2C; rf. 2B1 Fisherwick Fm)
1709 Fisherwick Hall Fm (2A; rf. Fisherwick Park Fm; rn. 

2A/*/*/*/*/* Fisherwick Fm)
1709 Fisherwick Park Fm (rn. 2A Fisherwick Hall Fm)
1808 Fisherwick Park Fm (del. 2B)

I would be interested to know if any other CCS member has been wise or foolish enough 
to undertake a similar exercise on a one-inch Seventh Series or 1:50,000 sheet or sheets.

,Q�SUDLVH�RI�WKH�:DU�5HYLVLRQ
5�&�:KHHOHU

The 1940 War Revision of GSGS 3907 is an ugly duckling among maps, nominally a 
military product, cartographically an OS one, produced in haste, often poorly printed, and 
(for most sheets at least) lacking even the merit of rarity. This short note is intended to 
suggest that, contrary to general belief, the series is actually quite interesting.

The remarks here are limited in scope to the sheets derived from Popular Edition 
originals; thus the Fifth Edition-based sheets of SW England are excluded. Also excluded are 
those sheets re-published with redesigned marginalia and a prominent black compass arrow 
on the face of the map. This %ODFN�$UURZ�series (did it have an official name?) encompassed 
both War Revision and Second War Revision sheets and is a topic in its own right.

The War Revision is somewhat anarchic in that any hard rule that one may induce from a 
limited sample almost invariably turns out to be proved false as one sees more specimens. It 
is therefore tempting to avoid writing about the series altogether. This would be a mistake: it 
is worth trying to describe a wood, even when one cannot see all the trees.

In this spirit, then, I would suggest that production seems to have gone ahead in three 
major phases:
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a) ,QLWLDO�VXUJH. Because the printing location suffix only came in during 1940, and the 
month of printing only at the end of that year, it is difficult to say much about this 
first phase except that it involved a large range of factories and was mostly 
completed by the end of 1940.

b) %OXH� /5. From 10/41 to 8/42, a series of printings took place at London Road 
(Southampton) in which the print code, contrary to normal practice, appeared on the 
blue1 plate.

c) 6WUDJJOHUV��In 1942 and 1943, occasional batches were produced by other factories, 
with the print codes still in black. Such printings tend to be of those sheets for which 
production of the Second War Revision was late or perhaps never even started.

Maps of the initial surge proclaimed themselves to be a GSGS publication but bore an 
OS publication date. This illogicality evidently concerned at least one of the officers 
responsible, because a form of revision took place involving the deletion of the OS imprint 
(or sometimes just the date) and the alteration of the purple plate to read ‘First published at 
the War Office 19xx’ in lieu of ‘Published at the War Office 19xx’.2 This may have involved 
making new negatives for the purple plate. One might have supposed that, in the darkest days 
of the war, scarce skilled labour could have been better employed; clearly, someone thought 
otherwise.

This UH�GDWLQJ�process (as I shall call it) affected all the ‘blue LR’ states but only some of 
the ‘stragglers’. It seems unlikely that the non-OS factories were contracted to make 
alterations to plates, so re-dating, or any other alteration, to a ‘straggler’ sheet probably 
indicates a fresh set of plates sent out from the OS. Does that mean from Southampton, or did 
some of the other OS plants play a role in the updating of sheets?

Later states of War Revision sheets never (so far as is known) carry further revision to 
the map itself. However, in at least one instance the plates were UHSDLUHG. Thus sheet 92 in its 
‘initial surge’ state (30,000/4/41/H)3 has lost a small area of the black plate some two miles 
west of Newent, resulting in the Newent to Ross road and a couple of side roads being 
uncased. The ‘blue LR’ state (20,000/11/41.LR) has had this restored, including a house and 
orchard to the north of the main road. However, the ‘straggler’ state (41,650/1/43.R) is 
identical to the ‘initial surge’ state (except that the colour of contours and road fill is now 
burnt sienna instead of the dire red of that first state). This serves as a reminder that multiple 
sets of plates were in use: each set has its own publication history and modifications to one 
set will not necessarily be reflected in the others.

Just how many sets of plates were there? One might be tempted to suppose that each 
factory that printed a sheet was sent its own set of plates in 1940 and retained them 
thereafter. That this hypothesis is not wholly true is shown by the occasional multiple print 
code (e.g. Sheet 61, 20,000/4/42.A. 31,450/1/43.R) showing that plates were sometimes 
moved from one factory to another. In any case, the existence of re-dated stragglers suggests 
that new sets of plates were sent out, possibly when the old ones had become too worn for 
continued use. If these new plates were all sent out from London Road, then the evolution of 
each sheet should follow a single line of development, even though any given printing may 
reflect the state of the London Road ‘masters’ months or years before the date on the print 
code. But if other plants were making alterations to plates, there is the potential for parallel 

1 See 6KHHWOLQHV���, 23 for ‘Outline & Water’ parallels.
2 These two changes usually occur together but exceptions are by no means uncommon.
3 This is actually rather late to be described as an ‘Initial Surge’ sheet. At least two earlier states are known.
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lines of evolution within a single sheet4, making the task of interpreting the sheet history 
through a cartobibliography a lot more difficult.

I have, I realise, posed many questions and provided few answers. Part of the 
justification for doing so is that many of the questions are best raised before a definitive 
cartobibliography is produced rather than afterwards.5 At any rate, I hope to have shown that 
the War Revision may be an ugly duckling, but is an engagingly eccentric one.

��������1DWLRQDO�*ULG�UHVXUYH\�DQG�UHYLVLRQ
LQ�WKH�UHSORWWHG�FRXQWLHV

-RKQ�&ROH
This article seeks to give some background to references to this subject in ‘Maps of the OS -
as they are and as they ought to be’, 6KHHWOLQHV���, and the penultimate paragraph on page 7 
of 6KHHWOLQHV���.

The following quotations come from OS Field Bulletins or Reports, June 1952 and 
approximately ten years later:
1. Preliminary reconnaissances have been made during the quarter, of parts of both the 

Northumberland - Durham Coalfield and of the Barrow-in-Furness rural area with a view 
to determining the methods of survey to be adopted in various parts of these areas. The 
former will be surveyed from air photographs (‘Chelmsford’ method), excepting possibly 
a limited area in the vicinity of Middlesbrough which may be surveyed by ground 
methods. The Barrow-in-Furness area will be surveyed by ground methods. A 
considerable proportion of each of the areas is covered by ‘replotted county’ 25 inch 
surveys so that in these parts at least, the ‘Cotswold’ method of overhaul ZRXOG�DOPRVW�
FHUWDLQO\�EH�XQZRUNDEOH.

2. The number of areas being UHVXUYH\HG at 1/2500 is very small. The reason for this is that 
if resurvey has to be undertaken in urban areas it is preferable that it should be at 1/1250 
scale. Such areas might qualify for 1/1250 resurvey in due course and to do them now at 
the larger scale avoids duplication of effort. There are small tachy resurvey areas at 
Scunthorpe (4 plans), Caerwent (8 plans), and Waterlooville (5 plans), but the only large 
resurvey area is the Dee Estuary which is based on machine air survey control.
By March 1963 some 2000 km2 at 1:2,500 scale had been published, approximately half 

of this in Yorkshire, 500 km2 in Lancashire and the rest in the Scottish replotted counties of 

4 This occurs with some other OS series but usually the parallel lines have clearly defined purposes, such as the ,QGH[�WR�
WKH�7LWKH�6XUYH\, and so it is apparent to which line any single state belongs.

5 Since producing the first draft of this, I have learned that Roger Hellyer and Richard Oliver have already started the 
immense task of producing a cartobibliography of GSGS 3907-8. I am grateful for their comments on that draft.
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Midlothian, Fife and Kinross. The indications seem to be that all but a very few maps, were, 
in spite of the opinion of June 1952, overhauled by ‘Cotswold’ method.

Indeed the reliable evidence suggests that just 134 maps (78 Yorkshire, 56 Lancashire) 
were resurveyed by (probably) ground methods during 1951-7, but it is notable that at the 
same time many 1:1,250 resurvey areas contained more rural territory than elsewhere in 
Great Britain. Some examples were Widnes-Warrington, and the Bolton-Wigan and west of 
Manchester areas; and in Yorkshire, east of Leeds and north of Wakefield. I have ‘rural’ 
1:1,250 maps from all these locations.

The OS Professional Paper of 1972: 2YHUKDXO�RI�WKH��������&RXQW\�6HULHV�0DSV, gives 
the following significant dates: revision using air photos 1957, and in 1962 using local, as 
opposed to headquarters, staff for such operations in trial locations, one of which was the flat 
terrain around York. The assumption to be drawn from this is that far more overhaul than at 
first sight might have seemed feasible, could be embarked upon in the replotted counties. By 
this time, as has been mentioned, the completed mapping fell in the southern parts of 
Lancashire, Yorkshire and Fife, and the rural area to the east of Edinburgh into East Lothian.

Some of the air photography at this time appears to have been used for resurvey, as the 
1972 paper quotes an area of 29 km2 (also in Yorkshire) being compared with an adjoining 
area of overhaul, for time and cost comparison.

Among other things this highlights a problem which must have been even more acute in 
the replotted counties than elsewhere. At some point the overhauled map has to join up with 
1:1,250, resurveyed 1:2,500 and indeed resurveyed 1:10,000 or 1:10,560. 6KHHWOLQHV��� noted 
an example of the 1:2,500 - 1:10,000 problem in Devon. This problem was doubtless 
exacerbated in the 1980s when a number of former 1:2,500 towns (which may or may not 
have been resurveyed at that scale) were upgraded to 1:1,250. These were Beverley, Goole, 
Knaresborough, Otley, Selby, Skipton and Whitby (Yorks.), St Andrews (Fife) and Stranraer 
(Wigtown). Other towns became the subject of whole or part 1:2,500 resurvey, or the 
existing 1:2,500 was ‘reformed’ to make it more compatible with the National Grid. But in 
Yorkshire alone there may be as many as twenty large towns where problems exist of the 
kind highlighted in 6KHHWOLQHV���.

Even in the air photography era, problems were experienced into the late 1960s, and one 
example will serve to show how serious these cou1d be. By 1963 a rather dangerous strip of 
unrevised 1:2,500 existed between completed work west of a line from Keighley to Sheffield, 
and the Yorkshire/Lancashire boundary, involving a change of meridian – always a potential 
source of trouble in an east-west direction. Somewhere to the south of Huddersfield and 
bounded by published 1:2,500 on the eastern flank, a remaining area of work was proving 
very difficult and consequently slow. A managerial decision was then made to suspend 
operations on the ground temporarily, and clear the remaining maps by either air photo 
revision or resurvey. It is not entirely certain which, but the results suggest the latter. When 
the new work was compared with the existing edge maps held in the field, up to four metres 
of land was completely missing, and on the other side of the block, the same amount of land 
area appeared on both edging maps. Lateral movement along other edge detail was 
unresolved some two hundred metres into the overhauled work, air survey having taken the 
work as far as the photography permitted. Information on how this was resolved is, 
unfortunately not available, but the strong probability is that the resurvey area had to be 
much extended. This is an extreme case which illustrates how the overhaul came to grief in a 
very risky area for revision purposes.
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In the Halifax vicinity at about the same time, steps were in place for a 1:2,500 resurvey 
by air machine plotting using experimental photography, and tachy fixation of various points 
of ground detail.

Except for the North York Moors and the East Riding wolds, virtually the remainder of 
the eastern half of Yorkshire is flat and here overhaul results, especially when augmented by 
air photography, seem to have been satisfactory.

If there were, in fact, problems in Scotland they do not DSSHDU to have been as serious as 
in England. Possibly as a result of the Lancashire/Yorkshire experience, the replot was done 
more carefully and sensibly, and the actual survey/revision likewise. Except maybe in Fife 
and Edinburgh there would have been much less development over the intervening years. 
And although the view of Executive Officer Lt Col J C Macpherson (May 1887) ‘The work 
looks good and I see no reason to doubt its general accuracy’ was at best unwise, the 
appearance of the Edinburgh and Haddington maps of 1895 inspire more confidence than 
those of Wakefield from a few years earlier. Some 1:2,500 resurvey was carried out in 
Scotland but the precise locations are unknown.
Finally, approximate mapping figures and their implications:

Basic 1:10,000 (resurveyed) mapping: Yorkshire 90 maps, Lancashire 20, Isle of Lewis 
70, Kirkcudbright 50, Wigtown 30, and a few scattered in Mid and East Lothian, Fife 
and Kinross. A percentage of all these maps would contain basic 1:2,500 in their 
makeup.
1:1,250: Yorkshire 5,000 maps, Lancashire 5,000, Edinburgh and area 600, Fife 200.
This leaves approximately 16,000 km2 of 1:2,500. The 1979 Serpell Report estimate of 

some 20% falling outside the ‘2.5 metre’ accuracy standard gives a figure of some 3,000 
km2, but the probability that this might be worse in the replotted counties should be balanced 
by the fact that more 1:2,500 resurvey would have been done there than elsewhere. Aspects 
raised by articles touching the subject in 6KHHWOLQHV� ��� and �� point to the standard of
overhaul having been less rigorous in the replotted counties than elsewhere. But within these 
counties, standards would have varied from place to place.

––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––

Since writing the above last year, the Ordnance Survey announced, on 9 January, the 
programme to resurvey or reform to 1:1,250 standards some 2,300 km² over the next three 
years, and have also listed about one-third of the remaining 1:2,500 rural maps, (which will 
all eventually be tackled) where a considerable accuracy improvement and National Grid 
repositioning is needed. As far as the replotted counties are concerned, in the first category, 
are thirteen locations in Yorkshire6 (totalling 117 km² – or maps), three in Lancashire7 (34 
km²), two in Fife8 (22 km²) and Haddington (8 km²).  In the rural areas, about one-third of 
Yorkshire is listed; one-quarter of Lancashire (but also SD39 – see 6KHHWOLQHV���); most of 
northern Fife; Wigtown and southwest Kirkcudbright.

6 Penistone & Thurlestone, Ripon, Anston & Dinnington, Brough, Driffield, South Kirby & South Elmsall, 
Stocksbridge, Stensall, Thorne & Moorends, Garforth, Guisborough, Hatfield, Hornsea.

7 Freckleton & Warton, Kirkham, Clitheroe.
8 Cupar, Newport on Tay & Wormit.
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*RLQJ�8QGHUJURXQG�ZLWK�WKH�([SORUHU�VHULHV
*UDKDP�%LUG

5HSUHVHQWDWLRQ�RI�/RQGRQ�DUHD�VWDWLRQV�RQ�(GLWLRQ�$
([SORUHU sheets 161 (London South) and 173 (London North) cover most of the area served 
by the London Underground system, with the remainder being shown on sheets 160, 162, 
174 and 175. Inspection of Edition A of these sheets reveals a remarkable number of errors, 
omissions and ambiguities1 in relation to the depiction of Underground stations and, in some 
cases, National Rail2 stations. This article will explore the reasons for these problems.

Edition A depicts stations in three main ways:
• Major National Rail stations such as Euston and Clapham Junction, which occupy a 

substantial area, are shown in shaded outline, with the station name indicated in 
black.

• Smaller National Rail stations, and those on the Docklands Light Railway (DLR), 
are indicated by the long-established red circle or ‘station’ symbol, similar to that 
used on the /DQGUDQJHU series. National Rail stations are not generally named 
(although the name of a station can often be deduced if it is the same as that of the 
surrounding area), but DLR stations are.

• ‘Underground stations’ – a somewhat ambiguous term, as will be seen – are depicted 
for the first time by the use of the well-known London Transport ‘circle and bar’ 
symbol.3 This appears in red, accompanied in most cases by the station name in the 
same colour.

Logic might suggest that each station would be identified in only one of the above ways, 
and that the number of symbols would therefore correspond with the number of stations. But 
life is not quite that simple!

A number of problems arise from the introduction of the ‘Underground station’ symbol, 
particularly at the significant number of stations (about forty) which are also served by 
National Rail services. The symbol has usually been placed close to the ‘station’ symbol, but 
often without sufficient accuracy to show where the Underground station actually is. Little 
difficulty occurs at major stations, since the ‘Underground station’ symbol can be 
superimposed on the shaded outline of the National Rail station. However at minor stations it 
is difficult to place the two symbols alongside each other without one of them appearing in a 
misleading position geographically. In some cases the position of the ‘Underground station’ 
is seriously misleading – Wembley Central, for example, appears from the map to have two 
separate stations, with the Underground station some distance north of the National Rail one. 
This may result from a desire, also evident elsewhere, to place the ‘Underground station’ 
symbol as close as possible to the station entrance, whereas the ‘station’ symbol generally 
pinpoints the centre of the station as a whole. This becomes problematic where, as at 

1 The author drew many of these to the attention of OS by letter in August 1999.
2 ‘National Rail’ (as in ‘National Rail Enquiries’) is a railway industry term used to refer to the privatised railway 

network as a whole, including Railtrack and the Train Operating Companies. It is in this sense a replacement for 
‘British Rail’, and is used here for convenience.

3 Known by London Transport as the ‘roundel’.
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Wembley Central, there is actually only one station, with Underground and National Rail 
trains sharing certain platforms; locating the two symbols according to different criteria 
would appear counter-productive.

At Seven Sisters, where the National Rail station is roughly at right angles to the 
alignment of the Underground station, the positioning of the symbol for the latter suggests 
that it is on the A504, north of the National Rail platforms, rather than in its correct position 
on the A503, slightly to the south; and the ‘Underground’ symbol for Brixton is placed to the 
north of the National Rail line and station, rather than in its correct position to the south of 
them. Even at stations served only by the Underground, problems with the positioning of the 
symbol are sometimes apparent. At Great Portland Street, for example, it is located some 
way to the north, rather than to the south, of Marylebone Road (A501), and Canary Wharf 
Underground station makes an appearance on the eastern edge of sheet 173 only by virtue of 
the incorrect placing of its symbol to the west, rather than the east, of the DLR line. A 
number of less extreme examples of misleadingly-placed ‘Underground station’ symbols can 
also be found; readers may care to discover these for themselves.

There are also inconsistencies in the way in which symbols for stations are used. In three 
cases – Waterloo, Kings Cross and Knightsbridge – a single Underground station is awarded 
two symbols, suggesting that there may actually be more than one Underground station at 
these places. Blackfriars and Marylebone (National Rail) each have a ‘station’ symbol in 
addition to being depicted in shaded outline form. The junction station at Hither Green 
(National Rail) has two ‘station’ symbols, one on each line, but Peckham Rye, where there 
are platforms on each of two parallel but separate railway viaducts, only has a symbol on one 
of them. Stratford, a particularly complex two-level station with both National Rail and 
Underground services on each level, has two symbols for the ‘station’ but only one for the 
‘Underground station’.

However, the problems do not end here as some stations are omitted altogether. At 
Shepherds Bush (Central Line), Edgware Road (Bakerloo Line) and Hammersmith (District 
Line) this may be because OS have not realised that in each case there are two separate 
Underground stations, some distance apart and on different lines, bearing the same name. 
Also omitted, however, are the National Rail stations at City Thameslink, Kings Cross 
Thameslink and Essex Road, all of which are physically underground, or nearly so. This 
factor might perhaps explain why they have escaped the mapmakers’ attention, but cannot 
account for the mysterious absence of Sunbury and Hendon, which have appeared on 
successive generations of earlier OS maps! In a number of other cases – South Ruislip, 
Greenford, Ealing Broadway, West Brompton, Barbican, Old Street and Moorgate – only an 
‘Underground station’ symbol is shown, although they also have National Rail services. As if 
in compensation, a superfluous ‘station’ symbol appears to the north of the ‘Underground 
station’ symbol at Epping, which is served only by the Underground, and Aldwych 
Underground station, closed in 1994, is still shown. So too are the National Rail station at 
Holborn Viaduct and the line leading to it, including the once well-known bridge across Fleet 
Street, although these were demolished in the early 1990s when the area around the station 
was redeveloped. To complete the catalogue of woe, the ‘station’ symbols at Blackhorse 
Road and Tottenham Hale (National Rail) are positioned on the wrong side of the main roads 
on which the stations are actually located; Surrey Quays Underground station (renamed from 
Surrey Docks in 1990) still appears under its previous name; Tower Gateway (DLR) is 
shown as an Underground station; the symbols for the Underground station and one of the 



31

National Rail stations at West Hampstead have been transposed; Beckton Park (DLR) and 
Edgware Road (Circle line) are mis-spelt; and the ‘station’ symbol at Cambridge Heath is 
uncoloured.

A curious inconsistency is that while sheet 161 shows the Jubilee Line extension and the 
Croydon Tramlink light rail network, both incomplete when it was published, the DLR 
extension to Lewisham, constructed during the same period but opened slightly earlier, fails 
to appear. On Croydon Tramlink itself some ambiguity is apparent as the only stopping 
places shown are seven pre-existing National Rail stations, now additionally served by 
Tramlink, and the (unnamed) terminus at New Addington - thus suggesting, somewhat 
misleadingly, that there are no other stopping places. The symbol used at New Addington is 
the conventional red circle.

(GLWLRQ�$�
Now that Edition A1 of Sheet 173 has appeared, it is of interest to see how far the problems 
mentioned above have been addressed, and what changes in treatment have been made. 
Many of the more obvious errors and omissions have been corrected, and a new development 
is the introduction of an additional symbol, an enclosed yellow circle, to denote ‘light rapid 
transit’ (i.e. light rail) stations. This symbol has been used for all DLR stations except Bow 
Church, which appears to have been overlooked, and Bank, where DLR trains serve the 
(correctly indicated) Underground station. However DLR station names, shown on Edition 
A, have been removed.

Three Underground stations – one each of the pairs at Shepherds Bush, Edgware Road 
and Hammersmith mentioned above – are still omitted, as is Kings Cross Thameslink. While 
the National Rail station at Essex Road has been added, it is indicated as an ‘Underground 
station’ with the name in red. Although it could be argued that this is correct in that the 
station is physically underground, such treatment is inconsistent with the revision at the next 
station on the same line, Old Street, where a ‘station’ symbol has been added to the 
‘Underground station’ symbol which appeared on Edition A. City Thameslink, which 
belatedly replaces Holborn Viaduct as a result of the revision undertaken in this area, is given 
the luxury of two ‘station’ symbols, some distance apart and each individually named. 
(Could this perhaps reflect cartographical guilt at the obvious inaccuracy of Edition A?) One 
new error has crept in, namely that the ‘station’ symbol for New Southgate is now 
uncoloured.

3RVVLEOH�LPSURYHPHQWV�LQ�SUHVHQWDWLRQ �

The revisions mentioned above, while welcome in themselves, do not address the problem 
arising from the use of two symbols to represent a single station. Assuming that the new 
‘light rapid transit station’ symbol is applied more widely when further sheets are revised, 
this will be compounded as two stations, Wimbledon and Stratford, have all three types of 
service, and a number of others are served by both National Rail and light rail.

As noted earlier, no problem arises at major National Rail stations which are also served 
by Underground (or light rail) services, since there is space for the appropriate symbol(s) to 

4 A letter dated 24 August 1999 from Paul Franklin, Publishing Manager Small Scale Mapping, in reply to the author’s 
letter mentioned above, states that ‘the point you raised about how we show stations, or not show stations, is of interest 
and a topic I shall take at our next Map Design Working Party Meeting’. Mr Franklin has also seen and commented on 
an earlier draft of the present article.
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be superimposed on the outline of the main station. Elsewhere, if more than one type of 
service uses the same station, as at Wembley Central, the most satisfactory solution would, in 
the author’s opinion, be to use only one symbol – ‘above-ground station’, ‘underground 
station’ or ‘light rapid transit station’ – based on the nature of the facility concerned. (The 
question of ownership of individual stations, and what types of service call at them, is a 
secondary consideration, and one which it seems doubtful whether non-specialist 
topographical maps such as the ([SORUHU series should be attempting to tackle). Where, 
however, there are two adjoining above-ground stations, or one such station is divided into 
distinct sections for different types of service, then the use of two symbols may be justified.

It would seem preferable for the position of the symbol to reflect the location of the 
station as a whole, rather than its entrance. If the latter criterion is used, further problems 
arise at stations with several entrances, each of which should then logically should have its 
own separate symbol. On the 1:25,000 scale of the ([SORUHU series, such a multiplicity of 
symbols would make the map far too crowded. 

It would also be helpful if the names of all Underground and National Rail stations could 
be shown, as this is a potentially useful navigational aid when passing them by car, or 
seeking the best route to a particular station. Although, as mentioned earlier, station names 
can often be deduced from their proximity to the name of the place they serve, this is by no 
means always the case. There may be two or more stations serving the same district, as at 
Enfield; a station may be located midway between the names of two or more nearby places, 
as at Mill Hill Broadway; it may be named for an adjoining area, as at South Oxhey, whose 
station takes its name from the more distant Carpenders Park; or the name of the area may 
not be shown on the map at all, as at Gordon Hill. However the names of light rail stops, 
which tend to be much more closely spaced than rail stations and are often little more 
substantial than bus stops, are probably better omitted. 

2WKHU�XQGHUJURXQG�DQG�OLJKW�UDLO�V\VWHPV
In conclusion it may be of value to examine briefly how underground and light rail stations 
elsewhere in the country are depicted by Edition A of the ([SORUHU series. The limited 
number of underground National Rail stations on Merseyside (sheet 275) get the 
conventional ‘red circle’ symbol, as do stopping places on the Midland Metro – actually a 
light rail line, despite its name – on sheets 219/220. In Sheffield (sheet 278), however, the 
new yellow ‘light rapid transit system station’ symbol has been used to represent stops on the 
Supertram system. In contrast, stations on the Newcastle Metro – a ‘halfway house’ between 
a light rail and an Underground system – have their own unique symbol, a boxed ‘M’, on
sheet 316.

Sheet 277 for Manchester, where there is an extensive light rail network (‘Metrolink’), is 
due to appear shortly; the new yellow circle symbol will presumably be used here too, 
although the three Metrolink stops in the Altrincham area on the adjacent sheet 268 at present 
have a red circle. It will also be of interest to see what approach is adopted in due course on 
Sheet 342 for Glasgow, which in addition to a number of underground National Rail stations 
has its own separate Underground system.
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7XQQHO�YLVLRQ�,
-RKQ�*ULIILWKV

)LJ�������������UHGXFHG�VFDOH���µ5H�VXUYH\HG�	�5HYLVHG�LQ��������¶

As a boy, looking through an old book on railways that I had been given, I was always 
fascinated by an illustration entitled ‘The Incredible Burrowing Railways of Chalk Farm’ 
showing the complex array of railways and tunnels running below Chalk Farm and Primrose 
Hill in north London. Ever since, I have had a soft spot for tunnels and trains that run below 
the earth (Freud would no doubt have had a line on this), so imagine my pleasure on 
discovering what appears to be the ultimate in burrowing railways on a 1:2,500 map of south-
east London. It occurs on London sheet 106, revised 1893-94, and reprinted by Alan Godfrey 
maps as Kidbrooke 1894 (see fig. 1). At first sight nothing seems amiss: the Bexleyheath 
Railway entering a tunnel, bearing its loads of commuters to and from the heart of London. 
But then compare it with fig. 2, from the 1914 revision of the same map, which we are 
currently preparing for publication in the Godfrey Edition. On re-examination, the 
Bexleyheath Railway in 1894 is seen entering the bowels of the earth, never to re-emerge, 
taking its passengers to heaven knows what Stygian depths. 

Less fancifully, what is going on here? Alan Jackson’s invaluable work /RQGRQ¶V�/RFDO�
5DLOZD\V�outlines the troubled gestation of the Bexleyheath line, which opened to traffic on 
l May 1895 after delays caused by money problems and construction difficulties. Shown on 
the 1914 map are the deep cutting east of the junction with the North Kent Railway, and the 
437 yard tunnel under the Cator (or Blackheath Park) Estate, of which the southern 140 yards 
were unnecessary in engineering terms but constructed to protect the residents of the estate 
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from having to look at the railway. To prevent excessively steep gradients, part of this 
‘tunnel’ projected above ground level and was roofed over – again, shown on the 1914 map 
but not the 1893-94 revision. Tunnels are generally not constructed from just one end; surely 
earthworks for the construction of this line must have been simultaneously visible at both 
ends. And how likely is it that had the OS team in 1893-94 observed the (projected) northern 
end of the tunnel before any works had begun, by the time they reached the southern end it 
would have been completed and metals laid down? But in 1894 we just see the southern 
portal of the tunnel, entered by the Bexleyheath Railway, shown already as fully railed – the 
rest is silence. 

)LJ����µ6XUYH\HG�LQ��������5HYLVHG�LQ�����¶

7XQQHO�YLVLRQ�,,
-RKQ�&ROH

In attempting to trace all English, Scottish and Welsh railway and canal tunnels, the one inch 
to one mile maps of the Popular Edition, New Popular Edition and Seventh Series have 
proved reliable down to a length of one hundred yards and sometimes lower. But in the 
course of this search I have noticed an inexplicable lack of naming consistency that has been 
carried forward to the present day 1:50,000.

There were 156 railway tunnels over half a mile in length, with 56 of these over one 
mile, whilst approximately 26 canal tunnels exceeded the half-mile mark. One would 
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reasonably suppose that if naming tunnels at all, the Ordnance Survey would concentrate on 
the longest, and those which, unlike many tunnels, were not named after a town or village. 
Yet, in point of fact, I have only been able to find twelve railway and five named canal 
tunnels over half a mile, plus a further three much shorter (490 yards in one case) and which 
in two instances a doubt exists over the correct name!

On New Popular and Seventh Series sheet 156 both the Severn (7669 yards) and Box 
(3212 yards) railway tunnels are named, but not Sodbury (4444 yards). In all, the following 
tunnels over half a mile in length are also named: Burdale (sheet 92), Disley (101), 
Woodhead (102), Kirton (104), Harecastle (110), Cowburn and Totley (111), Peascliff (113 
and 122), Corby (133) and Clayton (182)1.

Whilst Woodhead Tunnel is named in full on sheet 102, the equally long (5346 yards) 
Standedge Tunnel on the same map, is not. Moreover Britain’s longest canal tunnel follows 
the same alignment. A similar situation exists with Harecastle but in this case ‘Tunnel’ has 
been correctly pluralised.

The remaining railway tunnels, as has been remarked, are very odd choices. Both 
Prospect (96) and Ridgeway Hill (178) are under 800 yards, whilst Waller’s Ash (168) is less 
than 500 yards in length. Quite why Prospect Tunnel was named on the map is very difficult 
to understand, as sheet 96 contains Bramhope (a relatively ‘famous’ tunnel), Morley and 
Queensbury, all over 2500 yards long, plus several others exceeding 1000 yards. And to cap 
that the writer has seen Prospect referred to as ‘Crimple Tunnel’ in at least two railway 
publications!

A similar situation exists with Ridgeway Hill, which was, and still is, a popular railway 
photography location. In every caption I have seen, the name ‘Bincombe Tunnel(s)’ – there is 
a long and short – appears. Yet ‘Ridgeway Hill’ still figures on the latest 1:50,000 map of the 
area. And so in fact does ‘Waller’s Ash’ though this now applies to the building(s) from 
which the tunnel takes its name, the annotation ‘tunnel’ sufficing.

Although many tunnels had nameboards at the entrance, and even without, an official 
name must have applied, the naming and even spelling could be strange. This would not have 
helped the Ordnance Survey. A couple of examples, both annotated but not named on the 
one-inch map, are Bromshall (120, SK0531) and Drewton (98, SE9633). The former, shown 
as ‘BrRmshall’ on the tunnel nameboard, is a mile or so from the village of BrDmshall, and 
might far more accurately been known as ‘Loxley’, or ‘Loxley Park’, under which it was 
situated. Drewton is even further from the Manor house giving it a name, and in between lie 
Weedley and a third short tunnel, for which I have seen no name. Close to the centre of 
Drewton Tunnel lies Riplingham Grange whilst in a railway publication it has been referred 
to as ‘the tunnel at Little Weighton’.

Harecastle and Standedge canal tunnels have already been mentioned and although a 
further fourteen were over a mile in length, just three have found their way on to the one-inch 
map.

Having not appeared on the New Popular (and presumably the Popular before that) 
Braunston (2042 yards) and Crick (1528 yards) are to be found on the Seventh Series 132. 
This causes an alarming names inconsistency, as two railway tunnels, Catesby (2997 yards) 
and Kilsby (2426 yards), are simply annotated in virtually the same map sector.

1 In the case of sheets 92 and 104, only the New Popular has been seen; in the case of sheet 102, only the Seventh 
Series.
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The West Midlands is a well known location for long canal tunnels, and on New Popular 
and Seventh Series sheet 131, both Lapal (3795 yards) and Netherton (3027 yards) are 
named. Missing, excusably from the New Popu1ar and without excuse from the A edition of 
the Seventh Series, is even the alignment of Dudley (3154 yards).

The situation is virtually unchanged on the 1:50,000. A railway-trackless Woodhead 
Tunnel is still to be found, whilst in the case of Lapal, name and pecked alignment have both 
gone. This tunnel was probably disused at the advent of the Seventh Series but may still 
partially exist, blocked by roof falls. Treatment of disused tunnels was not always consistent 
on the one-inch and is less so on the 1:50,000. Mention was made in 6KHHWOLQHV� �� of 
Morwell Down canal tunnel,2 which disappeared from the one-inch map some time after the 
1870s, but is yet marked by an air shaft on the ([SORUHU. Similarly Crimson Hill canal tunnel 
is not shown on either the New Popular or Seventh Series sheet 177.

Yet again this is a case of Ordnance Survey having made things difficult for themselves. 
There was not really a case for showing a tunnel name if the location name appeared, at least 
in close proximity, on the map. Among others this would have eliminated the contentious 
Ridgeway Hill.

*DUDJHV
7KH�VXGGHQ�DSSHDUDQFH�DQG�JUDGXDO�GHPLVH�RI�WKH�JDUDJH�

RQ�WKH�2UGQDQFH�6XUYH\�RQH�LQFK�PDS�
$LGDQ�GH�OD�0DUH�

May I present an incomplete and probably useless piece of map research? I have, for more 
than forty years, had a more or less casual interest in OS maps, which has only very recently 
threatened to become an obsession fuelled by membership of the CCS. In all those years I 
had not noticed that garages appeared on OS one-inch maps.

I have recently taken a special interest in the Fifth Edition with its newly introduced, then 
modern features: among these telephone call boxes, radio masts, electric transmission lines, 
aerodromes etc., I found an occasional garage. There is no symbol for them, the word is 
spelled out as it is for mills, waterworks etc., usually in the smallest lettering (granges and 
vicarages sometimes obtrude themselves during the search). At first I thought they were only 
on major roads, but I later found some on minor roads as well.

I was then surprised to find that all but three of these garages still appeared on the New 
Popular Edition, with which I was well familiar, but I had never before noticed them. I was 
even more surprised to find that many also survived on to the early printings of the Seventh 
Series. Most remarkable, however, was that several could still be found on the early printings 
of the Second Series 1:50,000 /DQGUDQJHU, notably at TQ173389 on sheet 187 (B1), 1991, 

2 David & Charles, 5HSULQW�RI�WKH�ILUVW�HGLWLRQ�RI�WKH�RQH�LQFK�2UGQDQFH�6XUYH\�RI�(QJODQG�DQG�:DOHV, sheet 25 [D&C 
sheet 90]. I have looked at a small sample (thirteen maps) of this series. Sheet 88 [D&C sheet 21] has similar 
inconsistencies to those identified: Woodhead and Standedge Tunnels are both named, the latter pluralized to include 
the canal tunnel. In addition, Morley (3369 yards), Thurstonland (1631) and Wike (1365) have been named, while 
Summit (2885), Queensbury (2501), Bowling (1684), and some others exceeding one thousand yards, have not.
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but that and all the others now seem to have been removed. I have found none on my 
relatively few Popular Edition maps, although these still mark occasional smithies1. As 
smithies seem to be absent from the Fifth Edition, this would indicate the positive 
displacement of the horseman by the motorist as the target of map sales at that time.

As might be expected, the large majority of garages are shown on main roads in country 
districts where the information would be of most use; their absence from towns and large 
villages suggests that their presence in such places is implied, as are post offices and hotels (a 
brief reference in Jim Cooper’s article ‘One-inch Revision in the 1960s’2 confirms this). But 
the utility to the passing motorist of such garages as that at TQ203520 on New Popular 170 
on a no-through road NE of Dorking is doubtful. As no garages appear on some Fifth Edition 
maps, I must suppose that their inclusion in the first place may have been at the whim of the 
individual surveyor; although it is possible that it was absence of eligible sites. Distribution 
is, as can be seen, erratic with seven sheets showing none at all, while sheet 124, *XLOGIRUG, 
has the most with seven. There seems to be a slight falling off of numbers as the large sheets 
came in. I wonder what the size and scope of the establishment was to justify its inclusion –
presumably more than a wayside filling station or workshop?

I also wonder why the OS gradually removed the garages from its one-inch maps over 
the next fifty or so years? Although I have found three in Kent and one in Essex on the New 
Populars that derived from Fifth Edition material, I do not have enough of these to search the 
rest of the area of Fifth Edition material. Of the only three garages that are on the Fifth 
Edition but not on the New Populars, I have just found that two of them are also absent from 
late printings of the Fifth Edition (the other one may be as well, but I do not have a late 
printing of Sheet 108 to check it). I have not found any on the very few Provisional New 
Populars that I have looked at, which is not surprising as they had nothing to do with the 
Fifth Edition. It seems therefore that the intention to include garages was dropped after the 
Fifth Edition, and that their removal from the subsequent maps was by casual omission rather 
than careful revision or positive policy. I have only checked a few of the sites, and I know 
that some are still recognisably in business; but one I know has gone, as the site is now under 
the runway of Gatwick Airport. (This garage is apparently the only one to appear on a half-
inch map – *UHDWHU�/RQGRQ, 30046.)

After a lot of searching on the Fifth Edition and following up on the New Popular, 
Seventh Series and /DQGUDQJHU (as yet incomplete as I lack some maps of each series), I 
thought I had got as much out of the subject as I wanted, when I chanced on a garage on 
Seventh Series 189, /DQG¶V�(QG, (A), a few miles from where I live, which did not appear on 
any earlier maps. I do not know if I can bring myself to search all the Seventh Series to see if 
this is a unique example.3 I also notice that ([SORUHU 109 (B) has a garage at 654045, but I 
have not started on that series either.

It is surprising that the OS decided to gradually drop garages from their one-inch maps as 
they are not only useful to the major users of these maps – the motorists – but they are also 
prominent topographical features. I, and I suppose many other motorists, might welcome at 
least a symbol for a petrol station, and perhaps another for one with a repair garage attached 
– provided we know they are marked on the maps. They would surely be of more use to the 

1 Confirmed by a note in Yolande Hodson , Popular Maps, Londo n, Charles Close Society, 1999, p152.

2 Sheetlines 52, 30
3 It is not. I have since found another example on Seventh Series 144, &KHOWHQKDP�	�(YHVKDP, A and A/ at SO963339 

on the A483/A435. This is absent from New Popular and Seventh Series B/*.
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map user than milestones, or even post offices. I would appreciate any further information or 
corrections that CCS members can provide on this by-way of mapping.

Appended is a list of the Fifth Edition maps with yard grid references (the last two zeros 
of each entry omitted) and numbers of the roads on which the garages are situated. Printings 
of these Fifth Edition maps are various, but apart from the three cases mentioned I have no 
reason to believe that there was much change during their short lifetime. The map series, 
number and print code which shows the garage as absent implies that it is was present on all 
series and states before that; but this is not reliable as I have not seen all states of all maps. 
Neither can I be sure that I have found all garages on all the maps that I have looked at.

*DUDJHV�RQ�)LIWK�(GLWLRQ�RQH�LQFK�PDSV�
6KHHW�
QR

1DPH <DUG�UHI� 5RDG�QR� :KHQ�DEVHQW 1DW��*ULG�
UHI�

94 OXFORD 10470-13490 A34 7th 145 B 429191
10450-13437 A4095 7th 145 A// 423142
10506-13490 A423 Landr. 164 B 462192

95 LUTON 11342-13698 A1 7th 147 A///* 227381
11068-13428 B489 7th 159 B 976178
11110-13428 B486 Landr. 166 B 013133

96 HERTFORD & SAFFRON WALDEN 11424-13701 A60(now A505) Landr. 153 B 301383
11713-13511 A120 7th 148 B 564211
11625-13477 A11 7th 148 B 487179
11273-13560 by-road 7th 148 B 440255

102 BRISTOL QRW�VHHQ
106 NW LONDON & WATFORD QRQH�IRXQG
107 LONDON & EPPING FOREST 11810-13076 A13 7th 161 B/* 653813

�DOVR�RQ�����
108 CHELMSFORD & SOUTHEND 11880-13184 A127 NP 162 10045/Ch 718911

11912-13184 A127 7th 162 A 747911
111 BRISTOL & BATH QRQH�IRXQG
112 SWINDON & DEVIZES QRQH�IRXQG
113 READING & NEWBURY (small sht) 10590-12920 A4 7th 158 A/* 537670

10798-12834 A32 5th. large sht 113 592730
10528-10315 A34 Landr. 174 A2 483759

113 (large sheet) 10645-13117 A329 7th 158 B 590850
114 SW LONDON & WINDSOR QRQH�IRXQG
115 SE LONDON & DARTFORD 11414-12825 A23 7th 170 A// 293583

11487-12806 by-road 7th 171 A/ 360564
118 BARNSTAPLE 8474-12443 A377 7th 163 A 605233

8518-12502 A361 7th 163 C 643288
119 EXMOOR QRQH�IRXQG
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123 WINCHESTER & BASINGSTOKE 10568-12597 A33 Landr. 185 B 520374
10474-12548 A272 Landr. 183 B 433329
10580-12730 B3400 7th. 168 A 530496
10640-12750 B3400 5th. 131 5038 585515

124 GUILDFORD 11072-12692 A3100 7th. 170 A// 989461
11380-12673 A217 7th. 182 A 262445
11290-12664 A24 7th. 182 A 179435
11280-12613 A24 Landr. 187 B3 173389
11317-12757 by-road 7th. 170 A// 203520
11333-12700 by-road 7th. 170 A// 223470
11370-12625 by-road 7th. 182 A 254400
�DOVR�RQ�*UHDWHU�/RQGRQ�KDOI�LQFK�

125 REIGATE & TUNBRIDGE WELLS ��DOVR�RQ�VKHHW�����DQG���RQ�VKHHW����
127 BIDEFORD & BUDE 8100-12220 B3254 7th. 174 B 265031

8090-12355 A39 7th. 174 B 255155
128 TIVERTON 8943-12307 A38 7th. 176 C 137109

�DOVR�RQ�����
129 TAUNTON & MINEHEAD 9190-12478 A38 7th. 177 A/* 259267

9290-12515 A361 7th. 177 A/* 352299
131 SALISBURY & WINCHESTER 10273-12577 A30 7th 167 B/* 250355

�DOVR���RQ�����
132 GUILDFORD & PETERSFIELD 10780-12378 A3 7th. 181 A 715174

11273-12435 A24 7th. 184 A 165227
136 BODMIN 8055-11977 A30 7th. 186 A 223807

7982-12077 A39 7th. 174 B 154900
137 TAVISTOCK & OKEHAMPTON 8290-11940 A384 7th. 175 A 436773

8298-12040 A30 7th. 175 A 244865
8140-12010 A30 7th. 186 A 299838
�DOVR���RQ�����

138 EXETER 8954-12143 A30 7th 176 C 045959
139 SIDMOUTH & LYME REGIS 9253-12480 A373 7th. 177 A/* 317964
140 BOURNEMOUTH & WEYMOUTH 10210-12254 A31 7th. 179 A 192062

9942-12096 A351 7th. 179 C 946916
141 SOUTHAMPTON, PORTSMOUTH &  lOW  QRQH�IRXQG
142 BRIGHTON & CHICHESTER ��DOVR�RQ����
143 TRURO & ST. AUSTELL 7942-11748 A390 Landr. 200 A 118598

7647-11685 A30 7th. 185 B 848540
7416-11482 B3303 7th. 189 A 637355
7801-11743 B3274 7th. 185 A 989593

144 PLYMOUTH QRQH�IRXQG
145 TORQUAY 8559-11727 A38 7th. 188 B 683578
146 LAND’S END & LIZARD 7501-11262 by-road 7th. 190 A 715155

7352-11404 by-road 7th. 189 A 580282

New Popular 172 CHATHAM & MAIDSTONE TR088387 A20 absent 7th 172 B
and 184 HASTINGS �DOVR�RQ�����

TQ851404 B2078(later A274) absent Landr. 189 A3.
NP 173 EAST KENT TR346637 A256 absent 7th 173 A
NP 149 COLCHESTER TM089375 A12 absent 7th 149 A/
7th 189 LAND’S END SW691431 B3300 absent Landr. 203 A/*
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7KH�2UGQDQFH�6XUYH\�0DQ
'HDJOiQ�7DOORQ
[Tune: Traditional]

My trade and occupation and professional vocation,
Concerns the use of level, theodolite and chain,

My notes on elevation, done with much perambulation,
Will aid your navigation of side-car or of train.

And in expert mensuration or precise triangulation
I am noted for my patience and my steadiness of hand,
Calculations topographic, observations demographic,

And exertions cartographic, I’m the Ordnance Survey Man.
While I was but of tender years, my mother shed great lakes of tears,

As I struck out bereft of fears and headed for the Park,
But with melodious compositions and my angelic disposition

I was bound for perdition, with my fiddle on my back.
These tunes extemporaneous I rendered quite spontaneous,

And my work became extraneous as I wondered o’er the land,
And at cross-roads quite congruent, the people were influenced

By the music mellifluent of the Ordnance Survey Man.
And as time passed by I gained in fame, ’twasn’t long before I made my name,

And I joined in the game to plot the surface of the Moon,
The lunar landscape I perceived, notoriety I soon achieved,

For circumnavigating it by boat and by balloon.
And the Sea of Great Tranquillity, extending to infinity,

I expounded on most wittily, and on the fish that swim therein,
So on account of my ability, and my extraordinary virility,

The world became acquainted with the Ordnance Survey Man.
From there ’twas but a step so terse to encompass all the Universe,

And to scribble the co-ordinates of Jupiter and Mars.
Through the Galaxy unfailingly I journeyed uncomplainingly,

And worked quite entertainingly adjacent to the stars.
And the angels non-terrestrial and choristers celestial,

Would cease their labours vestial as I passed them on my way,
They would flap their wings, and shout such things, like -

“Yerra, Eamon, how’s she cuttin’ boy?”
For they were so much taken by the Ordnance Survey Man.

But of all my great accomplishments, narrated less embellishments,
Related with veracity and recounted with élan,

Was a scheme so diabolical, with undertones quite comical,
And nuances anatomical, it was a mighty plan:

For to chart all Licensed Premises, and to publish their blemishes.
Every tavern with false blandishments, every pub without a slate,
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And purveyors of bad pints, also conveyors of ringosporeum,
Where surveyors get ding-doreum, says the Ordnance Survey Man.

So let me state it without vanity, I laboured for humanity,
And nearly lost my sanity, my life’s work to complete.
For it was my great ambition to launch the first edition

Of “McGivney’s Topers’ Almanac and Guide to Drinking Beer”.
And on entering pubs most gallantly, or being thrown out with profanity

By hunch-backed cranky barsmen or pedlars of bad wine,
I braved all molestation and suffered depravation

To gain this information, says the Ordnance Survey Man.
And compiling this Compendium, all its chapters and addendum,

I collated it with pride and annotated it with care,
Containing data so meticulous on publicans ridiculous,

And especially those who’d sicken us, oh this manuscript is rare.
So convey this great Canonical on your journeys alchoholical,

Expeditions gastronomical, and embarrassment ’twill save,
For ’tis worth all of the world to know which is fair and which is horrible.

This document’s infallible says the Ordnance Survey Man.
So maintain your contemplation and your nightly meditation,

No matter what your station, be it work or be it play,
Bear in mind my efforts strenuous and my penmanship so generous,

To guide your feet, though tenuous, without leading you astray.
And in company nefarious, lively or gregarious,

Or otherwise contrarious, hilarious, or bland,
With this map in hand you’re armed so grand and life you’ll face courageous,

And avoid disease contagious, with the Ordnance Survey Man.
Ah, but now in my advancing age, ’tis time I shuffled off the stage,

To leave behind the world’s rage for Mullagh by the Sea,
And on evenings much imbibible, with my colleagues so convivial,

We’ll gather there at Ollie’s for a pint or maybe three.
And ’tis there I’ll live contentedly, surrounded most enchantingly
By my sons thirteen and daughters three, all warriors of our race,

And I will wander home without disgrace, to linger in the sweet embrace
Of the dark-haired girl from Clare who loves the Ordnance Survey Man.

5HSURGXFHG�E\�NLQG�SHUPLVVLRQ�RI�WKH�$XWKRU�
Collected by Rodney Leary from the CD ‘Sex Sca and Sedition – the new ballads’, 

produced by Jimmy Crowley for Free State Records, PO Box 145, Cork, Ireland. 
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$�VNHOHWRQ�LQ�P\�FXSERDUG
&KULV�+LJOH\

Undoubtedly the grottiest map in my collection 
is a dirty copy of the grandly titled ‘Stanford & 
Mann’s Special Half Inch Map for Tourists, 
Motorists, Cyclists and Transport, ��� 0LOHV�
5RXQG� %LUPLQJKDP’. I came across this in a 
Cheltenham bookshop several years ago. The 
back cover is missing and the obtrusive circles 
printed on the face of the map, showing 
distances every mile from the centre of 
Birmingham, have been supplemented by a 
previous owner with inked circles five, ten and 
fifteen miles around Stechford.

Stanford and Mann Ltd. were a long-
established Birmingham firm of manufacturing 
and retail stationers and printers, something of 
institution in the city. Founded by Alfred 
Charles Stanford1 in 1888, the company was 
taken over by F J White and Clarke Ltd in 
1973, but continued to trade under their own 
name until sometime after celebrating their 
centenary.

This map seems to have been produced 
shortly after Stanford and Mann became a 
limited company in 19112 – railway names are 
certainly pre-1923 grouping. Stanford and 
Mann have never been map ‘publishers’ in the 
strict sense: they sold other publishers’ maps 
under their own imprint. In this case a small 
‘Gall & Inglis, Edinburgh’ in the bottom 
margin betrays the real source of the map. 
Richard Oliver has pointed out3 that Gall and 
Inglis half-inch mapping is based on plates prepared in the 1820s for G & J Cary and 
republished in 1832 as &DU\¶V�,PSURYHG�0DS�RI�(QJODQG�DQG�:DOHV. The plates subsequently 
passed to G F Cruchley and were bought by Gall and Inglis in 1877.  The Stanford and Mann 
map clearly shows the join between Cary/Cruchley plates 31 and 37. The railways, although 
apparently complete until at least 1907, show obvious additions by various hands in differing 
styles, dating back to before the plates came into the possession of Gall and Inglis.

1 There is no connection with the well-known London map company.
2 I am grateful to Fred Holliday for this and much other information about Stanford and Mann’s history.
3 ‘The rivals’, 6KHHWOLQHV���, 19; 6KHHWOLQHV���, 27.



43

Alfred Stanford was an honourable man. 
As the Stanford and Mann ‘Centenary 
Souvenir’ brochure remembers ‘Alfred was 
such a charming gentleman. Everyone in New 
Street knew and loved him’. At the top of the 
sheet is printed STANFORD & MANN’S NEW LARGE 
SCALE MOTORING, CYCLING, AND TOURING MAP 
THIRTY MILES ROUND BIRMINGHAM. Granted, it is 
a map covering thirty miles round 
Birmingham, but hardly ‘large scale’, not 
really ‘Stanford & Mann’s’ and FHUWDLQO\ not 
new!

So, why do I treasure this map and why 
am I keen to acquire better copies of this or 
other4 Stanford and Mann ‘published’ maps? 
Well, in every other respect than this map, I 
am very proud to claim Alfred Stanford as my 
grandfather.

.HUU\�PXVLQJV
'DYLG�$UFKHU

The Biker’s Retreat, Dolgellau: If you are looking for a good value biking package which 
includes stunning scenery, tasty food, stylish accommodation with brilliant riding, Biker’s 
Retreat is the place for you … Leading specialists in short biking breaks, accommodating 
18 people … three star Guest House …

So runs a leaflet I recently picked up, reminding me of two ideas I have pondered for several 
years. In the first, substitute Ordnance Survey maps for biking. I have long had an idea for 
regular map weekends5, based on a well-appointed small hotel or guesthouse. It would 
function as an ordinary establishment, but could also provide a retreat on any day of the week 
for individuals wishing to get away and immerse themselves in studying Ordnance Survey 
maps. The star facility would be a first class map library, with sets of all small-scale maps, 
examples of all large-scale maps and other Ordnance Survey products. A book library would 
include sets of Annual Reports, Publication Reports, any book written about the Ordnance 
Survey, 6KHHWOLQHV, and as many internal documents as could be found.

Such a retreat would be aimed at anyone who wished to study OS matters in a 
comfortable and relaxed setting. Members often need somewhere to go in order to work out 
ideas and complete a project or article for 6KHHWOLQHV. Here, they could spend all day in the 
library without having to worry about closing time, catching trains home or where to eat in 

4 I know of, but have never seen, a rather earlier half-inch map, ���0LOHV�DERXW�%LUPLQJKDP.
5 I assume the idea came after the initial Shap weekend.

$OIUHG�6WDQIRUG
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the evening. Friends and family could go along as well and pursue their own interests, 
meeting up at dinner.

Similarly, small groups of three to six might wish to meet for a day to thrash out a 
problem they had been jointly working on. So much more can be achieved face to face as 
opposed to other forms of communication.

Weekend meetings of twelve to fifteen would be the largest groups catered for, and 
would probably be short educational courses, exploring a particular subject or demonstrating 
how to tackle a research project on OS maps. Residential study is more attractive than day 
meetings which involve early mornings, travel and a not over generous amount of study time.

Over time, the idea was to extend the theme courses to military, railway, canal, 
geological, Bartholomew, and Cruchley maps etc, as supporting material was acquired. All 
material and information generated for and by courses would be held for future reference and 
visitor use, thereby increasing the usefulness of the library.

The second idea was that the Charles Close Society might have its own map library and a 
building in which to hold small meetings. It would be a better collection than the combined 
holdings of the copyright libraries, a true research library for Ordnance Survey maps. A 
‘completist’ library with a copy of every state of every map, of every cover, of all the 
research notes compiled by members, whether single sheets of paper or bulky files of 
material yet to be written up, supported by our own database. Rooms for study and for larger 
meetings would be available, as would refreshments and possibly accommodation.

Conventional libraries are frequently unsuited to group study where everyone gathers 
round a map and discusses it, and can seldom muster every state of a particular sheet, the 
study of which interests a lot of our members. Map rooms seldom provide a strong 
supporting book section on Ordnance Survey matters. 

The Ordnance Survey does not hold a copy of every map it has produced, and on the 
whole, the copyright libraries have been very passive with regard to legal deposition, usually 
receiving a first state of a sheet, but not rigorously seeking later states when published. Some 
attempt has been made to fill the gaps in recent years, but finance and staff time are in short 
supply.

6KHHWOLQHV and other publications mention specific maps that are only held in one or two 
locations, frequently not copyright libraries. The copyright libraries do not have identical 
holdings, although there is a tremendous overlap. If one wishes to pursue a subject, one often 
has to visit several of these institutions, if not all. 

Should the society establish its own map library, a core collection of small-scale maps 
could be built fairly quickly. From then on, I am sure that donations, both in the form of 
maps and money would see it strengthen rapidly. Other learned and professional societies 
have a library, so why not the Charles Close Society? The aim would be to mirror the 
combined holdings of other public collections and to fill in the gaps where they are lacking, 
for example by gathering together all printings for each one-inch series, so that a member 
could study the development of a single sheet by having all states laid out side by side. No 
single publicly funded library will ever have the funds to pursue such a vision, so why not 
have it as a long term aim of our society?

The Royal Geographical Society has a fine building and a world class map library; one to 
equal any copyright library in terms of Ordnance Survey maps, so why should we not? 
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As it takes a lot of money to maintain a building and map collection, possibly with a paid 
staff, the project should be self-financing. The society could run day or weekend courses for 
which a charge would be levied (over and above the free members’ meetings).

Gradually, the two ideas have become fused in my mind. The retreat would need a first 
class library, similar to that proposed for the society, and the society would need a building, 
similar to that at the retreat…perhaps the retreat could house and maintain the society’s map 
library in return for use by visitors…if the society were to run weekend courses based on its 
map library, it would need a building with accommodation…maybe the society could set up 
the retreat to help finance its library … The Mapper’s Retreat, western mid-Wales, an ideal 
relaxing location with fresh air, sea, scenery, access to the National Library …

/LVWHG�ELWV
The RUGQDQFHPDSV discussion group at KWWS���ZZZ�HJURXSV�FR�XN is attracting some lively 
contributions. To attempt to reprint them all in 6KHHWOLQHV would rapidly fill the journal – and 
many items are, by the very nature of Internet discussion groups, ephemeral.  However, we 
hope that each issue will give a flavour of the content by drawing attention to a few postings 
which have caught the Editor’s eye.

On 2 February, a message from Peter Stubbs noted this item in a forthcoming ‘James 
Bond’ sale at Christies:

From Russia With Love, 1963 
An ordnance survey map, scale: one inch to one statute mile, 1962, showing part of 
Argyllshire and the Firth of Lorn, the map annotated in an unknown hand in pencil and blue 
ballpoint pen with notes for location shots around various islands including Mull, Insh, 
Shuna, Luing, Eileen Arsa and Eileen Creagach where the speedboat sequence featuring 
Sean Connery as James Bond and Daniela Bianchi as Tatiana Romanova was shot in 
)URP�5XVVLD�:LWK�/RYH, notations include &XEE\�ZLWK�FUHZ�DW�KHOP��VW��QG�GD\�RI�VKRRW���
%RDWV�IRU�IXOO�UXQ�6HDQ�)URP�/XQJD�ZLWK�JLUO�UXQ�WR�ERDW�DQG�6�&RQQHU\�GRXEOH�WR�WDNH�OHDG�
IURP� MHWW\� OHDG� 6RXWK� WR� &ULQDQ� �� PLOHV� ZHVW – 33x27in. (83.8x68.6cm.) framed; and 
approximately one hundred and fifty-seven corresponding black and white stills, (printed 
recently from contact prints), the majority of shots showing the speedboat sequence, some 
showing the cast and crew relaxing off set, all 3½x4¾in. (9x12cm.)

The estimate was £500 to £700, but the lot eventually made £3055 (including buyer’s 
premium).  This must set a record for a heavily marked One-inch Seventh Series sheet!

Later in the month, David Kimber raised the subject of errors in the regular OS 
publication 3DWKILQGHU�PDSV�QR�ORQJHU�DYDLODEOH. Another correspondent believed that some 
of these arose during the production process and reported that in the November issue there 
appeared to be a problem with the letter ‘m’. The list included:

Llandiloes (Llanidloes)
Llandinarn & Dolfor (Llandinam & Dolfor)
Craven Anus (Craven Arms).
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/HWWHUV
3HQFLO�PDUNV

Many of us, prompted by Hugh Brookes6 have no doubt been wielding magnifying glasses 
over the bottom right corners of our dissected sheets. What I noticed was a distinction to be 
made between pre-1939 and post war examples.

Of 44 pre-war one-inch and half-inch sheets examined, 36 bear numerical marks in the 
range 0 - 6, one is illegible and seven blank. In theory the 0 and 1 could be initials, but the 
clarity of many of the higher numbers points convincingly to an exclusively numeric series. 
The earliest sheet included in the analysis is a Revised New Series of 1904. A close look at a 
regrettably small store of Old Series quarter sheets showed nothing of interest on the face but 
in two cases, both c1878, there were obvious, but previously unnoticed, assembly 
instructions on the back. These take the form of a prominent pencil numeral on each of the 
sections, beginning top left with 1 and ending, bottom right, with 6.

Yolande Hodson7 records the purchase in 1930/31 
of a section mounting machine. It is confirmation of OS 
thoroughness that visual inspection, and it is difficult to 
see what else it could have been, continued throughout 
the machine age. Several of my sheets carry a second 
number. I construe this as No. 5, in some doubt, 
consulting that wise old bird No. 2 who accepts shared 
responsibility by adding his number. A North East 
Wales District Sheet of 1932 may even have attracted a 
third opinion: 2 is clear, 0 and 1 less so, but the 
alternative reading of 9 in place of 01 would take the 
series into statistically distant territory. Unmarked 
sheets might be the handiwork of a fastidious previous 
owner possessed of a very soft rubber, but it is perhaps a 
significant coincidence that five of my seven blanks are 
Scottish Popular sheets sold without covers, with only 
the sheet number printed in black on the outer fold. The 
size of the sample seems to justify the generalisation that 
this style somehow escaped final inspection.

All my 1945 - 1948 sheets bear a single letter 
marking. Messrs B, C and D could be reincarnations of 
Nos. 1, 2 and 3, but the inclusion in the cast list of 
Messrs P, R and S suggests that the letters are authentic 
personal initials.

3HWHU�:DUEXUWRQ

6 6KHHWOLQHV���, 56.
7 3RSXODU�0DSV, London, The Charles Close Society, 1999, p187.

1RUWK�(DVW�:DOHV�'LVWULFW�6KHHW������

6FRWODQG�3RSXODU�6KHHW����
,VOH�RI�%XWH�������������&U�
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7KH�DZIXO����������
Yes, the new OS 1:100,000 map is an “utter disappointment” and “an awful waste of paper”. 
The colours and style are dreadful and I have not wasted nearly £4 on buying one! The 
details are very odd, aimed at what sort of tourist? Certainly not the walker – who will use 
the 1:50,000 or 1:25,000. The motorist is shown vaguely where the WCs are, but not if they 
can park nearby.

The comparison chart might have included the Goldeneye Map/Guide (at 2½ miles to the 
inch, 1:158,400) which has very good presentation of roads and data for motorists, including 
the car parks. I refer here to the Cornwall map, which has plenty of information symbols 
(72!), a coloured contour base (for cyclists?), does not have the National Grid but clearly 
indicates the railways. Lots of local interest data on the back.

If the OS 1:100,000 could be this good, I’d buy it!
'RQDOG�&�&OD\WRQ

3RLQWV�IURP�6KHHWOLQHV���
I remember, when I first started work as a reference librarian at the end of World War II, 
coming across the Control of Maps Order 19408 (Statutory Rules and Orders 1940 no.1173) 
and wondering how on earth librarians were expected to apply it. The order specified that 
‘No person shall acquire or sell any map exceeding 1 mile to 1 inch, except under licence’ 
(there was a Map Permit Office), and ‘No alien may have a map of the United Kingdom 
exceeding 12 miles to 1 inch’. Note the differences: no SHUVRQ�shall acquire or sell, but no 
DOLHQ�may even possess; note also the differences in scales – ordinary citizens may have one-
inch sheets, but an alien couldn’t even ORRN� at the ten-mile sheets, nor was he allowed 
guidebooks.

I discovered that the Home Office had issued a guidance note9: ‘Librarians should 
exercise care before allowing any member of the public to inspect a large scale map’, and 
should ask to see Identity Cards. The order must have been impossible to enforce; librarians 
were being asked virtually to ask their readers “Are you a spy? If so, you can’t look at this 
map”. At the time of a threatened invasion, government was somewhat paranoid, with the 
removal of signposts and even of some landmarks; we know now, of course, that the 
Germans were well prepared with maps anyway.

On another matter in 6KHHWOLQHV�59, Bag’s Tree in Harwell gets an entry in a history of 
Harwell10 , where it is described as an elm tree, some 275-300 years old when it was felled in 
1975. There seem to be three possible origins for the name: a family named Baggs appears in 
the parish register between 1695 and 1722; Bagrun, king of the Danes, died there, according 
to tradition; the 2[IRUG� (QJOLVK� 'LFWLRQDU\� defines ‘Bag’ as to cut wheat with a reaping-
hook. The tree gives its name to the surrounding field, which explains the survival of the 
name in the absence of the tree.

&KDUOHV�$��7RDVH

8 6KHHWOLQHV���, 47.
9 /LEUDU\�$VVRFLDWLRQ�UHFRUG����(September 1940), 260.
10 9LOODJH�IRU�D�WKRXVDQG�\HDUV��D�+DUZHOO�PLVFHOODQ\��1985, 34.
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%DJ·V�7UHH�DQG�\HW�DQRWKHU
I was very interested in Aidan de la Mare’s letter published in Sheetlines 59. “Bag’s Tree” is 
even older than he thought. It is marked on the earliest version of Sheet XIII of the OS Old 
Series, published in 1830. Even earlier, “Bags Elm” is marked on the Greenwoods’ one-inch 
map of Berkshire, published in 1824.

I enquired at Reading Central Library and 
they provided a copy of an article from the 
Berkshire Mercury. This shows that “Bagg’s 
Tree” was known in 1577.11 It also gives a 
photograph of the tree before it succumbed to 
Dutch Elm Disease in 1975. Who Bag was, we 
do not know, but the name has been known in 
Berkshire since at least 956.

Recently, I have been tracing Fred Thacker’s 
rambles through Upper Thames villages. As I 
approached Brighthampton on the 2½ inch OS, I 
found ‘Smockfarthing Tree’ at SP381032. 
Thacker12 could find no local explanation, but he 
believed it was related to the annual chimney tax 
of one farthing paid to the lord of the manor.

(XJHQH�%XUGHQ

([SORUHUV�IRU�ERDWLQJ
There has been a vast amount written about the 1:25,000 in 6KHHWOLQHV recently; so much 
indeed that it is difficult to be sure that any new contribution is indeed new. I know there 
have been complaints about these maps, particularly regarding the quality of the revision and 
of misleading information about dates of revision, and I agree that this is not really 
satisfactory. They certainly contrast unfavourably with the same scale ,VOHV� RI� 6FLOO\��1964 
(A), which baldly states ‘Compiled from 6" sheets last fully revised 1906. Other partial 
systematic revision 1958 has been incorporated’. This was apparently not thought to 
prejudice sales at that time. I can only hope that the Ordnance Survey appreciates that we 
think the maps good enough to be worth criticising in the hope that they can be improved.13

This is more than can be said for those awful 1:100,000 tourist maps, which are best ignored 

11 ‘For centuries it has stood as a lone landmark in what was once West Field … John Loder, the farmer and landowner 
of Prince’s Manor, Harwell … mentions it in his will in 1577 in connection with an endowment of 14 acres 1 rood 35 
perches “near Bagg’s Tree”’ – F M Underhill FSA, ‘Notes  and Queries’, %HUNVKLUH�0HUFXU\, 30 October 1975.

12 7KH�6WULSOLQJ�7KDPHV, Fred J Thacker, 1909.
13 As Dr Oliver has stated much more succinctly in a recent edition of 6KHHWOLQHV�� but he has made such a large 

contribution to the subject that I cannot now find the reference.

��&URZQ�&RS\ULJKW�1&��������
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completely. I do not like complaining about the ([SORUHUV�as I think they are good maps to 
use, being easy to read and showing a lot of worthwhile information for slow moving leisure 
activities like walking or boating. So much so that it is even possible to follow most of the 
course of the St. Columb Canal on sheet 106, and that was closed in 1785!

After reading John Cole’s review of the Cornish ([SORUHUV,14 and recently buying some 
of these local sheets, I have been looking at sheets 104 to 109 and have noted that, along with 
the 2XWGRRU� /HLVXUH�0DSV�� the legend offers a symbol of a sailing boat which represents 
‘water activities’ and another which represents a ‘slipway’. There is also a star which is a 
catch-all for other tourist features. With its long coastline, and superb sailing areas in the 
estuaries of Padstow, Helford, Falmouth, Fowey and Plymouth, one would expect a plethora 
of these boating symbols. But not so, 104 has a boat symbol on Stithians Reservoir and 
annotated ‘slipways’ but no symbol for them, there is also a star at Mylor marked ‘water 
sports centre’ – is this not ‘water activities’? Sheet 105 repeats this and has another star at 
Falmouth marked ‘boat trips’, (presumably these are the passenger boats rather than 
hirelings, which are also available); 106 has five stars marked ‘surfing’ and at Padstow a star 
for ‘boat trips’ – and at last a boat symbol in the sea at Rock. Sheet 107 has a star with ‘boat 
trips’ and ‘fishing trips’ at Looe; 108 has a star for ‘boat trips’ at Plymouth Barbican and 
another at Cawsand, and a star with ‘boating centre’ up the Lyhner River above the viaduct; 
and 109, which only has a tiny bit of coast, has a boat on Siblyback reservoir.

Not a single slipway in the county, and precious few boating activities, which I know is 
not true, as I have used several. Boating people may be a small minority of the users of the 
maps, but as OS has taken the trouble to provide the symbols it seems curious that they have 
not used them. There surely cannot be any justification for claiming that the presence of the 
sea on a map implies that water activities are to be found there. I could support such a view if 
the boat symbol was deleted altogether and a reasonable number of the existing slipways 
were shown instead, as these are all that is really needed for the sailing map user and should 
be sufficient to indicate that ‘water activities’ were available. These symbols could well be 
used quite liberally as they could be placed in the water where they would not obscure 
valuable detail.

There is, of course, an equivocation about this, in that I am advocating greater use of 
tourist symbols, while being in complete agreement with those who object to the very rash of 
symbols that mar these maps. The beer mugs are the worst offenders at blotting out detail, the 
good old PH would surely be just as clear (as well as complimenting the existing PCs) 
without interfering with detail. A particularly bad example is at SX039516, on sheets 105 and 
107, where the mug is planted right over the dock at Charlestown, which is itself a tourist 
attraction. Incidentally, I wondered if I detected a message in that some of these beer mugs 
are nearly full (most of those on sheet 108), and some just over half full (most of those on 
sheet 109). Did it perhaps reflect the quality or quantity of refreshment available to those 
who compiled the maps? It would be much better if they emptied the damned things 
completely so that we could see the detail on the map through the ‘glass’.

But John Cole drew my attention to the fact that this absence of boating symbols, 
probably arises from the development of the ([SORUHUV from their first editions, sheets 2, 3 
and 9, which came out in 1995. Then the plague of symbols was only just beginning, with 
only caravan, camping, parking and information centres to blot out detail. To this was soon 

14 6KHHWOLQHV���� 22 and ��, 28.
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added preserved railway, riding establishment and viewpoint, but by the time the new 
adjoining sheets came out in 1997 the plague of blue blotches had really taken hold and the 
number of symbols had grown to 29. John suggests that at this point someone took fright and 
told the compilers of the maps to be very selective – which they did, but to the detriment of 
the boat user as it turned out.

On another, but related, subject there has been some discussion about double sided maps, 
which has been generally uncomplimentary. It is true that they are difficult to turn ‘inside 
out’ in the open, but provided they have a good overlap between the maps on the adjoining 
sides to cover any journey that takes you along the join, there should be very few occasions 
when one would need to so turn it. It is interesting that Dr Oliver, after unequivocal 
disapproval, should advocate the use of double sided maps for his possible 1:100,000 map.15

I feel that there is at least a chance that having two versions of the same map on opposite 
sides of the paper would be even more likely to lead to the user wanting to change sides, as it 
is someone’s law that the piece of information that you want is always on the other map! 
This could perhaps be overcome by having the second version of the map on the adjoining 
sheet and vice versa, it would of course mean taking two sheets with you, or four if your 
journey takes you off those two – or six – perhaps it is not such a good idea after all.

$LGDQ�GH�OD�0DUH

$�&�URDG�RQ�+DUULV
The article on ‘C’ roads in Sheetlines 59 
prompted me to dig out the enclosed.  I 
don’t know if the signpost is still there 
after 27 years.

1RUPDQ�5HDG

7KH� VLJQSRVW� ZDV� FHUWDLQO\� VWLOO� WKHUH� LQ�
-XQH� ������ ZKHQ� WKH� (GLWRU� IRQGO\�
UHPHPEHUV� VHHLQJ� LW� RQ� D� UHPDUNDEOH� GD\�
ZKHQ� WKH� VXQ� ZDV� KRW� HQRXJK� WR�PHOW� WKH�
WDU�RQ�WKH�URDG��± &-+

15 6KHHWOLQHV���, 12

&���DW�5RGHO��+DUULV��0D\�����
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1HZ�0DSV
-RQ�5LVE\

This list covers all small scale maps published between 10 November 2000 and 28 February 
2001. They are listed by series, and in sheet number order. The columns are as follows: Sheet 
No. / Title / Edition / Copyright date / Full revision date / Latest revision date / Date of 
publication. There is also a list of those maps due for publication by OS up to 31 May 2001. 
After the list of OS maps is a resumé of maps published by Alan Godfrey between November 
2000 and March 2001.
Landranger

18 Sound of Harris & St Kilda A2/ 1996 1973 20001 18/12/00
42 Glen Garry & Loch Rannoch B 2000 1999 2000 8/11/00
43 Braemar & Blair Atholl C 2000 99/00 - 18/1/01
49 Oban & East Mull C 2000 1999 2000 10/01/01
52 Pitlochry & Crieff, Aberfeldy B 2000 99/00 - 18/1/01
64 Glasgow, Motherwell & Airdrie C1 2000 1997 2000 24/01/01
75 Berwick-upon-Tweed, Holy Island & Wooler B 2000 1999 2000 29/11/00
82 Stranraer & Glenluce C 2000 1999 2000 1/11/00
84 Dumfries & Castle Douglas B1 2001 1996 2000 22/2/01

101 Scarborough, Bridlington & Filey D 2000 2000 - 25/1/01
106 Market Weighton, Goole & Stamford Bridge C 2000 99/00 - 10/1/01
108 Liverpool, Southport & Wigan D 2000 99/00 - 15/11/00
126 Shrewsbury & Oswestry B 2001 2000 - 8/3/01
136 Newtown & Llanidloes B 2000 1999 2000 28/11/00
144 Thetford & Diss, Breckland & Wymondham B 2000 99/00 - 25/1/01
153 Bedford & Huntingdon, St Neots & Biggleswade C/ 1998 1998 20001 21/11/00
172 Bristol & Bath, Thornbury & Chew Magna C1 2000 1997 2000 18/1/00
185 Winchester & Basingstoke, Andover & Romsey D 2000 2000 - 20/12/00
188 Maidstone & Royal Tunbridge Wells, Sevenoaks & 

Tonbridge
C 2000 2000 - 18/1/01

Explorer
148 Maidstone & the Medway Towns A1 2000 1998 20001 20/12/00
161 London South, Westminster, Greenwich, Croydon, 

Esher & Twickenham
A1 2001 1998 2000 22/2/01

173 London North, The City, West End, Enfield, Ealing, 
Harrow & Watford

A1 2000 1998 20001 29/11/00

174 Epping Forest & Lee Valley, Hertford & Harlow A1 2000 1998 2000 8/2/01
268 Wilmslow, Macclesfield & Congleton, Altrincham, 

Knutsford & Sandbach
A 2000 2000 - 15/11/00

276 Bolton, Wigan & Warrington A 2000 2000 - 29/11/00
285 Southport & Chorley, Wigan, Formby & Ormskirk A 2001 2000 - 1/2/01
286 Blackpool & Preston, Lytham St Anne’s & Leyland A 2000 2000 - 15/11/00
2872 West Pennine Moors, Blackburn, Darwen & 

Accrington
A1 2000 1996 20003 7/12/00

293 Kingston upon Hull & Beverley A 2000 2000 - 22/11/00

1 Reprinted with corrections 2000
2 ([SORUHU 19 renumbered and revised.
3 Revised for selected change
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299 Ripon & Boroughbridge, Easingwold A 2000 2000 - 10/1/01
302 Northallerton & Thirsk, Caterick & Bedale A 2000 2000 - 11/1/01
303 Whitehaven & Workington, Cockermouth & 

Egremont
A 2001 2000 - 14/2/01

304 Darlington & Richmond, Egglescliffe & Gainford A 2000 2000 - 13/12/00
305 Bishop Auckland, Spennymoor & Newton Aycliffe, 

Sedgefield & Crook
A 2001 2000 - 10/1/01

307 Consett & Derwent Reservoir, Stanhope A 2001 2000 - 14/2/01
308 Durham & Sunderland, Chester-le-Street & 

Peterlee
A 2000 2000 - 6/12/00

310 Glenluce & Kirkcowan A 2001 2000 - 21/2/01
312 Kirkcudbright & Castle Douglas, Gatehouse of Fleet A 2001 2000 - 14/3/01
317 Ballantrae, Barr & Barrhill A 2000 2000 - 1/2/01
320 Castle Douglas, Loch Ken & New Galloway, St 

John’s Town of Dalry & Moniaive
A 2001 2000 - 15/3/01

322 Annandale, Annan, Lockerbie & Beattock A 2000 2000 - 6/12/00
325 Morpeth & Blyth, Ashington & Longframlington A 2000 2000 - 14/12/00
326 Ayr & Troon, Girvan & Maybole A 2001 2000 - 14/3/01
327 Cumnock & Dalmellington, Mauchline & Patna A 2001 2000 - 14/3/01
328 Sanquhar & New Cumnock, Muirkirk & Moniaive A 2000 2000 - 15/2/01
331 Teviotdale South, Hawick A 2001 2000 - 14/3/01
332 Alnwick & Amble, Craster & Whittingham A 2000 2000 - 22/11/00
333 Kilmarnock & Irvine, Stewarton & Beith A 2001 2000 - 8/3/01
334 East Kilbride, Galston & Darvel, Loudon Hill & 

Whitelee Forest
A 2001 2000 - 14/3/01

339 Kelso, Coldstream & Lower Tweed Valley A 2000 2000 - 13/12/00
341 Greenock, Largs & Millport A 2001 2000 - 14/3/01
346 Berwick upon Tweed, Eyemouth, Duns, St Abb’s 

Head & Cockburnspath
A 2000 2000 - 22/11/00

Outdoor Leisure 
18 Harlech, Porthmadog & Bala D 2000 - 2000 11/10/00
28 Dartmoor A4 2001 - 2001 8/3/01

Great Britain Routeplanner
- Great Britain Routeplanner Map A 2000 - 2000 6/12/00

Historical Map
Roman Britain 5th 15/3/01

The January 2001 Mapping Index is also now available. 

26�,UHODQG�26�1RUWKHUQ�,UHODQG
- Ireland Touring Map 9/00

Discovery Maps
1 Donegal (NW) 9/00
3 Donegal (NE), Derry 1/01

10 Donegal (SW) 9/00
11 Donegal (S) 9/00
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23 Mayo 1/01
30 Mayo (W Central) 1/01
38 Galway, Mayo (South Central) 1999
43 Dublin, Louth, Meath, Westmeath 1/01
70 Kerry 1/01
85 Cork, Kerry 9/00

Discoverer Maps
15 Belfast 11/00

Irish Street Mapping
Belfast 12/00
Dublin 1/01
Kilkenny 11/00
Letterkenny 10/00

)RUWKFRPLQJ�0DSV
The following maps have been announced for publication up to 31 May 2001.  
Landranger

44 Ballater & Glen Cova C 28/3/01
88 Newcastle upon Tyne, Durham & Sunderland D 28/3/01

118 Stoke-on-Trent & Macclesfield C1 28/3/01
177 East London, Billericay & Gravesend E 28/3/01
113 Grimsby, Louth & Market Rasen D 18/4/01
147 Elan Valley & Builth Wells C 18/4/01
67 Duns, Dunbar & Eyemouth B 25/4/01

170 Vale of Glamorgan, Rhondda & Porthcawl D 25/4/01
139 Birmingham & Wolverhampton C1 2/5/01
68 South Kintyre & Campbeltown B 9/5/01

140 Leicester, Coventry & Rugby C 9/5/01
176 West London, Rickmansworth & Staines D1 9/5/01
46 Coll & Tiree C 16/5/01
69 Isle of Arran C 16/5/01
80 Cheviot Hills & Keilder Water C 30/5/01

Explorer – New Publications
309 Stranraer & The Rhinns A 28/3/01
329 Lowther Hills, Sanquhar & Leadhills, Wanlockhead & Crawford A 28/3/01
336 Biggar & Broughton, Culter Fell & Dollar Law A 28/3/01
344 Pentland Hills, Penicuik & West Linton A 28/3/01
348 Campsie Hills, Kilsyth, Strathblane & Fintry A 28/3/01
277 Manchester & Salford, Oldham, Rochdale & Stockport A 4/4/01
311 Wigtown, Whithorn & The Marchars A 4/4/01
330 Moffat & St Mary’s Loch, Meggat Reservoir A 4/4/01
335 Lanark & Tinto Hills A 4/4/01
342 Glasgow, Paisley, Rutherglen & Kirkintilloch A 4/4/01
343 Motherwell & Coatbridge, Whitburn & Carluke A 4/4/01
345 Lammermuir Hills, Dalkeith, Bonnyrigg & Gifford A 4/4/01
349 Falkirk, Cumbernauld & Livingston, Linlithgow, Bathgate & Kilsyth A 4/4/01
350 Edinburgh, Musselborough & Queensferry A 4/4/01
351 Dunbar & North Berwick, Musselborough & Haddington A 4/4/01
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356 Kintyre South, Campbeltown A 4/4/01
352 Islay South, Port Ellen, Bowmore & Bridgend A 2/5/01
353 Islay North, Port Askaig, Bridgend & Port Charlotte A 2/5/01

Explorer – Revised Edition
162 Greenwich & Gravesend A1 4/4/01

New Road Map Series
1 Northern Scotland, Orkney & Shetland A 6/4/01
2 Western Scotland & the Western Isles A 6/4/01
3 Southern Scotland & Northumberland A 6/4/01
4 Northern England A 6/4/01
5 East Midlands & East Anglia, including London A 6/4/01
6 Wales & West Midlands A 6/4/01
7 South West England & South Wales A 6/4/01
8 South East England including London A 6/4/01

For those readers with access to the Internet another way to keep up to date is by going the 
OS website, ZZZ�RUGQDQFHVXUYH\�JRY�XN, and following the link on the left to Maps, Guides 
& CD-Roms, then click on the What’s New link. It is new, but would appear to be update on 
a monthly basis

)RUWKFRPLQJ�,ULVK�PDSV
Discoverer Maps

4 Coleraine 22/3/01
14 Lough Neagh 23/3/01

$ODQ�*RGIUH\�0DSV
Full details of Alan Godrey’s reprints of old OS maps are available from Alan Godfrey 
Maps, Prospect Business Park, Leadgate, Consett, DH8 7PW, tel. 01207 583388, fax 01207 
583399, or from their website at KWWS���ZZZ�DODQJRGIUH\PDSV�FR�XN��
The columns are as follows: County / Sheet number / Title / Date of map / Month of issue of 
reprint.
Berkshire 43.01 Newbury 1898 10/00
Cambridgeshire 26.14 Ely 1901 11/00
County Cavan 20.15 Cavan Town 1909 11/00
Derbyshire 2.12 Glossop 1897 12/00
Devon Plymouth (North) 1893 10/00
County Durham 19.02 Burnhope 1895 3/01
Glasgow & Lanarkshire 6.01 Kelvinside 1893 2/01
Glasgow & Lanarkshire 11.16 Hamilton (Low Parks) 1897 3/01
Hampshire 23.08 Andover 1894 9/00
Kent 10.07 Gravesend 1865 1/01
Kent 50.12 Tonbridge 1895 9/00
Lanarkshire 8.09 Coatdyke 1897 9/00
Lanarkshire 12.13 Motherwell 1896 10/00
Lancashire 90.04 Formby 1906 3/01
Lancashire 93.11 Pemberton 1907 12/00
Lancashire 93.16 Ince Moss 1907 3/01
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Lancashire 99.05 Great Crosby 1907 12/00
Lancashire 105.04 Mossley (South) 1906 11/00
Lancashire 114.06 Halewood 1904 12/00
Lincolnshire 109.09 Boston 1904 1/01
London 65 Poplar 1894 2/01
London 67 Beckton 1914 10/00
London 68 Creekmouth 1914 9/00
London 98 Barnes 1913 12/00
London 116 Brixton & Herne Hill 1894 11/00
London 120 Eltham 1914 10/00
London 123 Southfields & Wimbledon Park 1867 9/00
Norfolk 78.07 Yarmouth (S) & Gorleston (N) 1904 12/00
Nottinghamshire 13.03 Worksop 1914 1/01
Roxburghshire 25.07 Hawick 1894 11/00
Shetland 53.13 Lerwick 1897 11/00
Somerset 20.15 Radstock 1902 2/01
Suffolk 72.07 Long Melford 1902 2/01
Suffolk 72.15 Sudbury 1902 9/00
Warwickshire 13.12 Edgbaston 1901 10/00
Wiltshire 63.05 Mere 1900 9/00
Worcestershire 4.12 Cradley (South) 1901 2/01
Worcestershire 4.16 Halesowen (West) 1901 10/00
Yorkshire 201.15 Bradford (Frizinghall & Heaton) 1906 10/00

England and Wales one-inch
6 Alnwick & District 1901 11/00

25 Alston Moor & Upper Weardale 1903 1/01
26 Lower Weardale & West Durham 1903 1/01
33 Teesdale 1895 1/01
39 Central Westmorland 1895 11/00
79 Goole, Howden & District 1895 10/00
87 Dearne Valley & Barnsley 1908-13 1/01
90 NE Lincolnshire 1906 3/01

108 Deeside & Central Flintshire 1904 2/01
113 The Dukeries & Sherwood Forest (N) 1906 10/00
153 Wolverhampton & Ironbridge 1898 2/01
154 Cannock Chase & SE Staffordshire 1898 2/01
163 North Cardiganshire & Aberystwyth 1909 1/01
186 Wellingborough, Rushden & District 1897 9/00
206 SW Suffolk 1893 9/00
237 Thame & District 1886 9/00

Ireland one-inch
11 Lough Swilly & Derry/Londonderry 1900 1/01
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‘According to the map, north should be DFURVV, not XS…’

5LFKDUG�2OLYHU
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