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Karapet J. BASMADJIAN (1864 - 1942).  

Carte de Cilicie et ses Environs. Dressée par K. J. Basmadjian. Paris 1918. /  

 . . . 

Paris: Imprimerie Monrocq, 1918. 

 

Colour lithograph (Very Good, overall clean and bright, just some very light staining in lower-left blank 

margins, some light wear along old folds, a couple of minor repairs from verso along a couple of folds), 

40 x 100.5 cm (15.5.x 39.5 inches). 

 

An extremely rare, large format, separately issued map of Cilicia (today the Adana 

region of southern Turkey), made by the Armenian nationalist intellectual Karapet J. 

Basmadjian just after the end of World War I, when its political fate was undetermined; 

the region was historically significant to the Armenian people having been in medieval 

times the home the last independent Armenian state; Basmadjian created the bilingual 

(French-Armenian) map to promote the then plausible notion that Cilicia would become 

an revived Armenian nation under French protection.  

 

This extremely rare, large format, separately issued map depicts the historical region of Cilicia, which in 

late Ottoman times approximated the territory of the Adana Vilayet, and today roughly comprises  



  



Turkish provinces of Adana, Mersin, Osamniye and Hatay.  The map appeared in late 1918, in the 

immediate wake of World War I, when the political fate of Cilicia was an open question.  Cilicia had 

special significance to the Armenian people, as during the medieval times, it was home to the last 

independent Armenian state.  The map was made by the leading Armenian nationalist intellectual 

Karapet J. Basmadjian to advance the then credible possibility that Cilicia could become an Armenian 

state under French protection.  

Predicated upon the most recent scientific surveys, the map accurately expresses the incredibly rugged 

topography of a great swathe of south-central Anatolia, extending from óKoniaô (Konya) and óAdaliaô 

(Anatalya), in the west, over to óHalebô (Aleppo, Syria) and Euphrates Valley in the east, with the map 

centred upon Ciliciaôs main city, Adana.  While the map features toponymy mostly in French, the title is 

translated into Armenian, while the most important cities, often home to large Armenian populations, are 

likewise translated.  The Taurus Mountains rise steeply to the north, while the Amanus chain separates 

Anatolia from Syria.   Of note, the Baghdad Railway, the ambitious Ottoman-German project to connect 

Istanbul to the heart of Iraq, is shown to run across the Taurus and along the coastal plain past Adana, 

before rising up over the Amanus to Aleppo and beyond.  By late 1918, the railway was nearly 

completed in the region, save for two small, but stubborn, gaps in the mountains.  While the partially 

completed line dramatically improved the Ottoman-German logistical abilities in the Middle East, the 

fact the it was not finished in time hindered their martial ambitions.  

The map is a clever piece of cartographic propaganda, in that it shows Cilicia to be a distinct entity with 

a very clear Armenian identity.  It was a key part of Basmadjianôs grander strategy to convince the 

Entente Powers in the wake of World War I to advance Armenians national claims, both in Eastern 

Anatolia (the traditional Armenian heartland) and Cilicia.   

In good part due to the lobbing of Basmadjian and his associates, the Treaty of Sèvres (1920) formally 

designated Cilicia as a French mandate, separating it from the Turkish territories. Yet the future of 

Cilicia, which was occupied by an alliance of French military and Armenian militia forces, remained in 

flux.  While France was naturally inclined to support the national claims of their fellow Christians, who 

had suffered so horrendously during the Armenian Genocide, cleaving Cilicia from the Turkish realm 

would prove more difficult than originally anticipated.  As events turned out, Turkish nationalist forces 

under Mustafa Kemal (later óAtat¿rkô) would invade Cilicia, conquering the region in 1921.  This caused 

France to abandon its support for the Armenian cause in Cilicia, and the region was integrated into the 

new Republic of Turkey, while most of what remained of its ancient Armenian communities were forced 

into exile.  

The present map is the finest and important cartographic artefact of the brief, but very intense flowering 

of Armenian nationalism in Cilicia.  As such, it is one of the more elaborate of the many invitations to 

the ópaths not takenô in the wake of the Great War.  

 

A Note on Rarity 

The present map is extremely rare.  This is not surprising at it is essentially an unusually large broadside 

printed on fragile paper, that was sold for ó5 Francsô (see lower left corner of the map) to raise funds in 

France for the Armenian national cause.  It was an ephemeral piece intended for the moment, with a very 

low survival rate.  Considering this, the present example is preserved in remarkably fine condition.  

We can trace only 4 institutional examples, held by Bibliothèque nationale de France (2 examples); the 

Bibliothek der Freien Universitªt Berlin; and the University of California ï Berkeley.  Moreover, we are 

not aware of any other examples as having appeared on the market. 

 

Karapet Basmadjian: Intellectual Advocate for an Independent Armenia  

The author of the present map, Karapet J. Basmadjian (1864 ï 1942), was a leading Armenian exile, 

intellectual and activist for the cause of his people.  It should be noted that his biography is sometimes 

diff icult to research in Western European languages, as his name had been transliterated from Armenian 

into Latin script in a bewildering variety of ways, such that he is often alternatively known as óGarabed 

Basmadjianô, óK.Y. Basmadjianô, óK.Y. Bamachianô, and even óBamacheanô. 

Basmadjian was long an outspoken advocate of Armenian independence and as a result found himself no 

longer welcome in either Ottoman or Russian controlled lands; he was based in Paris for most of his life.  

He was a historian, archeologist and numismatist of estimable reputation, with most of his works 

focusing on research that revived and confirmed the significance of the historical Armenian kingdoms 

and their origins.  These include Inscriptions cunéiformes vanniques de Manazgert (Venice, 1897); 

Lewon V. verjin Tóagawor Hayotsó (Paris, 1908), a work on King Leo V, the last ruler of the Cilician 

Kingdom; Les Inscriptions arm®niennes dóAni, de Bagnaµr et de Marmach°n (Paris, 1931); and Manuel 

de numismatique orientale de l'antiquité et du moyen age (Paris, 1932-6), amongst others. 

Even more prominent than his scholarly works, however, were his patriotic tracts and maps that justified 

the reestablishment of an independent Armenian state with ample territory, predicated upon its historical 

grandeur.  His defining text in this regard was Le Droit arm®nien depuis lóorigine jusquó¨ nos jours, 

m®moire pr®sent® au congr¯s international dóhistoire compar®e (Paris, 1900).   

During World War I, as the notion of an independent Armenia emerged as a realistic possibility, 

Basmadjian was one of the protagonists of the Paris-based group of Armenian intellectuals lobbying the 

Western powers to back their cause.  In addition to the present map, he produced two other cartographic 

works that supported historical Armenian claims, Carte de l'Arménie ancienne (Paris, 1916) and 

Arménie, revendications arméniennes dressée par K. J. Basmadjian (Paris, 1919), a map depicting the 

maximal territorial claims of the short-lived First Republic of Armenia (1918-20).  Even long after the 

collapse of the First Republic, Basmadjian worked tirelessly to reassert Armenian self-determination. 

 

The Armenian Revival in Cilicia and the Bigger Picture   

The Armenian Civilization is one of the great cultures of the Near East, and it occupied a variety of 

different territories during its long history.  At its height, the ancient Kingdom of Armenia Major, which 

existed from 321 to 428 AD, controlled a vast swath of territory from the Levant to the Caspian 

Sea.  Following that time, the Armenian territory was invaded and dissected into different parts.  The 

independent Bagratid Kingdom of Armenia existed from 884 to 1045 in what is now modern day 

Armenia and Eastern Anatolia.   

From 1080 to 1375, the Armenian Principality (from 1198, raided to a óKingdomô) of Cilicia, sometimes 

referred to as óNew Armeniaô, flourished in what is now the southeastern coastal region of Anatolia.  The 



country became immensely wealthy, as the nexus of the Silk Road and Mediterranean trade.  However, 

the kingdom fell in 1375, causing most its leadership to go into the diaspora, while the remaining 

Armenians continued to live under varying degrees of repression. 

From 1375 to 1918, the Armenian civilization was entirely occupied by foreign powers.  In the 

generations up to World War I, the majority of the traditional Armenian territories were under Turkish 

domination, as óOttoman Armeniaô, while the northeastern areas were under the rule of Russia, so-called 

óRussian Armeniaô.   

In the late 19th Century the Ottoman repression of the Armenians become more orchestrated, and in 

Cilicia Turkish-Armenian tensions erupted into the Adana Massacre (April 1909), whereby 20-30,000 

Armenians were killed, and their quarter of the city torched.  During this same period, Paris became the 

most important intellectual centre of the Armenian diaspora, home to key figures such as Karapet 

Basmadjian.  

During World War I, Cilicia was considered to be of prime strategic importance as it hosted a key stretch 

of the partially completed Baghdad Railway, the Ottoman-German transport lifeline from Istanbul to the 

Middle East.  Importantly, by October 1918, the Baghdad Railway was completed through all of 

Anatolia, save for two gaps; the German engineers could not complete the passages across the Taurus 

Mountains and the Amanus (Nur) Mountains, the latter being in Hatay.  Moreover, the Adana area 

represented the only place where the Baghdad Railway ran near the coast, making it vulnerable to attack 

by Britainôs Royal Navy (the line was only 13 miles for the sea at the nearest point!). 

The British mounted espionage missions in the Adana area; British-controlled Cyprus proved an ideal 

base for monitoring the Ottoman coasts, and throughout the war the Royal Navy sent reconnaissance 

craft (and allegedly small landing parties of spies) to Cilicia.  The British were especially interested in 

the progress and security of the Baghdad Railway, which despite the fact that it remained unfinished, 

allowed the Ottoman-German side to rush troops from Istanbul to the Mesopotamian Front in only 21 

days (instead of an odyssey that formerly took three months!).  The Royal Navy considered landing a 

large invasion force near Adana to sever the railway, or to mount sabotage missions against the 

engineering works building the line across the Taurus.  While some ólow gradeô interference may have 

occurred, the British, who feared spreading themselves too thin, never mounted such an operation in the 

end.   

Meanwhile, the SykesïPicot Agreement (January 3, 1916), a secret Anglo-French accord to divide up 

the Ottoman Empire in the event that Entente side won the war, called for Cilicia to be given to France 

as a zone of military occupation and political influence.    

Returning to the fate of the Armenians, World War I and its immediate aftermath marked a period of 

unparalleled tragedy.  As the ailing Ottoman Empire began to collapse under the weight of the conflict, 

the Turkish leadership targeted the Armenian people as a scapegoat for their own frustrations.  

Beginning in 1915, and lasting until 1923, the Turkish imperial and post-imperial regimes murdered over 

1.5 Armenians in what has become known as the Armenian Genocide.  

However, out of the tragedy and chaos, there appeared, albeit fleetingly, rays of hope that Armenia could 

regain its independence after almost 550 years.  By late 1917, the Ottoman Empire was in a state of 

collapse, unable to control even its core territories in Anatolia.  Meanwhile, the October Revolution in 

Russia caused the fall of the Czarist Regime, and as the Bolsheviks were preoccupied with gaining 

control over Russia, a power vacuum developed in the Armenian Highlands. 

The Armenian independence movement on the ground was led by the Armenian Revolutionary Front 

(ARF or Dashnaktsutyun), which managed to gain control over most of the former Russian Armenia by 

the early months of 1918.  The ARFós civilian political command, the Armenian Council, declared the 

creation of the (First) Republic of Armenia in Yerevan on May 28, 1918.  For the very first time since 

1375, Armenians governed their own sovereign state.  While the new nation only controlled 70,000 

square kilometres of territory, a small fraction of the historical Armenian lands, it was hoped that this 

would be the basis for further territorial gains in the period following World War I. 

Turning to events in the south, in what became known as the Franco-Turkish War, or the Cilicia 

Campaign (December 1918 ï October 1921), France formed an army of survivors of the Armenian 

Genocide into the French Armenian Legion, with the objective of conquering Cilicia and presumably 

making it into an Armenian client state of France.  The Franco-Armenian force, with the backing of the 

Royal Navy, landed 15,000 men at Mersin on November 7, 1918, and quickly took Adana, but 

encountered stiff Turkish resistance in the mountains beyond.  With great difficulty they managed to 

expand their zone of control as far as Urfa, deep into the interior to the east.  

It was believed that the fate of Armeniaôs territorial claims would be decided by the Western powers at a 

treaty conference, likely to be convened at some point in 1920.  The Armenian exile leaders, including 

Karapet Basmadjian, prepared numerous well-researched newspaper articles, essays and pamphlets, 

along with a handful of maps, that advanced the Armenian position, all geared towards convincing the 

Western powers to grant the most favourable possible terms to Armenia, with the present map focusing 

upon the their ambitions in Cilicia.  

The Armenian public relations campaign proved to be a resounding success.  At the long-awaited 

conference, which manifested itself as the Treaty of Sèvres (August 10, 1920), Armenia was awarded 

174,000 square kilometres of territory, expanding it holdings westward to include Lake Van, Erzerum 

and a lengthy coastline along the Black Sea, including the key port of Trabzon.  While falling far short of 

Armeniaôs maximal claims, it was more than enough territory to form the basis of viable nation.   The 

support of U.S. President Woodrow Wilson caused the proposed treaty state to be referred to as 

óWilsonian Armeniaô. 

Meanwhile, Franceôs control of Cilicia maintained the hope that the Armenian realm could one day 

extend down to the Mediterranean, creating a grand territory of vast resources and an ideal strategic 

location, so reviving Armeniaôs ancient glory.  

Unfortunately for the Armenians, the dream was not to be, as the terms of the Treaty of Sèvres were 

never realized.  The First Armenian Republic was plagued by internal problems and external enemies, 

the consequences of living in a órough neighborhoodô.  The Turks, led by Mustafa Kemal (later 

óAtat¿rkô), managed to regroup from their earlier implosion, regaining control of eastern Anatolia, 

including the Armenian-designated lands extending from Lake Van up to Trabzon.  Meanwhile, the 

Soviet Red Army successfully invaded the territory of the Republic.  Thus, the first independent 

Armenian nation since 1375 lasted barely 2 years.  The Soviets formally incorporated the northeastern 

Armenian lands into the Armenian Soviet Socialist Republic in 1922.   

Returning to the fate of Cilicia, Atat¿rkôs prime concern was driving Greece out of Western Anatolia, 

while France hoped to force him to divide his stretched armies between the west and the south.  

However, in 1919, the Greek side faltered, leaving the French-Armenian forces in Cilicia to face strong 

Turkish opposition. 



At the brutal 22-day long Battle of Marash (January 21 ï February 13, 1920), the Franco-Armenian side 

was throttled, forcing it into a gradual retreat towards the Adana region.  In the fall of 1921, France 

resolved to abandon its Armenian allies and any hope of controlling Cilicia.  It decided to make peace 

with Ataturk, seeing him as a bulwark against the Soviet Union, which was viewed as the ultimate threat 

to French (and all Western) interests in the Middle East, signing the Armistice of Mudanya (October 14, 

1921) to this effect.  The Adana region, and all of Cilicia was incorporated into the new Republic of 

Turkey in 1923. 

The Armenian people would have to wait another 69 years, until 1991, to regain their own independent 

state (on roughly the same territory as held by the First Republic). 

References: Bibliothèque nationale de France (2 examples), GE C-4679 and GED-7548; Bibliothek der 

Freien Universitªt Berlin: EW 290 / Rairissima 26; University of California ï Berkeley: G7430 1918 

.B3; OCLC: 918071875, 494839985; Adrien Jean Quentin BEUCHOT, Bibliographie de la France 

(Paris, 1920), p. 136; Journal asiatique, Band 194 (Paris, 1919), p. 535; Bedros A. TEKEYAN, 

Bibliography of Armenia (2006), p. 36; Bedros A. TEKEYAN, Bibliographie de la Cilicie Armenienne 

(2001), p. 114. 
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S. Owen REES.  

ñMinistry of Food ï South Wales Division ï Divisional Food Officer ï Edmund Hill -Snookò. 

Manuscript, (Wales:) August 31, 1943. 

 

Manuscript map, pen and ink and coloured marker and paint on waxed cloth, with some contemporary 

pencil annotations (Very Good, some creasing and wear along old folds, some very light spots and 

toning, but overall clean with attractive colours, contemporary tack marks to edges and corners), 108 by 

165 cm (42.5 x 65 inches). 

 

An amazing survivor and an important artefact form Britainôs battle against hunger 

during the height of World II, being a colossal original manuscript ómasterplanô map of 

South Wales used by senior officials of Britainôs Ministry of Food to plan for the storage, 

protection and distribution of precious food supplies across the region.  

 

Upon the outbreak of World War II, Great Britain faced a crisis almost as serious as being bombed or 

invaded by Nazi Germany.  The country was nowhere near self-sufficient in terms of its food 

requirements; in the period immediately before the conflict the country imported 20 million long tons of 

food per annum, including 70% of its cheese, sugar, cereals and fats, and about 80% of its fruit.   



 



Germany was determined to blockade Britain by way of óUnrestricted Submarine Warfareô, whereby its 

formidable U-boat fleet would attack all Allied military and civilian shipping, seeking to sever Britain 

from its overseas food supplies and starve the country into submission.  As the U-boats sank ship after 

ship bound for Britain from places such as Canada, Whitehall grew gravely concerned that the country 

would soon not even have enough food to feed its soldiers, first responders, and munitions factory 

workers, let alone the 50 million strong civilian population.  For a long time, the situation was acutely 

serious, and the prognosis was not good, to say the least.  

Fortunately, the British government revived the Great War periodôs Ministry of Food Control (1916-21), 

rechristening it simply as the Ministry of Food.  In April 1940, Frederick James Marquis, 1st Earl of 

Woolton (1883 ï 1964), a businessman and non-politician, was appointed as minister.  This proved to be 

a splendid choice, as Lord Woolton worked tirelessly with tremendous creativity to stretch Britainôs 

meager food supplies.  The Ministry was given an almost complete monopoly over over food production 

and distribution (including of the shipments that did manage to arrive from overseas).  Overseeing a 

bureaucracy of over 50,000, the Ministry set up over 1,000 food distribution centres, and ensured that 

supplies were protected from enemy action (i.e. bombing) and spoilage, while seeing that the food was 

well distributed and always available in all parts of the country.   

To control food supply, every Briton was issued with a monthly ration card, with points that that could 

be used towards the food of their choice (subject to availability).  This way, the Ministry could ensure 

that the people had enough nutritious food to sustain themselves, while preventing inefficiency and 

hording.  Particularly needy people were also provided with free meals; for instance, 3.5 million children 

were served meals everyday courtesy of the crown.  While a vibrant black market naturally developed, 

this did not manage to significantly interfere with the legitimate food supply.  

In 1942, the entry of the United States into war on the Allied side, as well as improved British anti-U-

boat techniques, turned the sea war against Germany, permitting a much greater flow of food convoys to 

reach Britain.  From June 1942, the Anglo-American Combined Food Board ensured that much greater 

quantities of food arrived in Britain from North America.  That being said; however, supply in Britain 

remained tight (even if the situation was no longer acute) and the Ministry of Food still needed to tightly 

manage distribution and rationing.  

The present map is gargantuan manuscript masterplan made for Edmund Hill-Snook (1888 - 1976), the 

Ministry of Foodôs Divisional Food Officer for South Wales.  Depicting the entire southern half of the 

country, it was clearly designed to be hung up on the wall at the Divisional headquarters (note the task 

marks on the sides and corners) for Hill-Snook and his colleagues to consult during strategy sessions.  

The lower right corner is the map is signed and dated, ñS. Owen Rees, A.D.F.O. (Emergency Stores and 

Statistics) 31-8-43.ò, revealing that the map was drafted by the Assistant Divisional Food Officer in the 

summer of 1943, when the food supply situation in Wales had improved somewhat, but was still very 

much a cause for concern.  

 

The map shows South Wales divided into its seven traditional counties, each outlined in bright attractive 

colours (Walesôs county configuration has since been changed), with the Ministryôs Food Distribution 

Zones corresponding to the counties, being Monmouthshire (Zone 1); Glamorgan (Zone 2, including 

Cardiff); Carmarthenshire (Zone 3); Pembrokeshire (Zone 4); Cadiganshire (Zone 5); Radnorshire and 

Brecknockshire (Zone 6, embracing the tow counties).  

 

Importantly, each of the zones is divided into numbered óurbanô and óruralô areas coded with óS.WAô 

(meaning South Wales), for example óCardiff Urban S.WA 22ô, or óNeath Rural S.WA 67ô.  This is 

important distinction, as the rural areas were often net producers of food, home to farms and relatively 

small, low density populations, whereas, the urban areas always had massive food deficits, with 

relatively large, dense populations and despite perhaps being home to food processing facilities, they did 

not produce raw food stuffs.  Indeed, cities such as Cardiff, Pembroke and Swansea, would have 

required continuous, large scale coordination on the part of Hill-Snook and his associates to ensure that 

the population was sustained, let alone satisfied.  The numerous towns and villages that dot the 

countryside are actually marked to denote the locations of food storage and distribution centres.  

 

The present map would likely have been consulted on multiple occasions on a daily basis for planning 

how to store (including protecting stock from German bombing raids) and distributing food supplies, as 

they arrived from farms, from other parts of Britain, or from overseas.  Such a large, sharply designed 

map, expressly made for this sole purpose, would have been invaluable in making decisions that 

involved many tons of food and thousands of people, under stressful, high-stakes circumstances.  

 

The present manuscript masterplan map is an exceedingly rare survivor and a seminal artefact from what 

was a major front for Britain during World War II.  

 

References: N / A ï Unrecorded original manuscript. 
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MAP COMPILATION SECTION G.H.Q., MESOPOTAMIAN EXPEDITIONARY FORCE 

(BRITISH -INDIA N ARMY - BAGHDAD).  

Collection of 8 WWI Maps of Northern Iraq.  

Baghdad: Map Compilation Section, G.H.Q., September 1917 ï October 1918. 

Collection of 8 maps heliozincographed in colour, mounted upon original linen (Please see a complete 

listing of the present archiveôs 8 maps at towards the end of this catalogue description). 

 

An amazing archive of 8 maps of important locations in Northern Iraq made during the 

final year of World War I, published in Baghdad by the Map Compilation Section G.H.Q., 

the cartography division of the Mesopotamian Expeditionary Force (the British-Indian 

Army in Iraq), predicated upon the best sources including recent aerial and terrestrial 

reconnaissance, serving as vital aides for the British-Indian forces during their successful 

invasion of Northern Iraq, and subsequently for oil exploration and archaeological 

discovery ï all of the maps are today exceedingly rare. 



Iraq has forever been the geostrategic keystone of the Middle East, and for this reason conquering the 

country from the Ottoman Empire was one of Britainôs top priorities during World War I.  In what 

became known as the Mesopotamian Campaign, British forces mostly deployed from India (styled as the 

Mesopotamian Expeditionary Force, MEF), invaded Iraq.  They had a relatively easy time seizing the 

southern parts of the country, but later ran into severe trouble in central Iraq, as the British high 

command was incredibly overconfident, and severely underestimated the abilities and zeal of the 

Ottoman forces.  However, after the campaign see-sawed between the two sides, the British gained a 

momentous victory when they marched into Baghdad on March 11, 1917.    

It was at this point that the present archive comes into play.  While the MEF had conquered the majority 

of Iraq, the northern part of the country, approximating the territory of the Ottoman Vilayet of Mosul, 

remained firmly in the Sultanôs hands.  The British high command knew that they had to take Northern 

Iraq for two reasons.  First, the British hold over Baghdad was not secure as long as the enemy 

controlled the higher lands up the Tigris River.  Second, Northern Iraq was of key strategic and 

economic importance, as it was the nexus between the Levant, Anatolia, Mesopotamia and Persia, as 

well as being rich in petroleum resources; securing physical possession of the region would likely ensure 

that it would remain under British control following any postwar settlement.  

However, prying Northern Iraq from the Ottomans would be a difficult task.  The region was incredibly 

rugged, full of easily defensive positions, and featured many long stretches without adequate water 

supplies.  The region was not mapped to a reliable and consistent degree, as while some specific areas 

had been scientifically charted to a high level in recent years, variously by British, German or Ottoman 

civilian and military surveyors, many places, especially afield from the major rivers, remained almost 

complete enigmas.  Without a precise knowledge of the landscape, British forces could easily be trapped 

and ambushed; gaining a proper geographic intelligence was not merely a point of convenience, but 

rather a matter of life and death. 

In the spring of 1917, at their General Headquarters in Baghdad, the British formed the óMap 

Compilation Section G.H.Q.ô, staffed by military cartographers and draftsmen, many with prior 

experience in the Middle East.  The Section was given access to an impressive archive of maps that 

included the best published German and Ottoman military maps, British maps of the Middle East 

published in both London and Calcutta (the Survey of India handled much of the British mapping in 

Iraq), as well as surveys made by the Turkish Petroleum Company, the Baghdad Railway and the 

canal/irrigation surveys made by Sir William Wilcox executed shortly before the war.  In preparing maps 

of Northern Iraq, the Section had an awesome undertaking, as it was challenging to piece together an 

accurate general picture of a region from so many (sometimes conflicting) sources.  In some cases, the 

Section benefitted from fresh surveys from aerial or territorial reconnaissance by British (which were 

very dangerous assignments for those in the field).   

The Map Compilation Section succeed in creating a series of impressive maps useful to guide military 

movement through all of the seminal areas of Northern Iraq (as exemplified by the maps in the present 

archive).  Although these maps were often prepared in some haste, responding to short orders from the 

front, and were not complete or correct in every sense, they are remarkable accomplishments considering 

the circumstances under which they were made.  They label all major topographic features, transport 

corridors (noting their appropriateness for motored vehicles, such as LAMBs, or Light Armoured Motor 

Batteries), towns and villages, archaeological sites (including breaking discoveries), water holes, 

information on the locals, as well as the location of oil wells (thus areas of future economic value to the 

British Empire).  The maps, heliozincographed from manuscripts at the Sectionôs Baghdad workshop, 

were printed in black, often with elevation contours in beige and overlayed with a red grid reference and 

details (such as trenches).  The maps, which followed a sequential numbering (with some maps 

seamlessly connecting to others to form the larger picture), are all marked with their precise day of issue, 

as templates were often updated as new intelligence arrived fast and furious into Baghdad.  

The Sectionôs maps of Northern Iraq were by far and away the most comprehensive and accurate maps 

of the region made to date and were recorded as having been vitally useful to British commanders during 

the war.  They also served as the basis for the mapping of the region during postwar period, as the 

British Iraqi mandate regime employed them for oil exploration, infrastructure development and for 

suppressing civil unrest, while academics found them most useful for archaeological investigations (all 

of them maps are jam-packed with the locations of ruins of ancient cites and the remains of former 

canals). 

All maps produced by the Map Compilation Section G.H.Q. are today extremely rare, as they were only 

issued in very small print runs for field use, and naturally have a very low survival rate.  Indeed, many of 

the supposed numbers for the Sectionôs series are not known to survive today, while only the British 

Library and the Bodleian Library (Oxford) hold any significant collections of the maps.  For instance, of 

the present assemblage of 8 maps, 3 are known in only a single institutional example each, while we 

cannot trace even a single example for 5 of the maps. 

The Present Collection in Focus 

N.B. A complete listing of the present archiveôs 8 maps can be found towards the end of this 

catalogue description. 

Present here is a collection, or archive, of 8 maps from the Map Compilation Sectionôs series for 

Northern Iraq.  All of the maps show signs of field use, with some featuring contemporary manuscript 

annotations and handstamps of the óArmy Signalsô Corps.  The maps concern various key events of the 

British conquest of Northern Iraq, from March 1917 to November 1918, which marked the final chapter 

of Mesopotamian Campaign. 

The first two maps set the general scene, with Map #1, Tikrit-Baqubah and Map #2, Kirkuk, connecting 

to form an uninterrupted overview of the main battle theatre in Northern Iraq.  With both maps done to a 

scale of 4 miles to an inch, they collectively cover the upper Tigris valley, from Baqubah, about 65 km 

north-northeast of Baghdad, all the north up to Al-Shirqat, about 110 km south of Mosul, in between 

which hosted much of the British-Ottoman conflict during the final year-and-a-half of the war, including 

the key military targets of Samarra, Tikrit, Kirkuk, Al-Fatah and Al -Shirqat. 

The MEFôs operations in Northern Iraq can be divided into three main phases.  The first occurred in the 

spring of 1917, in the immediate wake of the British capture of Baghdad.  In March-April 1917, the 

British deployed forces to capture Samarra, the main piece of the Samarrah Offensive (March 13 ï April 

23, 1917) (Refer to Map #3, Samarrah).  Samarra, located about 130 km north-northwest of Baghdad, 

was critically the terminus of the partially completed Iraqi section of the Baghdad Railway (a depicted 

upon the map), the planned grand line that was to run from Istanbul to Baghdad.  Elsewhere, the British  



  



seized the important city of Kirkuk on May 7, located up the Lower Zab River, a tributary of the Tigris 

(Kirkuk was Iraqôs most promising place for oil exploration, refer back to Map #2). 

The second stage concerned securing the Tigris above Samarra, notable the MEFôs operation to take the 

major Ottoman army base and army depots at Tikrit, historically the hometown of Salah al-Din, and later 

Saddam Hussein.  The town fell only after the bloody Battle of Tikrit, on November 5, 1917 (Refer to 

Map #4, Tikrit Position). 

For some months thereafter the British held defensive positions, for a variety of complicated factors.  

However, by the beginning of October 1918, it became clear that the British would soon gain ultimate 

victory over the Ottomans in World War I.  While it was believed that the Mesopotamian heartlands up 

to just above Baghdad would safely remain under British control following the postwar settlement, the 

fate of Northern Iraq, with all its potential petroleum resources, remained very much up in the air.  If the 

British did not act with alacrity, the region might fall under some kind of postwar Turkish rule or be 

placed under French control.  

In the third stage, the British resolved to drive up the Tigris Valley all the way up to take Mosul, the 

possession of which would likely guarantee British control over all of Northern Iraq in years following 

the war.  The British had to race against the clock, as any land that they did not hold by the time that the 

expected armistice was called might not be counted in their postwar gains.  

MEF forces under General Alexander Cobbe moved to seize the critical Ottoman base at óFat-Hahô (Al-

Fatah), which guarded a gorge along the Tigris.  After three days of fighting, at the Battle of Fathah 

(October 23-26, 1918), the British took the village (Refer to Maps #5,6 and 7 - Fat-Hahé, of which 

Map #7, Fat-Hah Position, features an excellent record of the Ottoman trenches gained from aerial 

reconnaissance).   

 

The British then move further up the Tigris to Al-Shirqat, which was located at the site of the ruins of the 

famous Assyrian city of Assur.  The British managed to take the village at the Battle of Sharqat (October 

23ï30, 1918) (Refer to Map #8, QalǕt-ash-SharqǕt), which was accomplished on the last day of the war 

in the Middle East, when the British and Ottomans signed the Armistice of Mudros (October 30, 1918). 

Al -Shirqat was the gateway to Mosul, and despite it being against what was agreed at Mudros, the MEF 

pushed on, securing Mosul on November 10, 1918.  The British conquest of Northern Iraq was 

consequential, as in the postwar settlement the region was placed within the British sphere of control, as 

part of the puppet state of the Kingdom of Iraq.  While the British regime would have considerable 

difficulty maintaining control of the country, in 1927 a colossal oil gusher was discovered at óBaba 

Gurgurô near Kirkuk (labeled on Map #2), thus establishing Iraq as a major petroleum power, so 

redefining the political and economic destiny of the Middle East for generations.  

 

The Maps Listed: 

 

Map #1. 

Tikrit -Baqubah / T.C. 116 / Dated 29-9-17 / Scale - 1 inch to 4 Miles.  

[Baghdad:] Map Compilation Section G.H.Q., September 29, 1917. 

Heliozincograph in colours, mounted upon original linen, with contemporary manuscript annotations in 

pencil, with óArmy Signalsô handstamp to verso (Very Good, wear along old folds and some mild 

toning), 60.5 x 50.5 cm (24 x 20 inches).  

 

Map #2. 

Kirkuk / Sketch T.C. 147 / Dated 31-10-17 / Scale - 1 inch to 4 Miles.  

[Baghdad:] Map Compilation Section G.H.Q., October 31, 1917. 

Heliozincograph in colours, mounted upon original linen, contemporary pastedown correction patch to 

lower right corner (Very Good, some light staining and wear along old folds), 50.5 x 59.5 cm (20 x 23.5 

inches).  

 

Map #3. 

Samarrah / Sketch Map T.C. 97(B) / Dated 14-10-17 / Scale 1 Inch to 1 Mile.   

[Baghdad:] Map Compilation Section G.H.Q., October 14, 1917. 

Heliozincograph in colours, mounted upon original linen, a few contemporary manuscript markings in 

pencil and indigo pen, with óArmy Signalsô handstamp to verso (Good, some light staining and wear 

along old folds, contemporarily trimmed on top and both side margins but with no real loss to mapped 

area), 57 x 45.5 cm (22.5 x 18 inches).  

 

Map #4. 

Tikrit  Position / T.C. 199 / Dated 23-3-18 / Scale 3 ins to 1 Mile.  

[Baghdad:] Map Compilation Section G.H.Q., March 23, 1918. 

Heliozincograph in colours, mounted upon original linen (Very Good, some light wear along old folds, 

some areas of mild toning), 51 x 57 cm (20 x 22.5 inches).  

 

Map #5. 

[Al Fatah]  Fat-Hah / T.C. 227 / Dated 11-5-18 / Scale - 1 inch to 1 mile.  

[Baghdad:] Map Compilation Section G.H.Q., May 11, 1918. 

Heliozincograph in colours, mounted upon original linen (Very Good, some light staining and wear 

along old folds), 61.5 x 50.5 cm (24 x 20 inches).  

 

Map #6. 

Fatah occupied May 21, 1918. 



  



[Al Fatah]  Fat-Hah / T.C. 227(A) / Dated 15-10-18 / Scale. 1 inch to 1 mile.  

[Baghdad:] Map Compilation Section G.H.Q., October 15, 1918. 

Heliozincograph in colours, some contemporary manuscript annotations in pencil, mounted upon 

original linen (Good, some light wear along old folds, a notable stain upper left, some mild stains 

otherwise), 60 x 50.5 cm (23.5 x 20 inches).  

 

Map #7. 

[Al Fatah]  Fat-Hah Position / T.C. 228(A) / Dated 13-10-18 / Scale 3 ins to 1 Mile.  

[Baghdad:] Map Compilation Section G.H.Q., October 13, 1918. 

Heliozincograph in colours, mounted upon original linen (Very Good, some light wear along old folds), 

51 x 59 cm (20 x 23 inches).  

 

Map #8. 

[Al -Shirqat ] QalǕt-ash-SharqǕt / Sketch Map T.C. 248 / Dated 11-10-18 / Scale - 1 inch to 1 mile.  

[Baghdad:] Map Compilation Section G.H.Q., October 11, 1918. 

Heliozincograph in colours, mounted upon original linen (Very Good, some light staining and wear 

along old folds), 60.5 cx 50.5 cm (24 x 20 inches).  

 

References: Map #2 - Kirkuk (only institutional example) - British Library: Maps X.16894; Map #3 ï 

Samarrah (only institutional example): Bodleian Library (Oxford University): D19:12 (3); Map #7 - Fat-

Hah Position (only institutional example): D19:12 (5); No institutional examples traced for Maps #1, 4, 

5, 6 and 8. 
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EGYPTIAN EXPEDITIONARY FORCE / SURVEY OF EGYPT.  

Syria / Jerusalem (Kuds-Esh-Sherif). 

Cairo: Survey of Egypt, 1917. 

 

Lithograph in colour, mounted upon original linen, rolled (Very Good, overall clean and bright, some 

very light staining and light vertical creasing and marked creasing in upper and lower blank margins), 70 

x 85.5 cm (27.5 x 33.5 inches). 

 

Rare ï one of the most important of the maps made by the Egyptian Expeditionary Force 

during World War I, depicting Southern Palestine with the Ottoman-German Gaza-

Beersheba defensive line, as well as the vicinity of the Battle of Jerusalem (1917), one the 

great British triumphs of the war in the Middle East, published in Cairo by the Survey of 

Egypt at the end of 1917. 

 

This rare and impressive map is one of the most important works created by the engineers of the 

Egyptian Expeditionary Force (EEF), the British Imperial army in the Middle East during World War I.  

Importantly, it is the most detailed contemporary general map to depict the key Southern Palestine 

theatre, including the vast Ottoman-German defensive lines that ran from Gaza to Beersheba, as well as 

the site of the epic Battle of Jerusalem, whereby the British captured the Holy City in late 1917.   



  



With Jerusalem in the upper centre, the map covers a critical section of Palestine and what is today 

Jordan, with Beersheba and the Negev Desert in the south; up to Ramla, the Judean Hills and Amman, in 

the north, with the Dead Sea occupying the centre of the map.  In Jordan, the map labels a good stretch 

of the Hejaz Railway, the line completed from Damascus to Mecca in 1908 to aide Hajj Pilgrims and to 

solidify the Ottoman Sultanôs control over the two holiest cities of Islam.  The map also delineates a part 

of the óDerb El Hajjô, referring to the Syrian Hajj Road, the great overland route from Damascus to 

Mecca that runs almost parallel to the railway.  The present example of the map features updates to the 

road system as of ó20th Dec. 1917ô. 

The map, done to an operational scale of 1:250,000, features all manner of information useful for 

military movement.  The regionôs dramatic topography is carefully expressed, with areas of elevation 

captured by delicate shading, while the numerous rivers, wadis and swamps are carefully defined. 

The óReferenceô in the lower left margin, notes symbols used to identify metalled roads ï bold red lines; 

roads passable for all transports in dry weather ï dashed red lines; roads fit for guns and limbers (light 

forces) ï dotted red lines; railways ï bold black lines; telegraph lines ï pointed black lines; óSô ï springs; 

while heights are in feet.  Also noted, are details such as archaeological sites; watering places (cisterns, 

wells, etc.); bridges; and the quality of the land (noting areas of cultivation, etc.). 

The EEF forces included corps of engineers who by this time had gained extensive experience in 

mapping the Middle East, adept at quickly composing amazingly accurate maps under the most difficult 

conditions.  The present map is predicated upon manuscripts which were, in turn, based on intelligence 

collected in the field from a combination of mounted reconnaissance scouting; aerial reconnaissance; 

intelligence from informants; as well as trusted information from existing maps.   

While the EEF engineers printed some maps in the field, these capabilities were limited.  As was the 

case with the present map, the antecedent EEF manuscripts would have been rushed by air to Cairo, 

where expert teams of cartographers and draughtsmen at the Arab Bureau, working around-the-clock, 

would have quickly, yet carefully, edited and refined the maps, before they were printed by the Survey 

of Egypt.  The turnover was amazingly fast for the era; examples of the present edition of the map would 

have been retuned to the Palestine front within only a matter days after December 20, 1917, such that 

they would have been available to commanders during the ómop upô in the wake of the Battle of 

Jerusalem, and preparations for the ólong slogô in the Judean Hills. 

 

A Note on Editions and Rarity 

The Survey of Egypt apparently prepared a base map in 1915 that was later developed into the present 

map.  The first edition of the map with fresh details from the battlefront was issued in Cairo on January 

22, 1917, and the present edition appeared towards the very end of the same year, with updates to 

December 20, 1917.  The map was also copied and published in by the War Office, Geographical 

Section in London, as well as the Ordnance Office in Southampton. 

All  editions of the map are rare, as they were issued in only very small print runs for classified 

dissemination to senior British military officers.  Moreover, the survival rate of such maps, which were 

heavily used in the field, is extremely low. 

We can trace only 3 institutional examples of the present edition of the map, held by the National 

Library of Israel, University of Glasgow and Durham University.  Beyond that, we have handled another 

example, while we are aware of further appearing at an Israeli auction a few years ago. 

The Palestine Campaign: The Contest for Control the óKeystoneô of the Middle East 

While today it does not have the prominence in memory as the Western Front, Palestine played an 

exceedingly important role in World War I.  Geo-strategically, it was a keystone, occupying a vital 

location between the Sinai and the Suez Canal (the lifeline of global trade and of the authority of the 

British Empire), on one side, and the heart of the Middle East, on the other.  Home to the holy city of 

Jerusalem, the region also possessed tremendous symbolic importance.   

From the outset of World War I in the Middle East, the British side was headquartered in Cairo, while 

the Ottoman-German command was based in Damascus ï with Palestine in between.  Early in 1915, the 

Central Powers side, led by Enver Pasha, the Ottoman War Minister, assisted by some of Germanyôs best 

generals, took the offensive, making credible, but ultimately unsuccessful, attempts at seizing the Suez 

Canal ï utterly terrifying British officials from India to London.  As shown on the present map, in 1915, 

the Ottoman-Germans completed a railway running north-south down the heart of Palestine, from 

Tulkarm (located off scene) to Beersheba.  To aid their venture in the Sinai they also built rail lines in 

southern Palestine down to and crossing the Egyptian boundary, along with a vast network of camps, 

forts and defensive works. 

In the summer of 1916, the EEF regrouped and took the offensive, driving the Ottoman-Germans out of 

the Sinai.  The British entered Palestine at the beginning of 1917, winning the Battle of Rafah (January 

9, 1917), located near the lower-left corner of the map.  However, they soon became trapped along the 

Ottoman-German defensive lines that ran from Gaza to Beersheba.  The EEF lost the First and Second 

Battle of Gaza in March 1917, resulting in a stalemate that lasted over six months.   

Finally, in October 1917, the British took Beersheba, and at the Third Battle of Gaza (November 1-2, 

1917), managed to break the Ottoman-German lines, surging towards Jerusalem.  The Battle of 

Jerusalem (November 17 ï December 30, 1917) was long and bloody, but the EEF gained the upper 

hand.  On December 11, before the entire environs of the the city were secure, the British commander, 

General Edmund Allenby, famously entered Jerusalem through the Jaffa Gate on foot (as a sign of 

respect for the holy city). 

The EEF then lost its momentum, as it was compelled to send thousands of its troops to the Western 

Front in Europe to counter a great German offensive.  They became bogged down in fighting in the 

Judean Hills and in Jordan, and failed to take Amman in March 1918, while several attempts to break 

into northern Palestine were blocked.  However, the Ottoman-German lines were worn down by the 

attacks and began to suffer from supply shortages. 

At the Battle of Megiddo, the ñBreakthrough at Nablusò (September 19-25, 1918), the British subjected 

a crushing defeat upon the Ottoman-German side, causing their retreat from Palestine into Lebanon and 

Syria.  Damascus fell on October 1, 1918, but it was not until the Ottoman-German side was chased up 

to Haritan, north of Aleppo, the war in the Middle East ended upon the declaration of the Armistice of 

Mudros (October 30, 1918). 

 

References: National Library of Israel and the University of Glasgow examples, OCLC: 787018148; 

Durham University: 912844639. 
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Louis Cowles CONANT (1902 - 1999) and Gus Hossein GOUDARZI (1918 - 1996). 

Geologic Map of the Kingdom of Libya Compiled by Louis C. Conant and Gus H. Goudarzi under the 

joint sponsorship of the Kingdom of Libya and the Agency for International Development, U. S. 

Department of State. /  ϣуϡуЯЮϜ ϣЫЯггЯЮ ϣуϮнЮнуϮ ϣГтϽ϶ 

[Washington, D.C.: Interior - Geological Survey, 1964]. 

 

Colour print, dissected into 24 sections and contemporarily trimmed and mounted upon bluish-grey 

linen, rendering it a ófield piece for professional useô, with some text sections moved and repasted with 

title pasted to verso, some text including imprints, some Arabic text and headings trimmed away, 

original printed envelope not present (Very Good, clean and crisp while noting the extensive 

contemporary amendments to the map), 89 x 88 cm (35 x 34.5 inches).  

 

The first edition of the first comprehensive, scientifically accurate geological map of 

Libya, a grand, bilingual (English - Arabic) separately issued production primarily made 

to aid the countryôs burgeoning oil industry; the result of a collaboration between Louis 

Conant and Gus Goudarzi, two of Americaôs most esteemed geologists, fulfilling a joint 

project of the U.S. State Department and the pro-Western Libyan regime of King Idris; 

the present example trimmed and mounted upon linen for professional field use. 

 

This very large format, separately issued work is the first edition of the first comprehensive and 

scientifically accurate geological map of Libya, the result of the collaboration of Louis Conant and Gus 

Goudarzi, two of Americaôs most respected geologists.  The map was jointly sponsored by the U. S. 

State Departmentôs Agency for  

  



International Development and the Kingdom of Libyaôs Ministries of National Economy, Petroleum 

Affairs and Industry.  At the time, Libya was ruled by the ardently pro-Western King Idris, who in the 

1950s had invited American oil companies to take leading role in exploring Libya for petroleum, leading 

to the discovery of the first commercially exploitable deposits in 1956.  The U.S. Government heavily 

supported Idrisôs regime and aided the American oil companies in exploiting the countryôs oil.  The 

present map proved to be a vital tool for the ongoing exploration for new petroleum deposits, as well as 

caches of other minerals, with its influence lasting for many years after it was first published.   

Printed completely in parallel English and Arabic text, the map embraces all of Libya, and impressively 

maps its hitherto mysterious deep interior with the same thoroughness by which it charts its populated 

coastal regions.  The map showcases an amazing 27 colour-coded geological zones (plus sub-categories), 

considering physical features, rocks formations, and geologic epochs, plus delineating contact and fault 

lines, as explained in the óGeologic Explanationô to the left-hand side of the map.  The geological 

information overlays a detailed topographic rendering of the country, printed in grisaille, while the 

country is divided into the petroleum exploration zones as mandated by Libyaôs 1955 Petroleum Law. 

Indicative of the great scientific rigour under which the map was created, Conant and Gourdazi reveal 

their exhaustive list of research materials, listed in the lower right quadrant.  

Notably, the present example of the map is a óprofessional field copyô.  It has been contemporarily 

trimmed and mounted upon linen for practical use on worksites.  This necessitated the moving and 

repasting of some text blocks, with the title pasted to the verso, while the imprints, some Arabic text and 

headings have been discarded, along with the printed envelope in which the map was originally issued.  

Such óprofessionalisationô of geological maps was not uncommon, as oil and mining companies often 

commissioned for large collections of maps to be similarly modified. 

The present example of the map is of the first issue.  A second edition was published in 1969, not long 

before the Western oil companies were evicted from Libya by the Gaddafi regime. 

While several libraries hold examples of the present map, it only very rarely appears on the market. 

 

The Rise of the Oil Industry and Scientific Geology in Libya  

In the wake of World War II, Libya, having been liberated from three decades of Italian colonial 

occupation, went through a period of reorganization and unification before coming under the rule of 

King Idris (reigned 1951-69), a Senussi religious leader.  Libya was one of the poorest nations in the 

world, and the king courted friendly relations with Western powers in order to attract investment.  Idris 

was especially well disposed towards the United States, as it was viewed as not having a desire to 

colonize Libya, while being generous with its economic largesse.   

Libya was long known to possess geological deposits that could potentially yield hydrocarbons in 

significant quantities.  In passing the 1955 Petroleum Law, Idris invited foreign petroleum companies, 

especially American firms, to explore the country for oil fields.  These endeavours soon bore fruit, as in 

1956 the first commercially viable oil formations were discovered, resulting in wildcat wells.  This 

caused Esso, Mobil and Texas Gulf to dedicate major resources to Libya, leading to the discovery of 

massive, easily exploitable oil deposits in the Sirte Basin, the region in central Libya that still accounts 

for 90% of the countryôs oil production.   

The United States Geological Survey played a leading role in conducting surveys of Middle Eastern and 

African oil producing countries, especially as such highly specialized work could not then be 

accomplished by local authorities.  Immediately after the first major discoveries of oil were made in 

1959, Libyaôs Ministries of National Economy, Petroleum Affairs, and Industry invited the U.S. 

Geological Survey to map the country, with special emphasis upon locating oil deposits, as well as 

marking wells, pipelines and transportation infrastructure that served the petroleum industry.  

The U.S. Geological Survey charged Gus Hossien Goudarzi (1918 - 1996) with creating the first proper 

general oil map of Libya.  Goudarzi was a highly esteemed Iranian-born American mining engineer, who 

had served as a military cartographer with the U.S. Navy, before conducting oil surveys in Saudi Arabia.  

He oversaw new surveys in Libya, while also collecting and editing the very best existing maps, sorting 

the ówheat from the chaffô.  After almost three years of work, he completed the Topographic 

Map of United Kingdom of Libya (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Geological Survey, 1962), jointly sponsored 

by the Survey and the Libyan Petroleum Ministry.   

Please see a link to this map, courtesy of the David Rumsey Map Collection: 

https://www.davidrumsey.com/luna/servlet/detail/RUMSEY~8~1~321991~90091119:Topographic-

map-of-United-Kingdom-o?qvq=w4s:/where%2FLibya%2F;lc:RUMSEY~8~1&mi=0&trs=64 

 

While the Topographic Map was a masterly work, highly useful to the petroleum industry, it was 

decided that a more ambitious undertaking was to be ventured, being the creation of the first 

comprehensive and scientific overview of the geology of all of Libya.  This would aid in the discovery of 

new oil fields, as well as other exploitable mineral deposits.  Indeed, many areas of the Libyaôs vast 

Saharan interior were scarcely known to geologists. 

For this grand endeavour, Gus Goudarzi teamed up with his more senior colleague, Louis Cowles 

Conant (1902 - 1999).  Conant, a native of New Hampshire, studied at Dartmouth, before receiving his 

Ph.D. in 1934 at Cornell with a thesis, Geology of the New Hampshire Garnet Deposits.  He 

subsequently joined the U.S. Geological Survey, and from 1947 to 1954 was in charge of the important 

Chattanooga Field Shale Investigation.  He subsequently made major contributions to the geology of 

Mississippi, Alabama, Maryland and Rhode Island.  In the early 1960s, Conant became fascinated with 

the oil geology of North Africa, leading him to the Libya project. 

The collaboration between Conant and Goudarzi was ideal, as it combined the latterôs unparalleled 

specialist knowledge of Libya with the formerôs experienced eye, honed by over three decades of field 

work.   

The present map, and its antecedent, the Topographic Map, were considered vitally useful to oil 

companies and civil authorities during the great boom in petroleum production in the 1960s that made 

Libya into the 13th largest oil producer in the world.  The country saw massive investment from 

American and European oil companies that utterly transformed Libyaôs state revenues.  However, while 

Idrisôs coffers and those of the countryôs elite were flush, and while the Libyaôs infrastructure saw 

notable improvement, only a tiny amount of the oil revenue trickled down to the common people, and 

more worryingly for Idris, to the average soldiers of his military. 

Popular discontent, in good part due to the grossly unequal distribution of the oil wealth, allowed 

Colonel Muammar Gaddafi to mount a bloodless coup on September 1, 1969, toppling Idrisôs regime.  

Gaddafi launched an eccentric Socialist dictatorship that he later called the Jamahiriya (ñState of the  

https://www.davidrumsey.com/luna/servlet/detail/RUMSEY~8~1~321991~90091119:Topographic-map-of-United-Kingdom-o?qvq=w4s:/where%2FLibya%2F;lc:RUMSEY~8~1&mi=0&trs=64
https://www.davidrumsey.com/luna/servlet/detail/RUMSEY~8~1~321991~90091119:Topographic-map-of-United-Kingdom-o?qvq=w4s:/where%2FLibya%2F;lc:RUMSEY~8~1&mi=0&trs=64
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jamahiriya


  



Massesò), which was to be fuelled by the countryôs oil revenues.  Gaddafi created the National Oil 

Corporation (NOC) in November 1970, and over the coming years, he progressively nationalized the 

Libyan oil industry, evicting virtually all foreign interests.  The NOC became a virtual monopoly, 

playing a major role in the global petroleum economy, even as Libya came under Western sanctions in 

1986, following the Lockerbie Tragedy.   

In the early 2000s, Gaddafi attempted to come in from the cold, re-engaging Western powers and 

inviting them to invest in the Libyan oil industry, overturning the NOCôs near monopoly.  However, 

Gaddafiôs overthrow during the Arab Spring in 2011 plunged Libya into turmoil, and while the country 

still produces some oil, the enduring civil unrest destroyed much of the industrial infrastructure, severely 

limiting production.  As of today, it unclear when, or if, Libya will ever return to being a major 

petroleum producer.  

 

References: Library of Congress: G8261.C5 1964 .G4; British Library: Science, Technology & 

Business (KB) NX 079 (L); OCLC: 874747288; Edwin McKEE (ed.), A Study of Global Sand Seas, 

Geological Survey Professional Paper no. 1052 (Washington. D.C., 1979), p. 411; The Libyan Journal of 

Science, vol. 12 (1983), p. 27; The Quarterly Journal of the Library of Congress, vol. 22 (Washington. 

D.C., 1965), p. 222.  
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KONSTANTINOS A. DOXIADIS.  

ȷɘ ŪɡůɑŬɘ Űɖɠ ȺɚɚɎŭɞɠ ůŰɞɜ ȹŮɨŰŮɟɞ ɄŬɔəɧůɛɘɞ ɄɧɚŮɛɞ / Les Sacrifices de la Grece à la Seconde 

Guerre Mondiale / The Sacrifices of Greece in the Second World Waré 

Athens: Aspioti-Elka, 1946. 

 

Folio (47 x 36 cm): 214 pp. (unpaginated), including 90 full page illustrated plates (most 

full colour) of maps, graphs and photographs; bound in half black cloth with illustrated 

covers (Good, internally quite clean with just a few minor stains, covers noticeably 

stained with marginal wear). 

 

A spectacular folio work featuring 90 full page plates, including original thematic maps 

and charts of a brilliant mid-century design, created by a team of professional Greek 

architects, led by Konstantinos Doxiadis, to dramatically illustrate the suffering that 

Greece endured during World War II, issued in four languages as an evocative appeal to 

the international community for support and redress, published in Athens to a very high 

quality of colour printing by the leading firm of Aspioti-Elka, by far and away the finest 

and most sophisticated Greek work of thematic cartography and data visualization of the 

postwar era. 

 



  



  



Greece suffered greatly during World War II.  After fending off a bungled Italian invasion in October 1940, 

Greece was overrun by the Wehrmacht in April 1941, beginning a brutal occupation.  The country was divided 

into German, Albanian and Bulgarian zones of control, although the Nazis ran the show.  The occupation regime 

was sadistically repressive, starving the people, resulting in a horrendous famine that killed over 300,000 Greeks, 

while the Nazis systematically murdered almost all the countryôs ancient Jewish community.   

Fortunately, the Greek Resistance, an unlikely coalition of Royalists and Communists, had fought the occupation 

throughout, and managed to hasten the Nazisô withdraw from much of Greece in November 1944, although the 

entire country would not be liberated until the end the war, the following spring.   

The war left Greece as something akin to a burnt-out shell, and while 400,00o Greek deaths can be directly 

attributed to the occupation, as many of 1.1 million people died due to indirect causes.  

However, Greeceôs troubles were not over.  The countryôs two main factions, the Communists and Royalists, 

came to blows, resulting in the Greek Civil War (1946-9).  It was in this context that the intelligentsia in Royalist-

controlled Athens appealed for financial and military assistance from the West, to fend off the Red Menace and to 

rebuild their ravaged nation.  Greece also appealed to the international community for compensation in the form of 

territories ceded by Albania, Bulgaria and Italy. 

 

The Present Work in Focus  

Seeking to create a monumental work that would express the suffering and grievances of Greece in powerful, yet 

academic terms, a team of professional architects led by Konstantinos A. Doxiadis, working for various Greek 

governmental agencies, including the Office of Spatial and Urban Studies and Research of the Ministry of Public 

Works and the Ministry of Reconstruction, produced the text in four languages (Greek , French, English and 

Russian) and drafted or designed 90 full page plates, most being resplendently coloured and of a fabulous mid-

century artistic style.  The plates include thematic maps (on the economy, demographics, military operations, 

human rights violations, and urban plans), charts and photographic images.  The quality of the work, in terms of 

its artistic virtue and academic merit, is absolutely world class, and is by far and away the finest work of thematic 

cartography and data visualization created in Greece in the postwar era. 

The work is divided into six sections: I. Greece before the War; II . Greece at War; III . Economic War; IV. The 

Destruction of Public Works; V. Destruction to Towns and Villages; and VI. Suffering of the Inhabitants.  The 

table of Contents at the end provides the official source of the data used for each chart, supporting its academic 

rigour.   

Mock-ups of the present work were exhibited at the San Francisco Conference (April 25 ï June 26, 1945) that 

resulted in the creation of the United Nations.  The book was properly published in Athens in June 1946 by the 

venerable printing firm of Aspioti-Elka (which itself suffered during the war, as its former headquarters in Corfu 

was bombed by the Germans) to a very high standard of colour printing, doing justice the fabulous design of the 

images.  

 

Epilogue 

The Royalist side in Greece succeed in winning Western support for its cause, resulting in their victory in the Civil 

War.  While Greece only gained the Dodacanese Islands (from Italy) as the their only territorial compensation for 

the countryôs war experience, the West provided financial assistance that helped Greece to rebuild.   

 

References: Oxford University Libraries: DF849 THY 2014.   
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J. Saxon MILLS and Matthew George CHRUSSACHI.  

La Question de Thrace. Grecs, Bulgares et Turcs. 

London: Edward Stanford, 1919.  

 

Oblong 4° (24.5 x 28 cm): [48 pp.], including 19 full-page colour plates containing 25 maps, original 

printed light blue paper wrappers, stapled; former ownerôs handstamp of óɄɈȿȷɅȽɁɃɆó (Pilarinos) to 

bottom margin of title (Good, internally clean and bright, just a soft old vertical fold and minor tears to 

blank margins of leaves; wrappers worn and stained with more pronounced staining to back cover with 

small chip of loss, spine quite worn).   

 

Very rare ï the most sophisticated cartographic analysis of the óThrace Questionô, 

concerning the geographic partitioning of the region which was one of the great bones of 

contention between Greece, Bulgaria and Turkey in the wake of World War I; an atlas of 

19 full page colour plates of historical and ethnographic maps collected from the most 

authoritative sources, with insightful original commentary by the Oxbridge historians J. 

Saxon Mills and Matthew George Chrussachi, produced at the end of 1919, during the 

height of the controversy, by the firm of Edward Stanford, the worldôs leading 

cartographic publisher. 

 

Thrace is an historical and geographic region in the extreme southeastern corner of Europe; today the 

region is divided, as Northern Thrace makes up southeastern Bulgaria (including Philippopolis, today 

Plovdiv), Eastern Thrace comprises all of the European part of the Republic of Turkey beyond Istanbul  

  



(including Edirne, formerly Adrianople) and Western Thrace makes up the extreme northwestern part of 

Greece (including Alexandroupoli).  

Thrace gained its name around 1000 BC from the Indo-European Thracian tribe, and eventually came 

under the control of the Ancient Greeks.  During parts of the Medieval period, large parts of the region 

were controlled by the various Bulgarian empires.  From 1361, Thrace was conquered by the Ottomans, 

who made Adrianople (Turkish: Edirne) their imperial capital for the next 84 years, until they conquered 

Constantinople.  

Ottoman rule over Thrace endured for around 500 years, and the Sublime Porte presided over a land of 

incredible ethnic and religious diversity.  While the regionôs population was overall a majority Greek, 

many towns and areas had ethnic Turkish or Bulgarian majorities, while sizeable communities of other 

groups (Jews, Roma, Romanians, etc.) existed all across the region.  Until the 19th Century, Ottoman rule 

was quite secure, as the Sublime Porte permitted the various communities a high degree of autonomy, 

while the empireôs great military power discouraged any rebellious tendencies.  

However, in the wake of the Napoleonic Wars, Ottoman power declined, while the Balkans were 

increasingly gripped by the rise of national-ethnic consciousness.  Long dormant, or suppressed, Greek, 

Bulgarian, Albanian, Romanian and Serbian movements for self-determination came to fore just as the 

Sublime Porte, mired in internal economic and political problems, was least able to effectively 

counteract them.  Local insurgencies arose all over the peninsula, including in Thrace, with some 

movements becoming full-scale rebellions.  

During the Greek War of Independence (1821-32), Greece securing its first independent state in 

centuries, although its territory was confined to the Peloponnesus (the Greek insurgency in Thrace was 

suppressed).  Around the same time, Serbia (albeit controlling only the territory in the central part of the 

modern country) rebelled and gained its de facto independence.  

Over the coming decades the Ottomans experienced increasing difficulty in maintaining order in the 

Balkans, although Thrace, located near Istanbul, was easier to control than the more far-flung regions.  

A major turning point occurred during the Russo-Turkish War 1877-78, when a coalition of Russia and 

its Slavic Allies (including Bulgaria) throttled the Sublime Porte, nearly taking Istanbul.   At the 

preliminary Treaty of San Stefano (March 3, 1878), hastily convened at the end of hostilities, the 

Ottomans were slated to lose all of Northern and Western Thrace to a newly independent Bulgaria.  

However, at the Congress of Berlin (June 13 - July 13, 1878), which superseded the San Stefano 

protocols, Britain and Francs intervened, and wishing to contain Russia (and her client state, Bulgaria), 

altered the terms in the Ottomanôs favour.  While most of Bulgaria was to be given its de facto 

independence, Northern Thrace became óEastern Rumeliaô, an autonomous province under Ottoman 

suzerainty, while Western and Eastern Thrace would remain under Ottoman sovereignty.   

In 1885, Bulgaria seized control of Eastern Rumelia, and made no secret of its desire to gain access the 

Aegean Sea upon one day taking over Western Thrace, while making a play for Eastern Thrace was not 

out of the question.  

While the Ottomans won a war against Greece in 1897, overall, the Sublime Porteôs power in the 

Balkans continued to erode.  Istanbul was gripped by internal dissent and economic instability, while 

Slavic, Greek and Albanian insurgencies broke out in various places.  While the Ottoman control over 

Eastern Thrace was relatively secure, its authority in Western Thrace, and the bordering region of 

Macedonia, was becoming tenuous.  In 1908, Bulgaria declared its total independence from the Sublime 

Porte, formally severing Northern Thrace from the Ottoman sphere of the first time in over 500 years. 

During the Italo-Turkish War (1911-2), Italy fought the Ottomans for control over Libya, which 

succeeded in distracting the Sublime Porte from minding Balkan affairs. 

It was in this context that the so-called óBalkan Allianceô of Greece, Serbia, Montenegro and Bulgaria 

suddenly mounted a full-scale attack upon all Ottoman positions in Europe, in what would be known as 

the First Balkan War (October 8, 1912 ï May 30, 1913).  Supported by Russia and Italy, the alliance 

made short work of the Sultanôs men, surging over their lines and conquering tens of thousands of square 

kilometres of territory.   

By mid-November, 1912, the Bulgarian army had taken virtually all of Eastern Thrace, and had rushed 

towards the ó¢atalca Lineô, a series of forts and trenches that crossed the isthmus just to the west of 

Istanbul, acting as the capitalôs last line of defence.  There, the Ottomans mounted a spirited resistance, 

narrowly saving Istanbul.  

Meanwhile, the only remaining major Ottoman stronghold in Europe beyond Çatalca was Edirne 

(Adrianople), a city that had special significance to the Turkish people, as the former Ottoman Empire 

(from 1369 to 1453).  During the Siege of Edirne (November 3, 1912 ï March 26, 1913), which is 

notable for being one of the first battles to use airplanes for bombing, the Ottomans bravely resisted 

Bulgarian attempts to storm the city, but were finally compelled to surrender.   

At the Treaty of London (May 30, 1913), the Ottomans had to agree to a humiliating peace, as they had 

been totally throttled by the Balkan Alliance.  The Ottomans were to loose 83% of their European 

domains, with 69% of its European population.  The new Ottoman boundary in Europe was to be the 

Enos-Midia Line, which ran from the mouth of the Maritsa River, on the Aegean, over to a point along 

the Black Sea.  This settlement barely allowed the Ottomans to preserve the complete shorelines of the 

Sea of Marmara, while maintaining only a very narrow defensive perimeter to the west of Istanbul; the 

Ottomans thus lost all of Western Thrace and much of Eastern Trace (including Edirne).  This resolution 

gave the Balkan Alliance almost all of what it wanted, while leaving the Sublime Porte in an untenable 

position. 

Fortunately for the Ottomans, the Balkan Alliance soon crumbled.  While the London Treaty set the 

Enos-Midia Line as the outer boundary of Ottoman Europe, it did not specify how the newly conquered 

lands beyond were to be divided between the Balkan powers.  As Greece and Serbia moved in to take the 

lionôs share of the spoils, Bulgaria felt cheated. 

 

During the Second Balkan War (June 29, 1913 ï August 10, 1913), Bulgaria allowed itself to come into 

conflict with all of its neighbours at once, including the Ottomans, Serbia, Greece and Romania (which 

opportunistically joined the conflict to gain territory from Bulgaria in the north).  Bulgaria was, not 

surprisingly, defeated.  The Ottomans regained Edirne and Eastern Thrace; Serbia conquered frontier 

regions of Macedonia; while Romania conquered the South Dobruja region.  However, Bulgaria was 

permitted to retain most of Western Thrace, giving it a 110 km-long Aegean seacoast, including the 

major port of Alexandroupoli.  These new boundaries were ratified at the Treaty of Bucharest (August 

19, 1913).   

In November 1914 the Ottoman Empire entered World War I on the German side, joining an alliance 

that included its recent nemesis Bulgaria, while Serbia joined the Entente side.  Greece was caught in a 

difficult predicament.  The countryôs pro-German King Constantine I wanted Greece to remain neutral 



(while quietly hoping for a Central Powers victory), while its prime minister, Eleftherios Venizelos, 

wanted to openly side with the Entente, as Britain and France promised to give Greece control of much 

additional territory, including all of Western Thrace.  

In 1915, Britain and France, with Venizelosôs blessing, landed an expeditionary force at Thessaloniki, 

opening up the óMacedonianô or óSalonicaô Front.  In 1916, Greece fractured into pro-Constantine and 

Venizelist forces, with the latter taking control of most of Northern Greece.  This state of affairs 

remained until Venizelos and the Entente Powers compelled Constantine I to abdicate in 1917, 

whereupon Greece was reunited, and formally allied to Britain and France.  Later in the war, the 

Macedonian Front proved pivotal, as the Entente forces caused the collapse of the Bulgarian army, 

leaving Istanbul dangerously exposed.  However, the war ended before a strike upon the Ottoman capital 

was endeavored. 

As a spin-off of the Versailles Conference that aimed to resolve the postwar settlement, at the Treaty of 

Neuilly-sur-Seine (November 27, 1919), Western Thrace was ceded by Bulgaria to the Entente Powers, 

who in turn decided to hand it over to Greece at the San Remo Conference (April 25, 1920).  However, 

the decision on Western Thrace was never accepted by Bulgaria and its allies and would remain a 

flashpoint for the next generation.  

Meanwhile Eastern Thrace remained under Entente occupation, with its future status up in the air.  The 

Entente Powers seemed to prefer that most of its territory should be given to Greece, with the 

international community retaining some kind of permanent oversight upon Istanbul and the Turkish 

Straits.   

 

The Present Atlas in Focus 

 

The fate of Western and Eastern Thrace far transcended regional considerations in the postwar era, 

assuming prime international importance.  First, the area guarded the Turkish Straits, one of the globeôs 

most important shipping lanes.  Second, it secured Istanbul, one of the most important cities in the world.  

Third, continued instability in Thrace would have ripple effects throughout the Balkans, inviting the 

intervention of major powers and potentially instigating a new large war - something that the Entente 

Powers wanted to avoid at all costs.  

Thus, it is no surprise that the present work, by far the most sophisticated attempt to analyze the Thrace 

Question, would emanate from Britain, the country that was the primary guarantor of the postwar peace.  

Enter Mills and Chrussachi.  J. Saxon Mills, was a barrister and historian, long associated with 

Cambridge University.  Specializing in contemporary history, he was author such works as The Panama 

Canal: A History and Description of the Enterprise (1910); The Gathering of the Clans: How the British 

Dominions and Dependencies have Helped in the War (1916); The Genoa Conference (1922); David 

Lloyd George, War Minister (1924); and The Press and Communications of the Empire (1924). 

Matthew George Chrussachi, was then a student at Oxford and an assistant to Mills.  Of Greek 

extraction, he was active in promoting the Greek cause, having delivered a well-publicized speech, 

published as óThe Greater Greeceô: A Lecture delivered at a Meeting of the Fellows of the Royal 

Colonial Institute (1919).  He subsequently worked as a barrister in London.  

  



Mills and Chrussachi published the present work in December 1919, in the heady days after the Neuilly 

Treaty, when Western Thrace was slated to be controversially awarded to Greece, and while the fate of 

Eastern Thrace remained undetermined.  

Like most British historians, politicians and commentators, Mills and Chrussachi possessed a clear pro-

Greek bias.  However, neither were propagandists, but were rather rigorous empiricists who aimed to use 

the best geographic evidence and statistics supplied from all parties as authoritative evidence to back up 

their arguments, which is very much the ethic of the present work.  

While Mills and Chrussachi accepted that all of Northern Thrace should remain part of Bulgaria (it had 

an overwhelming majority ethnic Bulgarian population), they believed that all of Western Thrace, and at 

least a good part of Eastern Thrace should be permanently awarded to Greece. 

In the óAvant-proposô (Forward) of the present work, the authors justify their partiality to the Greek 

claims in Thrace: 

ñEven today, however, there is a tendency in certain quarters to regard the Greek claim in Thrace as 

ñErsatzò, something that could be thrown overboard without much ado in return for concessions 

elsewhere. Such a view is wholly erroneous. In any consideration of the Thracian question we must not 

lose sight of the fact that Greece has already sacrificed her historic rights to her ancient capital, along 

with half a million of her nationals, to the necessity of internationalizing Constantinople and the Straits. 

Even if the formulated Greek claims are all satisfied, including the claim to Thrace, only 65% of the 

Greek race will be thus included within the frontiers of the Greek State. Such a moderation has not been 

shown by any other State which had an ñIrredentaò before the War. It should surely strengthen rather 

than weaken the claim advanced by Greece to Thrace, especially if that claim can stand on its own 

meritsò.  

Yet, Mills and Chrussachi are clear that any decisions should be predicated upon hard evidence, not 

emotional-nationalistic sentiment, noting that ñthe facts that ought to be decisiveò and confidently 

asserting that they ñare easier to establish here than in the case of any other Balkan problem.ò  

The authors divide the work into two parts.  The first part, óHistoriqueô (Historical) maps, features 

Thrace as it appeared with its political divisions at various points in Medieval times, the purpose of 

which is to show who occupied what areas prior to the Ottoman conquest. 

The second part, óEthnologiqueô (Ethnological) maps, features various cartographic interpretations of the 

distribution of ethnic-national groups across Thrace in modern times (over the previous three 

generations).  The purpose is to show who occupies the land today, giving claim to óright by possessionô 

for the different parts of Thrace. 

Presumably, people who both occupied areas in the Medieval times and were still the majority ethnic 

group on the land in the modern era possessed an ironclad claim to the land in 1919-20, following the 

prevailing óWilsonianô principles.   

In the first part, on Historical Maps, the authors provide facsimiles of the most authoritative maps of 

Medieval Thrace, showing the expansion and contraction of the various Bulgarian empires which existed 

the region in the seven or so centuries prior to the Ottoman takeover.  Plate 1 contains four maps after 

Professor E.A. Freeman (1903) that depict the evolving boundaries of the Bulgarian states from the 10th  

  



the 13th centuries.  Plates 2 to 8A inclusive are copied from the 1917-8 work of Wassil Zlatarski, or 

óSlatarskiô, the Bulgarian nationalist academic, and they chart the boundaries of the Bulgarian imperial 

lands from the 6th to 14th centuries. 

Interestingly, while Zlatarskiôs maps were intended by their author to support Bulgariaôs modern claims 

in Thrace, here Mills and Chrussachi flip the maps to support contemporary Greek claims.  In the 

óQuelques Conclusionsô (Some Conclusions) they explain that while Zlatarskiôs maps support Bulgariaôs 

overwhelming claim to Northern Thrace (already controlled by Bulgaria), it shows that historically the 

Bulgarians had only a light footprint in Western and Eastern Thrace.  As Zlatarski shows, the Medieval 

Bulgarians only controlled Western Thrace for only 17 years, during the reign of Czar John Assen II, in 

the 13th century (the territory was otherwise controlled by Greek entities), while the only major part of 

Eastern Thrace the Bulgarians ever controlled was Adrianople, which was held only during the same 

brief period.  While Zlatarksi argued that the Bulgarians brief rule over these areas supported their 

modern claims, Mills and Chrussachi argue, more convincingly, that the transient nature the Bulgarian 

presence is far less potent than the longtime Greek presence.  

The second part of the work, Ethnological Maps, benefits from the fact that since the 1840s, the 

demography of the Balkans, including Thrace, was a great preoccupation of many of Europeôs leading 

geographers and cartographers.  Here Mills and Chrussachi reproduce all of the seminal ethnographic 

maps of Thrace (Plates 9 to 16), including those by Ami Boueé (1847), Lejean (1861), Mackenzie & 

Irby (1867), Eliseé Reclus (1876), Kiepert (1876), Synvet (1877) and Cvijic (1913), and a map 

composed by a team of Bulgarian Professors (1912). 

Generally, speaking, the maps show ethnic Bulgarians to be overwhelmingly dominant in the no longer 

disputed Northern Thrace, while ethnic Greeks represented the majority in Eastern Thrace and were the 

dominant in many strategically important areas of Western Thrace near the Aegean Sea (although ethnic 

Turks were the largest single ethnic group in the region overall), with there were many significant 

Bulgarian pockets.  Additionally, Plate 17 features four maps charting modern Bulgariaôs evolving 

boundaries from 1876 to 1913.  Plate 18 shows Greeceôs claims to the bulk of Western and Eastern 

Thrace, as proposed at the recent Neuilly Conference, with alternative Greek-Bulgarian boundary lines.  

In Mills and Chrussachiôs detailed óRésumé Ethnologiqueô (Ethnological Summary), they argue that both 

the medieval and modern day evidence supports the awarding of the bulk of Western and Eastern Thrace 

to Greece, as the Bulgarian presence is more limited, while the Turks presence, while strong, is assumed 

the be negated by the expected dissolution of the Ottoman Empire due to its loss during the Great War 

(this latter assumption would prove presumptuous!).   

The cartographic evidence is further supported on the final page., óAnnexe. Tableaux Statistiquesô 

(Annex, Statistical Tables), which features population statistics for Western and Eastern Thrace, 

provided from both the 1894 and 1912 censuses.  The 1894 Census shows that both Western and Eastern 

Thrace combined were home to 304,537 Greeks; 265,359 Muslims (mainly ethnic Turks); and 72,758 

Bulgarians.  Concerning Western Thrace alone, the census counted roughly 42,000 Greeks; 61,000 

Muslims; and 20,000 Bulgarians.  The 1912 Census shows that Western and Eastern Thrace combined 

were home to 393,515 Greeks; 344,01212 Muslims; and 67,843 Bulgarians; while Western Thrace alone 

had around 37,000 Greeks; 96,000 Muslims; and 26,000 Bulgarians.  

 

 

A Note on Editions and Rarity 

 

The present work was produced in 2 editions, the first was in Mills and Chrussachiôs original English 

language text under the title The Thrace Question, Greeks, Bulgars and Turks.  The present example is 

of the second edition, in the French language noted as having been ótrad. de lóanglaisó, which appeared 

immediately on the heels of the first edition.  As French was still the main diplomatic language of 

Europe, this issue was necessary to reach an audience outside of Britain.  

Both editions of the atlas were issued in only small print runs, intended only for a rarified audience of 

senior politicians, diplomats and academics; the work probably never had much of a commercial 

footprint.  Moreover, the atlas is of a fragile nature and its survival rate would have been quite low. 

We can trace about a dozen examples of the present edition in institutional collections, with the English 

language edition being likewise rare.   

 

Importantly, the atlas is very rare on the market; we cannot trace any sales records for either of the 

editions.   

 

Epilogue 

At the Treaty of Sèvres (August 10, 1920), the Allies completed their intended plan for Thrace, awarding 

the great majority of Eastern Trace to Greece, including all the territory just inland from the Sea of 

Marmara and to the west of the Çatalca Line, just beyond Istanbul (the remaining parts of Eastern Thrace 

were to be placed under the control of the League of Nations administered óZone of the Straitsô).  

Beyond that, the Treaty of Sèvres awarded Ionia in Anatolia (the region around Smyrna/Izmir) to 

Greece, while making much of the rest of Turkey into various Entente Zones of influence, in addition to 

lands designated for an envisaged Armenian state.  

However, events in Thrace and Anatolia did not turn out as the Entente Powers and Greece had hoped or 

expected.  As the Neuilly resolutions were being contemplated, the Turkish leader Mustafa Kemal 

óAtatürkô was building a movement which during the Turkish War of Independence (1919-23) drove the 

Entente Powers and Greece out of Anatolia and forced them to withdraw from Eastern Thrace.  The 

definitive Treaty of Lausanne (July 24, 1923), gave the new Republic of Turkey possession of all of 

Eastern Thrace, while Greece retained Western Thrace.   

Yet, many in Bulgaria resented the Lausanne protocols and longed for the óreturnô of their countryôs 

Aegean coastline.  During World War II, Bulgaria sided with Germany, which invaded Greece in 1941.  

The Nazis gave Western Trace to Bulgaria, which occupied the territory for the next three years, until the 

Greeceôs liberation.  In the postwar period, Greece retained Western Thrace, and this remains the state of 

play up to the present day.  Today, the international boundaries which divide Thrace are accepted by all 

key parties, although low-grade tensions surrounding minority rights persist in some quarters.  

 

References: Library of Congress: D651.T5 M64; OCLC: 714957693, 858595284 and 57445736. 
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Max MOISEL (1869 - 1920). / Paul SPRIGADE (1863 - 1928). 

Kamerun mit Togo 1:2 000 000. Bearbeitet von Max Moisel.  

Berlin: Dietrich Reimer (Ernst Vohsen), 1913.  

 

Colour print, dissected into 20 sections and mounted upon original linen, original pastedown printed title 

and advertisement panels to verso (Very Good, clean and bright, just some repairs to some clean splits of 

linen backing along folds), 87.5 x 66 cm (34.5 x 26 inches).  

 

The first printing of the first integrated map of Cameroon predicated upon systematic 

scientific surveys, showcasing óGrand Kamerunô, the massive German colonial entity that 

existed only between 1911 and 1916 and which embraced not only all of modern 

Cameroon but also parts of what are today Nigeria, Gabon, the Central African Republic, 

Chad and the Republic of Congo; created by Max Moisel, Germanyôs chief colonial 

cartographer, and published in Berlin shortly before World War Iôs óKamerun 

Campaignô, whereupon Entente forces gradually conquered the colony; plus, important 

cartographic insets, including Paul Sprigadeôs map of Togo ï very rare on the market. 

 

This highly important work is the first printing of the first integrated map of Cameroon (German: 

Kamerun) to be predicated upon advanced systematic trigonometric surveys.  It was drafted by Max 

Moisel, the chief official cartographer for Germanyôs colonies; Cameroon had the distinction of being 

the only colony that Moisel personally visited to oversee the surveying operations.  Interestingly, the 

map shows Cameroon in its most expansive historical form, when it was known as óGrand Kamerunô.  

The colony maintained its super-size only between 1911 and 1916 (when Cameron constituted not just  



all of modern Cameroon, but parts of todayôs Nigeria, Chad, Central African Republic, and Gabon).  The 

map, issued in Berlin in 1913, appeared on the eve of World War I, such that it served as the basis for the 

cartography used by both sides during the conflictôs óKamerun Campaignô (1914-16), when Britain, 

France and Belgium struggled to conquer the colony from the German Schutztruppe.   

The map embraces all of Grand Kamerun in its immensity, including the newly acquired territories in the 

east and south, called óNeukamerunô, whereupon the colony is shown to extend to the Ubangi and Congo 

Rivers, and down to reach around the Spanish colony of Río Muni (today mainland Equatorial Guinea).  

Topographical relief is shown by shading, with heights rising up to above 4000 metres (Mount 

Cameroon, the countryôs highest peak is 4,070 metres high), while every river, lake and swamp is clearly 

detailed.  The names of the countryôs indigenous tribes are labelled upon their respective territories, 

while the country is divided into 28 administrative districts, which are identified by numbers in the 

legend in the lower margin. 

The óErklärungenô (Explanations), below the title in the upper right, identifies the symbols used to 

interpret the vast wealth of information showcased upon the map, including: the colour coding employed 

to describe the colonial territories of the different European powers; railways (both completed and under 

construction); main roads and trails; in the seas, the shipping lines run by different named companies, as 

well as submarine cables; the limits of navigation on rivers (shown with an anchor); telegraph lines; post 

offices; telegraph offices; wireless stations; customs posts; international and district boundaries; 

administrative headquarters (underlined); and military outposts (underlined with intermittent lines). 

Special attention should be given to Duala (Douala), the countryôs largest city and main port, and Jaunde 

(Yaoundé), which became the colonial capital in 1909.  Also remarkable are the two main railways, 

which played a leading role in Cameroonôs economy, being the Northern Railway (Nordbahn), which 

ran from near Douala up to the agriculturally-rich highlands in the northwest; and the Central Railway 

(Mittelbahn), which ran from Douala into the interior, towards the heart of the country.   

Also, of note are the land concessions of the South Cameroon Company, the óKonzessionsgebiet 

Gesellschaft Süd-Kamerunô, a major chartered land-plantation enterprize, which appears as two large 

parcels of territory outlined in yellow in the colonyôs southeast. 

Importantly, the present map is the first printing of the first integrated map of Cameroon predicated upon 

systematic scientific surveys; by óintegratedô we mean a map as single piece, or on a single view.  The 

present map was distilled from Moiselôs Karte von Kamerun (Berlin: Dietrich Remer, 1910-11), 

composed of 31 separately issued sheets done to a very large scale of 1:300,000.  This amazing, yet 

unwieldly, map is seldom ever found complete, and cannot realistically provide a perspective over the 

entire colony in a single view.  Thus, the present work is the first practically consultable map of all of 

Cameroon.  

The present map includes a number on insets, the most important of which is the map of Togo, in the 

upper left corner, a fine, detailed map of Germanyôs other West African colony, drafted by Moiselôs 

longtime colleague Paul Sprigade.  To the left of the Togo map is an inset detailing eastern Nigeria and 

Cameroon borderlands, while below that is an Übersichtkarte (overview map) of Cameroon within its 

greater regional geographic context.  In the bottom centre is an inset featuring the marine/river transport 

routes up the Congo River to reach Grand Kamerunôs southeastern panhandle. 

While the mapôs coverage of the traditional core of Kamerum is predicated upon systematic 

trigonometric surveys, of which Moisel, in part, personally supervised, the charting of Neu Kamerun, the 

territories in the east ceded to Germany in 1911, are taken from the best French scientific surveys.   

Moiselôs mapping remained the ógold standardô for the cartography of Cameroon for many years.  

During World War I, it was used by all sides, with the British, French and Belgian militaries publishing 

their own versions of Moiselôs map.  In the postwar period, Moiselôs mapping formed the basis for the 

official cartography of both the British and French Cameroon mandates. 

 

Max Moisel and the Cartography of Germanyôs Colonies 

Germany, a country that became unified only in 1871, did not possess any overseas colonies prior to the 

1880s.  However, Germany possessed about the most technically sophisticated land surveying and map 

publishing capabilities in the world.  Moreover, many Germans, either on their own commercial 

initiative, or working for foreign governments, had made many of the most important maps of overseas 

lands of the 18th and 19th Centuries.  Indeed, many of the seminal scientific maps of the Middle East, 

South Africa, Indonesia, Latin America and the United States were made by German cartographers.   

In the 1880s, Germany acquired a number of colonies, including German East Africa, German 

Southwest Africa, Togoland, Cameroon, Eastern New Guinea, and the Caroline Islands; many of these 

lands were hitherto not well mapped.  New surveys needed to be commissioned and the resulting maps 

edited and published.  In the early years of their colonial era, the German State Colonial Office, the 

Reichs-Kolonialamt, had to decide whether to set up its own mapmaking agency (expensive and 

technically difficult) or to find a more innovative and easier approach. 

The firm of Dietrich Reimer (founded in 1845) in Berlin, was one of the worldôs most esteemed 

cartographic publishing houses, long associated with Heinrich Kiepert, the foremost modern 

cartographer of Turkey and the Middle East.  Since 1891, the firm was led by Ernst Vohsen, an old 

Africa hand who was a director of the Deutsch-Ostafrikanische Gesellschaft.  Under Vohsenôs influence 

the Reichs-Kolonialamt increasingly turned to the Reimer firm to fulfil its map drafting and publishing 

commissions. 

Enter Max Moisel (1869 - 1920), a cartographer who had joined the Reimer firm in 1888.  Moisel was so 

exceedingly gifted at analysing and editing sources as they arrived from the field, sorting the ówheat 

form the chaffô, and drafting finished maps, that he brought the firmôs colonial mapping up to an entirely 

new level of excellence.  Working closely with his long-time colleague Paul Sprigade (1863 - 1928), he 

was increasingly given ever more important colonial commissions and in 1895 was made the editor of 

the Kleinen Deutschen Kolonialatlas, a continually updated project to issue pocket atlases of the German 

colonies.  He was also instrumental in the production of the Karte von Deutche-Ostafriaka, a 

monumental survey of the colony, published in a series of 29 sheets (Berlin: Reimer, 1895-7). 

In 1899, in good part due to Vohsenôs lobbying and Moisel and Sprigadeôs talent, the Reichs-

Kolonialamt decided upon a permanent solution towards the matter of their cartographic needs.  They 

agreed to create the Kolonial-kartographischen Institut, that would operate as part of the Reimer firm, 

working out of their premises and manned by their employees, but would be funded entirely be the 

Reichs-Kolonialamt.  The Institut would be given a monopoly on official cartographic work relating the 



German colonies.  Moisel was appointed as the as the first director of the Institut, and with this new 

support and funding achieved great things.  

Notably, Moisel and Sprigade published the Grosser deutscher Kolonialatlas (1901) and Moisel drafted 

a number of fine large format maps of individual colonies.    

In 1908, Moisel travelled to Cameroon, where he learned first-hand about the countryside and the nature 

of surveying in African frontier environments.  This led to the publication of his grand Karte von 

Kamerun, a massive work on 31 sheets (Berlin: Reimer, 1910-11).  

On the eve of the World War I, the Kolonial-kartographischen Institut employed over 60 mapmakers and 

support staff and played a major role in informing the German military effort in Africa, which in the case 

of southern Africa theatre was (unlike the general conflict) quite successful.  Nevertheless, Germany lost 

the war and with it all her colonies, so compelling the Institut to close in 1920.  Sadly, Moisel died few 

months later.   

Interestingly, Moisel and the Institutôs cartography had an enduring legacy, although perhaps not the one 

that the mapmakers would have intended.  While the German maps served as the basis for the 

cartography adopted by the former German coloniesô new masters (often the British), it was the revival 

of the maps at the beginning of the World War II that was most striking.  In 1940, Hitler seriously 

considered regaining the former German colonies, either through diplomatic means or by force, and he 

charged the Reichsamts f¿r Landesaufnahme (the German Surveying Office) with issuing revised 

editions of Moisel and Sprigadeôs maps (including the present map of Kamerun with Togo), with the 

implication that these lands were still rightly German territory, illegally occupied by the foreign powers.  

However, the Third Reich soon became caught up in events in Europe and abandoned the notion. 

 

The Rise of German Kamerun 

Cameroon (German: Kamerun) was a vast and magnificent land populated by people of sophisticated 

cultures and blessed with abundant natural resources; it is sometimes referred to as ñAfrica in miniatureò 

for its remarkable ethnic and geographic diversity.  

While Europeans had long maintained a transient presence along its coasts, trading in slaves and 

commodities, it was not until the 1860s that they seriously attempted to colonize the country.  Indeed, 

the damp, equatorial climate of the littoral was hard on the European constitution, while the often 

mountainous, jungle-covered interior was hard to penetrate.  That being said, the countryôs economic 

potential was inestimable, for central and southern Cameroon was amazingly fertile, capable of 

producing all matters of tropical cash crops, while trade links produced ample access to ivory, precious 

metals and gems. 

During the óScramble for Africaô, many key figures within the emerging unified German state (the 

German Empire would be formed in 1871), believed that Germany would only become a óGreat Powerô 

if it gained an overseas empire, like Britain and France, while the countryôs heavily industrialized 

economy needed access to natural resources.   

Cameroon became Germanyôs first proto-colonial beachhead, when in 1868, the Hamburg firm of C. 

Woermann established a trading post at the Wori River Delta, near present day Douala (an advertisement 

for Woermann appears on the pastedown verso panel of the present map!).  This venture proved  



commercially successful, and in 1874, the Woermann agents Johannes Thormählen and Wilhelm Jantzen 

formed their own firm, Jantzen & Thormählen.  Over the succeeding years, Jantzen & Thormählen and 

Woermann dramatically expanded their operations, purchasing vast tracts of land from local chiefs and 

developing massive plantations for bananas, rubber, palm oil, and cocoa, as well as opening shipping 

routes between Duala and Germany.  The conditions were perfect and the endeavours were wildly 

successful.  

However, both Britain and France, which were well established in neighbouring lands, harboured 

interests in Cameroon, and the German preeminence in the country was far from secure. 

A barrier to shoring up German control of Cameroon (an indeed all of its proto-colonial ventures) was 

Chancellor Otto von Bismarck.  He was initially against Germany forming overseas domains, as he 

feared that would entangle the nation in what he saw as unnecessary and expensive conflicts with both 

local forces and other European powers, so risking Germanyôs security.  However, in early 1884, the 

head of the Woermann firm, Adolph Woermann, managed to convince the chancellor of the immense 

economic potential of Cameroon, causing him to (albeit reluctantly) alter his stance.   

That year Bismarck dispatched Gustav Nachtigal (1834 - 1885), a brilliant diplomat and ethnographer, 

who was the foremost exponent of German colonialism, to Cameroon to secure it a German 

ñProtectorateò.  Nachtigal, aboard the gunship SMS Möwe, first travelled to Togo, to bring it under the 

German umbrella, before arriving at Douala on July 14, 1884, whereupon he compelled the local chiefs 

into agreeing to place Cameroon under German óprotectionô.  Nachtigal then continued on to what it 

today Namibia, securing it for Germany. 

Due to Nachtingalôs actions, at the Berlin Conference (1884-5), whereupon most of Africa was divided 

between the various European powers, Cameroon was awarded to Germany.   

However, two great factors hindered Cameroon development.  First, while the areas near the coast were 

well known to Europeans and were relatively well mapped, the countryôs vast interior was largely an 

enigma, while Cameroonôs borders with the neighbouring French and British colonies were largely 

undefined.  Penetrating and mapping the interior would be a long difficult process.  

Second, while Bismarck reluctantly agreed to allow Cameroon (and other lands) to become German 

protectorates, he was staunchly opposed to making them into full-blown crown colonies, which would 

have entailed costly, vast bureaucracies and permanent military establishments, as was the case in most 

of the British and French overseas domains.  Thus, Cameroon was to be run by private trading firms and 

chartered land companies, whose responsibility it was to pay for the countryôs governance and 

infrastructure, as well as the costs for relatively small corps of óSchutztruppeô (Protection Forces), who 

were to defend the realm and preserve internal order.  In Bismarckôs opinion, Germans in Africa to be 

ñfirst the merchant, then the soldierò, meaning that their primary role would be to trade, with force used 

only if commerce was threatened.   

While the German protectorate regimes in Deutsch-Ostafrika (Tanzania) and Deutsch-Südwestafrika 

(Namibia) were to have severe problems in managing their relations with the local peoples, resulting in 

long and costly wars (as well as horrific human rights abuses), it helped mightily that the German 

regimes in Cameroon and Togoland had dealings with the local peoples that, while exploitative and not 

exactly warm, rarely broke out into open acrimony.  

The economy of Cameroon continued to be dominated by the established trading companies, whose 

operations tended to be based within a certain proximity of the coast.  Yet, towards the end of the 

century, the colonial governor Jesko von Puttkamer, authorized the formation of charted companies to 

specifically develop the interior, which had immense latent potential.  In 1898, the Gesellschaft Süd-

Kamerun (South Cameroon Company) was formed to exploit rubber and ivory in the Lomie and 

Jukaduma districts.  In 1899, Gesellschaft Nordwest-Kamerun (Northwest Cameroon Company) was 

established to develop the highland areas in the Bamum and Bamikele regions.   

By the turn of the century, it became clear that vast investment in Cameroonôs infrastructure would be 

necessarily if the colony was to ever reach its economic potential, a mandate that could only be carried 

out with the assistance of the German crown.  This led to a much greater direct involvement by Berlin in 

Cameroonôs affairs than the late Bismarck had envisaged, such that Cameroon started to be become a 

colony in the conventional sense, as opposed to a corporate protectorate.  The German state dispatched 

dozens of military engineers to the country to construct vast networks of telegraph lines, and to build and 

improve roads and ports; while government subsidized shipping lines connected the Cameroon the 

mother country.   

The construction of railways promised to dramatically increase Cameroonôs exports.  The first line was 

completed in 1902 by a small private concern between Soppo, near Buea, at the foot of Mount 

Cameroon, to the port of Limbe (formerly Victoria), with a total length of 43 km. 

The Kamerun-Eisenbahn-Gesellschaft (Cameroon Railway Corporation), a private concern that was 

partially subsidized by the crown, was formed in 1906 to build major lines across the country.  Its first 

major achievement was to build the Nordbahn (Northern Railway) from Bonabéri (opposite Douala on 

the Wouri estuary) to Nkongsamba in the northwestern Cameroon highlands, constructed from 1906 to 

1911, it totaled 160 km in length.   

The Mittellandbahn (Central Railway) was built from Douala eastwards, reaching Eséka, southeast of 

Jaunde (Yaoundé), by the outbreak of World War I in 1914.   

The development of plantations, railways, roads and telegraph networks were a major catalyst for 

cartography in Cameroon and may of the key corridors of transport and settlement were soon well 

mapped.  However, the quality and coverage of the mapping of the country overall was uneven, and even 

as late as 1905, much of the interior was entirely uncharted.  The Kolonial-kartographischen Institut, the 

special cartographic bureau of the German Colonial Office, authorized an advanced systematic 

trigonometric survey of all of Cameroon, a massive project that involved dozens of skilled engineers and 

hundreds of local assistants.  The endeavour was so important that Max Moisel, the head of the Institut, 

traveled to Cameroon in 1908 to personally oversee the mapping.  The surveys were completed in 1910 

and the result was published as the colossal 31-sheet Karte von Kamerun (Berlin, 1911), a key source for 

the present work.   

 

Kamerun + Neu Kamerun = Grand Kamerun  

Cameroon eventually became a focus of geopolitics.  In 1904, France and Britain buried centuries of 

rivalry, signing the Entente Cordiale.  They were primary motivated by the threat of Germany, which 

had been rapidly expanding its military and was increasingly engaged in provocative behaviour towards 

London and Paris.  

 

France was in the process of transforming most of Morocco into a protectorate and, beginning 1905, 

Germany started to interfere in Moroccan affairs in an attempt to gain leverage over France so as to gain 

concessions elsewhere.  Matters came to a head during the Agadir Crisis (April-November 1911), when 



Germany threatened to take military action in Morocco, supporting the countryôs sultan, in his bid to 

ward off French colonial domination.  Under German pressure, France blinked.  France agreed to cede 

vast territories in Central Africa to Germany in return for Berlin allowing France to essentially take over 

most of Morocco (an arrangement ratified aby the Treaty of Fes, March 30, 1912). 

Cameroonôs governor, Otto Geim, believed that the colonyôs development was severely hindered by the 

lack of access to the interior, a problem that the building of railroads could only partially remedy.  He 

reasoned that the colony needed access to the great partly navigable interior rivers, the Congo and 

Ubangi, that ran though French and Belgian territory to the east and south of Cameroon.  Gleim managed 

to convince the German foreign minister, Alfred von Kiderlen-Waechter, to compel France to cede 

massive territories to Cameroonôs east and south, as Germanyô price for permitting the Treaty of Fes.   

Under the Franco-German agreement, made in late 1911, France ceded 295,000 km² of land from its 

colony of French Equatorial Africa (French: Afrique-Équatoriale française, or the AEF), being parts of 

todayôs Chad, Central African Republic, the Republic of Congo and Gabon) to Germany, which was 

added to Cameroon to form óGrand Kamerunô, which ahd total areas of 760,000 km² (as opposed to old 

Kamerunôs 465,000 km²).    The new territories were called óNeukamerunô, and it gave Cameroon a port 

on the Ubangi River at Singa and another on the Congo River at Bonga, while the colony now wrapped 

around the Spanish domain of Río Muni to have additional seacoast at Ukoko.  Some of the more 

ambitious German Africa hands even hoped that the acquisition of Neukamerrun would be a prelude to 

annexing the Belgian Congo (which had a direct border with Grand Kamerun), reasoning that as such a 

large colony (the Belgian Congo) was too big for such small country (Belgium), so creating a huge trans-

African German realm that would extend from Douala to Dar-es-Salaam (in Deutsch-Ostafrika).  

On the other hand, as part of the 1911 deal, Germany ceded to France only a relatively small triangle of 

land, in the far northeast of Cameroon, in order to give the key French outpost of Fort Lamy 

(NôDjamena) increased hinterland.   

The Grand Kamerun arrangement proved to be unpopular with everyone (except perhaps Governor Geim 

and some colonial diehards).  In France, people were outraged by their governmentôs weakness under 

Teutonic pressure, surrendering so much territory (and severing the territorial integrity of the AEF).  In 

Germany, the óhawksô, believing that Berlin had Paris óover a barrelô in Morocco were angered that 

Kiderlen-Waechter ósquanderedô so much diplomatic capital on a what they considered to be a worthless 

expanse of malarial swamp and jungle; to them the notion of using it as a bridge to take over the Belgian 

Congo only meant gaining even more malarial swamp and jungle!  In the lead up to World War I, the 

Grand Kamerun settlement only encouraged France to avenge its honour lost at Agadir, while German 

war mongers only smelled Entente weakness, causing them to dream of even bigger concessions.  

 

WWIôs óKamerun Campaignô and the Fall of Grand Kamerun 

 

Upon the commencement of World War I, Britain and France were eager to invade and conquer 

Germanyôs African colonies.  On the other hand, the governments of the German African protectorates 

in (including Kamerun), knowing that they were severely outgunned, attempted to have their colonies 

remain neutral, while the powers duked it out in Europe.  However, Britain and France would hear none 

of it.   

In what became known as the Kamerun Campaign (August 6, 1914 to March 10, 1916), Britain invaded 

Kamerun from Nigeria, France moved in from Gabon and Chad, while the Belgians provided support 

from the Congo.  At the beginning of hostilities, France had forces in the region numbering over 20,000 

troops; the British could muster 7,000 men; while the Germans could barely gather even 1,800 

Schutztruppe to defend their massive colony.  On paper, the campaign should have been short work for 

the Entente, yet the Germans put up a much tougher than expected resistance.  

Carl Heinrich Zimmermann, the commander of the Schutztruppe, decided upon a defensive strategy, 

whereby he would allow the Entente forces to take most of the country, while his men held on to certain 

key fortresses.  He hoped that this would deplete the enemy and wear down their morale, so negating 

their inherent advantages, and eventually forcing them to withdraw.  The Germans were soon able to 

raise their numbers to 6,000 troops, upon the recruitment of indigenous fighters.  On the other side, the 

British command tended to be over-confident, seriously underestimating the German resistance, while 

the French and Belgians were mainly tasked with securing large expanses of undefended territory.  

A British force, under Brigadier General Frederick Hugh Cunliffe, attempted to take the German fortress 

of Mora, in the far north of Cameroon, but failed to breach its defenses, resulting in the lengthy Siege of 

Mora (August 26, 1914 to February 18, 1916).  This distracted and taxed British operations for the 

remainder of the campaign.   

Sensing British weakness, the Germans went on the offensive, attacking the British at the Battle of 

Nsanakong (September 6, 1914); the British force was decimated, with the remaining troops limping 

back to Nigeria.  

Next, the Germans mauled the British at the First Battle of Garua (August 29-31, 1914), to the south of 

Mora. 

While the British invasion of the northern interior of Cameroon was a disaster, the situation along the 

coast was quite different.  While the Germans had mined Doulaôs harbour, the British and French navy 

bombarded the city, such that the German garrison surrendered on September 27, 1914.  Meanwhile, 

French troops took the south coast, following the Battle of Ukoko (September 21, 1914). 

In the new year, the Germans held firm in their northern fortresses and the colonial capital of Jaunde 

(Yaoundé).  Emboldened, a German force even mounted a daring, albeit unsuccessful, raid into Nigeria, 

at the Battle of Gurin (April 29, 1915).  However, towards mid-year, the British stated to gain traction, 

winning the Second Battle of Garua (May 31 to June 10, 1915) while a combined Entente force was 

victorious at the Battle of Ngaundere (June 29, 1915), in central Cameroon.  However, General 

Cunliffeôs planned attack upon Jaunde had to be called off due to heavy rains.  Yet, the British managed 

to take a key German fort at the Battle of Banjo (November 4-6, 1915).   

By the end of 1915, French and Belgian forces had taken practically all of Neukamerun, while the 

British were preparing an assault upon Jaunde.  The Entente powers smelled victory and in February 

1916 they agreed upon the Picot Provisional Partition Line, whereby Cameroon would be partitioned by 

Britain and France.  Zimmerman realized that the ógig was upô,  Mora surrendered on February 18, and 

all the remaining German troops and civilians fled Cameroon to the neutral Spanish colony of Río Muni, 

where they were well treated, and allowed to return to Germany as free men, via the neutral Netherlands.  

The Versailles Conference (1919), which ordained the post-World War I settlement, confiscated 

Kamerun from Germany, and largely followed the conditions of the Picot Provisional Partition Line.  

Neukamerun was returned to French sovereignty, once again becoming part of French Equatorial Africa.  

A sliver of west-northwestern Cameroon, hugging the Nigerian border, running from Buea and Mount 

Cameroon and then diagonally into the interior, was placed under British rule as a League of Nations 

mandate, called óBritish Cameroonsô (which was subdivided into the Southern Cameroons and Northern 



Cameroons sections).  The remaining bulk of the country became óCamerounô, a French-ruled League of 

Nations mandate.  

Interestingly, in 1940, early in World War II, Hitler seriously considered regaining Germanyôs former 

colonies (including Kamerun), either through diplomatic means or by force.  However, Germanyôs 

failure during the Battle of Britain, as well as other pressing matters, caused the notion to be dropped.  

Cameroun became an independent nation in 1960, with the South Cameroons part of British Cameroon 

joining the country in 1961 (Northern Cameroons became part of an independent Nigeria, hitherto called 

the Sardauna Province).  

 

A Note on Rarity 

While there seem to be about two dozen or so examples of the present edition of Moiselôs Kamerun mit 

Togo in institutional examples, most of the holding libraries seem to have acquired their examples 

shortly after the map was issued, perhaps as general subscriber to Dietrich Reimerôs publications. 

The map is, however, very rare on the market; the only sales record we can trace is from a 2004 German 

auction. 

 

References: Staatsbibliothek zu Berlin: Kart. C 13403/15/1; Bayerische Staatsbibliothek: Mapp. XX,76 

du; British Library: Cartographic Items Maps.2017.d.497.; Bibliothèque nationale de France, 

département Cartes et plans, GE C-4369; OCLC: 164570686, 248561394. 
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Pierre JACOTIN  (1765 - 1827) . 

Carte topographique de lôEgypte et de plusieurs parties des pays limitrophes, levée pendant 

lôexp®dition de lôarm®e française, par les ingénieurs-géographes, les officiers du génie militaire, et les 

ingénieurs des ponts et chaussées, assujettie aux observations des astronomes, construite par M. 

Jacotin, colonel, au corps royal des ingénieurs-géographes militaires, gravée au dépôt général de la 

guerre, à lô®chelle de 1 millimètre pour 100 mètres. 

Paris: Dépôt Général de la Guerre, 1818. 

 

Copper engraving, dissected into 32 sections and mounted upon original linen, with contemporary map 

sellerôs blindstamp of óCh. Picquet à Parisô in upper left quadrant and contemporary sellerôs pastedown 

label of óArtariaô of Vienna to verso; housed in contemporary marbled card slipcase with bright red card 

spine with gilt title and tooling (Very Good, clean and crisp, just a very small stain on far left side, 

slipcase with minor shelf-wear), 126.5 x 83.5 cm (50 x 33 inches). 

 

An absolutely stellar example of the first broadly accurate map of Egypt and Palestine, 

predicated upon advanced trigonometric surveys undertaken by the cartographer Pierre 

Jacotin on the orders of Napoleon Bonaparte during the French occupation of Egypt, 

considered to be one of the great achievements of Enlightenment science. 

  



This is an unusually fine example of the first broadly accurate map of Egypt and Palestine, being the 

result of a grand Enlightenment project to scientifically map the region overseen by the cartographer 

Colonel Pierre Jacotin, on the orders of Napoleon Bonaparte, during the French occupation of Egypt.  

Jacotinôs mapping proved to be one of the most influential cartographic works of the modern era, 

guiding and inspiring travellers, soldiers, archaeologists and adventurers for generations.  

The beautifully engraved map embraces the Nile Valley from just above Aswan all the way down to the 

Delta on the Mediterranean, and the runs up to beyond Beirut and Damascus in the Levant, and then east 

to the outer reaches of the Arabian Desert.  The mapping of the Nile Valley and Delta, and the 

Mediterranean coast is extremely dense and accurate, labelling all cities and towns of note, as well as 

innumerable archaeological sites, while delineating the major roads.  By contrast, the charting of the 

desert regions beyond the coast and the major river valleys and caravan routes, is relatively sparing, as 

Jacotin was only able to survey the populated, or frequented areas.   

The map is an extremely valuable record, as it reveals the true locations of many of the most famous 

wonders of the ancient world for the first time.  The óSignes conventionelsô table, located below the title, 

explains the numerous symbols used to identify, all manner of manmade features, including pyramids, 

ruins, forts, windmills, bridges, as well as all kinds of topographic aspects.  Also, located at the top of the 

composition, is chart providing the geodetic coordinates for numerous locations taken by astronomical 

observations, as well as a chart translating key Arabic geographical terms into French, along with a 

guide to pronunciation.  

While the present map is not particularly rare, as many examples were issued due to high demand, the 

present offering is a maquis example, dissected and mounted upon fine dark linen, bearing the 

pastedown sellerôs label of the respected house of óArtariaô of Vienna, and housed within a fine 

decorative slipcase.   

 

Egyptianisme and Colonel Jacotinôs Grand Projet 

While the French Egyptian Campaign (1798-1801) was ultimately a military disaster and tragedy for 

many of the regionôs people, the invasion resulted in some truly momentous scientific and social 

achievements.  Fascinated by the wonders of Ancient Egypt, Napoleon Bonaparte deployed some of 

Franceôs brightest scientists, artists and archaeologists to the country to conduct an extremely well-

financed survey of Egyptôs culture, history, geography, and natural attributes, seeking to gain a panoptic 

view of a land that had always captured the European imagination, but nevertheless largely remained an 

enigma.  

Of particular note, Dominque Vivant Denon, the future head of the Louvre, surveyed many of the 

countryôs great archaeological sites, while 2,400 scholars, artists and printers worked for years on the 

Description de ló£gypte, a colossal encyclopaedia of the country that featured 894 elephant folio plates, 

published in parts between 1809 and 1829.  In the first decades of the 19th century, Egyptianisme became 

all the rage, with motifs of the ancient Nile influencing fashion, architecture and furniture design all over 

Europe.  

Going hand in hand with the Description, Napoleon commissioned the military cartographer Pierre 

Jacotin (1765ï1827) to map all of Egypt and ultimately much of Palestine (which the French briefly 

invaded) in a systematic manner, employing advanced trigonometric surveys, in a project called the 

óCarte de lô£gypteô.  This was an awesome undertaking, especially as Egypt had never before been  

  



mapped with any degree of accuracy.  Moreover, the territory was immense, the climate was often harsh, 

many of the locals were less that welcoming, and diseases stalked the country.  The work was so 

grueling and ambitious that it was nearly a miracle that in only two years (1799 ï 1800) Jacotinôs teams 

managed to survey the entire Nile from just above Aswan down to the Mediterranean, along with much 

of the coastal areas up through Palestine. 

It was originally intended that Jacotinôs óCarte de lô£gypteô would be published in short order; however, 

in 1808, before any aspects of the survey could be engraved, Napoleon ordered that the maps be 

classified ótop secretô and barred from publication.  The French emperor was then seeking to form an 

alliance with the Ottoman Empire, which nominally ruled Egypt, and it was thought that the 

dissemination of the surveys might offend the Sublime Porte.  

It was only after the Napoleonic Wars (1802-15) that the new French Royalist regime permitted the 

publication of Jacotinôs work.  The resulting Carte topographique de lôEgypte was issued in two forms.  

In an ultra large form, Jacotinôs survey was to be printed to a grand scale of 1:100,000, on 47 folio 

sheets, bound as an atlas.  The same survey was also the be reduced to a scale of 1:1,000,000, to show all 

of Egypt and Palestine in a single view, being the present map.  To be clear the present, reduced version 

of the survey was published both separately (as here), as well as being included in the atlas, as an 

overview map. 

For a fascinating experience, view the atlas version of the Carte topographique de lôEgypte, courtesy of 

the David Rumsey Map Collection: 

https://www.davidrumsey.com/luna/servlet/view/search?search=SUBMIT&cat=0&q=carte+egypte+jaco

tin&dateRangeStart=&dateRangeEnd=&sort=Pub_List_No_InitialSort%2CPub_Date%2CPub_List_No

%2CSeries_No&QuickSearchA=QuickSearchA 

Jacotinôs work had an enduring legacy, in that his maps served as the ógold standardô for the cartography 

of Egypt and western Palestine for generations, acting as vital guides for businessmen, tourists, military 

expeditions and archaeological discovery.   

Consequentially, Jacotinôs marking of the óVestiges du Canalô refering to the ancient canals that crossed 

the Suez Isthmus and connected the Nile to the Gulf of Suez, in part inspired Ferdinand de Lesseps to 

build the modern Suez Canal in 1858-1869.  Indeed, the Carte topographique de lôEgypte would not be 

fully  superseded until the Anglo-Egyptian regime re-surveyed the entire country from the 1880s.  

References: Bibliothèque nationale de France, département Cartes et plans, GE C-11298; 

David Rumsey Map Collection: 3964.005. Cf. Hisham KHATIB, Palestine and Egypt 

Under the Ottomans: Paintings, Books, Photographs, Maps and Manuscripts (New York: I.B. 

Tauris, 2003). 

 

1.800 EUR 

 

 

 

  

https://www.davidrumsey.com/luna/servlet/view/search?search=SUBMIT&cat=0&q=carte+egypte+jacotin&dateRangeStart=&dateRangeEnd=&sort=Pub_List_No_InitialSort%2CPub_Date%2CPub_List_No%2CSeries_No&QuickSearchA=QuickSearchA
https://www.davidrumsey.com/luna/servlet/view/search?search=SUBMIT&cat=0&q=carte+egypte+jacotin&dateRangeStart=&dateRangeEnd=&sort=Pub_List_No_InitialSort%2CPub_Date%2CPub_List_No%2CSeries_No&QuickSearchA=QuickSearchA
https://www.davidrumsey.com/luna/servlet/view/search?search=SUBMIT&cat=0&q=carte+egypte+jacotin&dateRangeStart=&dateRangeEnd=&sort=Pub_List_No_InitialSort%2CPub_Date%2CPub_List_No%2CSeries_No&QuickSearchA=QuickSearchA


млΦ WŀǾŀΣ LƴŘƻƴŜǎƛŀ 
/ƻƭƻǎǎŀƭ aŀǇ 
WŀƪŀǊǘŀ LƳǇǊƛƴǘ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Gijsbert Brandt HOOIJER (1848 - 1834). 

Etappe-Kaart van Java en Madoera. Schaal 1:500000. Te zamengesteld onder de leiding van den 

Luitenant-Kolonel van den Generalen Staf W.J. Havenga. Ridder der orde van den Nederlandschen 

Leeuw. Chef der Topograpische Dienst, door den Eersten Luitenant bij opgemelde dienst G. B. 

Hooijer. 

[Batavia (Jakarta): Topographische Dienst], 1878.  

 

Lithograph in colours, in 4 adjoining sheets each dissected into 8 sections and mounted upon original 

linen, with neat contemporary manuscript annotations in red pen and itineraries traced in pencil, housed 

in modern crimson cloth and card slipcase (Very Good, a couple barely noticeable red ink stains, light 

toning to panels along folds but overall clean and bright, some foxing to linen backing not affecting the 

map), each section: 83 x 61 cm (32.5 x 24 inches), if joined would measure approximately 83 x 230 cm 

(32.5 x 90 inches). 

 

A colossal transportation and military map of Java and Madura predicated upon the most 

recent scientific surveys, certainly the eraôs largest and finest work of its kind, drafted by 

the prominent soldier and author Gijsbert Brandt Hooijer, beautifully colour 

lithographed by the colonial topographical service in Batavia (Jakarta) ï a stellar 

example with contemporary manuscript additions tracing a lengthy itinerary - Rare.  

  



  



This is a gargantuan and beautifully designed transportation map of Java and Madura, drafted by then 

Lieutenant Gijsbert Brandt Hooijer, a Dutch army officer who subsequently became a well-known 

author on the affairs of the Dutch East Indies.  The map was published in very high-quality colour 

lithography by the Topographische Dienst (Topographical Service) in Batavia (Jakarta), which by this 

time possessed one of the most technologically advanced presses in Asia.   

Titled as an óEtappe-Kaartô, which roughly translates into óitinerary mapô, the map showcases the 

transportation system in Java and Madura in immense detail, predicated upon the most recent official 

information.  The óVerklarungô (Explanation), in the lower-left centre, identifies the numerous symbols 

used throughout the map.  Javaôs extreme landscape, with its numerous volcanic peaks, is captured in 

grand scale by fine hachures, while the coasts, rivers and swamplands an are all precisely charted in 

bright blue.  Across the island, which is divided into óResidentieô (roughly meaning ódistrictsô or 

ócountiesô), run post roads (marking the locations of post offices), secondary routes and trails; 

impressively the map provides the kilometric distances between every single village and junction along 

every route. Additionally, Dutch colonial administrative centres of varying levels are noted, as are 

military outposts and rest stops where travelling soldiers could spend the night.  The map also charts the 

locations of harbours and anchorages, as well as the routes of the steamship lines connecting the main 

ports.  The Verklarung also translates the acronyms used to express Bahasa geographical terms, 

translating them into Dutch.  

The map is also one of first great overviews of Javaôs incipient railway system that was being built in 

stages by the Nederlandsch-Indische Spoorweg Maatschappij (óNISô, Dutch East Indies Railway 

Company).  The Dutch East Indies became only the second country in Asia (after India) to have a 

railway, when a short line between Semarang and Kemijen was opened in 1864.  Of special note, the 

map shows the important line between Batavia and Buitenzorg (today Bogor), in the mountains to the 

south, that opened in 1873, so connecting the official colonial capital to the governorôs country residence 

and alternate administrative centre.  Meanwhile, as the map shows, the NIS was in the process of 

extending the lines in central Java, between Semarang, Surakarta and Yogyakarta.  The map predates the 

great Javanese railway boom of the 1880s and ó90s.  

Interestingly, in the upper centre of the composition, is an inset map showcasing Javaôs telegraph 

system, noting stations of various levels of importance, as well as international and local lines.  In the 

upper right corner, is a table marking the distances between 22 locations across the island.  

The present work is by far and away the eraôs finest and most detailed travel map of Java and and one of 

the most impressive maps to had been published in what is today Indonesia during the 19th century.  The 

map was primarily made for the use of Dutch army officers and civil servants who had cause to 

frequently travel the island.  Moreover, the map would also have been employed by businessmen and 

commodity traders.  While Java was hauntingly beautiful and culturally rich, it was also notoriously 

difficult to traverse in many places, due to the considerable distances, rugged topography and frequent 

rainstorms.  A masterfully accurate and clear travel aid was thus not merely a luxury, but a necessity.   

While the map, segmented on linen and folded, could be carried and consulted en route, examples would 

also had served as wall-hangings in army, government and corporate offices, used for logistical and 

strategic planning. 

Interestingly, the present example of the map features contemporary manuscript additions, including 

itineraries traced neatly in pencil and red pen traversing the length of the island.  The details show an 

arrival in Batavia, and visits to many key cities and towns, as well as excursions, such a climbing a 

volcano, along with a few manuscript annotations in red ink. 

This grand, expensive map was made during a lengthy period of economic prosperity for Java that 

extended from the 1840s until World War I.  The Dutch government had largely subdued local unrest 

since the Javanese War (1825-30), and improved governance and a seemingly endless commodities 

boom had virtually eliminated the famines which historically plagued the island.  As valuable plantations 

sprang up all across Java, and as villages grew into cities, the colonial authorities and their chosen 

private stakeholders invested heavily in in the road, and eventually rail, systems, such that by the time 

that the present map appeared most of the islandôs more populated centres could be reached with relative 

ease.  

At first glance, it seems that such a large, precisely colour lithographed map could only have been 

published in Europe.  However, in the late 1850s, the Dutch colonial authorities in Batavia starting 

importing the most advanced and expensive presses from Europe, manned by experienced printers, 

which allowed them to create grand maps of top-notch technical quality; only the Survey of India Office 

in Calcutta could rival their operations in Asia in terms of European-style printing.  While it was still 

more cost effective to print some ambitious publications at the Topographische Inrichting office in The 

Hague, it was most helpful that the colonial authorities in Batavia could charge the Topographische 

Dienst with printing vital manuscripts and texts for local use, such as the present map.  

 

Gijsbert Brandt Hooijer: Cartographer, Writer and Soldier in the Dutch East Indies 

Gijsbert Brandt Hooijer (1848 - 1834) was a prominent military figure and author on affairs in the Dutch 

East Indies.  He graduated from the Dutch Royal Military Academy, as second infantry lieutenant, in 

1869, and applied to serve in the what is today Indonesia.  

In December 1870, Hooijer arrived in Buitenzorg (today Bogor), Java, the important administrative and 

military base in the mountains south of Batavia.  A skilled draftsman, for the next several years, he was 

mainly tasked with drafting maps and topographical views based upon the latest survey and sketches 

arriving from the field.  The present work is by far and away his most impressive cartographic work, the 

result of many months of labour.  

As the present map was being brought to press in Batavia, Hooijer was transferred to serve in the Aceh 

War (1873 - 1904), the brutal, long-running Dutch attempt to conquer the northern tip of Sumatra.  In 

Aceh, Hooijer distinguished himself as a skilled diplomat and strategist, for which he was knighted in 

1880.    

Through the 1880s, Hooijer received continuous promotions and was posted in various locations in Java 

and Lombok, often running military reconnaissance expeditions.  He soon established himself as leading 

academic authority on variety of topics relating the Dutch East Indies and the role of the Dutch military 

in the region.  He gave many lectures and published numerous books, including works on Aceh, (with 

W. Cool) Een schoone bladzijde uit Atjehós geschiedenis (1889) and De verlaten posten op Groot-Atjeh 

(1897); on Lombok, (with W. Cool) De Lombok Expeditie (1896); the Guide to the Dutch East Indies 

(1897); and well as a guide to the Dutch East Indies section at the 1900 Paris Exposition Universelle 

Internationale.  

After many years of service in the East Indies, and attaining the rank of Lieutenant Colonel, Hoojier first 

retired to The Hague, and then to Merano, Italy.  



A Note on Rarity 

We can trace 7 institutional examples of the map, held by the Bibliothèque nationale de France, British 

Library; Bibliotheek Universiteit van Amsterdam; Universiteitbibliotheek Leiden; Staatsbibliothek zu 

Berlin; Sorbonne Université; and the Österreichische 

Nationalbibliothek (Vienna). 

References: Bibliothèque nationale de France: GE C-768; Bibliotheek Universiteit van Amsterdam: 

OTM: HB-KZL X C 7; Universiteitbibliotheek Leiden: KK 041-02-02/05; OCLC: 557817511, 

71457761; Mittheilungen aus Justus Perthesô Geographischer Anstalt, Band 24 (1878), p. 450; 

Registrande der Geographisch-Statistischen Abtheilung des Großen Generalstabes, Band 9 (Berlin, 

1879), p. 289. 
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оϸмЂ  йжϝ϶ϠϝϦЪ [KITABHANE-YI SUDI], BAB-I ALI CADDESI (ISTANBUL). 

ϝЧтϽвϜ пϠнзϮ пЫт  

[New South America] 

Istanbul:  Aladdin  Matba-sē, 1927. 

Colour off-set print (Good, some light staining, wear and some very minor loss along old folds, with 

some loss to upper blank margins) 63 x 94 cm (25 x 37 inches). 

 

A very rare, large format, separately issued map of  South America, that is perhaps the 

last great map of the continent to be printed in Ottoman Turkish script, with attractive 

colours and adorned with the flags of major African states and colonies, published in 

Istanbul for the Kitabhane-yi Sudi bookshop. 

 

This very rare and highly attractive large format map of South America was printed as one of series of 

separately issued maps of the continents made for the Kitabhane-yi Sudi, a bookshop located at the Bab-ē 

Ali  Caddesi in Istanbul.  Published in 1927, it is perhaps the last great map of Africa to have been 

printed in Ottoman script (which would be abolished by President Atatürk in early 1929, henceforth 

mandating that Latin letters be used for the Turkish language). 

The map is beautifully  adorned on both sides with flags, including (on the left, top to bottom:) Paraguay, 

Peru, Chile, Colombia, Venezuela; (on the right, top to bottom:) Argentina, Ecuador, Uruguay, Brazil, 

Bolivia.  

All of the maps from the Kitabhane-yi Sudi series of the continents are today very rare, as due to their 

large size and separate issue they have a low survival rate. 

550 EUR 

  


