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- We offer worldwide free shipping. 

- We cover the customs fees, provide all the paperwork and deal with the customs. We send outside the 

EU daily and we are used to taking over the control of exporting and importing. 

- For all the manuscripts, ordered from outside the EU, please give us approximately 10 days to deal 

with the additional paperwork. 

- We offer a 20% institutional discount.  

- We offer original researches and high resolution scans of our maps and prints, which we are happy to 

forward to the buyers and researchers on request. 

- For any questions, please e-mail us at: antiquariat@pahor.de. 

Stay safe, 

Daġa & Alex 

 

 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS IN THE TIME OF COVID -19: 

We continue working from our offices in an uninterrupted fashion and are available for all questions and 

orders per e-mail and telephone. 

We ship orders daily per Fedex free of charge, as usually. Most deliveries have proceeded normally, 

however there are sometimes delays of a few days to some parcels. 

 

SPECIAL NOTE FOR THE INSTITUTIONS AND CLIENTS, WHO CAN NOT RECEIVE 

PARCELS AT THE MOMENT:  

We would be happy to take your orders even if you can not receive mail or process the invoices at the 

moment. We will reserve the items for you and forward the parcels with the invoices once your 

institution reopens.  
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François de ROMEISER. 

ϹϮ ᴙйЇЧжтϹ дϜϽлА  [A New Map of Tehran] / Plan de la Ville Téhéran. 

Tehran: Saôadat and Akhavan Ketabchi, 1309 [1930]. 

Bi-chrome off-set print on 4 joined sheets (Very Good, clean and bright, just some wear along old folds 

with tiny holes at some fold vertices and some discreet repairs with archival tape applied from verso to 

minor partial separations along old folds), full sheet: 116 x 84 cm (45.5 x 33 inches), neatline: 98.5 x 

78.5 cm (39 x 31 inches). 

 

Exceedingly rare - a large format, separately issued work that is one of the most 

important and interesting of all historical maps of Tehran, being the last major map to 

show óOld Tehranô, before it was utterly transformed by the strongman Reza Shahôs 

revolutionary urban planning programme, while being the first to show the initial stages 

of the revolutionary new design; with text in both Farsi and French, the map was drafted 

by the French engineer François de Romeiser who was commissioned by the city to 

advise on the mega-project, including a wealth of information available nowhere else, 

published in Tehran by a local boutique firm.   

 

Reza Shah Pahlavi, a military strongman who became the ruler of Persia in 1925, was determined to 

radically modernize and industrialize his culturally rich and proud, but economically and technologically 

undeveloped country.  Key to this was his grand vision of utterly transforming Tehran, from what he saw 

as a chaotic, crowded oriental city with limited services, into a modern metropolis on a rational plan, 

inspired by the great European capitals. 

  



  



Up until the early 1930s, Tehran largely insisted of dense warrens or narrow, irregular streets, full of 

bazaars, and punctuated by a few magnificent gardens and places.  It was completely encircled by a wall 

that was not of a traditional form but was rather built in the 1870s due to the former Qajar regimeôs 

bizarre fascination with copying the óThiers Wallsô that barricaded Paris during the Franco-Prussian War 

(1870-1).  Tehran was also surprisingly small for the capital of such a large and storied nation; in 1930 it 

had a population of only 250,000.   

In some ways, the Shahôs hand was forced, as big changes were necessary for the city it was totally unfit 

for the expected proliferation of automobiles and trams, as well as modern industry and electricity and 

sewage systems.  

Reza Shah, inspired especially by Paris, but also by Ankara, the reconstructed new capital of Turkey, 

was determined to radically transform Tehran in something totally unrecognizable.  The overall plan to 

was to dramatically widen the few existing streets that were relatively strait, and then to carve new wide 

strait avenues through the existing old city, aiming to form a roughly even grid over the entire area.  The 

old open sewers and ditches would be covered by sidewalks and lined with trees, while large new 

squares would be opened, graced with grand public buildings and monuments.  The city walls would be 

demolished, opening Tehran to its suburbs, forcing energy outwards, to alleviate pressure on the centre.  

Modernist zoning codes would be introduced to make the city pleasant and efficient.  As he did to many 

ancient things in Persia, Reza Shah ordered that virtually anything in the way of his new boulevards was 

to bull-dozed, whether it be a grim tenement or a Qajar Palace.  

Reza Shah hired dozens of the best engineers, architects and construction firms to advise and enact his 

vision.  He also reformed the fiscal laws to allow Tehran to access significant additional state finds to 

support the urban revolution.  

 

The Present Map in Focus  

The present bilingual (Farsi-French) map was issued in November 1930, and was drafted by the French 

engineer François de Romeiser, who was an advisor to the Tehran City Council on urban planning.  It 

was published in Tehran in a charming form of bi-chrome off-set printing by the boutique house of 

Saôadat and Akhavan Ketabchi.  Predicated upon the best official information, the map is highly 

important in that it is both the last grand map of Tehran to showcase the old city, while being the first to 

depict the initial stages of Tehranôs transformation.  

The city is shown to still be encircled by its 1870s walls, with the vast majority of óOld Tehranô 

remaining undisturbed, with its dense warren of streets.  The Qajar palace complex occupies the dead 

centre, while the cityôs 9 óArrondissementsô (numbered wards) are labelled.  This stands in stark contrast 

to the first stirrings of the Shahôs urban revolution, executed in 1927-9, where one can clearly see that 

the relatively strait major thoroughfares in the northern and southern ends of the city have been widened, 

while a few new squares, roundabouts and the beginnings of new wide aveneues are evident (mainly in 

the southern and northern parts of the city).  

The óL®gendeô below the map reveals a great wealth of fascinating information.  Importantly, it 

identifies the órues project®es et elargissementsô (projected streets and widening of existing streets), 

showing dashed lines projecting thorough the city to reveal the Shahôs planned new avenues.  The lines 

seem to transcend the old city without any regard for what was in their way, and this is largely how 

things would unfold in the coming years.  

Also explained, are the symbols employed to mark police district boundaries, police stations and 

railways.  Amazingly, the list at the bottom locates and specifically names an amazing 124 sites by both 

number and grid-key reference, including the Golestan Palace (no. 5, a fabulous complex, today a 

UNESCO site); arsenal; post offices; government ministries and bureaus; Parliament (no. 26); clubs; 

many diplomatic missions; hotels; banks; mosques; churches; Synagogue (no. 74); schools; railway 

station; hospitals; the Grand Bazaar (no. 107); as well as the names of the gates in the city walls.  

During the 1930s, the Shahôs plan was realized as the grand boulevards were carved through the city 

pretty much as predicted by the present map.  The walls and its gates were entirely demolished, parts of 

the Golestan Palace complex were taken down, and the Grand Bazaar was divided in half.  Impressive 

new public buildings, made in modern style but inspired by classical Persian motifs, graced squares and 

roundabouts.   

Tehran experienced hyper-economic growth, attracting migration from across the country, such that by 

1941, the year the Reza Shah was deposed (by the WWII Allies for backing Hitler) the cityôs population 

in 1930 had more than doubled, to 540,000.  As the Shah had wanted, the inner city had become much 

more open, livable and packed with all the same amenities found any Western European city.  New 

suburban neighbourhoods sprang up and many of Tehranôs residents entered the middle class.  An 

observer who visited the city in 1921, and who returned in 1941, commented that Tehran was completely 

unrecognizable! 

For a time, it seemed that the new Tehran was much better than the old.  However, the city began to 

grow so rapidly that by the 1970s, the expansion started to outrun the urban plan, leading to terrible 

congestion and pollution.  Yet without the 1920s-30s urban revolution the situation would certainly have 

been much worse.  Today Tehran has a population of 9 million in the city proper (and 16 million metro), 

such that it faces many of the same problems as other great global megacities. 

 

A Note on Rarity 

The present work is one of seminal historical maps of Tehran.  Like all large format separately issued 

plans of the city issued before the Sahab firm popularized map printing in Iran in the 1950s, it is 

exceedingly rare.   

We cannot trace any other examples of the map in institutions outside of Iran, not can we find any sales 

records.  There are certainly seems to be a few examples in Iranian institutions, although we have not 

been able to ascertain exactly where.  

References: No other examples traced outside of Iran. Citations in Literature: 

Francesco CHIODELLI, Beatrice DE CARLI, Maddalena FALLETTI, Cities to be Tamed? Spatial 

Investigations across the Urban South (Cambridge, 2014), Chapter ó2. Tehran, A Paradigmatic Urban 

Formô, esp. pp. 248-50, map pictured on Fig. 2.  Cf. Vincent F. COSTELLO, óThe Morphology of 

Tehran: A Preliminary Studyô, Built Environment: Eastern Urban Form and Culture, vol. 24, no. 4 

(1998), pp. 201-16; Eckart EHLERS and Willem FLOOR, óUrban Change in Iran, 1920-1941ô, Iranian 

Studies, vol. 26, no. 3/4 (Summer - Autumn, 1993), pp. 251-75; Asma MEHAN, óñTabula Rasaò 

Planning: Creative Destruction and Building a New Urban Identity in Tehranô, Journal of Architecture 

and Urbanism, vol. 41, no. 3 (2017), pp. 210ï20.  

SOLD 
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GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY.   

Map shewing the G.I.P. Railway. Chief Connections and Through Routes Calcutta (via Jubbulpore or 

via Nagpur), Lucknow, Delhi, Agra, Kalka (for Simla), Lahore, Rawalpindi, Peshawar, Quetta & 

Kurrachee (via Itarsi), Hyderabad, Madras, Bangalore, Mettupalaiyam (for Ootacamund), Calicut.  

London: Waterlow & Sons Limited, November 1911. 

 

Braodside, colour lithograph (Good, even foxing and some light stains, a few minor tears along edges, 

lovely colours), 50 x 41 cm (19.5 x 16 inches). 

 

An exceedingly rare survivor ï a cartographic broadside (poster) promoting the Great 

Indian Peninsula Railway (GIPR), Asiaôs first and most important railroad, providing the 

pioneering rapid links across the Indian Subcontinent, it was a major nexus of global 

transportation and a key inspiration for Jules Verneôs óAround the World in Eighty Daysô 

ï a lovely ephemeral work of colour lithography ï seemingly unrecorded. 

 

This beautiful colour lithographed cartographic broadside (poster) is a stellar artefact of the golden age of rail 

transport in India.  It was made in 1911 to promote the Great Indian Peninsula Railway (GIPR), Asiaôs first 

railroad, which came to provide the first rapid links across the India, utterly transforming the Subcontinent, 

economically, politically and socially.  The GIPR was also one of the transformative innovations (along with the  

  



Suez Canal and the U.S.ôs Central Pacific Railroad) that around 1870 revolutionized global travel, being one of 

Jules Verneôs primary inspirations for Around the World in Eighty Days (1872).   

The work is dominated by a map showcasing all of India, with the legend below the title explaining the symbols 

used throughout to identify: the GIPRôs main, or trunk lines,  expressed as red lines, including óOpen Double 

Linesô (bold red tracked lines) and óThrough Routesô (bold red lines); óConnected Through Ry. Linesô (bold black 

lines); óOther Railway Linesô (thin black lines); óRailways under Constructionô (intermittent black lines); óLines 

Projectedô (dotted lines); óJunctions between Foreign Linesô (double hollow dots); and óCoal Fieldsô (bold double 

dots). 

Of particular note, the trunk line running from Bombay to Calcutta via Allahabad (completed in 1870) was the 

first trans-Indian rail link, transforming a traditionally arduous journey into a relatively quick and smooth ride.  

This line, plus the trunk line from Bombay to Madras (opened in 1871) and the major branch from Jubbulpore to 

Calcutta (via Nagpur) unlocked the latent natural and human resources wealth of Indiaôs interior, sparking the 

Industrial Revolution in many areas, while and bringing cash crops to the global market.   

Since the 1870s, the GIPR had grown in leaps and bounds to become by far and away Asiaôs most important and 

busiest railway system.  By the time that the present poster was made, the GIPRôs branches and affiliated lines 

reached all corners of the Subcontinent, forming the backbone of the Indian economy, while during World War I it 

would play a major role in the Entente military effort. 

The inset map, in the lower right corner, óIsland of Bombay Local Serviceô, details the GIPRôs vast and elaborate 

world-class system of facilities at its main hub.  The nucleus is the Victoria Terminus (today called the 

Chhatrapati Shivaji Maharaj Terminus), a colossal Gothic Revival edifice, while the map details the numerous 

stations, sidings and wharfs that provided the interface between terrestrial (domestic) and maritime (international) 

transportation routes.    

The composition is fittingly completed by the lovely pictorial vignette in the lower left corner, depicting a GIPR 

locomotive roaring into station, surmounted by the railwayôs corporate arms and the Union Jack. 

 

A Note on Rarity 

Perhaps not surprisingly, the present broadside seems to be unrecorded ï we cannot find even a glancing mention, 

let alone the location of another example.  Indeed, as an ephemeral work meant to be displayed at trains stations, 

travel offices and on billboards, it would have had an incredibly low survival rate, while nearly all examples 

displayed in India would have perished due to conditions and climate.  

 

The GIPR: Asiaôs Most Important Railway and an Inspiration for Jules Verneôs Around the World 

in Eighty Days 

In the mid-19th Century, the economic development of India and the effectiveness of British colonial 

control of the Subcontinent was hindered by the extreme difficulty of traversing the country.  It took 

many days, even weeks, to travel from one of the presidential capitals (Calcutta, Bombay, Madras) to 

places in the hinterland.  Moreover, due to highly adverse currents and winds, sailing around India was 

challenging, such that a trip from Bombay to Calcutta, either by sea or land, was often an ordeal to be 

dreaded.  Yet, Indiaôs interior regions, notably the Deccan Plateau, were home to vast agrarian (cotton, 

silk, spices, sugar, opium etc.) and mineral (coal, precious gems, etc.) wealth, yet these riches could 

often not be profitably exploited, for the infrastructure was poor and the distances too great.  Many 

promising regions languished in poverty, as their potential remained latent.  Moreover, when famines 

occurred, it was often impossible for the authorities to move in aid, while colonial troops and civil  

  



servants frequently could not fulfil their duties or respond to crises.  The disconnect between Bombay 

and the Arabian Sea coasts verses the interior was especially acute, as the mountains of the Western 

Ghats acted as an effective wall to transportation; some places even less than 100 km from Indiaôs west 

coast could be reached only after arduous journeys of many days.   

Fortunately, a group of visionaries in London recognized that India could take a great leap forward if it 

developed a railway system.  From 1845, a syndicate led by Robert Stephenson, the pioneer of the 

locomotive, envisaged building a railway from Bombay into the interior, and perhaps one day providing 

trans-subcontinental links, connecting Bombay with both Calcutta and Madras.  The syndicate found a 

staunch ally in Lord Dalhousie, the Governor-General of India from 1848 to 1856, who ensured that they 

were able to formally incorporate the Great Indian Peninsula Railway (GIPR) in 1849.   

The GIPR was the first, and eventually, the most important railroad in Asia.  The initial completed 

segment of the line was the modest route from Bombay to Thane, opened in 1853.  From there, under the 

direction of the immensely talented engineer, James John Berkeley, the GIPR was extended into the 

interior from Bombay, initially along two planned routes, the  óNorth East Divisionô, which was to run 

up to Jubbulpore (Jabalpur, Madhya Pradesh), connecting with the East India Railway, so providing a 

connection to Calcutta, while the óSouth East Divisionô was to run down to Raichore (Raichur, 

Karnataka), connecting with the Madras Railway, so forming a connection with Madras.   

Importantly, the U.S. Civil War (1861-5) caused the collapse of the cotton supply to Manchesterôs all-

important textile mills.  The GIPR engineers successfully raced to complete the lines into the Deccan, so 

as to open up vast new cotton supplies, so saving the Lancashire mills from economic collapse.  

Meanwhile, the GIPR opened a new line, branching off the main Bombay-Calcutta trunk, at Jalgaon 

(Maharashtra), which set a course to the east, known as the óMidland Divisionô.  

The completion of the GIPRôs North East Division line, from Bombay to Calcutta (via Allahabad) on 

March 7, 1870, represented transformative event in the history of India.  For the first time, one could 

traverse the Subcontinent in a short period of time, while unlocking the riches of its interior.  Not to be 

overshadowed, in 1871, the GIPR completed the South East Division line, providing a connection from 

Bombay to Madras. 

The completion of the GIPRôs main lines had an utterly transformative impact upon India.  Traditionally 

impoverished, isolated areas suddenly found themselves closely connected to international markets, 

fueling hyper-economic development and reducing poverty, while peoples who had almost no contact 

with outsiders, were now connected and cross-influenced, for better or worse.   

Within a short time, the GIPR led many parts of India to enter the Industrial Revolution, as the countryôs 

natural and human resources were applied to manufacturing.  Most famously, in 1874, the railway 

allowed Jamsetji Tata to found and make a stellar success of the Empress Cotton Mill in Nagpur (along 

the Midland Division line), the forerunner of the Tata Group, today one of the worldôs greatest industrial 

conglomerates.   

On a global scale, the GIPRôs trans-subcontinental reach was one of the three seminal developments in 

global travel that occurred within roughly the same year.  The completion of the Suez Canal and the 

Central Pacific Railroad (the first railway crossing North America, from New York to San Francisco), 

which both occurred in 1869, combined with the completion of the GIPRôs Bombay-Calcutta line, 

shaved many months off any global tour.  The GIPR was specifically cited by Jules Verne as one of his 

main inspirations for writing Around the World in Eighty Days (1872), and some of Phileas Foggôs most 

colourful adventures occurred along the railway. 

From the 1870s onwards, the GIPR went from strength to strength, absorbing subsidiary lines, while 

concluding óworking agreementsô with other railways, giving the them full or partial control over major 

routes, including the key trunk line running through the north and northwestern parts of India as far as 

Peshawar.  The GIPR also expanded its facilities in Bombay, completing the Victoria Terminus, the 

grandest train station in Asia, as well as elaborate sidings and wharfs, making the Bombay one of the 

worldôs busiest commercial ports.  The GIPR expanded so rapidly, that eventually only the direct 

involvement of the crown could adequately support its growth, such that the railway was taken over by 

the Indian Government in 1900. 

 

The present broadside map was made in 1911, when the GIPR was undergoing a great process of 

expansion, for the lines under its control grew from covering 1,562 miles (2,514 km) in 1905 to 2,553 

miles (4,109 km) in 1918.  As the map shows, the GIPRôs coverage extended to virtually every corner of 

the subcontinent, making it the backbone of Indian transportation and economic development.  During 

World War I, the GIPR was one of the Entente Powersô most important conduits of war material, 

supplies and troops, without which the conflict may had turned out differently.  

Ironically, the GIPR, which was intended to enable the British Raj to more effectively control India, 

turned out to be one of the causes of its undoing.  Before the railroads, the culturally and linguistically 

diverse peoples of the Subcontinent had limited contact with each other, or, as in many cases were 

divided by ancient rivalries that exceeded any resentments they may have held towards the British; there 

was no sense of shared identity.  However, the railway system, and the GIPR in particular, allowed 

peoples from all across the country to interact, leading to the rise of a form of national consciousness (or 

rather dual national identities, resulting in India and Pakistan).  Moreover, Indian Independence activists 

could now traverse the Subcontinent, bringing their message to faraway provinces.  In this context, the 

railways undermined the ódivide and conquerô strategy that had hitherto allowed the Raj to rule a land 

that was dramatically larger than Britain.   

In 1951, in the wake of Indian Independence, the GIPR was merged into the Indian Railway, the 

governmental railroad monopoly, although it maintained a distinct identity as the óCentral Railwayô.  

Today the GIPR lines are still in use as the most important part of the worldôs second busiest Railway 

system (Indian Railways handles over 1.2 billion passenger-kilometers of traffic per year, behind only 

the Chinese system). 

 

References: N / A ï Seemingly Unrecorded. 
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OTTOMAN MILITARY SURVEY OFFICE.  

Montenegro 

Istanbul: Erkan-ē Harbiye Dairesi, Coĵrafya Cemiyeti Askeriyesi [Imperial Military State College, 

Military Survey Office], 1291 Rumi Calendar [1875]. 

Lithograph originally coloured in outline and dissected into 24 sections and mounted upon original white 

linen, accompanied by a contemporary black linen slipcase with gilt lettering (Very Good, just some 

very light toning, slipcase partly split), 105 x 105 cm (41.5 x 41.5 inches). 

 

Extremely rare ï the finest printed Ottoman map of Montenegro and the surrounding 

region ever created, the culmination of forty years of advanced military and boundary 

surveys, produced by the Ottoman Military Survey Office in Istanbul in 1875, on the eve 

of the MontenegrinïOttoman War 1876 to 1878, which marked the Turksô last stand in 

the land they called Karadaĵ and the complete independence of the Montenegrin nation. 

 

This stellar map is the finest printed Ottoman map of Montenegro and the surrounding regions ever 

created and is predicated upon the finest military and civilian sources.  One of the great masterpieces of 

the cartography of the Balkans, it was compiled by the Ottoman Military Survey Office in Istanbul and 

published in 1875, on the eve of the MontenegrinïOttoman War of 1876 to 1878, during which 

Montenegro defeated the Ottoman armies to secure its full intercedence after almost 400 years of 

Turkish rule.  The map was made exclusively for the use of senior Ottoman military officers and 

administrators who would had the misfortune of overseeing the conflict on behalf of the Sublime Porte.  



The map is centred upon what was then the Principality of Montenegro, a small autonomous state that 

was still a de jure part the Ottoman Empire.  The mountainous, landlocked country was then 

dramatically smaller than the modern republic of Montenegro; Ottoman Montenegro had a land area of 

only 4,405 kmĮ, versus the 13,812 kmĮ of todayôs state.  Importantly, key areas of todayôs country, such 

as the Adriatic coast, including the ports of Cattaro (Kotor) and Bar, as well Podgorica (the national 

capital) were then not part of the country.  Ottoman Montenegro then consisted merely of the highlands 

surrounding the small capital city of Cetinje.  The contemporary boundaries of Montenegro are very 

carefully demarcated upon the map, by pricked lines, following very precise scientific surveys executed 

by international teams of professional engineers.  

The scope of the map extends to the northwest as far as Dubrovnik (today in Croatia) and down south as 

far as Shkodër (Albania) and up north and east to take in parts of Hercegovina, Serbia and Kosovo.  

The map is dramatically more detailed and accurate than any existing maps of the region, especially with 

respect to its depiction of Montenegro.  Every town and small village is carefully labelled, while all 

roads are delineated.  The aspects of elevation in this heavily mountainous region are expressed through 

delicate hachures.  The map is an extremely sophisticated, even an ideal, tool to aid military movement 

or civil administration.  

The cartographic inset in the upper left features the vicinity of the Battle of the Ostrog Monastery in 

1862, whereupon the Ottoman army crushed the Montenegrin forces, before occupying Cetinje.  This 

was perhaps included, in part, to harken back to better days for the Ottomans, urging them to repeat this 

achievement in the expected showdown to come (which was not to be!). 

Historical Context: Montenegroôs Struggle for Full Independence 

Montenegro is a Slavic Orthodox Christian country that from the late 15th Century to the 1878 was a de 

jure part of the Ottoman Empire.  Although its enjoyed extensive autonomy over its internal affairs, by 

the mid-19th Century Montenegro continually pressed for its full independence from the Sublime Porte, 

sometimes resorting to armed conflict.   

The modern cartography of Montenegro commenced in 1836, when Colonel Fedor von Karacsay, a 

Hungarian military engineer, who was then the Austrian garrison commander of the nearby port of 

Cattaro (Kotor), was permitted to map the country by its ruler Petar II Petroviĺ-Njegoġ, with whom had 

formed a personal friendship.  This resulted in the publication of Karacsayôs Carte du Pays de 

Montenegro dress®e dôapr¯s les op®rations g®od®tiques sur les lieux et recherches les plus soigneuses 

(Vienna, circa 1838), the first broadly accurate map of Montenegro.  While not a precisely accurate 

rendering, because Karacsay did not have time to conduct a full range of systematic trigonometrical 

surveys, it is nevertheless a highly impressive work whereupon the geographical identity of Montenegro 

came into view for the first time.   

Over the next thirty or so years several wars and insurrections occurred in Montenegro, as well in 

neighbouring regions such as Albania and Hercegovina.  The Ottoman armies that travelled northwards 

to confront these challenges were accompanied by skilled military engineers who made stellar 

manuscript maps that were taken back to Istanbul, where they were stored at the Ottoman Military 

Survey Office.  Likewise, the Montenegrin court commissioned maps for both cadastral and military 

purposes.  Evidence suggests that especially fine maps were made under the auspices of Henri Delarue, a 

French mathematician and geodesist, who once worked at the Paris Observatory, and who served as the 

secretary to the Montenegrin court during the late 1850s.  Moreover, the Austrian military, which ruled 

neighbouring Dalmatia made many excellent surveys that touched upon the Montenegrin borderlands.  

As the issue of Montenegroôs boundaries with its neighbours was a severe ongoing source of diplomatic 

and military tension, in 1858 the great European powers set up a Boundary Commission to map the 

countryôs frontiers to the highest scientific standards.  International teams of professional engineers, 

employing the most advanced equipment, were deployed along the borderlands.  While the work was 

often interrupted by warfare, as well as violent attacks from civilians who resented the óintrusionô upon 

their lands, by the late 1860s, the commission surveyors had succeeded in mapping much of 

Montenegroôs peripheries to stellar geodetic standards. 

In the summer of 1875, the Serbian community in Hercegovina (which was closely allied to 

Montenegro) broke out in what became known as the Herzegovina Uprising (1875-8).  This caused a 

dramatic escalation in tensions between the Sublime Porte and Cetinje.  Correctly anticipating that the 

situation in the region was soon to explode into a broader conflict, the Ottoman military commissioned 

the present map.  

The highly skilled draftsmen at the Ottoman Military Survey Office combed through all the Ottoman 

military manuscript maps made over the last few decades, selecting only the best and most accurate 

representations of each area.  They had access to all the copies of the Montenegro Boundary 

Commission surveys, which were of peerless quality.  They also consulted the Austrian surveys of the 

adjacent coastal areas, and likely also Montenegrin manuscript maps captured when the Ottoman army 

occupied Cetinje in 1862.   

By carefully combining these stellar sources, they created the eraôs finest map of the Montenegro and the 

surrounding lands, marking the apogee of the Ottoman cartography of the region.  It ranks as one of the 

greatest maps of any part of the Balkans ever made, and it would not be superseded for some years.   

As the unparalleled accuracy of the present map made it militarily sensitive, only a small, number of 

examples would have been issued, exclusively for the use of senior Ottoman military commanders and 

civil administrators.   When Montenegro rebelled against the Sublime Porte for the last time, in what 

became known as the MontenegrinïOttoman War (1876-8), Ottoman commanders would surely have 

carried examples of the present map into the field where it would have been vitally useful.  Nonetheless, 

overwhelmed by the greater conflict that became the Russo-Ottoman War of 1877-8, the Ottomans were 

decisively defeated in Montenegro.  At the Treaty of Berlin (1878) they were compelled to recognize 

Montenegroôs complete independence.  Thus, the present map is a glorious artefact from the Turksô last 

stand in the land they called Karadaĵ. 

 

A Note on Rarity 

 

The present map is exceedingly rare; we have not been able to trace references to any other examples.  

The map would have been issued by the War Ministry Press in only a very small print run exclusively 

for high-level official use.  While examples of the map would have been much valued during their time, 

the survival rate of such large works is incredibly low.  

 

Historical Context: The Sublime Porte and the Rise of an Independent Montenegro 

 

Montenegro is a Slavic, Orthodox Christian country centred in what ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƛƻǊ ƻŦ ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ ǊŜǇǳōƭƛŎΦ  Lǘ 

was conquered by the Ottoman Empire in the late 15th Century.  The Sublime Porte eventually  

  



  



organized the territory into the Vilayet (Province) of Montenegro, although the local populous 

Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳŀƭƭȅ ǊŜǎƛǎǘŜŘ /ƻƴǎǘŀƴǘƛƴƻǇƭŜΩǎ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅΦ 

From 1696, Montenegro was ruled by the Prince-Bishops (Metropolitans / Vladika) of Cetinje, of the 

Petroviĺ-Njegoġ dynasty, who exercised considerable autonomy under the aegis of the Ottomans.  From 

1711, the prince-bishopsô authority over the region was augmented, and the country became internally 

self-governing, although it had to submit to Ottoman authority in external and military affairs.   

Landlocked Montenegro was hemmed in by neighbours, the peƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƻŦǘŜƴ ƘŀŘ ΨŎƻƳǇƭƛŎŀǘŜŘΩ 
relations with the Montenegrins ς it was tough neighbourhood!  The great Adriatic port of Cattaro 
όYƻǘƻǊύ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ wŜǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ ±ŜƴƛŎŜΣ ǘƘŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴǎΩ old nemesis.  To the south was 
Ottoman Albania; while the Montenegrins had sometimes formed alliances with certain tribes in the 
Shkodër area, they were often at odds with the Albanians.  On the other hand, the ethnic Serbians in 
Hercegovina to the north, and Serbia to the northeast, were the cultural brothers of the Montenegrins, 
and it was in these directions that Cetinje both looked for and gave support.  

Metropolitan Petar I Petroviĺ-Njegoġ (reigned 1784 ï 1830) was a strong leader who boldly challenged 

Ottoman authority while modernizing the country.  While not going so far as to technically declare 

Montenegroôs independence from Constantinople, he won several military confrontations against 

Ottoman forces, expanding his principalityôs boundaries.  Importantly, he was the first modern 

Montenegrin leader to successfully leverage his countryôs ties, in a political and military sense, to Serbia 

and its rising independence movement, while seeking Russian backing as a counterweight to the Sublime 

Porte.   

In the years following the Congress of Vienna (1814-5), which reordered European politics in the wake 

of the defeat of Napoleon Bonaparte, Montenegro transitioned from being a backwater into a key piece 

on the grand continental chessboard.  The Ottomans regarded Montenegro as a renegade province that 

while, in and of itself, was far more trouble than it was worth, it nevertheless straddled their valued 

possessions of Albania and Bosnia & Hercegovina.  Accordingly, the outright succession of Montenegro 

could not be permitted.  Moreover, during the prevailing Ottoman Tanzimat Era (1839-76), the Sublime 

Porte strived to tighten its authority over its European possessions, a programme which naturally clashed 

with the prevailing direction of Montenegro.  Under these circumstances, tension, if not outright military 

conflict, between Montenegro and the Ottomans was inevitable.   

Beyond its ethnic affinity for Montenegro, Russia saw the principality as one of the Sublime Porteôs 

greatest geopolitical vulnerabilities and was determined to support Cetinjeôs ambitions as much as 

possible to any point just short of becoming directly involved any war in the Western Balkans.  

Habsburg Austria, which had assumed control of Dalmatia, including the port of Cattaro (Kotor), which 

the Montenegrins quietly coveted, was usually eager to avoid conflict, as that would imperil its difficult-

to-defend coastal possessions.  However, during the 1850s, supposed incursions by Montenegrins and 

Herzegovinian rebels into Austrian territory, as well as Cetinjeôs alleged links to anti-Habsburg Slavic 

activists in Dalmatia, caused tensions to rise almost to the boiling point.   

In early 1858, the Austrians attempted, with limited success, to incite the ethnic Croatians living around 

Cattaro and Ragusa to create a buffer zone protecting these ports from the escalating conflict in 

Hercegovina and Montenegro.  Moreover, tensions between France and Austria played out in the region 

as both nations came to oppose each other in the short, but sharp, Second Italian War of Independence 

(1859). 

Meanwhile, Britain, from its bases in Malta and Corfu was the dominant naval power in the Adriatic and 

Eastern Mediterranean.  While not particularly interested in Montenegro, in and of itself, in the era of 

óThe Great Gameô Whitehall was utterly paranoid about any possibility that Russia could gain control of 

a port on the Mediterranean.  As a bellwether ally of Constantinople, it worked to frustrate Montenegroôs 

independence movement, lest the country be used as a forward Russian base; however, it was careful to 

do this softly so as not to alienate Slavic entities in the Balkans.  

Since 1851, Montenegro was ruled by Metropolitan Danilo Petroviĺ-Njegoġ (1826-60), a dashing and 

courageous leader who was determined to modernize his country and finally gain its complete and 

formal independence from the Ottoman Empire.  In 1852, emboldened after a successful diplomatic 

mission to St. Petersburg, he declared himself the Knjaz (Prince) Danilo I, secularizing his role in a more 
progressive fashion.  He quickly galvanized his authority upon beating back a Turkish invasion of his 
county during the Ottoman-Montenegrin War of 1852-3.  Lƴ мурр ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ Ψ5ŀƴƛƭƻΩǎ /ƻŘŜΩΣ ǘƘŜ 
ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ ǎŜŎǳƭŀǊ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ōŜƎŀƴ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ǘƘŜ ōǳǊŜŀǳŎǊŀǘƛŎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ 
(hopefully imminent) independence.  

Importantly, Danilo was determined to not only gain Montenegroôs independence, but to expand its 

territory to include parts of neighbouring jurisdictions that had a Slavic Orthodox majority.  The desire to 

realize óGreater Montenegroô was not only done out of an emotional sense of irredentism, but also out of 

a realization that the principalityôs current boundaries were insufficient to support its future defence and 

economic development.  Notably, Montenegro wanted to assume control over parts of southern and 

eastern Hercegovina, as well as gaining a window to the sea at the port of Bar.  Many Montenegrins also 

dreamed of one day annexing Kotor and parts of Northern Albania including Shkodër, although it was 

dangerous to openly express such sentiments.  

IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ 5ŀƴƛƭƻ ƘŀŘ ŀ ƳŀƧƻǊ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳΦ  wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ ŎŀƭŀƳƛǘƻǳǎ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /rimean War (1853-6), 
whereby St. Petersburg was throttled by an alliance of Britain, France and the Ottoman Empire, 
ensured that she was in no position to provide effective support to Montenegro.  The prince knew that 
his ambitions for his tiny state would be snuffed out without the sponsorship of a major global power.  

France was then ruled by Emperor Napoleon III (reigned, 1852-70), who, inspired by the example of his 

uncle and namesake, executed an ambitious and aggressive foreign policy.  France mounted military 

interventions in a variety of locations across the globe, while working to augment its ósoft powerô (i.e. 

economic and diplomatic) in other places, such as the Balkans.   

France had a vital interest in the affairs of the Western Balkans.  She saw herself as natural ally of 

various of the regionôs stakeholders (for example, Roman Catholics) and in an era when shipping was 

still key, these lands occupied a strategically vital position, guarding the entrance to the Adriatic Sea.  

While France was the Sublime Porteôs oldest Western ally, ever since François I and Suleiman the 

Magnificent forged an accord in 1536, it was not against manipulating the relationship for its own gains, 

sometimes to the great detriment of Constantinople.  The vacuum created by Russiaôs travails 

represented an unprecedented opportunity to move into the Balkans in a big way, displacing St. 

Petersburg as the main external influence upon the region.  France was able to use its role as a ócultural 

superpowerô to its advantage; many key Balkan figures were Francophiles, and some had even lived and 

studied in France.  In some cases, the affinity for the French language and culture cut across what would 

be natural political allegiances.  Despite their ethnic brotherhood with Russia, several important Serbian 

and Montenegrin figures had a great affection for France.  



Anticipating new opportunities, in 1853, the Quay dôOrsay re-opened a vice-consulate in Scutari 

(Shkodër), a major trading centre in Northern Albania (this post would be upgraded to a full consulate in 

1855).  The consulate was to be the base for Franceôs designs to gain influence in the region, having 

auspices over all diplomatic operations in Northern Albania, Montenegro and Hercegovina.  

As a sign of the importance of the new post at Scutari, the French foreign ministry appointed strong 

figures to serve as consul general.  These individuals included Hyacinthe Hecquard (served 1854 to 

1861), an explorer, ethnographer and former army officer who had gained great praise for his work in 

Western Africa; and Gabriel Aubaret (served 1868-70), a naval officer, linguist, explorer and the future 

President of the Ottoman Public Debt Administration.  While new to the Balkans and the diplomatic 

corps, the seculturally sensitive and level-headed diplomats quickly formed close bonds with key 

stakeholders. 

Hecquard was given a very difficult assignment that was constantly subject to extreme variables beyond 

his control.  He was to try to make Montenegro a client state of France, so marginalizing Russia, without 

raising the ire of the Sublime Porte.  As the present archive will demonstrate, while the objective was 

aided by the fact that Danilo was receptive to Parisôs overtures, and Russia was on the back-foot, it was 

imperilled by Montenegroôs insatiable desire for self-determination and territorial expansion, which was 

opposed by the Ottomanôs Tanzimat programme.  As was often the case in the Balkans, even the best 

laid plans could take a dramatically unexpected course.  

Danilo, while maintaining close bonds of ethic kinship with Russia, realized that St. Petersburg was then 

unable to provide him with the material support he required.  He was favourably disposed towards 

France and tried to forge new bonds with Paris but without unsettling Russia or the local hard-line Slavic 

nationalist movement that was naturally suspicious of France.   

The Treaty of Paris (March 30, 1856), which concluded the Crimean War and regulated the new system, 

which was to govern the Balkans, made no concession towards Montenegroôs independence.  In fact, the 

conference issued on official communiqué that asserted that Montenegro was an inalienable part of the 

Ottoman Empire.  Despite Franceôs sympathy for Montenegro, it was then simply not advantageous for 

Paris to risk insulting the Sublime Porte by requesting the inclusion of any formal measure in Cetinjeôs 

favour.   

The Ottoman eyalet of Hercegovina, which bordered Montenegro to the north, had a mixed Muslim and 

Orthodox Christian population.  It was long a troubled land, as both communities had at times fought 

against each other, as well as rebelled against Ottoman rule.  During this period, the country was rocked 

by the Hercegovina Uprising, an Orthodox rebellion led by Luka Vukaloviĺ (1823-73), that first broke 

out in 1852.  The Ottoman Army had so far been unable to suppress the revolt, while Serbia and 

Montenegro provided support to Vukaloviĺ.  Montenegro not only shared an ethnic kinship with the 

Orthodox Herzegovinians, but also hoped to eventually annex parts of the eyalet.    

Danilo made a fateful decision to directly join Vukaloviĺôs uprising.  From December 1857 onwards, he 

sent Montenegrin forces to fight alongside the rebels, guaranteeing a dramatic deterioration in relations 

between Cetinje and Constantinople.  Moreover, Austria came to take a hostile attitude towards 

Montenegro, as it believed that the instability in Hercegovina threatened the security of its 

geographically vulnerable ports of Cattaro and Ragusa.  Danilo upped the ante in the early months of 

1858, when he sent a sizable army under Duke Ivo wŀŘƻƴƧƛŏ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴŜŘ VukaloviĺΩǎ 
movement.  

Hecquard had a real problem on his hands.  He personally sympathized with the Montenegrin cause, 
but feared that Danilo might overextend himself, provoking an extreme military response from 
Constantinople.  Recently, the Ottomans had been somewhat restrained in their approach, hoping to 
merely to contain the situation in Hercegovina and Montenegro, as opposed to sending in a massive 
army to utterly crush the resistance.  Moreover, he feared that Austria might also feel compelled to 
mount a military response if it felt that its hegemony was at risk; Cattaro had a large Montenegrin 
population that might rebel under the right circumstances.  The temperature needed to be brought 
down, lest things spiral out of control.  

In the late 1850s, France played a major role in arranging for the creation of an official Commission of 
the Great European Powers (in this case, France, Britain, Russia, Prussia, Austria and the Ottoman 
Empire).  The goal of the body was to come up with a compromise that would tone down 
aƻƴǘŜƴŜƎǊƻΩǎΩ ŘŜƳands for outright independence and to end Vukaloviĺôs uprising.  While it would 
not officially recognize Montenegroôs independence, it would tacitly approve its complete de facto 

sovereignty.  Moreover, it would agree to extend Montenegroôs borders to include some of the disputed 

borderlands of Hercegovina and Albania, while formally surveying said boundaries such that Cetinjeôs 

gains would be clearly guaranteed.  

The Commission was first convened in April 1858, and for a moment, it seemed as if all the stars were 

aligned to create a peaceful, diplomat solution.  However, as was usually the case in the Balkans, things 

did not turn out that way. 

 

There is still considerable debate amongst historians as to how events unfolded in Montenegro in the 

spring and summer of 1858.  While it is agreed that Danilo was intent upon aggressively pressing his 

principalityôs bid for independence, with increased national boundaries, it is not clear if he intended for 

his forces to become embroiled in a direct large-scale conflict with the Ottoman Army.  It is quite likely t 

the prince merely intended to keep the pressure high in order to achieve concessions for the Ottomans, 

but that ómaverickô actions by his subordinates and allies had unintended consequences. 

 

It must be noted that in addition to the tensions along the Herzegovinian border, Montenegro and the 

Ottomans were also skirmishing along their ill-defined Albanian boundary; a state of affairs that also 

threatened to break out into full-on war.  Moreover, Cetinje had to deal with inter-tribal conflicts within 

the Montenegro itself.  

 

On May 4, 1858, General Hussein Pasha, leading an Ottoman army of 7,000 (later reinforced to number 

over 13,000) crossed the border form Hercegovina into Montenegro, making camp upon the plateau of 

Grahovac.  Hussein Pasha was responding to the bold provocations of the Montenegrins who made 

repeated forays into Ottoman territory to support of Vukaloviĺôs rebels.  The Ottomans likely crossed the 

line merely to intimidate the Montenegrins into backing down from their intervention in Hercegovina; 

they likely had no intention of mounting a full invasion Montenegro.    

 

In response, Grand Duke Mirko Petroviĺ-Njegoġ (1820-67), Daniloôs older brother, backed by 

Herzegovinian rebel forces.  In what became known as the Battle of Grahovac (May 11-13, 1858), the 

Montenegrin-Herzegovinian force scored a shocking defeat upon a much larger and better equipped 

Ottoman army.  A limited engagement on May 11 succeeded in forcing the Ottomans off the heights that 

rose from the plateau.  At that point, it seems that neither side wanted to continue the battle, as both felt 

impaired.  The Ottomans had lost the advantage of the terrain, yet their force was still dramatically larger 



and better armed, so could still crush the Montenegrins under most circumstances.  On May 12, a ceasefire was 

agreed, as Daniloôs representative, attempted to negotiate the Ottomansô orderly withdrawal from the area, under 

the supervision of the International Boundary Commissioners, who were coincidentally camped nearby.   

 

The Ottomans believed that they had secured an agreement for the safe retreat of their army.  However, as the 

Ottomans departed, vulnerable as they made their way through rough terrain, Mirkoôs force suddenly attacked, 

utterly routing the Ottomans.   

 

The events at Grahovac sent shockwaves throughout the Balkans.  While the battle did not result in the end of 

Montenegrin-Ottoman conflict, and nor did is imminently lead to Montenegroôs full sovereignty, the event has 

gone down in history as the moment that solidified Montenegroôs national consciousness and preordained its 

independence. 

 

Grahovac was followed by a period of low-grade conflict that lasted until the Montenegrins inflicted another 

defeat upon the Ottomans, at the Battle of Kolaġin (July 28, 1858), whereupon the fighting died down such that 

the Commission could continue its work.  On November 8, 1858, the Commissioners met in Constantinople to 

ratify a preliminary agreement that demarcated Montenegroôs borders, not only with Hercegovina, but also with 

Albania.  However, while this accord was initially greeted with favour by all parties, the international community 

subsequently became distracted and the boundaries were never properly surveyed, leaving the situation in a 

worrying state of ambiguity.  

 

France and the rest of the European diplomatic community were becoming caught up in the tension that would 

lead to the Second Italian War of Independence (April-July 1859), whereby France would support Italian forces in 

their victory against Austria.  Not wanting to concern itself with a conflict in the Balkans, the powers placed 

tremendous pressure upon both Danilo and the Sublime Porte to cease hostilities and to accept the provisional 

findings of the Commission.  While Vukaloviĺ continued his rebellion, in a low-grade fashion, in Hercegovina, for 

the next couple years peace held out between Montenegro and the Ottomans.   

 

The distraction of the affairs in Italy ensured that Danilo came to feel that France would not be the long-term 

sponsor he had hoped for.  While he was still favourably inclined towards Paris, he was disappointed that France 

did not insist that the events of 1858 result in the international recognition of Montenegrin independence.  While 

Grahovac made Danilo a pan-Slavic hero and dramatically raised the profile of his country, Montenegro was still a 

landlocked statelet under constant threat of Ottoman invasion, leaving it scarcely better off than it was before.  In 

this context, Danilo reembraced Russia, which had recovered some of its potency in the period since the Crimean 

War.   

 

Danilo was assassinated while visiting Cattaro, on August 13, 1860.  While the exact motives of his Montenegrin 

killer, Todor Kadiĺ, are not clear, it is thought likely that they had more to do with matters of inter-tribal rivalry as 

opposed to being part of grand political design.     

 

Danilo was succeeded on the throne by his nephew, Nikola I Petroviĺ-Njegoġ (1841 - 1921), who would rule 

Montenegro for the next 58 years.  While a Paris-educated francophile, Nikola was also a close friend of Russia, 

which encouraged him towards pursuing an extreme course.   

 

Nikolaôs support of Vukaloviĺôs rebellion become incautious, which greatly angered the new Sultan Abdülaziz I.  

In 1861, instead of sending óB Teamô forces to deal with the Montenegrins, the Sublime Porte dispatched Field 

Marshal Omar Pasha Latos (1806-71), who was not only the best soldier in the Ottoman Empire but one of the 

worldôs most impressive field commanders.  Omar Pasha, an ethnic Serb who had converted to Islam, possessed 

extensive familiarity with the region, having supressed a Muslim rebellion in Hercegovina with phenomenal 

ruthlessness in 1851.  Unlike many contemporary Ottoman commanders, who had habit of acting impetuously, 

Omar Pasha was methodical and patient.  The albeit spirited and clever Montenegrin army stood little chance, as 



Omar Pasha would likely not make any mistakes that they could capitalize upon in order to compensate for their 

inferior manpower and artillery.   

 

In what was known as the MontenegrinïOttoman War (1861ï62), Omar Pashaôs forces, after encountering 

surprisingly effective initial resistance, simply overwhelmed the Montenegrins like a juggernaut.  In the decisive 

engagement, the Ottoman defeated Grand Duke Mirkoôs forces at the Battle of the Ostrog Monastery, before 

going on the take Cetinje.  Nikola was faced with total defeat and for a moment it looked as if Montenegro might 

be a country no more.  However, Omar Pasha was under orders to treat the Montenegrins with magnanimity.  The 

Sublime Porte wanted merely to óprove a pointô, hoping that would secure an enduring peace with the 

Montenegrins; they saw the conflict as a tiresome distraction from more important matters.   

 

The terms of the Treaty of Scutari (August 31, 1862), which ended the war were amazingly generous to 

Montenegro.  The country was permitted to keep its pre-war boundaries and would be allowed to retain 

 its internal autonomy; however, it had to recognize Ottoman suzerainty.  At the same time, Omar Pasha ensured 

that the Vukaloviĺôs rebellion in Hercegovina was utterly crushed, eliminating a natural source of friction between 

Cetinje and Constantinople. 

 

A chastened Nikola learned a valuable lesson.  He realized that he had acted with youthful over exuberance and 

for the next fourteen years endeavoured to be more cautious.  Relations between Montenegro and the Ottomans 

generally remained peaceful, allowing Nikola to strengthen his nation and its army. 

 

Montenegro finally received the big break it had long desired when the Ottoman Empire was thrown into chaos 

upon its bankruptcy in October 1875.  In what was known as the MontenegrinïOttoman War (1876-8), Nikola 

teamed up with a new generation of Herzegovinian rebels to give the Ottoman forces in the region a run for their 

money.  The conflict, which dovetailed into the Russo-Ottoman War of 1877-8, saw the Ottomans collapse on all 

fronts.  The Montenegrins won the key Battle of Vuļji Do (July 18, 1877) and proceeded to run the table, winning 

victory after victory, even conquering Bar, giving the country access to the sea.   

 

The Treaty of San Stefano (March 3, 1878) and reiterated the Treaty of Berlin (July 13, 1878) confirmed 

Montenegroôs official and complete independence from the Ottoman Empire, as well as doubling its territory from 

4,405 km² to 9,475 km².  After all the dramatic turns of the preceding decades, Montenegro had commenced new 

chapter where it could chart its own destiny.  

 

We could only find one institutional example (David Rumsey Map Collection). 

 

References: David Rumsey Map Collection, PUB 10417.000: Cf. [Background:] Henri DELARUE, Le 

Monténégro, histoire, description, moeurs, usages, législation, constitution politique (Paris: B. Duprat, 1862); 

Bejtullah D. DESTANI, Montenegro: Political and Ethnic Boundaries 1840-1920, 2 vols. (Cambridge: Archive 

Editions, 2001); Hyacinthe HECQUARD, Histoire et description de la Haute-Albanie ou Guégarie (Paris: A. 

Bertrand, [1859]); Hyacinthe HECQUARD, óM®moire sur le Mont®n®groô, Bulletin de la Soci®t® de géographie, 

5ième série, tome IX (April 1865), pp. 305-47; Josip MANDALINIĻ, óĻern§ Hora v 50. letech 19. Stolet² obdob² 

pŚechodu od teokracie k svŊtsk® formŊ vl§dy, z§vŊreļn§ f§ze procesu konstituov§n² Ļern® Horyô (Ph.D. 

Dissertation, Charles University, Prague, 2012; Maurus REINKOWSKI, óDouble Struggle, No Income: Ottoman 

Borderlands in Northern Albaniaô, in International Journal of Turkish Studies, no. 3, nos. 1ï2 (Summer 2003), pp. 

239-54; Jean Baptiste Evariste Charles Pricot de SAINTE-MARIE, LôHerz®govine: étude géographique, 

historique et statistique (Paris: J. Baer, 1875). 
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Sulejman MURSEL  - Salih ABDIĹ 

Ьϝϲ бЯК пЮϝв. Mali Ilmihal  

МнжϸыЧтϽ͟ аṀЧϦϜϸḿϸ йϦ ϝᵕтϹϠϝК ϝϳЮϝЊ ϸḿ ṀᵕуϠ иϼϝК ḿ аḿϸḿмḿ ϝЂ  ϝЦы϶ϐ ḿϸϜϽϠḿ ϜϾ ϜнуϧІ  

[Sa uvodom u arebicu od Saliha Abdiĺa te dodatkom prikladnog ġtiva za obradu Ahlaka / with an 

Introduction to Arebica by Salih Abdiĺ and an Appendix of Appropriate Text for Interpreting 

Akhlaq]  

Zagreb ï Sarajevo: Hrvatska drģavna tiskara [Croatian State Press] 1944  

8°, 107 pp. with black and white illustrations, [3 pp.] blank, (tiny loss of white corners, missing last 

blank page, wrappers slightly stained, otherwise in a good condition). 

 

A rare book in Arebica (Arabica), Bosnian language, written in harfovica ï an adapted 

version of Perso-Arabic letters, was published during WWII in the time of Bosnian-

Muslim revival of their pre-Yugoslav culture was made under the Independent State 

of Croatia, a puppet state of Nazi Germany.  

 

An Ilmihal, or short introduction to Islam in Bosnian language, with a valuable introduction to Arebica 

and a text for a better comprehension of Akhlaq were published during WWII. The uncommon script 

used was Arebica (also Arabica), which is the Bosnian language in Perso-Arabic letters.  

This is a fourth, enlarged and corrected edition. The first edition was published in 1931, followed by 

publications in 1938 and 1941. Sulejman Mursel also authored the Small and Large Ilmigal in Latin and 

Cyrillic, to adjust the Islamic school literature to the more commonly used Yugoslav scripts (lfet 

MUSTAFIĹ, Novi Muallim. Islamska pedagoska misao Hamdije Muliĺa (2), 2002, 10, pp- 92-96).  

We could not find any institutional examples on Worldcat.  One example is listed in the The Gazi-

Husrev-beg Library in Sarajevo.   

  



The History of Arebica and Its Revival 

Arebica, also called Arabica, matufovica or mektebica, is a type of a script, used to write Bosnian 

language with Perso-Arabic characters, which developed in the Ottoman Empire as a logical merge of 

the locally used lettering and the Slavic language, spoken in the north-most Balkan border of the Empire.  

The use of the Perso-Arabic letters among the South-Slavic nations is generally speaking unique to the 

Muslims from the area of todayôs Bosnia and Herzegovina. On the other hand, other South Slavs on the 

territory of the Ottoman Empire preferred other scripts, connecting them with their identity and religion 

as the Orthodox Serbs and Bulgarians were mostly printing in Cyrillic script. 

Although uncommon, Arebica in the Ottoman Empire would be comprehensible to the most South Slavs, 

capable of reading the official Ottoman script. Arebica adopted the letters from the Ottoman alphabet 

and eventually added additional characters, to clarify letters and vowels and make the script easier to 

read. The new characters, typical for this script are  ͩḿ ḫ̇ Ḏ оϝ̮ o for ģ, u or o, nj, lj, i and c. Additionally, 

some of the letters started marking specific sounds only, which are common in Bosnian language, but 

were more vague in the Ottoman. Such letters were  ϐ  or  Ϝ  for a, и for e and м for v.  

The beginnings of Arebica go to the 15th century. Used in what are today all rare manuscripts, the first 

book was printed in Istanbul only in 1868. The title was Ovo je od virovanja na bosanski jezik kitab 

(This is a Book on the Believe in Bosnian Language) by Mehmed Agiĺ from Bosanski Brod.  

Possibly less than 10 books were printed in Istanbul in Arebica until the first printing press with this 

types was founded in Sarajevo in 1907. The press published around 50 books, as well as magazines 

Muallim, Tarik and Misbah and two yearbooks named Mekteb. 

The major reformer of Arebica was a Bosnian scholar and imam Mehmed Dģemaluddin ef. Ļauġeviĺ 

(1870-1938), whose script was used in the most of the 20th century books. The version is called 

matufovica or mektebica (ϝᴗ ᴉϜϟйϧЧлв) or the reformed Arebica (reformirana arabica) (ϝᵕᴉϜϟϜϼϜ ϝжϜϽᴉϝвϼṀУкϼ). 

The Bosnian Muslims were especially influential during the war under the government of the 

Independent State of Croatia, a puppet state of Nazi Germany with extreme antisemitic and anti-

communist tendencies. The fascist ultra-national governor of this state, which at the time among others 

embraced the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Ante Paveliĺ was born in Herzegovina and supported 

the Bosnian Muslims. After the war, the Bosnian Muslim press in Arebica was not supported by the 

Titoôs government.  

The first original work in Arebica after WWII was a comic Hadģi Ġefko i hadģi Mefko, published in 

2005.  

 

References: Fatima Omerdiĺ, Bibliografija Ġtampanih Djela Arapskim Pismom Bosanskohercegovaļkih 

Autora u Gazi Husrev-Begovoj Biblioteci, no. 50.  

650 EUR 
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Muhammed Seid SERDAREVIĹ (1882-1918) 
 

ϝвыЃтϜ ϥЂ йутмṀ͟ ḿ ϝϦṀ͟ḿ 

[Uputa u povijest islama / Introduction to the History of Islam]  

Sarajevo: Dģemaluddin Ļauġeviĺ (publisher) - Islamska dioniļka ġtamparija [Islamic Press], [s. d. 

circa 1914].  

8°, 91 pp., original wrappers with lettering (one page with a tear without loss of paper, slightly age-toned 

and stained, last pages and rear wrapper with light water-staining, decoration on the cover coloured with 

old colour pencils, small tears in margins, tiny loss of corners of the front wrappers).  

 

A work in Bosnian language, written in Arebica, was published for the lesions in the religious schools. 

The author Muhammed Seid Serdareviĺ (1882-1918) was from 1913 Imam and a religious teacher in 

Zenica in Bosnia).  
 

The History of Arebica and Its Revival 

Please see the description with the previous item.  

We could only find one example on Worldcat (Bavarian State Library).  One example is also listed in 

the Gazi-Husrev-beg Library in Sarajevo.   

 

References: OCLC 1029861423. Fatima Omerdiĺ, Bibliografija Ġtampanih Djela Arapskim Pismom 

Bosanskohercegovaļkih Autora u Gazi Husrev-Begovoj Biblioteci, no. 79.  

580 EUR  
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HOCA ALI RIZA  Bey (1858 - 1930). 

 пЂ ϣГтϽ϶ пϧЪϽϳЮϜ ϼϜϸ ϹϲϽЂ йжϝкϝІ пЮнАϝжϜ 

[Operational Map of the Anatolian Imperial Frontiersé]. 

Istanbul: [Erkan-ē Harbiye-i Umumiye Matbaasē] 1321 [1905]. 

Colour lithograph with boundary lines in original hand colour, dissected into 8 sections and mounted 

upon original linen (Very Good, lovely colours and overall clean, light even toning, some slight wear 

along some section edges, subtle old tack marks to corners), 70.5 x 103.5 cm (28 x 41 inches). 

 

An exceedingly rare and uncommonly beautiful map of Eastern Anatolia and Armenia 

made by the famous landscape artist Hoca Ali Rēza as an operational map to aid the 

Ottoman Army in patrolling a region that was rife with arms and commodities smuggling, 

spies and agents provocateurs, and violent Armenian insurrections; published in Istanbul 

by the press of the General Staff of the Ottoman Army in 1905, during a time of 

heightened tension. 

 

This óOperational Mapô, embracing most of Eastern Anatolia and the adjacent parts of the Russian and 

Persian empires, and was made to assist the Ottoman Army to control a region roiled by rebellion and 

arms and commodities smuggling, and that was full of foreign spies and agents provocateurs.  For a  



 



practical utilitarian map, its uncommonly beautiful appearance, with its bright palette, graceful 

calligraphy and decorative border, is surprising, until one learns that the map was drafted by and 

lithographed under the supervision of Hoca Ali Rēza Bey, a career army officer who was one of the Late 

Ottoman Empireôs preeminent impressionist painters and topographical artists.  While he only dabbled in 

cartography, his military training and artistic talent allowed him to create a work that is highly attractive, 

without compromising the precision and clarity required of a map that was to be used for strategic 

planning.  The map was published at the Erkan-ē Harbiye-i Umumiye Matbaasē, the press of the General 

Staff of the Ottoman Army, in Istanbul, which around this time was superintended by none other than 

Ali Rēza. 

The map embraces an area extending from Samsun, in the northwest, to Lake Urmia, Persia, in the 

southeast, and from Malatya, in the southwest, up to Tbilisi, Russian Empire (today Georgia), in the 

northwest.  In between are strategically key places such as Erzurum, Kars, Trabzon, Diyarbakir, Lake 

Van and Yerevan, with the map expressing the regionôs extremely mountainous terrain through delicate 

hachures, with all rivers and coastlines delineated, and all roads of any quality precisely traced.  Notably, 

the map focuses upon the Armenian Highlands, the traditional home of the Armenian people, of which 

most of the region had been ruled by the Ottoman Empire for hundreds of years.  Additionally, Eastern 

Anatolia was home to large populations of ethnic Turks, Kurds, as well as many smaller communities.  

Bordering this region are the ethnic Armenian and Georgian parts of the Russian Empire, the Sublime 

Porteôs arch nemesis.  To the southwest is Persia, an ancient enemy of the Ottomans.   

To make a long story short, there was a lot of bad blood between many of the regionôs ethnic 

communities and countries.  Primarily, the Armenians, inspired by the movement of óNational 

Awakeningô were pressing hard for their self-determination, if not their outright independence, from the 

Sublime Porte.  Since the late 1880s, this resulted in a cycle of violent Armenian insurrections and brutal 

Ottoman crackdowns.  While still the dominant power, the stretched Ottoman Amy struggled to maintain 

any sense or control in many areas, while it also had to patrol the incredibly long and porous Russian and 

Persian frontiers that were a nexus for arms running that threatened the stateôs security and commodities 

smuggling that undermined the national economy.  All the while the Russians, and to a lesser extent the 

Persians, were delighted to óstir the potô, giving refuge and support to Armenian insurgents and turning a 

blind eye (and sometimes even orchestrating) the smuggling.  Moreover, less than a decade hence, the 

region would explode as a major theatre of World War I and the locus of inter-ethnic massacres, most 

notably the Armenian Genocide.  

The present map would thus have been incredibly valuable to those Ottoman officials and officers who 

had the unenviable task of maintaining control over Eastern Anatolia, especially as the map appeared in 

1905, a time of heightened tension, in the immediate wake of the Sasun Uprising, a particularly serious 

Armenian insurrection in Bitlis Vilayet, while that year Armenian radicals tried to assassinate Sultan 

Abdul Hamid II, narrowly missing their mark.  

Due to its mid-scale, the present map would have been most appropriate for strategic planning, namely 

for deciding where to deploy resources within the context of the larger picture, as opposed to operational 

use, which would require larger scale cartography.  Such an elaborate, expensive and large format map 

would have been reserved for the use of only very senior Ottoman government officials and military 

officers, and as such should be considered as a óHeadquarters Mapô, likely hung up on the wall, or laid 

upon a grand table at an imperial ministry office or a regional army HQ (the present example has 

contemporary tack marks to the corners). 

The present map is exceedingly rare.  We have not been able to trace a refence to the work, let alone the 

location of any other examples.  This is not surprising, as the map would have been issued in only a very 

small print run for the use of a very select audience, while large Ottoman military maps tend to have an 

extremely low survival rate. 

 

Hoca Ali Rēza Bey: Leading Late Ottoman Painter and Draftsman 

Hoca Ali Rēza Bey (1858 ï 1930) was one of the Late Ottoman empireôs most admired impressionist 

landscape and architectural painters, as well an important draftsman of military plans and views.  

Perhaps as importantly, he trained dozens of Turkeyôs leading artists and draftsmen and his influence 

long outlived him.  

Ali Rēza was born in Üsküdar (on the Asian side of Istanbul), the son of a cavalry major and amateur 

calligrapher.  He showed strong artistic talent from an early age and while he was destined for a military 

career, his father supported his passion.  He attended the Kululi Military High School, where with the 

sponsorship of Ehdem Pasha, a cabinet minter and the empireôs most famous contemporary artist, he was 

able to receive high quality training in painting and draftsmanship.  He subsequently attended the 

Ottoman Military Academy in Istanbul, while he apprenticed under the esteemed painters Osman Nuri 

Pasha and Süleyman Seyyid.  In 1881, he received an award from Sultan Abdul Hamid II, a great 

connoisseur of art.  He hoped to study in Naples but was prevented from doing so due to a cholera 

epidemic. 

Ali Rēza joined the army officer corps, but was given broad latitude to pursue his artistic activities.  

While the Ottoman Army had long employed skilled draftsmen and cartographers to create maps and 

fortification plans, they only recently came to fully appreciate the importance of documenting battles for 

academic and propagandist purposes.  Towards this objective, Ali Rēza taught classes in painting and 

draftsmanship to troops, while he pursued his own painting career.  

He also designed patterns for the Imperial Porcelain Factory and was key advisor to the government on 

classical antiquities, for which he had become something of an authority.  He worked closely with the 

Italian painter resident in Istanbul, Fausto Zonaro, and made extra money on the side teaching wealthy 

private pupils. 

It was in the 1890s that Ali Rēzaôs impressionist landscape paintings gained much popular and academic 

acclaim, as did his field sketches portraying of the Greco-Turkish War of 1897.  In 1902, he published a 

series of guides for painting geared towards high school age students, which became extremely 

influential, while his numerous pupils went on to great artistic achievements in their own right. 

Ali Rēza was also very active in military publishing, and while mapping was a sideshow for him, he was 

a naturally gifted cartographer.  He was appointed as the director of the Erkan-ē Harbiye-i Umumiye 

Matbaasē, the press of the General Staff of the Ottoman Army, which issued the present map, and was 

also chosen to be the president of the Ottoman painters association.   

In 1911, Ali Rēza retired from the army with the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel.  In 1914, just before the 

beginning of World War I, he became professor at the School of Fine Arts in Istanbul (today the Mimar 

Sinan Fine Arts University).  The Ottoman loss of the war plunged the country into economic downturn 

and chaos, and cutbacks forced Ali Rēza out of his job, while all traditional sources of artistic patronage 

dried up.  He eventually found work teaching in secondary schools and received some minor government 



contracts, but it was a difficult time for such a grand figure.  Fortunately, however, his paintings 

remained popular and were exhibited in many locations, including at the final show during his lifetime, 

in Paris, in 1928.   

Ali Rēza  died in 1930.  However, he left a great body of paintings and drawings preserved in major 

museums, which are much admired today, while his students preserved his influence for many decades 

to come.  

 

Fin de Si¯cle Eastern Anatolia: Eurasiaôs Powder Keg 

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, raised 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. 

Over the succeeding centuries much of the Armenian ancestral homeland was ruled by the Ottoman 

Empire.  The Armenians lived under a diverse range of circumstances.  Many communities in large 

cities, such as Istanbul and Izmir, were wealthy and well-integrated into Ottoman society, in some cases 

holding positions of real influence.  However, most Armenians were relegated to living in relative 

poverty in Eastern Anatolia, often under significant degrees of oppression.  For the longest time, the 

might of the sultanôs armies ensured that any notions of Armenian self-determination were a dead letter. 

During the Tanzimat (óReorganizationô) Era (1839-75), the Ottoman Empire embarked upon a series of 

broad-sweeping and radical legal and social reforms.  Armenians were given full civil rights equal to 

Turkish Muslims (even if these rights were often not realized on the ground).  In many urban centres 

there was a great flowering of Armenian cultural expression (publications, art, theatre, etc.), while the 

communities gained unprecedented financial strength, as well as holding senior roles in the Ottoman 

civil service.   

Importantly, in 1863 the Ottomans authorized the Armenians to form the Armenian National Council to 

represent their interests, and granting it the power to manage the religious, social and educational affairs 

of their people.  While this concession satisfied some Armenians, it led others to believe that it opened 

the door to further developments that would one day lead to full Armenian self-determination.  

The Russo-Ottoman War of 1877-8 was a watershed moment in the history of the greater region.  Russia, 

in league with its Slavic allies (Serbia, Montenegro and Bulgaria) utterly throttled the Ottomans, nearly 

capturing Istanbul.  This defeat was symptomatic of the fact that overall the Ottoman Empire had been 

losing strength for years, even as it sought to radically reform itself to stave off its demise.  At the Treaty 

of Berlin (1878) that resolved the war, Serbia, Montenegro and Bulgaria gained their total de facto 

independence from the Sublime Porte, while the Ottoman Empire was forced to cede the vilayets of 

Batumi and Kars (which had large Armenian populations) to Russia.  It was also there the European 

powers seriously considered the óArmenian Questionô for the first time.  This matter concerned the 

notion of forcing the Ottomans to give its Armenian communities some significant form of self-

government, particularly in the so-called óSix Armenian Vilayetsô (Van, Erzurum, Mamuret-ul-Aziz, 

Bitlis, Diyarbakir and Sivas), provinces in Eastern Anatolia, where ethnic Armenians made up large 

percentage of the population.  The treaty terms included lines that provided for this, although no clear 

plan of action was proscribed.  

The war showed the Sublime Porte to be deeply vulnerable, and the fact that the Slavic Balkan nations 

had gained their complete independence from Istanbul encouraged Armenian diehards that they could 

realistically accomplish the same.  This led to the flowering of what became known as the óArmenian 

National Awakeningô, a movement of collective self-consciousness that manifested itself in many 

different ways, from civil cultural expression to actions of a truly radical nature.   

Importantly, Russia filled Istanbul and all the major towns in the Six Vilayets with spies and agents 

provocateurs, sending aid and smuggling arms to the Armenians communities.  Russia had two main 

motivations.  First, they felt a sincere kinship with the Armenians, who were fellow Christians.  Second, 

the Armenian cause could only weaken the Ottomans, who were Russiaôs longstanding natural enemies.  

The shock of losing the war and the rising tide of Armenian nationalism (along with the many Russo-

Armenian conspiracy theories, some of which were true, others false) caused Sultan Abdul Hamid II 

(reigned 1876 - 1909) to take a reactionary course.  He attempted to tighten his grip over Eastern 

Anatolia, causing Armenian resentment to rise even higher.   

At this stage it is important to note that like everything in the Ottoman Empire, the Ottoman-Armenian 

relationship was complex and was no means entirely adversarial.  While the Armenians who lived in the 

Eastern Anatolia tended to live in relative poverty and had limited self-determination, as well as 

experiencing difficult relations with their Turkish and Kurdish neighbours, many Armenians in the big 

cites of the west, notably Istanbul and Izmir, had an entirely different experience with the Sultanôs 

regime.  

The metropolitan Armenian communities tended to be affluent, with some families being fabulously rich 

and influential.  Sultan Abdul Hamid II had many Armenians in his close circle who exercised great 

political power.  Indeed, during his reign, 29 Armenians held the esteemed title of Pasha, while 22 

Armenians held cabinet posts, including the key portfolios of finance, foreign affairs, trade and public 

works.  These Armenians were part of the elite of Ottoman society, and while some of them held secret 

pro-Armenian nationalist sympathies, it was simply not in their personal interest to rock the boat, so they 

continued to loyally and competently serve the sultan.  These Armenians were termed Chezoks, and they 

would be increasingly placed in a difficult position in the coming years.  

Fueled by the cycle of the rising Armenian nationalism and the Ottoman reaction to it, tensions exploded 

into an era of continuous violence.  It led to the formation of organized, armed Armenian resistance 

movements, such as he Social Democrat Hunchakian Party (SDHP), in 1887, popularly known as the 

Hunchaks, and the Armenian Revolutionary Federation, in 1890, known as the Dashnaks (which was 

formed in Russian-controlled Tbilisi, further confirmation that the Czar was ófanning the flamesô).   

During the óBloody Yearsô (1894-6), the Armenians mounted a series of local armed insurrections, while 

Abdul Hamid II stoked up anti-Armenian sentient amongst the Turkish and Kurdish populations, 

instigating what became known as the óHamidian Massacresô, resulting in the deaths of between 80,000 

and 300,00 Armenians in Eastern Anatolia, most being civilians (the great uncertainty in numbers is due  



  



the fact that the region was in a state of utter chaos).  Civil rule eroded in many places, as arms were 

smuggled across the porous borders, fueling the conflict (often with the connivance of the Russian and 

Persian governments).  Moreover, goods were smuggled across the frontiers, with the black market 

eroding the legitimate imperial economy. 

Towards the end of the Bloody Years, a community of Ottomans in modern Süleymanlē mounted the 

Zeitun Rebellion (1895-6), in an effort to prevent a rumoured planned massacre of their civilians.  The 

rebellion was put down brutally.  The conflict then entered the heart of Istanbul, when a party of 

Dashnaks took over the headquarters of the Imperial Ottoman Bank (August 26, 1896); while they were 

taken out by the authorities, this sent a chill through every corner of the Sublime Porte.   

The severity of the Ottoman crackdown in 1896 temporarily dampened the Armenian nationalist 

movement; however, the year before the present map was made, the conflict roared back.  A major 

Armenian insurrection occurred, the Sasun Uprising (1904), in Bitlis Vilayet, which was duly crushed by 

the Ottoman Army.  Yet chaos and tension prevailed, as in many areas of Eastern Anatolia, Ottoman 

authority hung only by a thread. 

In 1905, the conflict was literally brought to Abdul Hamid IIôs doorstep when a party of Dashnaks 

attempted to assassinate the sultan, detonating bombs just feet from his carriage.  While the sultan 

narrowly escaped, 26 people around him were killed.   

In 1908, a group of Ottoman army officers, the Young Turks, mounted a rebellion that limited the 

powers of Sultan Abdul Hamid II, and then in 1909, overthrow him altogether.  The Young Turks started 

out by promoting democracy and pan-ethnic brotherhood.  Armenian nationalists were invited to join 

their Ottoman ócountrymenô in a liberal experiment.  For a brief period, it seemed possible that 

Armenian nationalist aspirations could be reconciled with remaining in the Ottoman Empire.   

However, a series of political and military setbacks caused the Young Turks to turn hard towards 

authoritarianism and radical Turkish nationalism.  Armenians were gradually removed from positions of 

power, as the Young Turksô rhetoric became increasingly intolerant and incendiary.  

During World War I, some Armenian communities in Eastern Anatolia sided with Russia, and took up 

arms against their Turkish and Kurdish neighbours.  As the Ottoman Empire heaved under the weight of 

the conflict, the Young Turk leadership targeted the Armenian people en masse as a scapegoat for their 

own frustrations.  Notably, they not only targeted the rebellious Armenian communities, but also lashed 

out at even the most loyal Chezoks.  By the 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. 

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.  Armenian leaders in exile 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. 

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. 

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.   

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: N / A ï No other Examples traced. Cf. óAli Riz© Beyô, Ķsl©m Ansiklopedisi online: 

https://islamansiklopedisi.org.tr/ali-riza-bey 
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NIKOLAI FEDOROVICH KLEMENTIEV ( d. 1901).  

ʇʣʘʥʲ ʛʦʨʦʜʘ ʊʠʬʣʠʩʘ ʩ ̡ʦʢʨʝʩʪʥʦʩʪʷʤʠ ʩ ̡ʧʨʠʣʦʞʝʥʽʝʤʲ ʩʧʨʘʚʦʯʥʘʛʦ ʫʢʘʵʘʪʝʣʷ. 

ʉʦʩʪʘʚʣʝʥʲ ʥʦ ʥʦʚʳʡʥʠʤʲ ʩʚʳʜʝʥʽʷʤʲ ʠ ʠʵʜʘʥʲ ʧʦ ʥʦʨʫʯʝʥʽʦ ʪʠʬʣʠʩʩʢʦʡ ʛʦʨʦʜʩʢʦʡ ʜʫʤʳ 

ʅ.ʌ. ʂʣʝʤʝʥʪʴʝʚʳʤʲ. [Plan of the City of Tiflis and its Environs with the Attached References. 

Compiled from New Reports and Information furnished by the Tiflis City Council by N.F. 

Klementiev]. 

Tiflis (Tbilisi): C. Thomson Lithographic Printers, March 1884. 

 

[accompanied by:]  

NIKOLAI FEDOROVICH KLEMENTIEV ( d. 1901). 

ʇʦʜʨʦʙʥʘʷ ʩʧʨʘʚʦʯʥʘʷ ʢʥʠʞʢʘ ʛ. ʊʠʬʣʠʩʘ. [Detailed Reference Book of Tiflis]. 

Tiflis (Tbilisi):  I. Martirosyan , March 1884. 

 

A stellar example of the original edition of the finest and most influential late 19th century 

map of Tiflis (today Tbilisi, Georgia), then the most important city in the Russian 

Caucuses, a large format and beautifully colour lithographed work, it depicts the city in 

great detail, published in Tiflis by the British printer Thomson, accompanied by a 

gazetteer issued in Tiflis by the Armenian printer Martirosyan, a seminal work on 

urbanism in Eurasia and a great monument of cartographic publishing in Georgia. 



  



Colour lithographed map, dissected into 36 sections and mounted upon original linen with blue silk 

edging, measuring 107 x 104 cm (42 x 41 inches), accompanied by an 8° (18 x 14 cm) gazetteer, 79 pp. 

with exquisite gilt wrappers, both bound together in contemporary green cloth; map with former ownerôs 

handstamp of óErtuĵrul Zekai ¥kteô, plus a much earlier manuscript inscription in Ottoman Turkish to 

verso (Very Good, map overall clean and bright with lovely colours, just a few minor stains, a few neat 

contemporary manuscript additions in Ottoman Turkish; accompanying pamphlet clean and crisp; old 

tack marks to corners of map cleanly permeating top blank margin of pamphlet, tiny cracks in the gutter 

of the front endpapers; cloth cover lightly worn and spotted). 

 

This large format, brightly coloured map, dissected on original linen and edged in blue silk, is the 

seminal late 19th century map of Tiflis (since 1936, Tbilisi, today the capital of the Republic of Georgia), 

then the main political, military and cultural centre of the Russian Caucuses.  It was drafted in the 

Russian language from the best surveys supplied by the city council by Nikolai Fedorovich Klementiev 

(d. 1901), a writer who specialized in local guides.  The map was published in Tiflis by the firm of C. 

Thomson, one of the cityôs leading specialist printers of graphics, who was curiously of British origin.  

The map is accompanied by a charming gazetteer, locally printed by the Armenian publisher 

Martirosyan 

Tiflis is an ancient city, located in a narrow valley on the Kura River, along a major branch of the Silk 

Road.  In 1801, Russia conquered the Georgian Kingdom of Kartli-Kakheti, a client state of Persia, of 

which Tiflis was the capital.  Over the succeeding decades the city grew in size and importance as capital 

of the Tbilisi Governate and the headquarters of the powerful Viceroy of the Caucuses.  Tiflis soon grew 

out of its old city, which consisted of a dense warren of irregular streets, into new neighbourhoods with 

broad thoroughfares and parks, highlighted by the grand Golovin (today Rustaveli) Avenue completed in 

the 1840s, while magisterial public buildings were constructed, such as the Opera House (1851).  A 

major boon to Tiflis was the opening of the Transcaucasus Railway, which connected Tiflis to the Black 

Sea port of Poti in 1872, and to Baku in 1883 (the year before the present map was issued), which 

brought Caspian oil money into the city.  The 1883 census records Tiflis as having a population of 

104,024. 

Tiflis was known for its cultural diversity and the relative harmony (at least by Caucuses standards) 

under which its various ethnic groups got along.  During the time that the present map was made, the 

cityôs population was almost 75% ethnic Armenian, while also having large communities of Georgians, 

Russians, Ossetians, Jews, Abkhazians, Greeks and Germans, amongst others.  Indicative of Tiflisôs 

cultural mosaic, the present map was drafted by a Russian, lithographed by a Briton, while the gazetteer 

was printed by an Armenian.  

Focusing in on the map, it embraces the entire city of Tiflis and its environs, showing its place on the 

Kura River, with the hills rising steeply on both sides, with the elevation expressed by contour lines.  

Every street is marked and labelled, with the urban blocks coloured in pink, and parklands in green.  The 

old city is conspicuous in the lower left centre, with its tight, irregular form, and it appears in sharp 

contrast to the new neighbourhoods beyond, with their more spacious, rational plan and grand edifices.  

The Transcaucasus Railway can be seen running to the east of the city, with the train station in the north, 

while Tiflisôs street trams system is also detained.  

The city is show divided into several numbered wards, while an extensive series of reference charts in 

the margins employs numbers to locate and specifically name hundreds of sites all across the city,  



including public buildings (government offices, post offices, schools, hotels, etc.), entertainment venues, 

hotels, and businesses. 

Klementievôs work was by far and away the most influential map of Tiflis of its era.  In 1887, it was 

copied and republished at a reduced size in St. Petersburg by the Russian Empireôs leading commercial 

map house, A. Ilyin's Cartographic Establishment. 

The map is one of the largest and most impressive graphic works to have been printed in Tiflis during 

the 19th century, which was the most important publishing centre in the southern part of the Russian 

Empire.   The map was beautifully colour lithographed by the firm of C. Thomson, a British immigrant 

whose biography remains mysterious.  However, from the 1860s to the 1880s, Thomson published 

several books in Russian, while he also printed many illustrations inserted within works issued by other 

local printers.  He 1882, he notably published a large map of the oil fields of the Absheron Peninsula, 

near Baku.  While it might seem incredibly surprising that a British printer would set up shop in Tiflis, in 

actuality, more than a few British professionals and entrepreneurs enjoyed success in the Russian Empire  

during this era as they possessed skills that were locally scarce (the great industrial centre Donetsk, 

Ukraine was founded by a Welshman named John Hughes in 1869!). 

The map is bound together with a lovely gem of a gazetteer, likewise authored by Klementiev, but 

printed by the local Armenian publisher Martirosyan.  The 79-page work provides more information on 

all the sites marked on the map, as well as on Tiflis in general.  The pamphlet is itself bound in gorgeous 

contemporary gilt wrappers.  

 

Provenance 

The present example of the map bears the formerôs ownerôs handstamp (to the verso of the map) of 

Ertuĵrul Zekai Ökte (1929 - 2015), a prominent Turkish politician, lawyer and intellectual who amassed 

an exquisite private library.  

 

A Note on Rarity 

The present map is exceedingly rare, we can trace only a single institutional example in the West, held 

by the Staatsbibliothek zu Berlin.  We cannot trace any sales records in the West but are aware of 

another example appearing at a Russian auction. 

The rarity of the map is no surprise, as it was a very expensive work that would have been issued in only 

a small print run.  Moreover, its large size would have contributed towards its low survival rate.  The 

present example is marquis, as it is in stellar condition, accompanied by its gazetteer. 

 

References: Staatsbibliothek zu Berlin: Kart. X 49917/10 / OCLC: 1187159872. 

SOLD 

  



8. /ȊŜŎƘ /ŀǊǘƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ 
/ȊŜŎƘ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ wŜǾƛǾŀƭ 

 

 

 

 

 

Josef ERBEN (1830-1910) 

 

Title on the Map: 

Politická a m²stopisn§ mapa Kr§lovstv² ļesk®ho  

[Political and Geographical Map of the Czech Kingdom] 

 

Title on the cover:  

Politick§ a mistopisn§ mapa Ļech 

[Political and Geographical Map of Czechia] 

 

Jindrichuv Hradec ï Tábor: K. Jansky - Prague: Bedrich Sandtner 1872 

Colour lithograph, originally dissected in 32 segments and mounted on linen, in original linen 

binding with debossed and gilt title, 58 x 70 cm (22.8 x 27.6 inches) (minor staining, binding 

slightly rubbed, linen with tiny holes on crossings, minor sporadic annotations in pencil, overall in 

a good condition). 

 

A detailed map of the Kingdom of Bohemia by the pioneer of the modern Czech 

cartography Josef Erben, who influenced the geographical terminology in other Slavic 

countries, was made in the time of the Czech national revival.  

 

This large highly decorative map of the kingdom of Bohemia was made entirely in Czech language in 

the 1870s in the time of the Czech national revival. The map was first printed in 1869, in the time after 

the Austro-Hungarian Compromise of 1867, when the Czech crown did not became equal to the other 

two counties, and amid the Czech national revival, with a goal to strengthen the national identity and 

preserve the local language and history in printed forms.  



  



This is an enlarged version, with an in-set map of Prague, and updated information. Correction and new 

symbols have been added to the legend. A thick red line inside the borders of the Bohemian kingdom on 

our map, not printed in the previous version, marks the division between the German and Czech 

inhabited areas.   

Josef Erben ï The Pioneer of the Czech Cartographic Terminology 

The author Josef Erben (1830-1908) started his career as a gymnasium professor, worked between 1862-

1875 as a docent  for statistics at the polytechnical institute and from 1865 as the curator of the map 

department of maps in the National Museum. In 1870, Erben was promoted to the director of the statistic 

office of the city of Prague, where he remained until his death. He was well connected with large 

contemporary cartographic and geographic centers, such as Paris and London. J 

osef Erbenôs most remarkable woks are detailed maps in Czech language, based on the latest surveys and 

statistic data. For that Erben had to invent contemporary terminology in his native language, as the maps 

of Bohemia until then were printed in German language.  

Erbenôs terminology was highly influential on other Slavic countries, such as Slovenia, which were at 

the time amid their national revival. They used his newly invented Slavic terms as the basis for their own 

terminology.  

References: OCLC 494797869, 1177058444, 921704981. David Rumsey Map Collection (11758.000). 

 

850 EUR  
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GENERALSTAB DES HEERES, ABTEILUNG  FÜR KREIGSKARTEN  UND 

VERMESSUNGSWESEN. 

Stadtplan von Stalingrad. 

Berlin: Generalstab des Heeres, August 1942. 

 

Colour print, printed on both sides (bi-chrome recto, polychrome verso), with some details outlined in 

contemporary manuscript in pencil, crayon and pen, rolled (Very Good, clean and bright, some light 

marginal creasing, small old paint stain to margin of verso), 90 x 70 cm (35.5 x 27.5 inches). 

 

Extremely rare and historically important ï the definitive classified map used by 

Wehrmacht commanders at the Battle of Stalingrad (August 23, 1942 ï February 2, 

1943), the turning point of World War II; a large format, extremely detailed map of 

Stalingrad city noting all major buildings and strategic targets predicated upon recent 

aerial reconnaissance, the verso featuring a regional map with extensive intelligence 

notes; an early edition issued on the eve of the epic showdown which destroyed the city, 

resulting in 2 million casualties and hailing the beginning of the end of the Nazisô 

ambitions in the East.  

 



  



Nazi Germany invaded the Soviet Union in June 1941 in what was known as Operation Barbarossa, a 

óBlitzkreigô (Lightening Warfare) campaign that sought to conquer all of the country west of the óA-A 

Lineô (the imagined meridian running from Archangel down the Astrakhan).  The Germans were highly 

confident as the same techniques of rapid, mechanized warfare had practically mowed down France the 

year before.  However, the Wehrmacht severely underestimated the extraordinary bravery and self-

sacrifice of the Red Army troops and the severity of the Russian climate.  By the end of the 1941 

campaign season, while Germany had conquered much of Ukraine and a good part of European Russia, 

it fell well short of its goal, failing to take Moscow or reach the Caucuses.  Both sides were incredibly 

exhausted, having lost astounding amounts of men and equipment. 

During the 1942 campaign season, the Nazis pursued Case Blue, a high-risk/high-reward strategy that 

aimed to seize the Baku Oil Fields, the realization of which would abundantly fuel the German war 

machine, while dealing a knockout blow to Soviets.  However, the amount of blood and treasure required 

promised to strain Germany to its extreme limits, risking not only its ambitions in the East, but also its 

dominant position in Western Europe. 

In the summer 1942, Case Blue saw good early progress, with the Germans crossing the Don River and 

gradually taking over the northwestern Caucuses.  However, to the back of these gains was a major 

obstacle that had to be overcome.  

Stalingrad (today Volgograd) was a colossally important industrial centre of almost half a million 

residents along the southwestern bend of the mighty Volga River.  The seizure of the city was considered 

absolutely necessary for the Nazis to progress towards Astrakhan and Baku.   

In anticipation of a German attack upon the city, Joseph Stalin ordered its vast stores of food and 

provisions to be transported east, while cruelly forcing 400,000 of its civilian residents to remain in 

Stalingrad as fodder to aid the defense, while 187,000 Red Army troops were left to hold the city. 

The Wehrmacht, spearheaded by the 6th Army and the 4th Panzer Army (and supported by corps of their 

Romanian, Hungarian and Croatian allies), attacked Stalingrad on August 23, 1942 with a force of 

270,000 troops backed by massive air support.  During ferocious combat and intense bombing which 

destroyed most of the city, the Germans managed to push the Soviets into a narrow corridor along the 

western bank of the Volga yet failed to evict them from the city.   Recognizing the importance of the 

showdown, each side moved in forces that eventually numbered over 1 million each.  The ensuing street 

by street fighting was inarguably one of the most horrendous military experiences of all time, while the 

suffering of the civilian population was indescribable, so many were killed, while others were enslaved 

by the Germans.  

A brutal stalemate continued until the Soviets launched Operation Uranus, a massive push to expel or 

destroy the German forces in Stalingrad.  The offensive was launched on November 12, 1942 and 

concentrated upon hitting the Axis flanks, which were largely manned by poorly equipped Romanian 

troops.  This succeeded brilliantly, as the Soviets surged forward to encircle 265,000 Axis troops in the 

city centre.   

Winter set in, bringing bone-chilling temperatures, with the entrapped Germans running out of food, 

fuel, ammunition and warm clothing.  Hitler refused to allow the encircled troops to attempt a breakout, 

as he insisted that the city must be held at all costs.  Efforts by the German army and Luftwaffe to open a 

relief corridor failed.  After enduring unimaginably horrendous conditions, what remained of the 

entrapped German forces surrendered to the Soviets on February 2, 1943.  In the end, the Axis side had 

lost over 850,000 men, while the Soviets suffered 1.15 million casualties.   

  



The Battle of Stalingrad proved to be the turning point of World War II.  The defeat shattered the 

illusion that Germany was destined to win the war, and it depleted their forces so dramatically that the 

Wehrmacht never recovered.  From that point onwards, the Germans were always on the defensive, with 

the Red Army constantly pushing them westwards.  The Allied invasion of Italy, commencing in August 

1943, saw the Third Reich fighting on two fronts, and its fate was sealed upon the Allied landings in 

France in June 1944.  The last year of the war was merely the Third Reichôs attempt to delay the 

inevitable, for historyôs most evil empire fell in May 1945.  

 

The Map in Focus 

The present work was by far and away the best and most important map of Stalingrad available to the 

German high command.  It was separately issued in Berlin by the Department of War Mapping and 

Surveying of the General Staff of the German Army in early August 1942, only days before the 

Wehrmacht attacked Stalingrad (the verso of the map notes that it was updated to August 1, 1942).  The 

present example is an early, and perhaps the first, edition of the map (such WWII German maps, despite 

their obvious importance, are not well researched), with revised editions being issued during the 

following months.  The map would have been considered highly classified due to the vast amount of 

militarily sensitive information it contains, and its circulation would have been strictly limited to senior 

Axis field commanders and military planners.  

The work is printed double-sided, with a large-scale bi-chrome map of the city of Stalingrad proper on 

the recto, while the verso features a regional map.  Both maps are jam-packed with vast amounts of 

valuable recent intelligence, backed up the be extensive marginal text.  

The map on the front side, the Stadtplan von Stalingrad, depicts the entire city in amazing detail, to scale 

of 1:20,000.  A note in the lower right reads: óAngefertigt nach einer Bildplanskizze im Juni 1942ô, 

revealing that the map was based on a óbildskizzeô (picture sketch) composed of aerial photographs taken 

by the Luftwaffe in June 1942 (the German air force made frequent risky reconnaissance flights deep 

into Soviet-held territory in advance of anticipated German land operations).     

The main map shows that the city of Stalingrad occupied a long, narrow strip along the west bank of the 

mighty Volga.  Every street and block are outlined, with all buildings and facilities of any import are 

depicted, notably including the immense number of large factories, warehouses and related 

infrastructure, which are coloured in purple to distinguish them from the otherwise grisaille urban plan.  

The inset in the lower right corner extends the mapôs coverage to embrace the southern extremity of the 

city that hooked around the bend of the Volga.   

The óZeichenerklärungô (Explanation of Symbols), in the upper left, identifies bridges, military 

buildings, hospitals, public buildings, schools, warehouses, fuel storage depots, trains stations, utility 

company facilities, heavy metal factories, important machine parts and transport factories, minor 

metalworks, chemical plants, tire factories, leather factories, textile firms, wood and paper plants, stone 

and gravel works and food processing plants.  

The óObjectverziechnisô (Object Directory), on the left side, labels 65 key industrial sites (numbered 101 

to 165), often by name and providing the number of workers employed by each.  These facilities would 

be the main targets for the German Army and Luftwaffe during the upcoming battle, as destroying the 

factories would severely harm the Soviet Unionôs military-industrial output, while salvaging any useful 

equipment or products could aid the German war effort.  

In the upper centre the óLage nach nicht feststellbare Objekteô, features a list of places for which their 

exact locations could not be determined.  

The descriptive paragraph in the upper right corner notes that Stalingrad had population of 445,470 

(1939), of which 1,580 were ethnic Germans (being óVolga Germansô, descendants of those who moved 

to the area in the 18th century), whom the Nazis hoped to use as local allies and intelligence assets, while 

going on to give descriptions of some of the cityôs key attributes. 

On the map, the riverbanks have been contemporarily outlined in dark grey crayon and pen, while many 

of the key industrial targets are highlighted in orange crayon, supposedly added by German officers to 

lend contrast to the map in the field.  

The verso of the work features the Mil -Geo-Karte of Stalingrad, a regional map taken from Sheet D49 of 

the German General Staffôs map, Osteuropa 1:300,000; the present view is described as being updated to 

August 1, 1942.  The map embraces the area of the great bend of the Volga, with the city of Stalingrad 

on the left side, and the river flowing in the direction of Astrakhan and the Caspian Sea.  All roads and 

the railway along the eastern bank of the Volga (which is noted as still being under construction), 

running from Stalingrad towards Astrakhan, are delineated.  The óZeichenerklärungô on the right margin, 

identifies numerous features, while the óObjectverziechnisô (Object Directory) give the coordinates for 

ten important industrial sites located in the countryside beyond Stalingrad.  Symbols note the locations 

of the óDeutsche Siedlungenô (Volga German Settlements), while the extensive text along the left side 

grants detailed descriptions of the regionôs topography, geology, climate (midwinter temperatures 

averaged -9.9°C!), water systems (the level of the Volga), transport routes and the economy. 

 

A Note on Editions and Rarity 

The map, in any of its editions, is exceedingly rare.  Examples would have been issued in very small 

print runs for the classified use of only senior Axis commanders.  Moreover, the map would have had a 

very low survival rare, especially considering its use in the brutal conditions of the Stalingrad battle 

theatre.  

We cannot trace any other examples of the present early (August 1942) edition of the map, either in 

institutional collections or sales records.  However, we have been able to find internet references to a 

couple of later, modified editions, held in unspecified Russian libraries.  While there are probably a 

handful of other examples of various editions in German institutions, we have not been able to locate any 

references (many German World War II archives are not well catalogued).  

Also, of note, the Library of Congress holds a map likewise entitled Stadtplan von Stalingrad, described 

as a blueprint, that seems to be related to the present work.   

References: Cf. (re: related blueprint map:) Library of Congress: OCLC: 53254354.  

SOLD  



10. hǘǘƻƳŀƴ DŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ aŀǇ 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Damat KENAN & Ahmet Malik SAYAR (1892 - 1965). 

пЮнАϝжϜ бЯК ЌϼϜ йГтϽ϶ пЂ [Geological Map of Anatolia]. 

Constantinople: Matbaa-ē Amire, 1336 (Rumi Calendar) [1920]. 

Colour lithograph (lovely rich original colours, light staining, light wear along the vertical folds), 69 x 

91.5 cm (27 x 36 inches). 

 

Rare and Important ï the first proper geological map of Turkey; a large, separately 

published work created by the professors Damat Kenan and Ahmet Malik Sayar, issued 

by the imperial printer in 1920 during the twilight of the Ottoman Empire, forming the 

foundation for scientific and commercial discovery during the upcoming Turkish 

Republican Era; printed in Ottoman Turkish text with resplendent original colours.  

 

This rare, large-format separately published work is the first comprehensive geological map of Turkey.  

Based upon the most recent and accurate field reconnaissance, it was compiled by the prominent 

academics Damat Kenan and Ahmet Malik Sayer, and was published by the Matbaa-ē Amire, the 

imperial state printer, in 1920, on the eve of the collapse of the Ottoman Empire.   

With text entirely in Ottoman Turkish script, and employing especially rich lithographed colours, the 

map embraces the western three-quarters of Anatolia (to a point just to the east of Trabzon); all of 

Cyprus; parts of Northern Syria and Lebanon, to a point south down just past Homs and Tripoli; as well 

as Eastern Thrace.  The map brilliantly showcases the unusually complex geology of the region which 

lies along the Alpine-Himalayan tectonic belt, identifying 14 distinct geological zones, each coloured in 

their own resplendent hue.  Additionally, symbols identify innumerable locations of mineral deposits,  



  



mines and quarries concerning 22 different minerals.  Importantly, it notes the locations of major 

harbours, as well as delineating the regionôs railroads (including the largely complete Baghdad Railway, 

which was to connect Constantinople with Baghdad), which were vital to bringing minerals to market.  

While geological maps of certain Turkish locales, as well as rough geological sketch maps of the greater 

region already existed, the present work provides the first comprehensive and accurate overview of the 

geology and mining industry in Anatolia and adjacent regions.  It formed the foundation for the study of 

geology, as well as a key for resource development in Turkey over the coming years.  

Notably, the present map vitally assisted the production of the first statistical-mining atlas of Turkey, 

дϹЛв сϦϝуϚϝЋϲϜ сЂыАϜ [Maden Ihsaiyati Atlasi / Mining Atlas of Turkey] (Ankara, 1924). 

 

Historical Context: The Rise of Turkey out of the Ottoman Ashes 

While World War I (1914-8) prefigured the demise of the Ottoman Empire, it is a common Western 

misconception that Turkey simply ócollapsedô and resigned itself to defeat.  On the contrary, while most 

Turks accepted that the Ottoman Empire, with its vast Arab-majority provinces, was not to survive, they 

were reenergised by the dream of creating a new nation focused upon Constantinople and Anatolia.  

While the victorious Entente Powers (mainly Britain, France and Italy, along with Greece) vowed to 

dismember Anatolia into zones of foreign occupation, many Turks had other ideas.  

Mustafa Kemal Pasha (1881 - 1938), later known as óAtat¿rkô, a former Ottoman army officer and hero 

of the Gallipoli Campaign, rallied Turkish nationalist forces during the Turkish War of Independence 

(1919-22).  By 1922, he succeeded in both removing the foreign occupation of Anatolia, Constantinople 

and Eastern Thrace, while abolishing the Ottoman Empire.  In 1923, he proclaimed the Republic of 

Turkey, serving as its folding president for the next 15 years, whereby he did much to modernize and 

strengthen the new nation.  He is rightly remembered as one of the most visionary and successful World 

leaders of the 20th Century.   

The present map, while still made under the outgoing Ottoman regime, was created with the new 

óKemalistô can-do spirit in mind.  Turkish intellectuals, such as Kenan and Sayar, knew that the new 

Turkish state that would arise out of the ashes of the Ottoman Empire, would need to exploit its 

significant natural resource wealth to build a modern industrial economy, to both keep the people 

employed and to support the military.  The present map would have been vitally useful for strategic 

planning, to identify the locations of mines and quarries, as well as the means of transporting minerals to 

refineries and markets.   

Curiously, the present map omits the easternmost quarter of Anatolia.  This is since the political fate of 

the region was then disputed, while it was difficult for geologists to survey the area.  In 1920, the France 

and Britain still claimed zones of influence over the area, while promising to give much of it to an 

independent Armenian state.  Moreover, the location of the Soviet boundary in the region was still in 

doubt.  As it would turn out, Atatürk would settle the location of the Soviet-Turkish boundary with Lenin 

in 1921, while placing almost all Eastern Anatolia under Turkish rule, a reality internationally 

recognized by 1923.  

The authors of the map were the most respected authorities on mining and geology of their era.  Damat 

Kenan, was a professor of mining at the Darülfünun (later known as the University of Istanbul).  He co-

authored the map with his younger colleague, Ahmet Malik Sayar (1892 - 1965), then a lecturer at the 

Darülfünun, as well as an instructor at the Halkalē School of Agriculture.  The French-educated Sayar, 

who went on the publish numerous seminal academic studies, was subsequently recognized at the 

greatest Turkish geologist of the 20th Century.   

 

A Note on Rarity 

The present map is very rare; we can only trace one institutional example outside of Turkey (David 

Rumsey Map Collection).  

 

References: SALT Research Centre (Istanbul): APLAMK001; ķahap Nazmi Coĸkunlar, Yeni yayēnlar: 

Aylik bibliyografya dergisi, vols. 10-11 (1965), p. 385. Cf. On Professor Sayar: 

https://www.jmo.org.tr/resimler/ekler/827d1ec626c891d_ek.pdf 

 

1.400 EUR 
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11. ²ƻǊƭŘ ²ŀǊ LL π .ŀǘǘƭŜ hŦ YƛŜǾ όмфпмύ 
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VERMESSUNGS- UND KARTEN -ABTEILUNG (MOT.) 608. [GERMAN ARMY - 

MOTORIZED SURVEYING & MAP DETACHMENT 608].  

 

Bildplanskizze der Stadt Kiew 1:20 000. 

[Ukraine, near Kiev:]  Vermessungs- Und Karten-Abteilung (Mot.) 608, August 1941. 

Photographic print on glossy photographic paper, on 4 sheets joined horizontally in pairs, thus forming 2 

unjoined sections (Fair, work is substantially complete but has numerous short marginal tears and chips 

with small loss and surface abrasions in upper and lower righthand corners, also a 4 x 5 cm hole of loss 

in the middle of lower left quadrant and some other short tears without loss), north section: 48.5 x 108 

cm (19 x 42.5 inches), south section: 44 x 108 cm (17.5 x 42.5 inches); would if joined measure: 81 x 

108 cm (32 x 42.5 inches). 

 

Seemingly unrecorded ï a spectacular large format photographic map of Kiev, made on 

the eve of the WWII Battle of Kiev (August-September 1941), whereby the Nazis captured 

the city after an epic month-long contest against the Red Army; created from aerial 

photographs taken by reconnaissance officers aboard Luftwaffe planes, which were then 

edited and photographically printed at the local Wehrmacht headquarters, near Kiev, by 

a German Army óMotorized Surveying & Map Detachmentô, bearing signs of field use - 

an amazing artefact from one the seminal events along the Eastern Front.  



  



Nazi Germany invaded the Soviet Union in June 1941 in what was known as Operation Barbarossa, a 

óBlitzkriegô (Lightening Warfare) campaign that sought to conquer all of the country west of the óA-A 

Lineô (the imagined meridian running from Archangel down to Astrakhan).  The Germans were highly 

confident as the same techniques of rapid, mechanized warfare had practically mowed down France the 

year before.  However, the Wehrmacht severely underestimated the extraordinary bravery and self-

sacrifice of the Red Army troops and the severity of the Russian climate.  The campaign resulted in 

several titanic battles involving hundreds of thousands of troops on each side, and while the Germans 

usually prevailed, they did so always at great cost, with each showdown delaying their progress 

eastwards and depleting their strength.  Meanwhile, the Soviets seemed to be able to transcend 

unimaginable loss and suffering without losing their resolve; the Nazis eventually learned the hard way 

that they could not do the same. 

The Battle of Kiev (August 23 - September 26, 1941), often called the First Battle of Kiev, so as not to 

confuse it with another showdown in 1943, was one the great events of Operation Barbarossa.  During 

the vicious month-long contest, the Wehrmacht encircled the Soviet Unionôs third most important city, 

capturing or destroying the entire Soviet Southwestern Front Army.  The battle has the distinction of 

being the largest encirclement (in terms of number of troops involved) in military history.  

To give an idea of the scope of the battle, the Germans dedicated 544,00 troops, consisting of 9 

armoured divisions (with a heavy emphasis on tanks) and 25 infantry divisions, to the contest, while the 

city was defended by an elaborate series of fortifications and a Red Army force that initially numbered 

of 627,000 men.  The Luftwaffe and the Germansô heavy artillery systematically pounded the strategic 

infrastructure and military locations within the city in an effort to soften up resistance, but this did not 

bear fruit, as the Soviets bravely resisted, rushing in more troops to replenish their strength.  However, 

the Wehrmacht pressed hard and managed to completely encircle Kiev while raising the tempo of their 

bombardment.  The Sovietsô situation was hopeless, and at the end of the battle the Germans captured 

452,700 Red Army troops, and 2,642 Soviet artillery pieces, along with 64 tanks.  Beyond that, 

horrifically, the Red Army suffered around 700,000 casualties!   

The Battle of Kiev was a shocking defeat for the Soviets, and while certainly a great technical victory for 

the Germans, its place in the greater war remains debatable.  While the Germans suffered 61,000 

casualties and did not lose too much equipment, the month-long battle slowed the Wehrmachtôs progress 

towards the Volga River.  In fact, when the battle concluded, at the end of September, winter on the 

Steppes was nigh.  It would be argued that the Sovietôs tremendous sacrifice at Kiev did much to ensure 

that by the end of the 1941 campaign season, while Germany had conquered much of Ukraine and a 

good part of European Russia, it fell well short of its goals, failing to take Moscow or reach the 

Caucuses.   

During the 1942 campaign season, the Nazis pursued Case Blue, a high-risk/high-reward strategy that 

aimed to seize the Baku Oil Fields, but as we all know today, this would end in their disastrous defeat at 

the Battle of Stalingrad (August 23 ï February 2, 1942), which hailed the beginning of the end of the 

Third Reich.  

 

The Present Map in Focus  

The present work is a large format image made in August 1941, immediately before the Wehrmacht 

attacked Kiev.  As will be explored in more detail below, the map was made from photos taken by 

German military reconnaissance officers aboard high-altitude Luftwaffe flights over Kiev.  The raw 

photos were then edited and prepared onto the present work by a German Army óMotorized Surveying & 

Map Detachmentô working at the local army headquarters outside of Kiev, where the present map was 

photographically printed.  The map is the most accurate and up to date cartographic view of Kiev would 

have been directly consulted by the German High Command when preparing their attack, while also 

serving as a critical source for improving conventional military maps. 

The photographic map showcases the entire city of Kiev (the city proper had a population of 930,000 in 

1940) and its environs.  As shown, the city lies on the western bank of the mighty Dnieper River, 

surrounded on all sides by farmland.  The street pattern of the old city, with its dense, irregular blocks 

and bastions, is clearly visible, and it sharply contrasts with that of the more modern midtown, which 

follows a rational grid-pattern of wider thoroughfares; while the low-density suburbs fan out into the 

countryside.   

All major topographical features and works of infrastructure are clearly visible, and the utility of the map 

is aided by the overlay of the white grid for rendering coordinates.  On the map, the names of various 

key features and military targets have been drawn in in white lettering, including the óDnjeperô (Dnieper 

River, with an arrow showing its course); óUmgehungsbahnô (bypass road); óEisenbahnbrückeô (railway 

bridge); óHafenô (harbour on the Dnieper); óZitadelleô (Citadelle / old fort complex); óHauptbahnhofô 

(railway station); óG¿terbahnhofô (rail freight depot); óFlughafenô (airport); as well as marking the roads 

or railways leading out of the city towards various locations, including Odessa, Zhitomir, Vasylkiv and 

Borvary.  Also, many other potential targets are clearly identified, including fortifications, factories, 

warehouses, military marshalling yards, as well as places such as sports stadiums.  

 

Of great importance, unlike all the other maps that the Germans had access to, the Bildskizze shows the 

scene in real time, noting many recent changes the Soviets may have made to the landscape or military 

or civilian infrastructure.  For examples, the map reveals all sorts of recent and intense activity around 

the airport, as well as signs of heavy construction (defensive works) across the Dnieper from the city.  A 

trained eye would surely be able to tease out dozens of more interesting details.  

 

To the point, the present map provided a wealth of information to the Wehrmacht High Command, as 

they planned their next moves, that would not have been available on any other map.  

 

 

Made in the Battle Theatre: The Fascinating Story of How and Where the óBildplanskizzeô was 

Made 

Upon the outset of Operation Barbarossa, the Wehrmacht went to great lengths to acquire the most 

recent Soviet maps of potential battle zones, in many cases reprinting them at the German Army General 

Staffôs ultra-modern press in Berlin.  While the Soviet maps tended to be of very high quality, they 

intentionally omitted much military information, such as the locations of most defensive works, while 

the Red Army had made so many changes to the landscape and military infrastructure all across the 

country that even the best printed maps in the possession of the Germans left much to be desired.  The 

Wehrmacht needed much more detailed and up-to-date information for operational planning.  In some 

instances, they gained this intelligence from human assets, but in other cases they had to go out and 

acquire it for themselves.  

Throughout World War II, the Wehrmacht operated numerous Vermessungs- und Karten-Abteilung 

(Motorisiert), which roughly translates to óMotorized Surveying and Map Detachmentsô.  These highly 

sophisticated units were manned by skilled surveyors, draftsmen and printing technicians, and often (but  



  



not always) travelled in specially-fitted train cars that contained drafting/photography studios and 

advanced printing presses, while in other cases the equipment was transported to fixed locations in Nazi-

controlled territories where a temporary publishing house was established.  The places where the 

Detachments operated printing presses were called óArmee-Kartenstelleô (Army Map Sites).   

The Motorized Map Detachments were usually assigned to and followed the progress of specific army 

corps and their workshops could be instantly set up close to battle fronts, where new maps could be 

made, or existing maps updated, predicated upon fresh aerial reconnaissance and field intelligence.  In 

many cases, new maps could be generated within hours of fresh information arriving at the Armee-

Kartenstelle.   

Of particular relevance to the present work, the Vermessungs- und Karten-Abteilung (Motorisiert) often 

sent skill mapping photographers up on high-altitude Luftwaffe reconnaissance flights to take 

photographs that could be edited into óbildskizzeô at the Armee-Kartenstelle, photographically printed, 

and then given immediately to field commanders.  The bildskizze would otherwise be used by draftsmen 

to improve conventional printed maps.  

The exact circumstances of the production of the present work is described by the text written in the box 

on the lower right corner reads: 

óAngerfertigt nach Luftbildern der von Koluft 6 aufgenommenen Filme Nr. 10R, 54, 55, 57, 292, 299, 

346 und 402 durch die K. Batterie (Bildzug) der Verm. u. Ka. Abteilung (mot.) 608 im August 1941. 

Das schwarze Gitternetz entspricht dem Gauss-Krüger-Netz der Karte 1:50000. Das wieße Gitternetz 

diente lediglich zur Erzielung einer einheitlichen Entzerrungsgrundlage. Beim Abgreifen von 

Punktkoordinaten kann mit einer mittleren Genauigkeit von 50m gerechner werden.ó 

 

Translation: 

óMade from aerial photos of the films Nos. 10R, 54, 55, 57, 292, 299, 346 and 402 taken by Koluft 6 by 

the K. Battery (photo train) of Motorized Surveying and Mapping Detachment 608 in August 1941. 

The black grid corresponds to the Gauss-Krüger grid of the map 1: 50000. The white grid network only 

served to achieve a uniform basis for equalization. When picking up point coordinates, calculations can 

be carried out with an average accuracy of 50 metresô. 

This explanation reveals that in August 1941 the Koluft 6 (reconnaissance unit no. 6), working as part of 

the Motorized Surveying and Mapping Detachment 608, took photographs of the Kiev, certainly aboard 

high-altitude Luftwaffe flights.  

These raw photos would then have been developed at a special studio at the óArmee-Kartenstelleô, 

located near the Kiev at the Headquarters of the local German High Command.  They would then have 

been adjusted for clarity, contract and sizing to create the template of the present image.  Printed paper 

labels (containing the title and the caption) would then had been laid down, along with the 

aforementioned grid, while certain names on the map would have been added in manuscript in white.  

The resulting proof would then have been reproduced by photographic methods in only a very small 

number of examples.   

The first few examples of the image would have been rushed out to the high command to be used in 

battle planning sessions.  A few other examples would remain for the map drafting corps, as the valuable 

up-to-date information could be integrated into new conventional printed maps, while a couple other 

examples would be sent to Berlin for the same purpose.  

It seems that the present example of the image was used for military planning in the field.  A manuscript 

inscription the verso reads: ñam 12/9/41 am FR278 Abgebebenò (ñTurned in to FR278 (supposedly some 

army unit code?) on September 9, 1941ò), a date which fell near the middle of the Battle of Kiev.  

Moreover, its rough condition suggests extensive field use. 

 

A Note on Rarity 

 

The present work seems to be unrecorded.  We cannot trace a reference, let alone the location of another 

example.  However, it is possible that another example or two survives in a German archive or library, 

with the understanding that many of Germanyôs World War II collections are not yet well catalogued.  

This is not really surprising, as only a handful of the Image would have been made in the first place, and 

while they would have been highly valued by commanders during the Battle of Kiev, these large fragile 

works would tend to have perished during the action, or discarded shortly afterwards.   

It is worth noting that we were able to find a reference to a Bildplanskizze der Stadt Kiew 1:15000, 

likewise made in August 1941 by the Koluft 6, Vermessungs- und Karten-Abteilung (Mot.) 608.  It is 

cited as one of the óGrundlagenô (Sources) of a printed map, Stadtplan Kiew / Sonderausgabe A / 

1:25.000 (1943), made around the time of the Second Battle of Kiev (1943), during which the Soviets 

liberated the city from the Nazis.  While this image is clearly related the present work, it is noted as 

being of a different scale and we simply do not know what it looked like, as we cannot locate any 

surviving examples of that work.  Further research may shed some light on the matter. 

Also, the press of the German General Staff in Berlin printed copies of the some of the image of various 

Soviet locations.  They were often issued within rare portfolios of maps of the Eastern Front intended for 

the use of officers.  However, these works were published in an entirely different technique than the 

original image made in the field, and are very different things, begin mere copies, not artefacts from the 

battle front.  We are not aware of the current whereabouts of a Berlin copy of a Kiev image of any kind.  

 

References: N / A ï No references traced.  
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LI MENPHY (or MINPEI LI ). /  

Newest Wall Map of Federation of Malaya. /   

Hong Kong: Hai Kwang Press, 1958. 

 

Colour off-set print, housed in original printed card covers (Very Good, lovely colours, remarkably fine 

condition for such a large fragile map, just some light toning along original folds and slight splits near 

some fold vertices, tiny point of old repair to left blank margin; covers a little toned with minor 

edgewear), 77.5 x 106.5 cm (30.5 x 42 inches). 

 

A very rare wall map of the Federation of Malaya (todayôs peninsular Malaysia) made 

only the year after its independence from Britain, an entirely bilingual work (Chinese-

English) executed by a Chinese draftsman, Li Menphy, and published in Hong Kong for 

the benefit of Malayaôs large Chinese population and the many Hong Kongers who had 

strong connections to that country by way of the óBamboo Networkô. 

 

This large and highly attractive bilingual (Chinese-English) map depicts the Federation of Malaya, a 

country which gained its independence from Britain in 1957, only the year before the present map was 

made.  The Federation was formed by the merger of the nine Malay states and Penang and Malacca (two 

of the constituents of the former Straits Settlements); its territory being the same as todayôs peninsular 

Malaysia.  In 1963, Malaysia would be formed upon the Federationôs union with Sarawak and Sabah 

(both on Borneo) and Singapore (which would split from the country in 1965).  The map was made to  

  



serve Malayaôs large ethnic Chinese population, as well as the many Chinese communities throughout 

the greater region that had connections to Malaya as part of the óBamboo Networkô. 

The brightly colured and well-designed map depicts the entire country to a large scale of 14 miles to 1 

inch.  In the bottom centre, the chart of óConventional Signsô (in three languages ï Chinese, Malay and 

English) explains the symbols used to identify boundaries (international, state); capitals (national, state); 

cities; towns; ports; major railways; light railways; main highways; secondary roads; other motor roads; 

lighthouses; sea lanes; mountains (with five levels, from 500 feet to over 5,000 feet); rivers; and lakes. 

The composition features five cartographic insets, including, in the lower left corner, a map of the 

popular resort island of Langkawi, and large map showing the air connections between Malaya and other 

parts of Southeast Asia.  In the upper right are thematic maps, on the top is an elevation map of the 

country; below is a mining map (noting deposits of tin ï Malaya was one of the worldôs leading tin 

producers, gold, bauxite, wolfram, iron, manganese and coal); and below that is an agricultural map 

(noting areas for growing rice, cocoanuts, rubber ï Malaya was one of the worldôs great rubber 

producers, jungles ï featuring valuable hardwood timber, was well as swamps).  

The map had two main intended audiences.  First, it was made to serve Malayaôs large and well 

established ethnic Chinese population.  In 1957, 40% of Malayaôs population was Chinese, accounting 

for 2.4 million people.  While there had always been a strong Chinese presence on the Malay Peninsula, 

great waves of Southern Chinese immigration arrived there during the British colonial regime, in the 19th 

and first half of the 20th centuries.  The Chinese community came to assume a dominant role in the 

countryôs commercial affairs and contributed greatly to Malayaôs cultural richness.  While the Chinese 

communities in todayôs Malaysia are is still important and influential, they account for only 23% of the 

countryôs population.  Chinese emigration and the fact that ethnic Malays had a higher birthrate have 

accounted for this demographic shift.  

Second, the map was also intended to serve ethnic Chinese readers throughout the óBamboo Networkô.  

This term describes the deep and continuous connections between Hong Kong, Taiwan, and the various 

Chinese communities across Southeast Asia.  This informal system, which remains a major force today, 

had for generations been one of the lifelines of commerce and culture in the greater region.  It was no 

surprise that such a map was published in Hong Kong, which was the epicentre of the Bamboo Network.   

The author of the present map, Li Menphy (or Minpei Li), was a prolific Hong Kong cartographer active 

in the ó50s and ó60s who specialized in large format, bright and decorative bilingual (Chinese-English) 

works.  These include a New Map of Hong Kong (1951); atlases, Southeast Asia in Maps (1956) and The 

Maps of Malaya (1959); The New Wall Map of Southeast Asia (1960); New Map of United States of 

America (1961); and North Borneo (1962). 

The present map is very rare.  We can trace only a single institutional example, held by the National 

Library of Singapore.  Moreover, we cannot trace any sales records. 

 

References: National Library of Singapore: 12882168, OCLC: 298446074 
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SURVEY OF INDIA / BRITISH MILITARY INTELLIGENCE.  

Penang Island. 

Calcutta: Survey of India, April 1945. 

 

Photo-zincograph in colour (Good, overall clean and bright, but some noticeable creasing, especially 

near old folds and some spots of wear with very minor loss along horizonal centrefold, some areas of 

light toning, some old repairs from verso to marginal tears), 67 x 53 cm (26.5 x 21 inches). 

 

An exceedingly rare and historically important map of Penang Island (Malaysia), issued 

in by the Survey of India in Calcutta April 1945, late in World War II, while Malaya was 

still under Japanese Occupation; updated ñwith additions and corrections from 

intelligence informationò, the map was one of the seminal aids used by senior British 

commanders in the run up to and during óOperation Juristô, the successful mission to take 

back Penang, being the first step in the British reconquest of Malaya. 

 

This exceedingly rare artefact of World War II in Southeast Asia is a highly advanced and detailed 

topographical map of Penang Island (Malaysia), printed by the Survey of India in Calcutta in April 1945, 

when Malaya was still under Japanese occupation.  Critically, Penang was the most important Axis 

submarine base in the Indian Ocean, the vessels of which terrorized Allied military and civilian shipping.  

Predicated upon the best pre-war surveys augmented ñwith additions and corrections from intelligence 

informationò, the map was issued to act as key strategic aid for senior British military commanders in the  

  



run up to and during óOperation Juristô, the successful endeavour to secure Penang, which became the 

first part of Malaya to be liberated from Japanôs brutal nearly four-year long reign of terror.  

The map embraces all of Penang Island, featuring all the details that could possibly aid British military 

operations.  Notably, the islandôs capital, George Town, a vibrant trading port, is located on the 

peninsula at its northeastern corner.  Beyond, the depiction of the mountainous, heavily forested island, 

employs contour lines, with heights rising up to 2,722 feet, at Government Peak.  As described on the 

legend, located in boxes in the lower margin, the symbols used to describe all manner of natural and 

manmade details are explained, including, roads, railways, electricity and telephone lines, bridges, 

mosques, churches and temples, forts, lighthouses, mountains and rivers, as well as many other details 

consistent with a top-grade scientific topographical survey.  Numerous specific sites are named, notably, 

in Georgetown, including óFort Cornwallisô, the old bastion where the British founded their first colonial 

outpost in Malaya in 1786; and the óSwettenham Pierô, a great commercial nexus.   

A box in the upper right margin features a óGlossaryô translating Malay geographical terms into English. 

The first edition of the map was issued by the Survey of India in October 1944, on the eve for the first 

British aerial missions to Penang, which both bombed Japanese targets in around George Town and 

dropped sea mines in an effort to cripple the Axis submarine base. 

The present second edition of the map appeared in April 1945 ñwith additions and corrections from 

intelligence informationò, meaning new information gained from recent British aerial reconnaissance 

(that map features the Survey of India order code: óóHIND 1035, Sheet 2 1/9 Second Editionô).  The 

present edition of the map would have been critically useful as the British successfully forced the 

Japanese/Germans to close the submarine base at Penang, as well as to plan their moves upon the island 

during óOperation Juristô, which compelled the Japanese to surrender Penang on September 2, 1945.  

 

A Note on Rarity 

Both editions of the present map are extremely rare.  Marked on the map as óRestrictedô they would have 

been issued in only very small print runs for the exclusive use of senior British military officers and 

strategists, while most examples would have perished due to field wear.  We can trace only a single 

institutional example of either of the editions, being an example of the second edition included as part of 

collection of World War II maps of Malaya held by the National Library of Australia.  Moreover, we 

cannot trace any sales records. 

 

The WWII Japanese Occupation of Penang at its Liberation by óOperation Juristô 

Up to World War II, Penang was an affluent trading centre, with a dynamic multicultural population.  It 

benefitted from its uniquely strategic location, guarding the northern approaches to the Strait of Malacca.  

Upon the outset of the conflict, the British command in Malaya was highly over-confident, believing that 

Japanese would likely refrain from going to  war against the Allies, and even if it did so, could be easily 

overcome as presumably no óAsianô power would be a fit match for their forces.     

However, on the morning of December 8, 1941 (local time), at the same moment as they raided Pearl 

Harbor, the Japanese attacked British possessions in East and Southeast Asia, in a stealth move, as 

Tokyo had not declared war upon London.  Japanese forces immediately landed in Malaya, rolling over 

the peninsula in a manner that could be likened to Blitzkrieg; their conquest of the entire region being 

completed upon the British surrender of Singapore on February 16, 1942. 

The Japanese started to bomb Penang Island on December 11, 1941.  In a move that would forever bring 

dishonour to the British colonial regime, they stealthily abandoned Penang on December 16, evacuating 

only the European population, while leaving the local people to their own grim fates.  The Japanese 

moved in to occupy the island three days later. 

The Japanese occupation of Penang, as was the case in many other regions, could be best be described as 

barbaric and sadistic, typified by war crimes and gratuitous cruelty.  Special horrors were reserved for 

Penangôs large Chinese community, whose civilians were routinely massacred, enslaved and starved.  

The Japanese renamed the Penang, Tojo Island, after their prime minister, Hideki Tojo. 

Importantly, during the occupation, Penang became the most important Axis submarine base in the 

Indian Ocean, home to both the Imperial Japanese Navyôs 6th fleet Submarine Squadron 8 and the 

Monsun Gruppe (Monsoon Group), the German Kriegsmarineô special Asian U-boat division.  These 

submariner forces terrorized Allied shipping, and for a time practically drove the Royal Navy out of the 

Bay of Bengal.  

Late in the war, as the Allies gradually gained the upper hand, Penang became one of their prime targets.  

Beginning in October 1944, British planes, based at Khargpur, Bengal, started bombing Penang and 

dropping sea mines along the waters around the island, which had the desired effect of forcing the 

closure the Japanese-German submarine base.   

By the mid-summer of 1945 the Japanese were a spent force and it was only a matter of time before their 

brutal empire collapsed.  The British launched óOperation Zipperô, a design to retake Malaya, of which 

the first phase would be the seizure of Penang, by way of óOperation Juristô.  No doubt aided by 

examples of the present map a detachment of warships commanded by Vice Admiral Harold Walker 

cruised to just off of Penang Island.  Seeing the writing on the wall, the Japanese surrendered on 

September 2, 1945, making Penang the first place in Malaya to be liberated.  A larger British force 

assumed control of Singapore on September 13, will all of Malaya being liberated shortly thereafter.    

Malaysia would become independent in 1957, and Penang has since prospered as one of the Southeast 

Asiaôs most dynamic cities. 

 

References: National Library of Australia: MAP G8030 s63 1941-51 (referring to a collection of maps 

which includes an example of the present map). 
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Bruno HASSENSTEIN (1839 - 1902). 

Die deutschen Besitzungen in West-Polynesien. Entworfen von Bruno Hassenstein.  

Gotha, Germany: Justus Perthes, 1885. 

Colour lithograph (Very Good, just some light toning), 46.5 x 56 cm (18.5 x 22 inches). 

 

A very rare broadside that is one of the earliest maps to show the new German colonial 

óBesitzungenô (possessions) in New Guinea, created by the eminent cartographer Bruno 

Hassenstein from the best sources newly arrived from the field, and published by Justus 

Perthes, Germanyôs leading map house. 

 

New Guinea was first encountered by Spanish mariners in the 16th Century, but its reef-guarded 

coastlines, impenetrable jungle and the hostility of some its indigenous peoples (including Head 

Hunters!) ensured that it was one of the last non-polar places on Earth to be colonized by 

Europeans.  While Europeans occasionally reconnoitred and traded along its coasts over the succeeding 

centuries, they avoided setting down roots. 

This all changed in the 1880s, during perhaps the most comprehensive period of colonialism, when 

various European powers were obsessed with claiming every square inch of the globe.  In 1883, the 

British colony of Queensland, Australia, declared Papua (the southeastern quarter of the island) to be a 

part of the British Empire, and proceeded to set up outposts that would form the basis of British New 

Guinea.  This move was reluctantly and belatedly embraced by Westminster, which dreaded the cost of 

carrying the colony.  The Dutch claim to the western half of New Guinea (later Irian Jaya) was 

considered secure, even if little was done to advance it on the ground.  



  


