
Faden’s map, despite passing its two hundredth
birthday, is still used extensively by students of Norfolk’s
social and agricultural history and those with an interest in
landscape studies of the county and East Anglia. It is used
by the members of the Norfolk and Norwich Naturalist’s
Society who know that certain flora and fauna are only to
be found in sites previously woodland or open common.
Those with an interest in metal detecting and industrial
archaeology quote Faden in their journals and members of
the Parson Woodforde Society find the map gives them a
spatial background when reading the diary of the Weston
Longville rector who died in 1803. The map is quoted on
sixteen occasions in the Historical Atlas of Norfolk edited
by Peter Wade Martins, though not always accurately.

Original copies of the map are available locally in
Norfolk: there is a copy in the Norwich millennium library
but this is now showing signs of wear. The Norfolk Record
Society published a copy of the map in its volume XL11 in
1975, with a detailed analysis by Chris Barringer, but this
is becoming increasingly difficult to find. The main source
for the map has been the Lark’s Press copy of the map
which has undergone repeated reprinting since it was first
published in 1989. It does however suffer from two
disadvantages, the first being that its 33 small plates
inevitably fail to give an overall view of the county. It is
not obvious how the distribution and shapes of commons
and heaths varies so much over the county. The second
problem is that the hachures, used by the map engraver to
show Norfolk’s minor hills and valleys, are accentuated in
the copying and reprinting so that underlying detail is
sometimes lost. Anyone fortunate enough to have access to
an original map will see that the hachures are not a
problem and indeed add greatly to the map’s beauty.

We do not know how many maps were originally
printed, but it appears that, from searches on the internet,
that many copies are now in private hands in the United
States. Original maps do occasionally come on the market
and indeed one appeared in the salerooms of Bernard
Shapero’s Rare Books in London in March 2005 for
£2000. With the continuing interest in the map it was felt
that a further edition was warranted. A digital redrawing

does allow ready access to the map and enormous potential
for continuing research on the map.

Faden’s map was the first large-scale map (at one
inch to the mile) of the whole county. Corbridge’s earlier
1730 map, drawn at a scale of 2 miles to the inch is
comparatively crude in its detailing. Faden’s map came
quite late in comparison to other counties: between 1699
and 1764 twenty English counties saw their first large-
scale maps, though many of these were not to new surveys.
A further 29 were published between 1765 and 1783
covering 70% of England’s area. The last 20 years of the
century saw an acceleration in the production of county
maps so that by 1800 only Cambridgeshire and Rutland
did not have a large scale map.

The reasons for this deluge of new maps in the
second half of the eighteenth century are many. Increasing
dissatisfaction in the 1740s and 1750s with maps that had
hardly changed since the time of Saxton and Speed led to
demands for improvement. The Gentleman’s Magazine
between 1730 and 1780 was full of plans for new roads,
waterways and canals and these needed to be recorded on
maps covering a greater area. Improved transport, for
people and goods, by road, sea and navigable rivers
demanded better maps. The scientific principals of the
English Enlightenment combined with improved
surveying instruments meant that accurate maps could
now be produced. There was no lack of skilled surveyors
in the middle of the eighteenth century (used to working
on estate surveys) and London was already a centre for
map engravers, printers and publishers. The landed gentry
were flattered by county maps where they could see their
estates outlined. The catalyst that brought all of this
together was the announcement in 1759 by the Society for
the Encouragement of Arts, Manufactures, and Commerce
(often called the Society of Arts) of a prize for the best
large scale county maps. An extra premium was allowed
for maps which showed rivers that were capable of being
used for navigation. The Society insisted on certain
cartographic standards which included 1) a scale of one
inch to the mile 2) coastlines correctly laid down 3) the
recording of latitude and longitude 4) the employment of
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triangulation in the survey 5) the use of the most modern
instruments including the theodolite, plain table and
perambulator 6) the recording of road distances and 7) a
survey period of no longer than two years.

Only eleven English and two Welsh county maps
were given an award under the scheme between 1765 and
1809. William Faden did not win an award for his map of
Norfolk, possibly because the survey took far longer than
the two years stipulated and because he did not given
details on the map of his triangulation calculations.
Despite there only being a few prizes awarded their
influence cannot be underestimated. Over the last forty
years of the century the county maps were of an almost
uniformly high standard which met nearly all the criteria
demanded. Over this period further factors came to bear:
the canal frenzy of the 1790s, the influence of the turnpike
trusts from 1770 onwards, the military threat from across
the channel and the jealousy aroused by the knowledge
that France already had embarked on nation-wide mapping
in 1759. It could be argued that the county maps would
have been produced without the Society of the Arts prizes
but the resultant maps would not have had a certain
uniformity combined with a charming individuality.

Surveyors and publishers of the Norfolk map
Although the 1797 map of Norfolk is named after the

publisher, William Faden, it could easily have been named
after the two surveyors Thomas Donald and Thomas Milne.
Hodskinson’s 1783 map of Suffolk is so called after the
surveyor, James Hodskinson, even though William Faden
was the publisher. William Faden (1750–1836) was one of
the most successful map publishers in the country and was
based in Charing Cross, London. He was the son of a printer
of Scots origin who had previously been called

Mackfadden, so perhaps we should call the Norfolk map
Fadden rather than Faden.1 Map making and printing was a
vigorously competitive business where copyright rules were
virtually non-existent and where it was the norm to use the
map engravings of rivals. Faden took over the business of
Thomas Jefferys, one of London’s most respected map
makers. Jefferys was not prepared to reduce his standards by
employing cheaper but unsatisfactory surveyors and this led
to his being made bankrupt in 1766. Faden was recognised
as a particularly astute business man who would not cut
corners but who saw map making as a money-making
concern. Jefferys had previously published maps in America
and Faden exploited this connection, even printing battle
plans with troop movements during the American War of
Independence. Faden’s North American Atlas of 1776 as
well as his maps of the United States of North America are
now prized collector’s items. It is as a result of this that
many of Faden’s English county maps, including several of
Norfolk, are now deposited in American libraries.

Producing county maps in England was a financially
risky undertaking. Surveys often took over several years to
complete, followed by drafts, engraving and finally
printing and all of this before money could be collected
from sales. We know that the cost of Faden’s Norfolk map
had reached £2000 by 1794, three years before its
publication.2 The final cost we do not know but we can be
certain that the monetary significance of the £100 Sociey
of Art prize, had he won one, would have been negligible..
Faden, as many other county map publishers, advertised
for subscribers who would pay two and half guineas
instead of the publication price of three guineas. Again we
do not know how many subscribers Faden had for his
Norfolk map, but it is recorded that he had 150 for his
(Hodskinson’s) Suffolk map in 1783. However it may not
have been so easy for Faden to find subscribers in 1797 as
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1 Laurence Worms The Maturing of British Commercial Cartography: William Faden and the Map Trade The
Cartographic Journal Vol 41 No. 1 June 2004 p.8

2 Laurence Worms The Maturing of British Commercial Cartography p.10
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we know that M J Armstrong, an experienced surveyor had
tried, and failed, to produce a Norfolk county map in the
early 1780s3. Many people had subscribed towards this
abortive map and they may not have been so willing to
again pay in advance.

Faden remained, unlike many of his fellow
cartographers, a very successful mapmaker. As well as
several other English county maps he published maps of
the West Indies, India and France and in 1801 was asked to
print the first Board of Ordnance (later the Ordnance
Survey) map of the county of Kent. One of his most
successful maps were his three revisions, in 1807, 1813
and 1819 of Richard Horwood’s very detailed map of
London4. At 26 inches to the mile, and originally published
in 32 sheets over the period 1792–1799 it was so accurate
that it was used to calculate hackney carriage fares.5 By
1822 Faden’s map catalogue listed over 350 publications.

Thomas Milne brought a great deal of experience to
the Norfolk survey. In the 1770s he had worked on the

forfeiture estates in Scotland for the Earl of Fife, the Duke
of Gordon and on the Strathbogie estates6. When work
started to run dry he had, with several of his colleagues, to
turn south to find employment and he was the surveyor of
Hampshire’s 1791 county map which is named after him
(William Faden was the publisher). This map won him a
Society of Arts £50 prize after the judges inspected the
evidence of Milne’s fieldwork and had sought the opinion
of local magistrates. Milne was considered an expert in his
field and contributed articles on surveys and plotting in
George Adams’s Geometrical and Graphical essays
published in 1791. After his work in the 1790s on the
Norfolk survey he produced the London Land Utilisation
Map in 1800. This highly significant map, drawn at 2
inches to the mile, covered 260 square miles of London and
its environs, showing 17 different types of land use
including farms and orchards within a few miles of the
centre of London.7 Thomas Milne subsequently applied for
a post with the Board of Ordnance but was unsuccessful.

SoC BULLETIN Vol 39 73

Figure 3 

3 Betty Chambers M.J.Armstrong in Norfolk: the progress of an eighteenth century county surveyor. Geographical
Journal Vol 130 September 1964 p.427–431

4 Reprinted by Stanfords of London map publishers www.stanfords.co.uk
5 Catherine Delano-Smith and Roger J P Kain English Maps: a History British Library 1999 p. 205
6 David Smith Maps and Plans for the local historian and collector Batsford London 1988 pages 44, 46 and see also

National Library of Scotland collection www.nls.uk
7 Republished for the London Topograhical Society by Stanfords 



Thomas Donald was equally eminent having been
the surveyor (with Ainslie who had worked in Scotland
with Thomas Milne) of the Bedfordshire and
Buckinghamshire county maps in 1765 and 1770
respectively. Both of these maps were published by
Thomas Jefferys. Donald’s survey for the county map of
Cumberland8 was carried out in 1771 and it should also
have been published by Jefferys but following his
bankruptcy in 1766 his business was taken over by
William Faden in 1771. The Cumberland map was named
after Donald and finally published in 1774 by James
Hodskinson, although Faden took over later printings.
Thomas Donald was one of three surveyors (the others
being Hodskinson and Ainslie) of the 1771 Yorkshire
county map. One is left with the impression of a tight knit
group of surveyors who travelled ceaselessly all over the
country working for publishers who saw bankruptcy an
ever present threat. Certainly Norfolk was served by two
outstanding surveyors with a publisher who had seen off
much of the opposition.

We are left, sadly, with few of the original surveyors
records nor do we know how many were employed
(‘assistants’ on the map’s title page) in the Norfolk survey.
It is odd that no mention is made of passing surveyors in
Parson Woodforde’s diary of his life as Weston Longville’s
rector. A crude calculation using the number of parishes in
Norfolk and the five year period of the survey would
suggest that each parish would have taken up to 3 days to
survey.

An analysis of the map
To our modern eyes the most striking difference

between Faden’s map and a present day Ordnance Survey
map is the disappearance of the commons, heaths and
greens. This change was the result of parliamentary
enclosure which occurred rather unevenly over the whole
country between 1750 and 1830. Land that had been
communally used (as open fields as well as commons,
heaths and moors) passed into private ownership. From
our perspective it was the disappearance of the commons,
rather than the open fields that would have a marked effect
on the appearance of a map. This legal manoeuvre, which
in Norfolk occurred essentially over a 30 year period, had
a dramatic effect on its landscape as well as its social
structure. A county that had remained unchanged in many
ways from the medieval period quickly took on an
appearance that we would recognise today. Whether
individual county maps reflect these changes depends on
four variables, the date of the map survey, the date that
enclosure took place, the degree to which a particular
county was affected by parliamentary enclosure and
whether it involved open fields, commons or both. Figure 1
shows the number of enclosure acts in England and Wales
involving ‘commons and wastes’ over the late eighteenth

and early nineteenth centuries. Superimposed are the dates
of some of the county maps.

Norfolk’s had its first county map comparatively late
in 1797, but as it was affected by parliamentary enclosure
later than many counties the map essentially shows the
situation before enclosure. This is shown in Figure 2. The
next large scale county map of Norfolk, published by
Bryant in 1826 shows the landscape after nearly all
enclosure acts had been put into effect.

How accurate is the map?
If the map is not reasonably accurate its value as a

historical document is compromised. We can check the
map against other contemporary maps, including
enclosure maps, estate maps, sale maps and the later tithe
maps of the 1830s. Many of these only cover one or two
parishes. It is easy to be critical of a map because there are
so many ways to check its veracity: a written document of
the same period often cannot be so rigorously checked.
Faden’s map has many minor inaccuracies: looking at the
parish of Foulsham the church is not positioned correctly
in the middle of the village and Keeling Hall is called
Kelling Hall. In nearby North Elmham the grain mill is
incorrectly named as Bintry paper mill. Many features,
which we can be fairly certain were present in the early
1790s, such as brick kilns, windmills and even churches
have been omitted. Farms and settlements for which we
have good documentary evidence are not on the map.
Surveying would have been made from road and track
traverses and it is possible that the man on the ground was
not allowed access to certain areas. Absence of evidence is
not evidence of absence. We must remind ourselves,
however that this was the first map of its type and the
surveyors and draughtsmen did not have previous whole-
county maps to check their data nor did they have the
advantage of aerial photographs, which the modern
cartographer refers to all the time.

Heaths, commons and greens seem to have been
recorded accurately and the surveyors would have been
helped by the their boundaries being delineated on the
ground by banks, ditches and hedges. Faden’s Norfolk
map has a good record for correctly recording recent
common land enclosure, usually marked as ‘lately
enclosed’. Where this has been noted on the map the
enclosure has usually taken place within the previous five
to ten years, eg Banham. This was not the case in
Hodskinson’s map of Suffolk where the suveyor failed to
record some enclosures that had been enacted forty years
previously. There is under-recording of common land in
Faden particularly in the fens, along the major rivers, eg.
the Wensum and in the extensive marshland to the west of
Norwich. The errors in Faden depend on local knowledge
and they need to be recorded in a database. Particular care
seems to have been taken over rivers and this must have
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been due to the stipulation by the Society of Arts that the
possibility of navigation should be considered. Minor
roads often are drawn rather hurriedly but a careful review
of the parishes in the environs of North Elmham suggest
that the minor roads are in subsequent maps recorded as
footpaths, farm tracks or bridleways.

It is usually stated that woodland is poorly delineated
in Faden’s map and most other county maps of the period.
Certainly Faden was not used as evidence in the Inventory
of Ancient Woodland.9 It is valuable to look at this in more
detail. The larger woods in Norfolk eg. at Foxley and
Hockering are in general, accurately recorded in Faden
according to contemporary and subsequent documents and
maps. This is not always so and Faden’s surveyors appear
to have been in a muddle over a group of moderately large
woods near Hedenham in south Norfolk. Hedenham Wood
is reasonably accurately drawn as is Tindall Wood. The
woodland to the south of the village, now and previously
called Sexton Wood covers a much larger area on Faden’s
map than documentary evidence would suggest, supported
by Bryant’s map of 1826 and the First Ordnance Survey
map of 1838. These woods, their acreage and
management, have been continuously recorded since the
Bigod family lived in Ditchingham in the 1270s. Sexton
Wood was recorded as 861/2 acres in 1270 and is now 951/2
acres so it is difficult to see how Faden could record it at
over 150 acres. Coppicing could have confused surveyors
in that in if there were few standard trees within a coppice
the acreage of woodland could have been underestimated.
Had that been the case Sexton would have been smaller
than its true size on the map rather than being 60% greater.
Between Hedenham Wood and Tindall Wood Faden has
failed to record two woods, Round Grove and Long Row
which are substantial in size and which we can be certain
were present. Similarly Faden has left out woodland (now
called Big Wood) to the south-east of Long Stratton that
we can be certain was present. The generalisation that
Faden is questionable in its recording of woodland would
appear to be true.

A study of gentry parkland on Faden’s map reveals a
fascinating time capsule of changing fashion in estate and
woodland design. Houghton Hall is an estate sixty years
behind the times. The rigidly straight avenues of trees,
centred on the main house and the straight edged
plantations all belong to a geometric design fashionable in
the early years of the eighteenth century. The reason for
Houghton being trapped in this time-warp was purely
financial. George Walpole, the grandson of Robert
Walpole the prime minister, had gambled away the family
money at the Newmarket Races, had periods of insanity
and certainly did not have spare cash to keep the estate in
good and fashionable order. At the other extreme is
Holkham Hall with its meandering entrance drive, sinuous
lakes and clumps of trees revealing views designed to

surprise the visitor. Belts of trees completely surround the
park, giving an air of exclusiveness. Between Houghton
and Holkham are Raynham Park and Haveringland Hall
which retain some of the earlier geometry but have made
some attempt at keeping up with their fashionable and
wealthy neighbours. Though we do not have clear
evidence it is likely that the ‘nobility and gentry’ paid a
premium to have their name printed on the map next to
their estate. Some, perhaps, did not pay and is this the
reason why the Jerninghams are not named next to
Costessey Hall? Remarkably the hall in Houghton Park
has not been included. Was this Faden’s response to the
family refusing to pay their premium?

Faden depicts settlements by rather schematic
rectangular blocks which do not indicate individual houses
but do correspond fairly closely to housing that can be
checked against contemporary maps. We must recall that
the modern 1:50,000 map makes no attempt to show
individual houses. Faden can be used to compare
settlement patterns, whether nuclear or dispersed, in
different parts of the county.

Faden – a digital redrawing
With its continuing value as a historical document,

for all its minor faults, it was felt that a further edition of
Faden’s maps would be a worthwhile exercise. An original
copy of the map has been scanned onto a computer and
graphics software has been used to retrace the whole map.
The only omission has been the hachuring used to show
Norfolk’s hills and vales: otherwise the map is a faithful
reproduction, with no attempt to correct the many errors in
the original. The hand colouring used in one version of the
original map has been copied with red used to indicate
parks and estates, a light brown for commons and heaths
and green for woodland. These allow, with the map being
printed, as in 1797, in six large maps, an overall view of
the landscape not recently available.

The map, once digitised, lends itself to further
detailed analysis. This exercise is not new: Mosby in 1933
painstakingly traced commons, woodland and estates in
Faden and using photographic reduction produced maps of
the late eighteenth landscape.10 The present map has been
drawn in ‘layers’, that is one layer for woodland, one for
commons, one for roads etc. The simplest analogy is to
consider the map as being made up of 150 sheets of acetate
used for overhead projectors, each sheet having just one
map feature. By asking to see just a few of the sheets it is
possible to ask questions of the map, for example the
distribution over the whole county of brick kilns, lime
kilns and parkland leaving out all other parameters. An
almost infinite number of questions can thus be asked of
the map and these can be answered in seconds rather than
the days needed by Mosby. New ‘layers’ can be added
such as soil types or parish boundaries (sadly missing in
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Faden, as in nearly all county maps of the period). There is
a caveat here in that the trigonometrical base used by
Faden is not exactly the same as that of the Ordnance
Survey so some manipulation of the layer is required.
Digitisation means that parts of the map, a parish or group
of parishes, the north Norfolk coast or the Broads can be
similarly analysed and printed. Calculation of areas is a
simple exercise for a digitised map. The information used
to produce the basic map can be recorded on a single CD,
though the ‘layered’ map uses a considerably more
computer memory and several DVD’s are required.
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Web note – a website of cartographic interest
Sister society the Canadian Cartographic Association has a weblog that recently carried a review of online mapping sites.
The weblog itself is worth checking out [http://ccablog.blogspot.com].

http://ccablog.blogspot.com/2005/10/review-of-online-mapping-sites.html
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