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	How is it possible to belong to a territory when its boundaries are no longer exclusively physical? How can we define the centre, or allegiance to that centre, at the beginning of the third millennium, if that centre cannot hold?

        2In an age when appeals are made both to sovereignty and "the global village", when terms such as "subsidiarity" and "the international community" have become common currency, the notion of membership is irrevocably plural.

        3This obviously invites reflection upon the fluctuating relations between central authority and secessionist tendencies in a historical perspective. Today one might consider that the issues of federalism and devolution are not necessarily incompatible. Another case in point would be the tensions between competing conceptions of nationhood experienced in America, between the "melting pot" and a genuinely multicultural society, and between the various linguistic, social, religious and ideological identities.
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          Avant-propos

        

      

      
        
           How is it possible to belong to a territory when its boundaries are no longer exclusively physical? How can we define the centre, or allegiance to that centre, at the beginning of the third millennium, if that centre cannot hold?

           In an age when appeals are made both to sovereignty and "the global village", when terms such as "subsidiarity" and "the international community" have become common currency, the notion of membership is irrevocably plural.

           This obviously invites reflection upon the fluctuating relations between central authority and secessionist tendencies in a historical perspective. Today one might consider that the issues of federalism and devolution are not necessarily incompatible. Another case in point would be the tensions between competing conceptions of nationhood experienced in America, between the "melting pot" and a genuinely multicultural society, and between the various linguistic, social, religious and ideological identities.

           Linguists consider the historical imposition of a national language and its subversion, today, by the languages of the mass media and information technology. Can the purity of a (national) language be retained by legislation from above? Or does language evolve through the "democratic voice"?

           In literature, the whole notion of literary value has become problematised: the traditional Western canon has been radically challenged by a variety of critical discourses that demand either its extension or its explosion. When a committed regional writer can go online, is it still meaningful to speak of a mainstream?

           In short the purpose of the conference was to locate or identify the paradoxes and flashpoints created by these shifts from the centre to the margins, from nationhood to membership (and community).

          
             
            The Conference Organisers
          

        

      

    

  
    
      
        
          (Re-)mapping the centres: membership and state

        

        Proinsias De Rossa

      

      
        
           The twentieth century has been marked by both drama and trauma. This has been particularly so within Europe and from a European perspective. Two murderous world wars saw civilisation almost destroyed by barbarism. The Cold War and an arms race threatened to exterminate humanity itself.

           The twentieth century has seen the end of Empire in a European context and the consequences of eighteenth-century and nineteenth-century expansionism by European powers. We have seen shifts of populations throughout the world and the consequent intermingling of cultures, particularly in large urban areas and the continuation of great shifts of people from rural to urban areas. Science and technology have created new opportunities as well as new challenges.

           Each state has its own story to tell. Ireland, equally, has had its share of dramatic and traumatic experiences in the twentieth century. At the turn of the century, Ireland was a poverty stricken and rural society. There was massive migration to urban areas, primarily outside Ireland. The island as a whole was a part of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and was at the centre of the British Empire. Militant separatist political movements were small and insignificant. The political mainstream sought a measure of Home Rule within the UK. However, militant republicanism, aligned with cultural nationalism, grew in strength quite rapidly following the 1916 Rising. This, in turn, gave rise to a war of independence (1919-1921), followed by a civil war (1922-1923), and the division of the island between the Free State in the South, and Northern Ireland.

           The Free State became even more impoverished – with a weekly haemorrhage of thousands of young men and women to England and the United States seeking work. It became a Catholic state for a Catholic people while Northern Ireland became a Protestant state for a Protestant people. Books were banned. Contraception was banned. Films were banned. Plays were banned. To be considered really Irish you had to believe in a united Ireland, the revival of the Irish Language as the first language of the state – buy Irish made goods instead of foreign (i.e. English) goods – and most importantly be a Roman Catholic.

           That was the world I was bom into in May of 1940, at the beginning of the 2nd World War, from which Ireland abstained, although 150,000 Irish men and some women joined the British Forces to fight in the war.

           As I grew up in the 1940s and 1950s I was all of these things, Catholic, Nationalist, Chauvinist – as were most people in what had become (in 1948) the Republic of Ireland. Today I am none of those things – and most Irish people when faced with real choices, e.g. the Northern Ireland Peace Agreement, are not either.

           Ireland is intrinsically linked to Britain by geography and history. Interaction between the two islands started early through trade and raiding parties and the introduction and development of Christianity. Christianity was brought to Ireland by a Welshman called Patrick in AD 432. Before the notion of Irishness, Englishness, Scottishness and Welshness became labels of identity, (in 1160) England began its annexation of the smaller island, giving life to an 800-year love/hate relationship. Over that period, political institutions, the two economies and cultural experiences became intertwined with each other through a process of invasion, plantations, alliances with local "kings", oppression, paternalism and plundering of resources such as the great oak forests. In the process, of course, they gave us a road network, railways, the English language, great buildings and monuments, and a split personality.

           But this process of assimilation did not remove cultural and language differences. When part of the island finally became independent, every effort to reestablish an imagined (even imaginary) Gaelic Ireland, proved impossible. Britain and Ireland still have this love/hate relationship. Our futures are intertwined because our past has been so closely intertwined.

          What is identity?

           So what makes us Irish, and not British? Is it just our place of birth or is it the inheritance of a culture. Is it even the place of our birth....? Why are unionists in Northern Ireland British and Nationalists in Northern Ireland Irish?

           Consider the Irish Diaspora. They are both "Irish" and British, or American, or Australian. Culturally those who have emigrated have tended to raise their children in the imagined tradition of their "old" country. The Irish in Britain and the Irish in America, in particular, have maintained strong links with their original homeland, while at the same time proceeding to play an active role in their new home.

           But their notion of Ireland differs dramatically and fundamentally from the reality of Ireland. Their view is frozen in time and in the memory which has passed down from their parents or grandparents. Irrespective of that reality, "their Ireland" is still part of their identity.

           The attachment of young Ireland to the nation-state is much less extreme than it was 30 to 40 years ago. A healthy spirit of competition in sport has replaced the Anglophobia of previous generations. Young Ireland increasingly identifies with the wider world. The insularity of a small, peripheral, non-pluralist state has declined with access to travel, television, the world wide web and improving economic conditions. Yet paradoxically, for many their identity has become more local – for the very same reasons. The growing complexity of life, the growth of uncertainty about nationalism and religion has meant that many people feel lost and hold onto the "local" as an anchor. People increasingly identify with county, city, town or village – even neighbourhood, which is also reflected in electoral politics.

          The Nation

           The concepts of "nation" and "sovereignty" are not static. The nation-state, independent and sovereign, is a relatively modern concept. It conferred legitimacy upon past conquests and sought to unite people with a common language, history, and territory. The creation of the European Union, an evolving political entity, could be seen as a further development of the idea of "nation". How it will evolve in the future is as yet unclear, but its evolution will generate as much impassioned debate as the unification of Italy or Germany.

           Elsewhere, we are witnessing the reawakening of old national quarrels, as in parts of the former Yugoslavia and the old Soviet Union where nationalism is seen in its ugliest form with ethnic groups seeking to carve out national identity at the expense of other peoples' legitimate rights and identities in the same territories. Whereas in Ireland we appear to be in the process of creating an over-arching identity which can be common, while respecting other pre-existing identities.

          Ireland: Historical Context

           It has been argued that when part of Ireland was cut adrift from the United Kingdom, it was like Britain cutting off one of its own limbs. In Britain, Ireland was seen as an integral part of Britain – not a conquered colony or "nation-state" in waiting. It was as much part of Britain as was Scotland or Wales. Ceding independence was not only politically difficult for Britain, it was also emotionally difficult. This, too, was the case for many in Ireland – not least the Unionists who were trapped as a minority in the newly created Free State and formed a majority in the newly created Northern Ireland.

           Before the War of Independence, Home Rule for Ireland had been sought for many decades. The resistance from London to this concept assisted in fuelling the growing cultural nationalism which flourished in the years leading to the 1916 Rising. The Outcome of the War of Independence – the creation of the Free State and the Northern Ireland State – was a solution which few sought or desired. The aspirations of Nationalism and Unionism remained. The two conflicting identities were separated by dividing the island and oppressing minorities in the two territories.

           In the Free State the nationalist camp divided between those who felt betrayed by the newly created entity as it fell short of the "Sovereign Republic" made "holy" by the blood sacrifice of 1916 and those who accepted a pragmatic solution. The result was a short, bloody and bitter Civil War, which left its mark on Irish politics for much of the remainder of the century.

           The net result was that both parts of Ireland redefined themselves in the narrowest of terms. The South became an insular Catholic state, obsessed with proving its independence from Britain. The North became a Unionist-dominated, inward-looking province funded from the UK exchequer which saw every Nationalist as an enemy. Both were greatly affected by emigration. Both had seriously underdeveloped economies.

           The 1960s brought great change. The ending of economic protectionism was followed by moves towards social modernisation. In the South economic progress followed decades of economic stagnation. The opening up of Ireland to the wider world for the vast majority of citizens began. Challenges to the dominance of the Roman Catholic Church began to appear. Issues such as the legal ban on divorce, contraception and homosexuality, the role of women (defined in the Irish constitution as "mothers" and "housewives"). In the north the Civil Rights Movement took to the streets in the late 1960s. Essentially the Civil Rights Movement was looking for equality of citizenship with British citizens. This included fair housing allocations, fair employment and the concept of "one man one vote". The end of gerrymandering of political constituencies, an unarmed police force, the disbandment of the part time police auxiliaries known as the "B-Specials" were also sought. The political status quo in both parts of the island was being challenged. These demands were resisted by the unionist establishment – who reacted viciously, giving rise to the view that Northern Ireland was irreformable – and that unity with the Republic was the only answer for Nationalists.

           The resulting conflict in the North put the National Question once again on the agenda. In the meantime, social and economic change in the Republic was to proceed with increasing speed.

           A shift in peoples' perspective of their national identity emerged in the Republic of Ireland from this point. Joining the EEC in 1973 and the subsequent development of social legislation and opening of Ireland to external influences had a dramatic effect. The "national" interest was redefined. We began to measure ourselves against a wider canvass. The Franco-German axis in the European Communities became more important to us. Some historians began to deconstruct the myths created by the National Movement, national heroes were re-assessed and found to be mere mortals just like the rest of us. They might even have been wrong when they said "Labour must wait" or when they said that "Ireland not only has to be free, but Gaelic as well, not only Gaelic, but free as well". And the notion of the "blood sacrifice", espoused with great fervour by Padraig Pearse, was debunked.

           Psychologically one other important and critical result emerged from our membership of the European Union. We now sat at a table with the British as an equal sovereign state with an equal vote on issues concerning Europe and not just concerning Ireland. The large neighbour who dominated our existence as a colony and as an independent state was now a partner. Indeed over the next twenty-five years Britain's problems within the European Union became Ireland's opportunity. Britain's self-imposed exclusion from the centre of the development of the European Union had its impact in attracting industries to Ireland which wanted to locate inside the Union in an English-speaking environment and with an educated work-force.

           Social reform was debated through the 1970s and 1980s. To a large extent it was delivered in the 1990s although there are still major reforms needed to remove the last vestige of Roman Catholic theology from our constitution.

           One outstanding major question remained to be resolved. The so-called "National Question" i.e., the partition of the island. Many of us had come to the conclusion that we had been pursuing an answer to the "National Question" which was untenable. We had to find a new answer by re-defining the question. Instead of "how do we unite the territory of Ireland", we asked "how could we enable two traditions and two national allegiances to live side by side in Northern Ireland and as good neighbours with the Republic of Ireland and Britain?" How could the issue of sovereignty be resolved in a way which required no one to abandon their legitimate political aspirations. Ironically this process of re-definition was driven to some extent by the atrocities of the IRA and Loyalists, both of whom clung to the traditional conceptions of the problem, and sought the traditional answers, which of course was a zero-sum game.

           The 1970s and 1980s and part of the 1990s witnessed appalling terrorist atrocities, continuous armed violence and little political progress. But that thirty-year period also saw many of the protagonists' positions evolve.

           The Republic, through its involvement in the European Union – in sharing its sovereignty with others and through a clear and distinct shift in public opinion against violence, moved its position considerably. With confidence gained through improved economic circumstances, a positive international role and reputation and a growing sense of pride among the population, many traditionalists were able to accept a reassessment of history and look critically at "sacred cows". The conclusion of this process, driven by a desire for peace, was acceptance of the principle of Consent and an acceptance by Unionists and Nationalists that each others' aspirations were legitimate. This was a major step forward. Britain also declared that it had no strategic interest in Northern Ireland, and should a majority of people in Northern Ireland vote for a United Ireland, Britain would not object. These are distinctly different positions on all sides from those of 1921, or at any time since. They derived from a new conception of identity and an acknowledgement that national allegiance can be facilitated in different ways to the old "one nation, one people, one state" concept.

           Once these principles were accepted the problem was how to construct a constitutional and political framework to accommodate these new positions. The two Governments had to agree with each other at every step and ways had to be found to bring the militant extremes into the political process. The following sequence of events brought the situation forward:

          
            	The Downing Street Declaration by the British and Irish Governments – which outlined the principles on which an agreement on Northern Ireland could be reached.

            	The IRA ceasefire – which had to be (and was) unconditional. Followed by ceasefires by other Loyalist and Republican paramilitary organisations.

            	The Mitchell Commission on the De-Commissioning of Arms which laid down the basis on which the situation in Northern Ireland could be de-militarised.

            	The Good Friday Agreement – which provided the framework for a democratic governing of Northern Ireland involving all sides.

            	The Downing Street Declaration principles which are now incorporated into the Good Friday Agreement included:

          

          
            	Consent: the principle that the majority of people in Northern Ireland could decide whether to remain part of the United Kingdom or join the Republic

            	A Northern Ireland Assembly with a power-sharing executive

            	North-South Institutions

            	East-West (British-Irish) relations

            	Weighted majority decision-making on key issues

            	The amendment of the Irish Constitution to incorporate the principle of consent, and the amendment of the Government of Ireland Act (1920).

          

          Where are we now?

           Because most Irish political parties defined themselves primarily in relation to the Civil War or their approach to Northern Ireland, most intellectual energy went into those issues. There was also a concentration on modernising Irish society, driven largely by the broad left. Because there was little ideological conflict (as distinct from theological conflict) in that process, parties have tended to drift into pragmatic alliances based on Programmes for Government. These programmes were largely a mix of centre-left/centre-right agendas.

          
            	The development of the Irish Economy: an end to emigration and a dramatic fall in unemployment

            	The delivery, to a large extent, of the Modernising Agenda

            	The agreement of a consensus solution on the National Question

          

           All the main political parties have been in power during the 1990s for some period of time. All worked to a common plan negotiated by government and the social partners which dealt with wages, economic objectives, and social objectives.

           There were a couple of clear objectives to the national economic consensus: the reduction of punitive tax rates, preparation for EMU, and the reduction of unsustainable unemployment rates. However, there was a down side. The poor and the marginalized are still waiting for the good times. By definition the social partners are the Included. The Excluded are at best ghosts at the table which haunt the consciences of those already inside.

           The Left has so far failed to mobilise a political consensus to seriously tackle poverty and social exclusion which has been largely ghettoised. The politics of consensus leaves little room for solutions which will cost the middle classes. Politics panders to the people who are better off, who have something to lose.

           I feel that this too is the case in most of the E.U. New political thinking is a rarity. Consensus has blunted much of the debates between the left and right. The aspirations of both have been modified – so too has the dynamism which existed and which brought forward new ideas. In a world which is changing so rapidly and with economics and trade becoming so globalised, new ideas and new solutions to common problems need to be brought forward by the Left based on traditional values of solidarity and internationalism. I stress "values" because I believe many traditional platforms of the Left such as national self-determination, sovereignty, internationalism, which derive from the eighteenth-century drive to create nation states, must be redefined in a globalising world.
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            National and Local Identity: Maps and the English "Country-House" Poem
          

        

        John Scattergood

      

      
        
          
             
            One of the most striking uses of the map in late-sixteenth-century England appears in a picture by Marcus Gheeraerts the Younger which is ostensibly a portrait of Elizabeth I [Plate 1]
            1
            . Her white powdered face practically disappears amongst the elaborate dress and jewellery, and attention is drawn to a fan and gloves in her hands. The picture was painted in c.1592, and the queen is made to look a lot younger than her nearly sixty years. It is a highly eulogistic portrait, but also resonantly symbolic. Not only is her elaborate ruff decorated on the left side with the Tudor rose, but to her right is a skyline of clouds and sunshine, a day-time scene, and to her left a night-time landscape: this representative of the Tudor dynasty imposes herself, therefore, on time. Beneath her feet is the earth – curved in its horizon, a recognition of its roundness – and a map of England, on which she stands. This is an image of possession: the queen imposes herself on time and has the space of England, literally, under her feet. Off the coasts of England stand ships of contemporary design flying what look like English flags, the protectors of the realm, "this precious stone set in the silver sea", against foreign enemies such as the Armada which had been defeated four years earlier. This is, on one level, a portrait with a nationalistic agenda, an image of the identity of a self-confident England and the strong presence of its ruler. What is set out is an image of the nation-state under the rule of a monarch who bears all the symbolic accoutrements of her status. But it is more than that. The map on which Elizabeth I stands is a county map of England, clearly annotated, and her satin-slippered feet stand on Oxfordshire: the picture was in fact commissioned by Sir Edward Lee of Ditchley (Oxon.) to commemorate a visit by the queen to his house in 1592 (see Harvey, 1993, frontispiece). So a sense of local identity is involved too: the visit by the sovereign to the house and country estate of one of her subjects is a matter for memorialisation and self-congratulation.
          

          
             
            This portrait is very much of its time in its double agenda. Questions relating to both nationhood and local identity were prominent in the culture of the late-sixteenth and early-seventeenth centuries, and a great many intelligent people – artists, topographers, cartographers, writers – addressed them seriously and at length, sometimes separately but more often, and more interestingly, together. Nation and locality in all its variousness were perceived to exist in a dialectical interrelationship with each other. The Ditchley portrait of Elizabeth I is celebratory and harmonious because it is strongly hierarchical: the monarch, in terms of size and positioning, dominates the nation and all parts of the nation. But in other treatments of this relationship there are interestingly subtle subversions.
          

          
             
            In England, in the sixteenth century, national and local descriptions, both visual and verbal, emerged at more or less the same time. Of course there had been visual representations of England in the Middle Ages – in
            
               mappaemundi,
            
             Psalter maps, and more accurately on portolan charts—usually in a larger context of the whole of the known world, or of Europe (see Edson, 1997, Harvey 1991, and Hale, 1968, 14-18). The Gough map, rather exceptionally, concentrates on England and on English possessions in France and Ireland (see Harvey, 1991, 73, 76). There are also local maps of particular areas, though these are not numerous (see Harvey, 1991, 86-95). There are verbal accounts of cities and towns too, which are often entertainingly encomiastic or pejorative (see Scattergood, 1996, 15-36). But the first serious attempt at a full description of England and Wales based on empirical enquiry, was that of John Leland in the 1530s and 1540s. This impossibly ambitious project was never realized. But detailed accounts of six or seven "itineraries" remain in the form of consecutive lengthy notes. Leland's descriptions are verbal, but he is clear that a description in visual form, a map, could be constructed on the basis of his work:
          

          
            
              And because that it may be more permanent, and farther knowne, then to haue it engraued in syluer or brasse. I entend by the leaue of God, withn the space of xii. moneths folowyng, such a descripcion of make of your realme in wryttinge, that it shall be no mastery after, for the grauer or painter to make the lyke by a perfect example. (In Chandler, 1993, 11)
            

          

          
             
            Leland catches an important moment of change in England, as the old monastic estates are broken up and pass into the hands of the "new men", who were secular and tended to have reformist or Protestant leanings. Much of Leland's work was done with the active encouragement of Henry VIII and financed by his patronage, and there is a discernible nationalistic pride, sometimes tilting over into xenophobia, running through it. Just before Leland thanks Henry VIII for "youre infinite goodnesse towardes me your pore scholar and most humble seruaunt", Leland promises him that his topographical descriptions will enhance the fame of England:
          

          
            
              Now yf it be the pleasure of almyghty God, that I maye lyue to perfourme these hynges that be alreadye begonne, and in a greate forwardnesse, I trust that thys your realme shall so wele be knowne, ones paynted with hys natyue colours, that the renoume therof shal geue place to the glory of no other regyon. (In Chandler 1993 14)
            

          

          
             
            But there is a delight too in local difference and identity – in the characteristics of the landscape, in the different types of farming and industry of particular places, in the sequence of local ownership of the land.
          

          
             
            And this mixed agenda is apparent when the first detailed area maps of England begin to appear. P. D. A. Harvey has written that "it is no exaggeration to say that the map as we understand it was effectively an invention of the sixteenth century" (1993, 8), by which he means that earlier maps had different agendas and did not incorporate the same amount of topographical detail. A number of detailed local maps of cities and towns have survived from the 1530s and 1540s often emphasizing their fortifications or harbours
            2
            , but these in no way represent a systematic attempt to describe England as a whole. This was, however, not long in coming. Richard Helgerson has described Christopher Saxton's atlas of 1579 as "one of the most significant of the many extraordinary books to come from English presses in the last quarter of the sixteenth century". It consisted of thirty-five maps, a general map and thirty-four maps of individual counties or groups of counties. "Never before had England and Wales – or, for that matter, any county – been seen in such detail or with such accuracy" (Helgerson, 1992, 107). It is usually thought that Elizabeth I, or her Privy Council, ordered the maps to be made and that Thomas Seckford, Master of Requests and a Member of the Privy Council, commissioned Christopher Saxton to draw them. On every sheet of the 1579 atlas appear the royal arms, usually drawn very large near the top, Seckford's arms, smaller and often in the bottom right-hand corner, and Saxton's name, usually hidden away on a banner behind the dividers on the scale bar. In the decorative symbolism which is so important in these early maps, the land emphatically belongs to the monarch. But each county has its own local identity too – its own pattern of hills, forests, and rivers, its own cities and towns which are named. The royal arms may be present, but they are, in a sense, extraneous, superimposed, not part of the essential landscape – as in the case of the map of Hampshire, where the royal arms are carefully shaped so as to appear on part of Wiltshire [Plate 2].
          

          
             
            For the next two hundred years atlases of Britain were based largely on Saxton's maps, but the use of royal arms in them varies a great deal. The royal arms appear on only eleven of the fifty-six county maps in William Camden's
            
               Britannia
            
             (1607) and on only thirty-six of the forty-two maps in John Speed's
            
               Theatrum Imperii Magnae Britanniae
            
             (1611). What Speed does is interesting in this context. Even when the royal arms appear they are diminished in importance in comparison to how they appear in Saxton: they are much smaller, and they appear along with other decorations which suggest an alternative agenda
            3
            . What appears in Speed's maps is very contingent on the particular shape of the county and how much of the rectangular space is filled by the map and how much is free. But characteristically he will add the plan of a major town or city, or pictures of local monuments, or of local notables, armorials of the local aristocracy or gentry, sometimes of colleges or guilds. Speed's map of Hampshire, for example, is clearly based on Saxton's, but its decorative scheme clearly delivers a different meaning [Plate 3]. Speed modestly puts his name close to the scale bar, as Saxton had done, and Seckford's arms have, of course, disappeared. But the royal arms have been moved to the top right hand side of the map, on part of Surrey, and their place on the left has been taken over by quite a large plan of Winchester, which includes the coat of arms of the city. More significantly, other coats of arms appear: on the left side are four relating to the earls of Winchester, followed by the arms of William Paulet, Marquis of Winchester and, on the right, three relating to the earls of Southampton, all with elaborate cartouches. These maps again are images of possession in space and through time, but the focus is now predominantly local and only marginally national. In some maps, such as those in Michael Drayton's
            
               Polyolbion
            
             (1612), the royal armorials do not appear at all (see Helgerson, 1992, 117-118). The frontispiece shows a woman dressed in a map: she has some of the accoutrements of royalty, a crown and sceptre, but she is an allegorical personification of Great Britain [Plate 4]. In Drayton's poems in this collection, and in the accompanying maps, the focus is entirely local.
          

          
             
            The most detailed local maps, however, are those which describe landed estates. It had long been the practice of landowners to have surveys made of the properties they owned – for legal purposes as a record, to facilitate the collection of rents, to divide up in terms of dowries or other bequests. The earliest date from the tenth century and by the thirteenth the practice of measuring areas of land precisely had come into being. In the sixteenth century, professional, fully qualified surveyors emerged as a distinct category – men whose job it was to measure and evaluate landed properties. And in the sixteenth century the first handbooks of surveying were printed: John FitzHerbert's
            
               Boke of Surveying
            
             (1523) and Richard Benese's
            
               Maner of Measurynge
            
             (1537) were the earliest of many. Surveys were made in written form, but in the 1570s and 1580s there grew up the practice of including sketch maps to accompany the written account – a sort of additional graphic description. Estate maps were usually partly diagram and partly pictorial: the buildings, for example, are not shown in plan, but in prospect, as if taken from some imaginary high point, such as a hill or a church tower. Estate maps detail rivers and roads, houses and buildings, forests, and arable and pasture land. Above all, they are, like other maps, records of possession in space and over time: they are full of names which detail contemporary ownership, or which etymologically convey history.
          

          
             
            Christopher Saxton's map of Sittingbourne (Kent) made in 1590 [Plate 5] is fairly typical (see Harvey, 1993, 92-93). The town lies on a creek of the River Swale (top left) and on the road from London to Canterbury (bottom). The church and various...
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