
ROCQUE'S MAP OF SURREY.
BY

WILFRID HOOPER, LL.D.

IN his valuable Preface to the reproduction of Rocque's

Map of Surrey, lately issued by the Society, Mr. R. L.

Atkinson, following the earlier authorities, states that the

map was published in 1762. This date appears to have

originated with The Beauties of England and Wales, published

in 1813, where the description reads, " A Topographical Map
of the County of Surrey in eight sheets on a scale of two inches

to a mile. By John Rocque 1762." x The map was produced

in nine sheets, not eight, and this slight error is followed by
a more serious one in regard to the date. The same year is

repeated in the list of maps contained in the appendix to the

third volume of Manning and Bray's History of Surrey, pub-

lished in 1814 ; and, with this respectable authority to support

it, came to be the commonly accepted date. Mr. Sharp quotes

it in his Historical Catalogue of Surrey Maps, published so

recently as 1929. It has never, so far as I know, been expressly

challenged
;
yet the difficulty in accepting so early a period

did not escape notice, and a number of dates, ranging from

1764 2 to 1775, have been assigned to the map by various

modern writers who have had occasion to refer to it.

Mr. Thos. Chubb puts the date about 1765. 3 The British

Museum Map Catalogue gives the same year with a question

mark, though Mr. Edward Lynam, Superintendent of the

Map Room, informs me that as a result of correspondence that

has recently passed between us he proposes to date the two
Museum copies of the Map [1771 ?] provisionally. Another

*Vol. XIV, p. 298.
2 1764 appears in Mr. Ralph Nevill's Old Cottage and Domestic Archi-

tecture in South West Surrey, p. 54.
3 Printed Maps in the Atlases of Great Britain and Ireland, p. 448.
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estimate, which had the support of Mr. H. E. Maiden, is 1770
or thereabouts. 1 The latest attribution which I have seen is

1775, and occurs in a Guide to Haslemere written by Mr. E. W.
Swanton, Curator of the Haslemere Museum, and the Society's

local honorary secretary. 2

So remarkable a difference of opinion would be hard to

explain were all copies of the map alike, but complete

uniformity among them is lacking. When a number of

original copies are examined and compared it is found that

at least three different impressions or editions were issued,

each distinguishable from the others by progressive variations,

largely in the way of additions that appeared in the later

editions. 3 The same plate was used throughout but was
altered on two occasions preparatory to the issue of fresh

impressions. The year of publication was no doubt purposely

omitted with the object of revising the map from time to

time, so far as the plate would permit of revision, and issuing

further impressions when the demand arose.

The problem of the date is therefore a complex one involving

a threefold inquiry. To fix the date of any copy it is first

necessary to determine to which edition it belongs.

The year 1762 is ruled out at once by the dedication to the

Duke of Gloucester and Edinburgh. The only apparent

reason for selecting it was that Rocque died in that year. 4

William Henry, son of Frederick Prince of Wales, and brother

of George III, was not raised to the dukedom until 19th

November, 1764, a fact which relegates the publication to the

end of that year or later.

There are two other constant data, which are marked on

all the copies known to me, these being Leith Hill Tower and
Stockwell Episcopal Chapel. The tower was erected in 1766

according to Manning and Bray, and this agrees with the stone

inscription which appears on the west face of the lower stage

1 History of Surrey, p. 318.
2 The Rambler's Guide to Haslemere, Hindhead and District, 2nd ed.,

pp. 43, 98, 113.
3 See Table at end.
4 He died 27 January, 1762 ; Musgrave's Obituary (Harl. Soc. 48).

The Caterham Urban District Council possesses a copy dated 1762
against the imprint, but it is clear on examination that the year has
been inserted by hand subsequently.
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of the building. 1 A curious feature of this inscription is the

use of two types of figures : the centuries being cut in Roman
while the broken years are cut in Arabic numerals thus :

" MDCC66." A possible explanation is that the stone was
fixed when the building reached that stage and the date left

unfinished until the tower was completed. The tower is

nevertheless mentioned in a deed of 1765, though this does not

necessarily mean that the structure had then been completed. 2

It is shown on the map as if fully completed to the parapet.

Fortunately the exact year is not of crucial importance since

there exists another and later clue. In Section 3 a church is

marked at Stockwell, just above Clapham Work House and
west of Stockwell Green. This can be nothing else than the

Episcopal Chapel of Ease known as Stockwell Chapel, which
was erected in 1767, and in the following century became
incorporated in the newly-formed Church of St. Andrew,
which still stands on the site. 3 This piece of evidence is

important, and has, it seems to me, a wider significance than
may at first sight appear. I find it hard to agree with Mr.

Atkinson's view that the position of the dedication group (in

Section 1) with the Duke elevated over Bagshot Park is acci-

dental. The group, it may be noted, occupies a position

which, assuming the map were extended at that point into

Berkshire, would cover parts of Windsor Forest. Now it

happens that the Duke in this same year, 1767, was appointed

Keeper of Windsor Forest. 4 His jurisdiction in that capacity

extended to the Bagshot or Surrey Bailiwick, an area which
originally, and still nominally, embraced the north-west

portion of the county. This appointment would, it seems to

me, suffice to explain the position of the group, and supplies

a firmer reason for the dedication than the conjectural one
suggested by Mr. Atkinson. Bagshot Park belonged to the
Crown, but it was at this period let to the Earl of Albemarle,

and did not come into the Duke's hands until 1786, so that he

1 M. and B., op. cit., II, pp. 146 and 161.
2 V.C.H. Surrey, III, pp. 154 and 157 and notes.
3 Thornbury, Old and New London, pp. 328-9.
4 8 December, 1767 : Doyle's official Baronage, II, p. 28. The roads

fail to help in dating, as they might have done, owing to the fact that
the turnpikes in the lower part of the county are not consistently
indicated.
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did not as yet possess any residential connection with the

county. The first edition, then, could not have appeared

earlier than 1767, and I conclude that it came out probably

in 1768.

The Society's copy belongs to the first edition, and this

gives the reproduction additional interest. 1 It is characterized

by the paucity of names of owners and residents as compared
with later editions. Eight only are marked, these being

confined to the second, third, fifth and sixth sections. This

feature was greatly extended in the subsequent editions. The
second edition, to which the copy at the Croydon Public

Library belongs, shows the names of owners or occupiers of

estates in all parts of the county, except the extreme south-

west, though most numerously in the fourth and fifth sections. 2

At first sight these names should, it might be supposed, supply

a key to the chronology, but on examination it soon becomes

evident that taken indiscriminately they are misleading. In

the first place names were in some instances retained after the

estates had been given up by those to whom they were

ascribed. " Lord Bullenbrook " (Frederick, 2nd Viscount

Bolingbroke), for example, appears at Battersea on all editions,

though he parted with the manor of Battersea as early as

1763. 3 In other cases the connections often continued until

too late to supply any but a general clue to the period of the

map. This class of evidence is in fact only valuable for our

purpose in those cases—comparatively few—where the parties

designated are known to have acquired the seats at a date

later than, or at least as late as, that which can be fixed by
other internal evidence. Applying this principle, the only

useful name I can find is that of Lord Clive at Claremont, or

as it appears on the map, Claremount, Park, Esher. At the

date suggested above for the first edition the Duke of New-
castle was the owner. He died in November 1768, and in the

following year Lord Clive, the first Baron, purchased the estate

from the Duchess, and employed " Capability" Brown to lay

out the grounds and erect the huge mansion, which remained

unfinished at his death. A date earlier than 1769 is thus

1 The British Museum copies belong to the first and third editions.
2 The Minet Library, Camberwell, also possesses a copy.
3
J. G. Taylor, Our Lady of Batersey, p. 92.
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precluded, so that 1770 may be taken as the approximate

year of publication of this edition.

The third edition contains many alterations and a few

additions to names of residents, with some corrections of the

topographical nomenclature. The alterations supply valuable

chronological clues in at least four instances. In the fifth

section Mr. Lock is entered at Norbury Park : he was Wm.
Lock, the friend of Fanny Burney, who purchased the Park

in 1774. In the eighth section Miss Tucker appears against

Bechworth Castle. She was the daughter of Abraham Tucker,

the Philosopher, who owned the Castle, and died 1774. " Mr.

Thampson " is put under " Leith Hill Place "
; this must

stand for Mr. Harry Thompson who purchased this property

in 1773.
1 At Gatton the name of Sir Wm. Mayne, Bt., who

purchased the estate in 1774, takes the place of Sir George

Colebrooke. We are not, however, in this edition obliged to

rely on the names alone. Two new bridges now appear in the

third section spanning the Thames at Battersea and Richmond.

Battersea Bridge, the early wooden one, was built 1771-72,

while Richmond Bridge was commenced in 1774 and com-

pleted 1777.
2 On the other hand, Titsey Church, which was

pulled down and rebuilt outside the Park in 1775 and the

following year, is shown on its original site within the Park,

as in the earlier editions. 3 I think therefore 1775 may safely

be adopted as the approximate date of publication. Judging

by the number of copies of this edition extant, it was more

popular than either of the preceding editions, and probably

several issues were called for.

It has been objected that the date of publication, though

a proper subject of historical inquiry, has little practical value

when ascertained, since the actual survey of this as of other

early maps must have preceded the publication by an interval

of unknown duration that possibly ran to several years, in the

course of which the topography of various parts of the county

may have undergone material changes. This objection may
deserve some consideration in respect of the later editions,

1 V.C.H. Surrey, IV, p. 9, and III, p. 540.
2 So M. and B., Ill, App., p. clvi, but see V.C.H. , III, p. 157 and

n. 52.
3 V.C.H. Surrey, IV, p. 333.
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particularly the third, but further detailed study is necessary

to test how far it is justified as regards the first. Topo-
graphical details were not, it seems, revised in the later editions

;

roads and fields, for example, remained unaltered, and apart

from the indication of the two bridges I have not detected any
changes under this head. As regards the first edition, my
own impression is that this criticism, if treated as a charge of

serious and widespread obsolescence, is invalid. There is

first the title stating that the map had been completed by
Andrews, the engraver, and that completion included revision

is shown by the appearance of features like Leith Hill Tower
and Stockwell Chapel, which did not come into existence until

after Rocque's death. Moreover, if the map was already

obsolescent when it appeared, the landed class, on which its

commercial success depended, would scarcely have patronized

it to the extent of three editions.

Mr. Atkinson calls attention to the erratic spelling. Illus-

trations of this abound, principally in the middle and lower

sections. The fact that Rocque, and probably Andrews, were

foreigners, and their unfamiliarity with the names outside

the area which had been covered by Rocque's Map of London,

may partly account for these vagaries. 1 They seem also to

have copied a good proportion of their errors from Bowen's

map. Most of the novel spellings are misspellings, the result

of mere blunders or of attempts to reproduce local pronunci-

ation. The map has consequently little value for the student

of place-names, except so far as it can be checked by other

sources. To cite a few examples : Hooley (Coulsdon) appears

as Wholey and Wolley, Leigh as Leith, Denbies (Dorking) as

Dingby, Lowfield Heath (near Horley) as Lovel Heath, Horsell

as Hoswell, Brockham Hill as Bucham Hill, Headley Common
as Edlen Common, Ganders Hole (Reigate) as Canters Hole,

Walliswood (Ockley) as Wallistiwood. Some of these " howl-

ers " were corrected in the subsequent editions. On the other

hand, some odd-looking forms such as Martin (Merton), Meroe

1 Rocque produced two maps of London, both originally dated 1746.

The first was styled " A Plan of the Cities of London and Westminster,
and Borough of Southwark . .

."
; the second " An exact survey of

the City's of London Westminster ye Borough of Southwark and the

country near ten miles round ..." I refer, of course, to the second
;

another edition of this was published by his widow in 1763.
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1

(Merrow), and Pedland Street (Felday) * were genuine corrup-

tions in current use, and it must be remembered that the

orthography of place-names was far from settled at this period.

Occasionally the map gives two versions indifferently, as if

undecided between the orthographic and phonetic forms, thus

Horley and Harley, Reygate and Rygate. A few of these

mistakes were corrected in the subsequent editions, though it

was unnecessary to change Reygate (a recognized contemporary

spelling) to the phonetic Rygate.

The map is not singular in being oriented to the magnetic

north. Bowen's Map of Surrey, already alluded to, is as

regards the earlier copies, similarly oriented, as were also

some of Rocque's other maps. Another curious point of

resemblance between the two maps, which so widely differ

from one another in size and character, is the similar uncer-

tainty that prevails in regard to the original date of publi-

cation. Bowen's Map has been assigned to a variety of years

ranging from 1736 to 1760, although editions of the Atlas in

which it was contained continued to appear at intervals down
to 1787.

2

It is strange that no reference to Rocque's map is made in

the Victoria County History of the county, though portions

of his London map are reproduced in the fourth volume. Peter

Andrews, the engraver of the map, is probably the same man
as Pierre Andre, who was one of the witnesses to Rocque's

will. 3 His name would be anglicized to allay prejudice, in

the same way that Rocque changed his name from Jean la

Rocque to John Rocque.

1 Pedland Street, altered to Pitland Street in the later editions,

occurs along with Pedling and Pidling Street in the Abinger parish

registers of the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries.
2 " About 1736," V.CM., Ill, p. 342 ;

" circa 1760," and " between

1745 . . . and 1760," Sharp's Historical Catalogue, pp. 22 and 23. It

could not have appeared before 1 749 as Admiral Boscawen whose name
is marked at East Clandon did not acquire property there until that
year. Mr. Chubb {op. cit., pp. 157-71) gives six editions extending from

1749-55 to 1787. The map was often printed separately, and in 1777
appeared on a reduced scale, oriented true north, and without the
dedication to Lord Onslow.

3 P.C.C., St. Eloy, fo. 74. He is not to be confused with John
Andrews who produced a map of Surrey dated 1777, and with Andrew
Dury brought out several maps of the country round London (see

Chubb, op. cit., p. 420).



72 ROCQUE S MAP OF SURREY.

The names of the hundreds are not always evenly spaced

over those areas ; and in two cases (Copthorne and Tand-

ridge) the initial letters C and H run into the adjoining divisions,

implying that the boundaries were inserted after the lettering.

Names of farms and other features are occasionally misplaced
;

a conspicuous illustration of this occurs in the eighth section

of the first edition where " Ironmonger Farm," just over the

county border, is attributed to the wrong property, the error

being subsequently corrected by a long arrow mark. In

defining the hundreds Rocque appears to have followed once

again the lead of Bowen, who in turn followed his predecessors,

with some unfortunate results. Thus Burstow Parish, though

in Reigate Hundred, is included partly in that but mainly in

the adjoining hundred of Tandridge ; while Banstead is

similarly severed between Copthorne Hundred, to which it

belonged, and Croydon Hundred. Part of Betchworth,

properly in Reigate, is placed in Dorking Hundred. The

omission on the part of these earlier map-makers to show

parish boundaries deprived them of a valuable check on the

contours of the larger divisions, and mistakes were perpetuated

by copying one from the other without verification.

The map was not designed for archaeological purposes. It

fails to designate antiquities. Prehistoric earthworks, such

as camps and barrows, are almost entirely omitted, the only

exceptions I have found being three barrows apparently those

on West End Common, Chobham, which are styled " 3 bur-

rows " (Section 1), while " 3 borrow hills," figured in Section

2, are suggestive of tumuli. 1 The same remark holds good of

mediaeval antiquities, apart from buildings such as churches

and old houses that were still in use. Thundersfield Castle,

a moated stronghold of the de Clares in the Weald near Horley,

is shown in the strange guise of a conical tree-topped mound
styled " Horn Castle." Nevertheless, the map is of value

to the archaeologist for the light it throws on various aspects

of local history and topography. To mention a few examples :

Common fields are traceable at Egham, Battersea, Wands-

1 The name " Three Barrows " appears in Chertsey Abbey Charters

of pre-Conquest date as Threm Burgen, the site of which Mr. Bonner
thinks is identified by " Barrow Hills," a property marked on the

O.S. sheet.
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worth, Ashtead, Leatherhead, and Bookham. The extensive

commons that were then attached to Croydon, Horley, Ewell,

Esher and Fetcham, and were enclosed wholly or partly

within the next half-century, are shown, with many another

common and green of which the name alone survives. Bygone

industries are recalled by iron mills shown at Abinger Hammer
and Thursley, with two more (Shotover and ? Pop Hole) on the

county border near Haslemere : copper mills at Wimbledon

and Merton, and a paper mill at Eashing. Some valuable

light is cast on old roads ; sections of the Pilgrims' Way now
disused are shown, though not, of course, as such, below Ranmer
(Ranmore) Common and through Titsey Park, and the road

through Albury is shown turning up by the old Church. WT

est

Sheen is marked (Section 3) with the lanes approaching it, and

the road, extinguished by George III, that formerly separated

the Riverside Parks at Richmond. 1

In correcting others it is easy to go wrong oneself. Copies

of the map are by no means abundant, and the number which

I have been able to examine is comparatively small. It is

possible, though I think improbable, that another edition was

issued, which has escaped my notice. If so, I hope that this

note will lead to its disclosure, though in that case some of

my conclusions may need to be modified.

Thanks are due to several correspondents, including Mr.

Atkinson, for assistance in this inquiry, and also to various

owners of maps who have kindly lent or allowed me to examine

their copies, and to Mr. Bonner for examining his copy on my
behalf and making several useful suggestions. To my brother,

Mr. A. P. Hooper, I am indebted for constant help in many
ways, without which much of the necessary investigation

could not have been carried out in the time at my disposal.

His services included the compilation of a complete list of the

differences between the three editions from which the Table

has been drawn up.

The following Table sets out in parallel columns examples

of some of the differences, consisting of omissions, alterations

and additions of names, whether personal or local, that occur

in the three editions of the map. By means of this the edition

of any copy may be readily identified, and copies of different

1 See S.A.C., Vol. XXXVII, pp. 99 and 100.
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editions compared and contrasted. The words " not marked "

where they appear against the name of a property or feature

denote the omission of that name in the edition to which the

column relates. The words " not named " against a personal

or nobiliary name denote that that name is similarly omitted.

The terms " As in Col. i," " As in Col. 2," denote that the

entry in the preceding column under the first or second edition

is repeated without alteration in the succeeding edition. As

already mentioned, the third edition is identifiable by the

fact that Battersea and Richmond Bridges appear therein for

the first time.
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