












LESSONS FROM THE EXPERIENCE OF THE MAP INFORMATION SECTION, OSS*





LEONARD S. WILSON


EARLY in the war the procurement, evaluation, and distribution of maps for the research and operational branches of the Office of Strategic Services became urgent problems that no organization in Washington was prepared to solve. Because of the nature of modern warfare, nearly every military or war agency, such as the Combined Chiefs of Staff, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and the Board of Economic Warfare, required identical map coverage. The Army Map Service and other operational supply agencies also required maps of the same areas. The situation was not peculiar to the United States; a competitive scramble for maps arose in London and Berlin1 as well as in Washington.


In the United States and Britain individuals were at first permitted to borrow from established depositories. As a result, many of the most usable maps from the major collections were securely locked away in the file cabinets of individual workers. Other maps were shipped out of Washington to all parts of the United States, with little or no record of destination. Because of the conflicting demands, the custodians of the larger collections were forced to refuse the loan of maps to agencies that abused withdrawal privileges. In 1942 the Division of Maps of the Library of Congress and the State Department's Division of Geography and Cartography curbed the circulation of their holdings and the Army Map Service and the Hydro-graphic Office refused to lend maps except through official liaison channels.


The problems of map procurement were further aggravated because research workers, including geographers, had little knowledge of sources of supply or of the nature of the material available. Widespread ignorance about map intelligence produced an array of credulous requests that taxed the already overworked staffs of the older and more comprehensive map collections.2





*The author is indebted to Major General William S. Donovan, Colonel Laurence Martin, and Mr. William Applebaum, for assistance in the organization of OSS map-information work and for the helpful suggestions and criticisms contributed to the present manuscript.


1	Dr. Hans Meyer of the Reichsamt fur Landesaufnahme in an unpublished manuscript charac�terized the German war effort as being "ruled by the law of the cartographic jungle."


2	Among government agencies, only the Library of Congress, the Army Map Service, and the Department of State maintained comprehensive map collections of foreign lands. The only private sources were the American Geographical Society and the University of Chicago.
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The Map Information Section and Its Functions


In November, 1941, a Map Information Section was authorized within the Geography Division of OSS to serve the needs of the Research and Analysis Branch. By February, 1942, a small staff of geographers had been assembled, naively filled with enthusiasm for the task ahead. The Section was to be purely an information center, with no responsibility for the acquisi�tion of maps, but as the scope of OSS operations broadened, the activities of the Map Information Section correspondingly expanded, to meet the needs of other agencies and to include procurement and distribution of maps and map intelligence. Effective procedures were finally developed. The function of each individual was studied and evaluated. Job descriptions were prepared in which work was outlined in such detail that they remained in use, with only minor modifications, until the demobilization of OSS.3 Many members of the Section were at first skeptical concerning the "red tape," but eventually the competency of the methods was unreservedly accepted.


The acquisition of map information by OSS may be divided into three phases: (1) procurement of map information; (2) domestic procurement of maps; (3) foreign procurement of maps and map intelligence.


The Map Information Section confined its early activities to the function first laid out, the supplying of knowledge and services on request—the loca�tion of a specific map or place, the borrowing of a map from a library, or the photostating of a map to a given size.


Cordial relations and regularized procedures were established with the Library of Congress and the Army Map Service and proved mutually beneficial. However, the almost complete lack of cataloguing of govern�mental collections proved a handicap. The Library of Congress maintained an excellent catalogue of early American maps but had no catalogue of current foreign maps. The Department of State maintained a partial cata�logue. The Army Map Service had a voluminous but inaccurate catalogue that had been compiled as a WPA project, and this was furnished to the Section by the Topographic Branch of G-2. A card file of the holdings of Clark University was also made available. It was manifestly impossible to assemble the staff necessary to catalogue the four million maps held by the Library of Congress or the more than one hundred thousand sheets in. the collection of the Department of State. The search for catalogues was limited to existing lists of foreign map publications. Naturally, but unfortunately, in time of war these valuable publications of enemy map agencies are the





3 See, for example  L. S. Wilson: Library Filing, Classification, and Cataloging of Maps, with Special Reference to Wartime Experience, Annals Assn of Amer. Geogrs., Vol. 38, 1948, pp. 6-37.





4 Although the distortion inherent in photographic lenses was present in the microfilm copy, it was no greater than similar distortion in any photocopy material. Since the use of the machine was limited to cartographic work and the rules in force with regard to scale required more than a 50 per cent reduction in final scale as opposed to drafting scale, the distortion could be overlooked.








most difficult to obtain. Copies of catalogue volumes were borrowed from the Library of Congress, the Department of State, and the Army Map Service. These were photostated and held as a basic reference file. However, many of the catalogues were obsolete, none showed the holdings of the several collections, and none were of value in obtaining the special subject maps that were in greatest demand and shortest supply.


Microfilming of Map Catalogues and Maps


Before the outbreak of war the Division of Geography and Cartography of the Department of State had microfilmed the Research Catalogue of the American Geographical Society. In 1942, with the Society's permission, a duplicate copy was placed in the file of the Map Information Section of OSS. This acquisition led to a project to microfilm all usable maps housed in the major collections of the United States.


The microfilm project faced two important questions: How much could large maps be reduced photographically? And how could color be repro�duced? After many experiments it was determined that maps no larger than a standard topographic sheet of the United States Geological Survey could be satisfactorily photographed in one piece; larger maps had to be photo�graphed in sections. The practice of photographing the title or legend section first and the rest of the map in clockwise order was standardized. Each map was coded for location within a collection, reel number, and exposure number within the reel. The multiple exposures necessary for a large wall map were numbered as to position within the whole map. The catalogue numbers used in the collection that owned the map were reproduced on the individual exposures in large type.


The second problem, that of color, was never completely solved. In cooperation with the Army Map Service and the Special Photography Section of the Presentation Branch of OSS, experiments were made with both Agfa-color and Kodachrome. Trials made with 3 5-millimeter and 3/4 x 43-inch film yielded unsatisfactory results. The color reproduced satisfactorily enough, but place names became illegible. As a result, color photography was abandoned, and regular panchromatic microfilm stock was used to copy all desired maps. The process, however, was both expensive and slow. A faster method of supplying map information was needed. A battery of library microfilm readers was purchased, and also a larger viewer, capable of projecting a film onto a clear-glass table top so that a map at any desired scale could be drafted from the film.4





Use of the film collection was extended to other agencies, and the films served many purposes. Research workers, however, were reluctant to use them, both because of the resulting eyestrain and because of the inconven�ience of locating a specific exposure in a reel of about 850 separate maps. To overcome this inconvenience, material within each reel was carefully or�ganized. The maps to be microfilmed were arranged in an orderly sequence by (1) area, (2) subject, and (3) date of publication, the most recent first. In general, the following arrangement by areas and subjects proved satis�factory, though maps in periodicals and books do not lend themselves to such treatment.


Arrangement by Areas


World; Hemisphere; Continent; Part of a continent; Country; Part of a country; Major political subdivisions; Minor political subdivisions; City; Part of a city. 


Arrangement by Subject


Outline and base maps; General maps; Physical maps (Relief, topographic or physio�graphic; Hydrographic, oceanographic; Geologic; Soils; Climate; Vegetation); Political and administrative maps; Economic maps (General; Mineral resources and mining; Forest resources, lumbering, hunting; Sea resources, fishing; Agricultural production; Industrial production; Trade, transportation, communication); Demographic maps (General; Population; Ethnographic; Linguistic; Religions); Historical maps.


The reels were filed by regions. The contents of each reel were marked on the reel box according to the above plan, also the source, reel number, date of preparation, region, and number of maps in the reel and in the total sequence of the project. Rapid scanning was facilitated by the insertion of colored film strips at the beginning of a new subject; for example, as the film passed through the microfilm reader, a red flash would indicate the beginning of a series of maps dealing with economic distributions, a green flash the beginning of a series of city plans.


The collections maintained by the Library of Congress, the Department of State, and the American Geographical Society were examined, evaluated, and microfilmed by the Map Information Section. The collections at the University of Michigan, the University of Chicago, and Harvard University were microfilmed by contract. The Royal Geographical Society5 and the British Directorate of Military Survey, Geographical Section of the General Staff, agreed to make their collections available for microfilming, but these





5 With the cooperation of the American Geographical Society, a copy of the film of the Society's map collection was presented to the Royal Geographical Society in July, 1944.





projects did not materialize (see below). Through exchange, a complete series of film prints of the Army Map Service library collection was obtained.


Domestic Procurement of Maps: OSS Map Collection


Procurement and supply, not originally conceived as functions of the Section, were made necessary by the demand and by the tasks assigned the Section in connection with the Roosevelt-Churchill conferences.


Procurement was at first limited to borrowing material. Excellent co�operation was received from the Division of Maps of the Library of Congress, whose overworked staff had constant demands made upon it for the loan of material, some of it irreplaceable atlases and maps. Later, the increasing volume of business and the problem of duplicate requests combined to force the Section to establish its own map collection.


In its infancy the collection consisted of photographic and photostatic negatives of maps belonging to the Library of Congress, the Department of State, and the Army Map Service. Requests for assistance in obtaining and evaluating maps and for reproduction of maps recommended for inclusion in reports or for operational uses were filled from this collection. Requests that could not be filled were referred to the Cartographic Section of OSS.


A nation-wide radio appeal by Major General William J. Donovan, Director of Strategic Services, brought in a large number of maps and considerable travel information. The OSS obtained the German Library of Information, the French Library of Information, and the contents of the offices of the German and Italian Chambers of Commerce. Maps and atlases were purchased from bookdealers specializing in foreign publications. A concerted effort was made to obtain all possible material available through domestic sources.


Although direct foreign procurement could not be undertaken at this time, substantial amounts of material were received from the British Inter-Services Topographic Department and the Royal Naval Intelligence Division 5, respectively publishers of the ISIS reports and the Geographical Hand�books. Colonel C. Bassett, R.M., and Admiral J. H. Godfrey, directors respectively of ISTD and Naval Intelligence, R.N., assisted in establishing map exchanges between the Allied planning staffs; subsequently a close working alliance was maintained through the London Map Division of OSS.


The resources of all governmental departments were explored. One of the largest collections of Japanese topographic maps on the scale of i : 50,000 was uncovered in a Department of Agriculture vault, where the original procurer, an expert on chestnut blight, had carefully locked them on December 7, 1941,





because he did not want the responsibility of caring for them! The Department of Agriculture yielded more than 1200 sheets at a time when, after six months of war, the combined holdings of the Army Map Service and the Hydrographic Office totaled less than half this number. The Division of Maps and Charts of the National Archives produced nearly a hundred city plans that had been turned over to it by the Department of State in 1941, among them modern plans of most of the cities of sufficient im�portance to support a diplomatic office of the United States Foreign Service.


The largest supply of maps was obtained through the cooperation of the Army Map Service. Early in the war representatives of the Corps of Engi�neers, United States Army, met with representatives of the British Directo�rate of Military Survey, GSGS, and divided the world into two spheres of mapping responsibility. The details of this Anglo-American agreement have not been completely divulged. In broadest terms, the British were to assume responsibility for the production of all tactical, operational, and strategic maps of areas where the Directorate of Military Survey and its affiliated mapping arms were already in operation. The Americans were to be re�sponsible for the remaining areas of the world. The British furnished the Army Map Service with color pulls of all their existing production and a limited supply of their maps. The Army Map Service, in turn, delivered two copies of each British original to the Map Information Section of OSS and also contributed an unlimited supply of reprinted British compilations and such maps as were constructed by the United States Army.


Thus the large-scale map requirements of OSS were satisfied, though the timing problem continued to plague the Section. The needs of the high-level planning agencies, particularly the Joint Chiefs of Staff, had to be anticipated and fulfilled before the operational orders under which the Army Map Service scheduled its production were written. Consequently, most requests handled by the Section during 1942-1944 could not be filled through normal military sources.


A regular exchange with the Army Map Service continued until the end of the war, and similar arrangements existed with the Aeronautical Chart Service, the Army Air Forces, and the Hydrographic Office of the United States Navy. By the end of 1943 nearly half a million sheets were housed in the collection, all of which had been obtained from the sources mentioned.


Foreign Procurement of Maps and Map Intelligence


With the expansion of OSS operations in 1943, Map Division offices were set up in Algeria, Egypt, India, and China. These functioned until the





end of hostilities afforded opportunities for procurement of maps directly from seldom-visited Near and Far Eastern cartographic agencies. Outstand�ing were a motor-truck expedition from Cairo to Baghdad that resulted in the acquisition of hundreds of maps produced by the governments of Syria, Palestine, Iran, and Iraq; negotiations for the purchase and exchange of maps produced by all branches of the Chinese government; investigation and procurement of captured stocks of Japanese maps covering Southeast Asia (on this expedition the Map Division suffered its only war casualty, Mr. J. H. Coolidge, inflicted by revolutionaries in Indochina after the termination of hostilities with Japan). A two-month reconnaissance of Africa from Cape Town to Cairo, resulted in a better understanding of the parts played by the British and Belgian Colonial Survey Departments.


By early 1944 there were large requirements of men and supplies for OSS activities in the European theater of operations. Together with members of the operational groups and other research and analysis teams, Map Division personnel were assigned to London. Maps and models6 were constructed, large quantities of maps were procured, and plans were made.


From the outset the most important duty of the office was to coordinate OSS map work with that of its British counterpart. Negotiations with the British War Office were concluded most satisfactorily on June 20, 1944, and a mutually beneficial exchange was agreed on, excluding various top-secret and secret maps. The services and personnel of each organization were placed at the disposal of the other. The agreement concluded with Brigadier M. Hotine and Colonel C. J. Willis, respectively Director and Deputy Director of Military Survey, also stipulated that each agency should produce new maps to the specifications desired by the other. The OSS map unit was given official status in the European theater of operations, and necessary equipment and supplies became available from the British to be charged against the lend-lease agreement between the United States and Great Britain. Under this arrangement thousands of sheets were made available that had not been obtained by the Army Map Service under the earlier British-American agreement.


Procurement and exchange agreements with other British agencies were also implemented. A formal contract with Dr. Arnold Toynbee, Chief of the Foreign Office Research Department, made available political maps





6 Through the courtesy of the Ministry of Home Defense a completely staffed and equipped model shop at Leamington Spa was lent by the British to the London Map Division. It produced large-scale operational models for guerrilla operations in France and Germany. The techniques employed by this unit differed materially from those developed by American model makers. *■* H. P. Reed: The Develop�ment of the Terrain Model in the War, Geogr. Rev., Vol. 36, 1946, pp. 632-652.





prepared by the Foreign Office. At Oxford University the British Inter-Services Topographic Department, which had been in operation since the ill-fated Norwegian expedition, agreed to supply to the London OSS office a limited number of copies of all maps produced by them.7 Similar agree�ments were made with the Ministry of Economic Warfare, the Political Intelligence Division of the Foreign Office, and Naval Intelligence Division 5, Royal Navy.


Several governments-in-exile were tapped as sources of maps and map information. By offering cartographic assistance in exchange, the OSS London Map Division office concluded a series of working agreements with the Belgian, Netherlands, Luxembourg, and Polish governments-in-exile. Geographic data received from the underground agents of these governments were delivered to the Cartography Section of the Map Division in London and made into maps. Multiple copies were given to the govern�mental sources, and in exchange additional compilation data were obtained. These agreements were also intended as a good-will investment against a later day when OSS representatives would need the assistance of the foreign governments to further field operations, and perhaps also to continue map exchanges in peacetime.


A partial examination was made of the public and private map-producing agencies in England and Scotland, and useful items were purchased. The Royal Geographical Society was a constant source of information and maps-, and, as has been stated, plans were made for the microfilming of the Society's collection and the library collection of the Directorate of Military Survey. Unfortunately, the camera was lost in shipment. It eventually appeared on Omaha Beach shortly after the invasion of France.


On the eve of D-day the OSS London Map Division was intensively occupied in the procurement, evaluation, and construction of vast quantities of maps and models for all phases of OSS activity. Simultaneously, agree�ments were made with the Military Intelligence Reporting Section SHAEF for the routing of captured maps to the OSS London Map Division before circulation to other interested agencies and with the Directorate of Military Survey for the exchange of information regarding the activities of each OSS map-intelligence team dispatched to the continent. It was further agreed between the Directorate of Military Survey and the OSS London Map Division that, whenever possible, they would procure for mutual and un�restricted exchange three additional copies of each captured map.





7 For further details of British cartographic and map work during 1944 "* L. S. Wilson: Some Observations on Wartime Geography in England, Geogr. Rev., Vol. 36, 1946, pp. 597-612.





Eventually map offices were opened at OSS headquarters in Paris, Vienna, Bari, Bern, and Biebrich in Europe and in Cairo, Algiers, Kandy, New Delhi, and Kunming in other theaters. From each headquarters, field teams of trained geographers searched for maps, interviewed foreign geographers, examined map-making activities and methods, and passed back to Wash�ington a constant flow of intelligence and captured maps and models.8 Much of the intelligence obtained was examined critically on the spot, and if it proved to be of value to current operations it was referred to field de�tachments of the Directorate of Military Survey. Materials of no immediate operational concern, but of value to long-range planners, were shipped directly to the Washington office.9 Interviews with French and German geographers and map makers were of considerable value to immediate military operations. OSS map teams arrived at the Justus Perthes plant in Gotha while the city was still partly occupied by German forces. The plant was found in good condition; the working staff was on the premises, and the map stocks were intact. Copies of all publications and maps, to the amount of nine tons, were removed, and interviews were conducted with officials.


The same group made detailed examinations of the geographic holdings of the German Foreign Office in Berlin, Mar-Geo, Mil-Geo, the Abteilung fur Kriegskarten und Vermessungswesen im Generalstab des Heeres, and the Reichsamt fur Landesaufnahme. The map collection of the Prussian State Library, discovered in a salt mine, was thoroughly utilized. Dr. Otto Schulz-Kampfihenkel was interrogated, and the contribution made by the Forschungs-staffel z.b.V. to the German military operations in Egypt and on the eastern front became known, also its relationships to the Oberkommando der Wehrmacht, the SS, the Reichsforschungsrat, and other military and civilian official German agencies. The advanced mapping techniques and the capaci�ties of the personnel of the unit known as the Sonderkommando Dora Amt, Ausland Abwehr, were studied, and the data, later published by the United States Department of State, were delivered to Allied military authority. Special strategic maps, such as the Hermann Goering Atlas and the Atlas de l'Espagne, were obtained through the activities of the professional geographers.10





8	See, for example T. R. Smith and L. D. Black: German Geography: War Work and Present Status, Geogr. Rev., Vol. 36, 1946, pp. 398-408.


9	See, for example, Eric Fischer: German Geographical Literature 1940-1945, Geogr. Rev., Vol. 36, 1946, pp. 92-100.


L. S. Wilson: A Functional Atlas of Wartime (Goering's Atlas), Annals Assn. of Amer. Geogrs., Vol. 37, 1947, pp. 182-1 


10 idem: A Geographical Intelligence Document (Atlas de VEspagne), ibid., Vol. 38, 1948, pp. 111-112.





11 F. W. Foster: Comments on French Cartographic Agencies during the War, Annals Assn. of Amer. Geogrs., Vol. 36, 1946, p. 89. Abstract of a paper read at the Knoxville meetings, December, 1945.


12 J. K. Wright: Map Makers Are Human: Comments on the Subjective in Maps, Geogr. Rev., Vol. 32, 1942, pp. 527-544; and Max Eckert-Greifendorff: Kartographie Ihre Aufgaben und Bedeutung für die Kultur der Gegenwart, Berlin, 1939, especially Chapter 5 (pp. 322-425), "Die Karte in Politik und Erziehung."





Similar activities were carried out in France with friendly cooperation.11 Agreements were negotiated between the Paris office of the OSS Map Division and the Institut Geographique National and the French Hydro-graphic Service for the exchange of materials published by each agency since 1939. A difficult map-procurement assignment also was successful in spy-ridden Switzerland.


In each of these instances, because of the wide latitude and authority inherent in the over-all concept of intelligence possessed by OSS, teams of geographers were present at, or in the vicinity of, major centers of geographic work at the time of capture, with fortunate results, as regards both the immediate evaluation of map-intelligence data and the acquisition of strategic material of long-range interest.


The establishment of a coordinating map unit in OSS, disassociated from any of the operational arms of government, made possible for the first time the achievement of unified and impartial attention to topographic, hydrographic, and specialty maps and map intelligence.


Map Evaluation


Map evaluation was by far the most difficult undertaking attempted by the Section. The overwhelming majority of American geographers had had little training in the use of maps, particularly foreign maps, and with few exceptions staff members had literally "to start from scratch."


A map is the work of a map maker; to a varying degree it falls short of being an objective, factual, scientific document and becomes the product of personal opinion and interpretation that may be at variance with reality.12 In making evaluations and analyses numerous criteria were employed by the Section to establish the reliability, authenticity, and derivation of large-scale operational maps and small-scale planning maps. In this paper the various criteria of evaluation can only be mentioned. Basically, three distinct phases were used: (1) publishing authority; (2) compilation methods and techniques; and (3) purposes underlying construction.


Every map agency has its own cartographic standards, which largely reflect the professional qualifications of its personnel. By investigating the professional personnel standards of agencies on the basis of prewar descriptions 





of the requirements and qualifications for cartographic employment, it became possible to evaluate the work of the agencies. In this first phase of study, a card file was started showing the education, professional publica�tions, professional memberships, field experience, and other recognitions of attainment of each responsible official.


Construction practices reflect the professional training and capacities of the employees of an organization still more accurately. Familiarity re�sulting from daily work with maps enabled professional members of the OSS Map Information Section to identify publications of Allied and enemy map agencies through the inks, types, and designs used in map making. As skill increased, it even became possible to approximate the year of publica�tion and, in many cases, to identify source materials.


Evaluation of construction techniques was largely confined to positively identifiable features. Reduction factors introduced into maps at the time of plate making were an important indication of compilation standards. Diagrammatic presentation of information or insufficient detail in physical and cultural features might mean overreduction or the use of poor and inadequate compilation material.


In recent years some leading map agencies have included a relative-reliability diagram to inform the user of the cartographic controls used in the compilation of a sheet,13 in other words to indicate its accuracy. Other agencies have devised a reliability code. Such codes are helpful but must be critically evaluated. Reliable map makers have shown a growing willing�ness to include map bibliographies on their sheets.


Most wartime cartography was restricted to one of three types: opera�tional, strategic, or propaganda. Each was the responsibility of a different government agency.


Operational or tactical maps were produced mainly by the army carto�graphic agencies of the various nations. Examination of a limited number of sheets in a set was sufficient for evaluation of the entire set. Strategic maps required more thorough investigation. These maps were produced by a group of intelligence departments, and the underlying purpose of each had to be examined. They could be assumed to be as reliable as the personnel and compilation methods. Propaganda and public-information maps presented a maze of material, some of it so obviously incorrect that it could be im�mediately discarded. Each nation maintained an information agency, and





13 The relative-reliability diagram was standardized by the American Geographical Society on its Map of Hispanic America on the scale of i: 1,000,000. The idea was derived from a map of South Peru and North Bolivia accompanying an article "The Land of the Incas" Sir Clements R. Markham, Geogr. Journ., Vol. 36, 1910, pp. 381-398.





its endless activity included a varying amount of cartographic work, which was consciously or unconsciously biased.


By the means and methods described above it was possible to recommend maps for specific purposes, and to prepare special map-evaluation studies. Map-coverage reports were integral chapters of every Joint Army and Navy Intelligence Study and were included in numerous OSS research and analysis reports. Evaluation studies were produced for the White House, the De�partment of State, and the British Prime Minister. After the termination of hostilities, additional papers concerned with political affairs were prepared and the work of JANIS continued. Special map evaluations were prepared for inclusion in a number of reports for United States officials and for circulation among governmental map organizations.14 To cover this sub�ject fully would require another paper.


Results and General Conclusions


The value of the four years' work done by the OSS Map Information Section can be judged by its results and by the reaction of professional geography to the aims and methods of investigation. The quantitative results include: (1) response to nearly a million requests for map information; (2) enlargement of the map resources at the disposal of governmental agencies by more than two million sheets; (3) formulation and preparation of map-intelligence reports for all branches of the federal government; (4) establishment of the working procedures and standards of map investigation now used in governmental agencies; (5) initiation of a union catalogue of maps through the microfilm files now in a governmental depository; (6) establishment of the first central map information service in the federal government, now disbanded.


Today, as in 1941, there is no central organization in Washington re�sponsible for handling requests for assistance in the solution of map problems. Because of the rules and regulations laid down by the Bureau of the Budget, each departmental map unit caters to the exclusive needs of its parent governmental division. As a result, wide gaps appear in the structure of knowledge about foreign maps, and these widen as each department becomes more self-centered in its work program. It is to be hoped that the Hoover Commission for Reorganization of the Executive Branch of the Federal





14 l. H. Dykes: Critique of British, Polish, American, and Soviet Maps of Polish-Russian Border Areas, R&A No. 2945, Interim Research and Intelligence Service, Research and Analysis Branch, Department of State, Washington, D. C, Oct. 23, 1945; also "Map Supplements for the American Draft Treaties with Austria, Hungary, Italy and Romania," Department of State, Washington, D. C, January, 1946.





Government will recognize the dependence of all nonprofessionals upon a centralized unit responsible for the evaluation of required maps, coordination of a foreign procurement program, and the establishment of a federal union map catalogue.


Recent comments indicate that there is doubt in the minds of many geographers concerning the peacetime value of research and experience gained under the pressure of war. Undoubtedly much research conducted by governmental agencies was unique and limited in its applicability, but this was not true of research conducted in map information. The type of investigation typical of the OSS program dealt with every phase of geogra�phy as outlined in Sauer's "Morphology of Landscape." It was not confined to "military purposes" in any strict interpretation of the term, and in actuality could not have been so interpreted under the directives which established the OSS or under the administration of its senior officials. As Hartshorne has said, "[The] distinction is not merely in the maps themselves, but rather in the use of the maps in the study—the true geographer cannot help but study the problem in terms of maps."16


Although it is too early to evaluate the long-range, professional results of war experience, some trends can be identified. Ackerman has called atten�tion to the inadequate training in systematic geography and the paucity of usable information in the literature of the subject.16 His remarks were directed to human geography, but they are equally applicable to map information. OSS experience revealed that American geography has been woefully weak in systematic map training and that the task of supplying reliable maps could be accomplished only through the development of new or improved methods of map evaluation. Whether the interest in maps and map information aroused by the stimulus of war will be retained sufficiently to place map training in a sound professional and curricular position within the realm of geographic philosophy and research remains to be seen.





15 Richard Hartshorne: The Nature of Geography, Annals Assn. of Amer. Geogrs., Vol. 29, 1939, pp. 171-658; reference on p. 424.


16 E. A. Ackerman: Geographic Training, Wartime Research, and Immediate Professional Objec�tives, Annals Assn. of Amer. Geogrs., Vol. 35, 1945, pp. 121-143; reference on pp. 128-129.








