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Map World’s Catalogue of Printed Antique Maps 1472-1850 

Evidence of data copying from the Antique Map Price Record 

In May, 2010 Map World (an antique map dealer in the U.K.) published a CD-ROM titled Map World’s 

Catalogue of Printed Antique Maps 1472-1850. Examination of this publication reveals extensive copying 

from the 2009 (or earlier) edition of the Antique Map Price Record (referred to here as AMPR), a 

copyrighted CD-ROM published annually by MapRecord Publications.  The large-scale copying and 

reselling of this data is an obvious infringement of the license terms of the AMPR as well as of 

MapRecord Publication’s copyright.  This document presents the evidence behind this assertion. 

Background 

The Map World’s Catalogue of Printed Antique Maps 1472-1850 (referred to here as the MWCD) is 

implemented as a set of 30 geographically-defined tabular listings of maps.  The total number of maps 

listed in these tables is 23,672.  Each table is implemented as an Acrobat (PDF) file. Each file consists of a 

spreadsheet-like table, with the following fields/columns: 

 Reference *a unique alphanumeric identifier for each record in the database, e.g. “mwg0611”+ 

 Region 

 Date 

 Map Maker 

 Price (UK£) 

 Height (cm.) 

 Width (cm.) 

 Title of map 

Each row in the table corresponds to one map.  In addition to these eight fields, some rows are followed 

by a map image, which, according to a header note at the top of each table, indicates that the given map 

is available for sale by Map World.  Presumably the map image is of the copy offered for sale.  (The claim 

that the items with images are available for sale by Map World is not entirely true, since, in the World 

category, there is a row for the 1507 Waldseemuller world map, along with an image of this 12-sheet map, 

the only known copy of which is held by the Library of Congress.) 

The MWCD does not specify the source of its data, although a note on the CD says that “many maps in this 

catalogue have not been examined by the editor.”  This document provides clear evidence that some of 

the MWCD’s data has been taken directly from the AMPR.  (Map World was a purchaser of all editions of 

the AMPR CD-ROM prior to 2010.) 

The following documentation is in two sections.  The first section presents evidence that shows, beyond 

any reasonable doubt,  that the MWCD did, in fact, copy some AMPR data, and used it, unchanged, in the 

MWCD database.  The second section presents evidence that allows one to estimate the extent of the 

copying.   In other words, the evidence in the first section is specific and detailed, while the evidence in 

the second section is more general and statistical in nature.  Taken together, these sections show that 

prohibited copying occurred and suggest that the extent of the copying is very large. 
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I.  SPECIFIC EVIDENCE OF DATA COPYING 

This section presents several examples of the AMPR’s unmistakable “fingerprints” in the MWCD data.  

Only four examples are presented here, but similar examples can be found throughout the MWCD.  It is 

not necessary to document each and every such instance.  Like an investigation at a crime scene where a 

suspect may have left dozens of fingerprints, the police do not need to document each and every 

fingerprint; any one clear fingerprint proves the suspect’s presence.  Similarly, each of the four examples 

given here shows the AMPR’s presence in the MWCD data.  Even if one were to claim that any single one 

of these fingerprints is slightly “fuzzy,” all four, taken together, remove any doubt that AMPR data were 

copied in the creation of the MWCD. 

Title errors 

During the compilation of each year’s edition of the AMPR, the editor uncovers some number of errors in 

data from prior years.  These errors are fixed in the next edition.  Since these title errors are not present 

other than in the AMPR (i.e., they were clerical errors introduced by the editor of the AMPR during initial 

data compilation; these errors were not present in the original source dealer/auction catalogues), their 

appearance in the MWCD is strongly indicative that the MWCD data is copied from the AMPR data.   Here 

are three examples: Pre-2010 editions of the AMPR contained the following maps with erroneous titles, 

and these erroneous titles are exactly duplicated by the MWCD. 

Example #1: 

 MWCD reference: mwg0611 (Germany section) 

 AMPR seq. no.: 102766 

 Date: 1708 

 Map Maker: JAILLOT 

 Title: Le Cercle de la Basse Saxe Subdivse en Tous les Estates et Principautes 

 Note: The word Estates should be Estats 

Example #2: 

 MWCD reference: mwme0611 (Middle East section) 

 AMPR seq. no.: 16825 

 Date: 1728 

 Map Maker: COVENS & MORTIER 

 Title: Ierusalem Niewlicks uyt de de Schriften Iosephus Afgebeeld door J.H. Coccejus 

 Note: The “de de” in the title should just be “de”. 

Example #3: 

 MWCD reference: mwam0376 (American Continent section) 

 AMPR seq. no.: 16987 

 Date: 1740 

 Map Maker: COWLEY 

 Title: A Map of the British Plantations in Canada, Florida &c. 

 Note: The correct title lacks the word “in”: A Map of the British Plantations Canada, Florida &c. 
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In addition to errors being transcribed, unfixed and unedited, from the AMPR, the details of capitalization 

are exactly duplicated from the AMPR, even when the actual map’s title has very different capitalization.  

For example, the Covens & Mortier map cited in Example #2, above, has the following title actually 

engraved on the map: IERUSALEM niewlicks uyt de SCHRIFTen IOSEPHUS afgebeeld door J.H. COCCEJUS.  

The AMPR, by its own policy, standardizes title capitalization, resulting in a highly modified capitalization 

from this map’s actual engraved title.  The MWCD capitalization exactly matches that of the AMPR (as well 

as incorporating the erroneously doubled “de”).  These features cannot be reasonably explained other than 

as being the result of the MWCD’s compiler having directly copied the AMPR title data for these maps. 

Price data 

In general, the price data in the MWCD are not directly copied from the AMPR.  The compiler of the 

MWCD either entered price data manually or derived it algorithmically from the source data (perhaps 

based on date of the data record, rates of inflation, etc.).  However, in at least one case, the price 

information bears the unmistakable fingerprint of the AMPR as its source: 

Example #4: 

 MWCD reference: mwat0283 (Atlantic Ocean section) 

 AMPR seq. no.: 125979 

 Date: 1689 

 Map Maker: THORNTON 

 Title: A New and Correct Chart from England to Guinea with All the Tradeing Part of the West  

  Indies According to Mr. Edwd. Wright's Projection Vulgarly Called Mercator's Chart 

 Price: 491 (a) 

Note: This value appears inexplicable, since other price values in the MWCD don’t have non-numeric 

elements like the “(a)” in this entry, and other values are rounded (almost all end in a zero).  If one looks 

at the matching record in the AMPR, one sees that the price for this map, which was sold at Old World 

Auctions, was $978.  However the AMPR gives the user the ability to display (and export) prices in several 

currencies, including UK£, and if the AMPR is set to display values in UK£, the price for this map is £491.  

The mysterious “(a)” is also explained by the AMPR as the source: The tabular results produced by the 

AMPR show prices for both dealer and auction records, but for auction results the prices have an “(a)” 

appended.  Thus the AMPR’s price value for this Thornton chart is 491 (a), which is exactly what is shown 

in the MWCD.  Clearly, through an oversight, the compiler of the MWCD did not replace this record’s price 

data with his own price assignment, but instead left behind the clear fingerprint of the AMPR data record.  

Even if one were to ignore the “(a)” suffix, and were to claim that the £491 price was derived not from the 

AMPR, but rather from Old World Auctions’ own archives, this would not be credible, since the AMPR’s 

algorithm for currency conversion is based on mid-year currency conversion rates.  $978 was not 

equivalent to £491 at the time of the September 24, 2008 auction. (The September 24, 2008 currency 

conversion rates would have yielded a value of about £527.)  The only logical explanation for the 

conspicuously unusual 491 (a) value found in the MWCD is that this value has been taken directly from the 

AMPR (running in British Currency mode). 
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II.  GENERAL EVIDENCE OF THE EXTENT OF DATA COPYING 

Several aspects of the MWCD database offer repeated evidence of data-copying from the AMPR: 

 Map titles are in mixed case in both the MWCD and in the AMPR. Certain words are upper/lower-

cased inconsistently in the AMPR, such as the Latin word aliquot.  In maps where the AMPR 

specifies the upper-case variant (Aliquot), so does the MWCD. When the AMPR specifies lower-

case (aliquot), the MWCD does likewise.  A further example of capitalization identity was 

described above, and, as will be seen below, the specifics of title-word capitalization are, in a very 

high percentage of cases, completely identical between the two databases. 

 Dates and sizes match AMPR values, even when there are errors. When width and height are 

incorrectly swapped in the AMPR, they are also incorrectly swapped in the MWCD. (For example, 

record mwaf1151 – D’Anville – Carte Particuliere de la Partie Principale de la Guinee; given as 

55[H] x 28[W] in both the AMPR and the MWCD; should be 28[H] x 55[W], and is so corrected in 

the 2010 edition of the AMPR.) 

To explore the issue of how much of the MWCD database may have been copied from the AMPR, two 

approaches were taken, both of which are based on a statistical examination of a randomly selected 

subset of the data. 

For the first such approach, all the records listed in the MWCD as maps of Malta were selected.  The 

MWCD lists 91 maps with the region “mediterranean malta”.  These break down as follows: 

7 records found only in the MWCD 

6 records mostly identical to the AMPR, but with slight differences in height, width or date 

5 records with a cosmetic difference in the title (e.g. “*on sheet with+” changed to “/”) 

2 records with a cosmetic difference in map-maker (e.g. “BEREY, C.” changed to “BEREY”) 

71 records completely identical (map-maker, title, date, height, width) to AMPR 

For this Malta subset, 78% of the records are identical to the AMPR data, and 92% of the records are 

mostly identical.  “Identical” is meant precisely, as described earlier.  In particular, titles are letter-for-

letter the same, including capitalization.  The equivalence of titles is additionally significant because map 

titles are sometimes very long and are therefore often truncated in dealer and auction catalogs.  The 

editor of the AMPR has, over the years, tried to provide relatively full titles, often longer than the titles 

provided by the source catalogues, and this has been done using either cartobibliographical reference 

books and journals or by transcribing from available online images of maps.  The probability is extremely 

small that another compiler would produce titles truncated to lengths identical to those in the AMPR.  Yet 

in all but a few of the Malta map records the titles are exactly equivalent (length, spelling, punctuation, 

and capitalization) to the corresponding AMPR records.  As further evidence of copying, one Malta map 

record includes a typographic error (“Esle” instead of “Isle”) introduced by the AMPR. This error is 

completely inexplicable in the MWCD other than as a result of direct copying from the AMPR data. 

For the second statistical examination, maps by the map-maker Giovanni Botero were examined.  A 

number of maps are known from editions of Botero’s work.  Though a few Botero maps are found in 
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Italian editions, the majority of Botero maps come from German editions published in Cologne.  These 

maps are thoroughly described by Peter Meurer in Atlantes Colonienses (Bad Neustadt a. d. Saale, Verlag 

Dietrich Pfaehler, 1988).  In all, there are 25 Botero maps found in the Cologne editions.  These maps do 

not appear frequently in the trade, but since the maps were printed together in books, it is reasonable to 

assume that similar numbers of these maps were produced, and that the various maps have a roughly 

equivalent chance of surviving and subsequently appearing in the market.  Of these 25 maps we find: 

 14(56%) are listed in the AMPR and in the MWCD 

 2 (8%) are listed in the MWCD only 

 9 (36%) are listed in neither the AMPR nor the MWCD 

 0 (0%) are listed in the AMPR only 

In other words, every one of the 14 maps that the AMPR lists, the MWCD also lists.  (And, as with the 

Malta maps examined earlier, the MWCD and AMPR listings for titles are precisely the same, in terms of 

title length, spelling, punctuation and capitalization.) But of the 11 maps that the AMPR does not list, only 

two appear in the MWCD.  These two, for sure, indicate that the MWCD has made use of some data 

sources other than the AMPR. (One of the two [Dania et Norvegia] almost surely derives from a 

cartobibliography of the maps of Scandinavia, which the author of the MWCD specifically mentions on his 

web site.  The other [Anglia Scotia et Hibernia] likely derives from Shirley’s well-known cartobibliography 

of maps of the British Isles.)  But the 92% congruity between the AMPR and the MWCD listings suggests 

that the AMPR is, by an overwhelming margin, the origin of the MWCD data.  It is clear, by the way, that 

the compiler of the MWCD did not use Meurer’s book, for, if he had, one would expect all 25 maps to 

appear in the MWCD.  Instead, the only ones that do appear – with two exceptions – are exactly the same 

ones that the AMPR lists. 

Though the Malta and Botero data are just subsets, they suggest that the extent of the copying from the 

AMPR is great.  While the evidence in the first section of this document demonstrate that the AMPR was 

definitely the source for some of the MWCD data, the Malta and Botero data suggest that the vast 

majority, perhaps as much as 90%, of the MWCD records have been copied from the AMPR.  As indicated 

earlier, certainly some parts of the MWCD are derived from sources other than the AMPR.  But the 

MWCD’s unsanctioned use of the AMPR for even 5% of its data – much less 75% to 90% of its data – would 

still constitute a violation of both MapRecord Publication’s copyright and the AMPR’s license agreement. 

Technical note: 

This summary did not discuss how, technically, the MWCD managed to incorporate AMPR data into its 

database with such precision.  As it so happens, the AMPR makes using its digital data relatively easy, 

since the AMPR provides a facility for exporting selections of its data to Excel (or to a delimited text file). 

This capability is intended to make it easy for users to perform their own statistical analyses on subsets of 

the AMPR data, and it does this by allowing the data to be quickly exported for use in Excel or any other 

analytical software package.  As a consequence, the AMPR data can easily be captured and copied for 

other purposes as well, whether those purposes are legitimate or not. 
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