Register Ramblings








A small reprint of the Third Edition





Following continuing demand for the Register the Council, at its meeting on the 20th October, approved a further small reprint.  Copies are available from Margery Lovatt in the usual way at £28 per copy plus P&P.





Missing or Incomplete Dial Locations





Over the past months a few stalwarts in our band of Recorders have worked to reduce the number of entries in the Register which have incomplete or even missing location references.  I am pleased to report that there are now only 290 dials (about 7% of those recorded) where the NGR/Lat/Long references are not fully stated.  Furthermore only four Counties now have more than ten such deficient records.  They are: Cumbria (49),Yorkshire (32), Kent (11) and Devon (11).  If anyone living in these Counties feels able to help to reduce the numbers there please let me know.





County Boundary Changes





Ever since the restructuring of County names in the late nineties, organisations like ours have been thrown into some confusion.  Counties like Strathclyde and Avon have been disbanded and others like Rutland have re-emerged.  The effect of course is that we now have 103 County names in mainland Britain as opposed to 68 before.  To separate out all dial entries into the new Counties would have been much too big a task and so the third edition of the Register retained some of the old county groupings or districts in Scotland and Wales in order to keep the number of separate county entries to a manageable figure.  As if this wasn’t enough the boundaries of some Counties were changed so ‘moving’ a few towns from one County to another.  I rely on an OS based road map gazetteer to provide a definitive position since most Members can be expected to use a car to visit such dials.  Even though it is usually easy to decide in which County a dial is located it is still irritating to Members who may not be aware of the ‘move’ and so believe that a dial they have found is unrecorded.  In order to reduce this irritation somewhat I have sometimes placed a note regarding the ‘move’ in the Register entry.





However, even this rather unsatisfactory policy was thrown into some disarray in August when John Lester alerted me to a very specific problem associated with Burford House which is near the village of Burford which in turn happens to be in Shropshire.  The postal address of Burford House is given as Tenbury Wells in Worcestershire!  John rightly points out that this is a geographical nonsense (my words not his!) since Burford House and its village are both across the river from Tenbury Wells!





What is a poor Registrar to do? Place Burford under Worcestershire where the owners say they live or in Shropshire which contains nearby Burford village?  Even checking the ‘actual’ location with the OS is no real help to the BSS Member – the dial will still be in the ‘wrong’ County for some purposes.  I have therefore decided that I might have to consider the previously unthinkable, a system of dual entry – something which is specifically prohibited by the present database design.  Before deciding to proceed though I do need to know the size of the problem. 





I should like to hear from Members of dials that have been thought of as being in one County yet who have been told – perhaps even by me! – that the new structure means that the towns are actually now located in another.  When I have enough information I can decide what action is needed.
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