
Mapping Convener Report 2020 

1. Easter Mapping meeting. Cancelled. 

2. September mapping workshop. Cancelled 

3. Visit by member(s) of IOF Mapping Commission. Cancelled. 

Discussion points: 

The role of Easter meetings 

The loss of face to face gatherings has not been disruptive. There are now 201 (mostly Australian) members of the 

Facebook group “Orienteering Mappers Australia”. The group was started independently by Hamish Mackie and seems to 

have been adopted as a first port of call for problem solving. This year the problems seem to have revolved around lidar 

acquisition and the use of tablets for mapping. For those wishing to follow more advanced mapping discussions, there is 

also the Orienteering Mappers International group. This has several thousand members including many highly 

experienced mappers and quite a few Australians. Most members silently follow the more advanced discussions here. It’s 

a great learning environment for the lurker.  

These forums raise the question of the purpose of the annual Easter mapping meeting. The forum has no decision-making 

remit other than the response to IOF MC discussion papers. It used to be a forum for the exchange of information 

between mappers. That function is now replaced by social media. What remains is the opportunity to meet other mappers 

face to face, and the obvious question is whether a formal meeting is the best vehicle for that purpose. A pub meal in a 

back room might be a better option. 

The role of the Mapping Convener 

When I first agreed to take on the Mapping Convener role, there was no clear statement of the role, and my informal 

advice was that my job would be to convene the Easter meeting. But if there is no need for a formal Easter meeting, then 

the Mapping Convener is not faced with the task of convening.  

You could argue that the role is to be at the forefront of technical understanding of the mapping process. But this is a 

challenging goal. The mapping skills required for forest and urban orienteering are diverging. Two positions might be 

needed. Calls upon technical understanding now are directed to the social media sites. The moderator(s) of these sites are 

in a sense the new Mapping Conveners. The expertise is dispersed. 

The remaining roles for the Mapping Convener then are reporting to OA annually, and approving non-specification maps 

for major events. The approval process is problematic. Generally a request appears after the area has been mapped. The 

Convener is placed in the uncomfortable position of choosing between rule compliance and jeopardising a carnival, and 

between legibility and rule compliance. Most carnival attendees are not concerned about whether a map is scale 

compliant. The exception example given is the needs of elites. The most appropriate person to seek approval from for this 

group is the national elite squad coach. If the Mapping Convener is to be involved in the approval of maps, it should be at 

the beginning of the mapping process, not the end. If the event adviser, organiser and mapper believe mapping an area at 

the correct scale is a challenge, then a better approach would be to test map a small area, submit this test map for 

objective testing, and then host a visit of the Mapping Convener (or chosen representative) to the terrain to evaluate the 

utility of the test map. Only after this is it time to start discussing deviations from specification. Late term remote 

assessments of the map and terrain by the convener are pointless. 

In summary, I believe that the role of Mapping Convener has changed to the following: 

• Coordinate responses by the Australian mapping community to occasional matters such as discussion papers 
released by the IOF Mapping Commission or OA rule formulation. 

• Where required undertake or commission terrain assessment for major carnivals. 

• Keep a watching brief on discussion on mapping forums that have implications for Australian orienteering 
mapping. 
 
Neil Barr 


