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President Miller, Members of the Maryland Senate:
  

It is my distinct privilege and pleasure, at the request and beneficence of the president, to present you with a copy of The Maryland State Archives Atlas of Historical Maps of Maryland.   It is the culmination of nearly a quarter century of collecting, research, and writing about how Maryland struggled to define its borders. 
Next month is an important anniversary in the history of our State, one that has been forgotten and obscured by time.  In February 1632 George Calvert commenced the arduous process of securing a grant of land in the upper reaches of the Chesapeake from the King of England.  In English, not in Latin, first George and then his son Cecil, argued with representatives of Virginia and the King's ministers over the proposed boundaries.  They began with a request for what today would be the whole of the Delmarva peninsula and lands to the Westward following the 40th degree of latitude to somewhere near the source of the Potomac River and returning by way of the south bank of the river to the Chesapeake Bay.  Indeed, in that first draft, almost all the waters of the Chesapeake Bay would have been given to Maryland with Virginia confined to its beaches and rivers.  The protests were too great.  The two lower counties of Accomack and Northampton were left in Virginia, a line was drawn across the bay from the mouth of the Potomac to an ill defined place called Watkins Point, and lands on the Eastern Shore that had hitherto been cultivated, presumably by the Dutch and the Swedes, were excluded.  It was an uncertain beginning as far as boundaries go (a modern map of the original grant would include Philadelphia today), but it provided an intriguing framework for growth and development of a State that would indeed become "America in Miniature." 

Nature, boundary disputes with neighbors, and an outright gift to the nation in 1790 of sixty-seven square miles for the District of Columbia have combined to give Maryland a distinctive shape that defies easy description and presents a formidable challenge to the cartographer. "The State of Maryland is extremely irregular in its configuration," wrote the noted geographer Thomas Gamaliel Bradford in 1838, "its southern boundary being formed by the Potomac, with its winding channel and circuitous general course, and the intrusion of the State of Delaware upon the east and the great expanse of Chesapeake Bay in the center adding to the irregularity of its land area." Not until 1908, when the United States Supreme Court began to hear The State of Maryland vs. The State of West Virginia, would the western boundary be known for certain. Few people today are aware that a small piece of Smith Island in the Chesapeake Bay is in Virginia, even though it lies north of Watkins Point, the southern boundary of Maryland as described in the 1632 Charter.  Fewer still realize that the whole of the waters of the Potomac from its source to its mouth is within Maryland, and ought not to be subject to either Federal, or any other state's regulation, except with regard to pollution, tidewater fishing, navigation, and interstate commerce. 

In 1838 Bradford estimated that Maryland contained 12,000 square miles, of which 9,500 were land. He was very nearly correct. Today, the best estimates are that Maryland contains 12,303 miles, of which 1,726 are waters of the Chesapeake Bay. The tidal shoreline alone extends for 4,100 miles, and Maryland's rivers, including what Bradford called the "devious course" of the Potomac, add many more miles, compounding the difficulty of the cartographer's task. 

To attempt the mapping of Maryland is no small undertaking, yet since 1608 mapmakers have tried with results that are both beautiful and enlightening. In fact, there proved to be many more maps of Maryland than either of us suspected in 1980, when Joe Coale and I conceived of compiling an atlas of historical maps of the state. We began this book as a modest enterprise. We felt that a good way to celebrate the 350th anniversaries of Maryland's Charter (June 20, 1982) and the landing of the first settlers under that Charter (March 25, 1984) would be to prepare an oversized volume of a few important historical maps of Maryland from earliest times. The more research we did, however, the clearer it became that there was no comprehensive illustrated survey of the cartography of Maryland. The last major bibliographic and narrative effort was that of Edward Bennett Mathews, published by the Maryland Geological Survey in 1897 and 1898, a volume that is now available on the Maryland State Archives web site, http://www.aomol.net.  Although still enormously valuable, in a number of respects Mathews's work was either in error or incomplete. We decided to begin with the most comprehensive survey of Maryland maps that we could manage, starting with the major repositories and including private collections to the extent that we had time and permission from owners.  What started out as a small project designed to highlight a few maps in a coffee table book, became over nearly a quarter of a century, a quest to provide a comprehensive illustrated survey of every general map of the state and a guide to the extensive detailed mapping of the counties that began with Charles Varle's map of Frederick and Washington Counties in 1808 and culminated in the precise scientific mapping of county boundaries and geology by the Maryland Geological Survey, a process in some counties, still unfinished where disputes over borders yet remain to be resolved, such as that between Garrett and Allegany counties. 

We had neither the resources nor the technology to include more than a few color plates of the more important maps in the first edition and were not able to include any of the very rare large county wall maps of the nineteenth century that reveal so much about our local history and are of such great use to the local and family historian. 

In the years since the first edition, advances in computer imaging and printing made it feasible to be inclusive of local printed maps and to print a revised edition in full color.  All we needed was money, a scarce commodity for all of us these days.  Fortunately the Archives had a benefactor, Henry A. Rosenberg, Jr. who made us an offer we could not refuse.  He would give us the money to scan all the maps, thus helping to preserve our priceless Huntingfield Collection, itself a magnificent gift to the State from Russ Morrison and Owen Henderson of the largest collection of maps of Maryland then in private hands, and an interest free loan to print the book to be paid back from the proceeds of the sale of the book. 

The results you have before you this morning.  Without tapping any general funds or further taxing the limited resources of the State Archives, we hope we have produced a well illustrated reference book and history of Maryland from the perspective of those who carefully mapped the colony and state of Maryland from its founding to the commencement of the first of two controversial supreme court cases that would attempt to settle our claims of ownership of the waters of the Potomac. 

This is not the place to review that argument, or to dispute in detail a majority decision of the Supreme Court, but you will find in this book the proof the court chose to ignore: that Maryland is the sovereign owner of the whole of the Potomac River.  You can read for yourself the documented assertion that historical evidence discovered since the first decision of the Court in 1911 confirms Justice Stevens's dissent that Maryland should have the right to regulate what it owns. The Supreme Court does change its mind, if but slowly. 

The proceeds from this book, once the loan is paid back to Henry Rosenberg, and the sale of map images such as those we have on display on the Freedom Wall and in the Senate Office Building, are dedicated to maintaining our Summer Internship program at the Archives, helping our young people to better understand the value of our priceless record heritage and to assist in making it more readily accessible for study and reflection. This is but a further way in which we are attempting to meet the fiscal crisis by enlisting private support for the public good. 

In the end the ultimate goal of this book is to preserve maps for the enjoyment of future generations.  With the Atlas we are able to do more by making maps accessible through fine reproductions while preserving them from excessive wear and tear. 

In the first mapping of Maryland, map and chart makers covered their ignorance of geographical information with decorations such as fanciful animals.  Jonathan Swift made fun of such efforts in verse: 

With savage pictures fill their gaps and o’er unhabitable downs place Elephants for want of towns 

Chartmakers used compass roses, rhumb lines and shading to the same effect. 

Beginning with Captain John Smith, however, mapmakers strove for accuracy.  For six weeks in 1608 in an open barge with 14 men, Smith mapped the Chesapeake Bay.  On his return to England in 1612, four years after his voyage of exploration, he had the results engraved on copper, producing the first accurate map of the sparsely habited wilderness that would become the Old Line State.  Smith had a sense of distance and spatial relationship of the land to the water that is simply amazing.  Just a casual comparison between his map and one drawn from satellite imagery will convince you of how remarkable his skills were. 

Then we knew too little about world.  Today, there is too much information and the scale is often insufficient to display everything the map and chartmaker would like to include. 

When the mapmaker and the chart maker begin to strive for too much scale and accuracy, then charts become commonplace, at best utilitarian.  Nearly a hundred years ago Lewis Carroll pointed to what Adam Nicholson calls the “tragic absurdity of the cartographer’s art,” when taken to its logical conclusion: 

In Sylvie and Bruno Concluded, Carroll wrote: 

What do you consider the largest map that would be really useful? 
About six inches to the mile.  Only six inches! Exclaimed [the map maker]. 
We very soon got to six yards to the mile. 
And then came the grandest idea of all! 
We actually made a map of the country on the scale of a mile to the mile! 
Have you used it much! I enquired. 
It has never been spread out, yet, said [the mapmaker]. 
The farmers objected: they said it would cover the whole country and shut out the light. 
  

The dilemma of the mapmaker is not unlike that of the modern legislature.  There is too much information and not enough time or resources to map out a course of action in sufficient detail to overcome all the obstacles that present themselves in today's world. 

If there is a lesson in this book, it is that the most successful maps are those that are the simplest in design, those do not attempt to crowd too much detail into the delivery of their message, yet provide a broad overview and paths easy to understand and to follow. 

May your efforts over the remainder of the 90 days lead to a map for Maryland's future that is as graceful and accurate as John Smith's, one that gives leadership and direction for the future, and avoids shutting out the light. 

Thank you. 
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