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Summary: Cartography has for centuries been used as a political instrument to support national pride, impact and influ-
ence, whether through use of a national prime meridian or local toponyms, the emphasising of the country’s extent through
colour, or the underlining and even distorting of its position and size through projection. In Scandinavia, the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries were times of upheaval, during which regions changed political affiliation and nations formed
shifting political unions. Norway had not been an independent nation since 1380, but by the turn of the nineteenth cen-
tury, Norwegian national consciousness was emerging, in parallel with the rise of ideas about the national state in the rest
of Europe. The purpose of this paper is to examine whether and how the rising focus on national identity in Norway was
nurtured through cartography during the final decades of the union with Denmark (1380-1814) and the first decades of the
new union with Sweden from 1814 (-1905). A further aim has been to consider how Sweden, as the senior union partner,
might similarly have used cartography to keep the union together as a unity, in opposition to the Norwegian national self-
assertion. A selection of Scandinavian maps from the late eighteenth century and throughout the nineteenth century have
been analysed with a focus on cartographic elements with potential impact on national identity. The main results indicate
that both Norwegian and Swedish maps of that time may have been used as instruments of political influence. The use
of cartographic elements on the analysed maps in general seem to have strengthened Swedish hegemony on one side and
Norwegian nationalism on the other side, thus reinforcing the political division of Scandinavia still seen today.

Zusammenfassung: Kartographie wurde jahrhundertelang als politisches Instrument eingesetzt, um den Nationalstolz
und die Wirkung und den Einfluss zu unterstiitzen, sei es durch die Verwendung eines nationalen Nullmeridians oder
lokaler Toponyme, die Hervorhebung der Ausdehnung des Landes durch Farbe oder die Unterstreichung und sogar Ver-
zerrung seiner Position und GréBe durch die gewihlte Projektion. In Skandinavien waren das achtzehnte und neunzehnte
Jahrhundert Zeiten des Umbruchs, in denen Regionen ihre politische Zugehdrigkeit wechselten und Nationen alternierende
politische Zusammenschliisse bildeten. Norwegen war seit 1380 keine unabhingige Nation mehr, aber um die Wende zum
19. Jahrhundert entwickelte sich ein norwegisches Nationalbewusstsein, parallel zum Aufkommen von Ideen tiber den Nati-
onalstaat im Ubrigen Europa. In diesem Beitrag soll untersucht werden, ob und wie die zunehmende Konzentration auf die
nationale Identitit in Norwegen durch die Kartographie in den letzten Jahrzehnten der Union mit Didnemark (1380-1814)
und in den ersten Jahrzehnten der neuen Union mit Schweden ab 1814 (-1905) geférdert wurde. Ein weiteres Ziel ist es, zu
untersuchen, wie Schweden als dominierender Unionspartner die Kartographie in dhnlicher Weise genutzt haben konnte,
um die Union als Einheit zusammenzuhalten, im Gegensatz zur norwegischen nationalen Selbstbehauptung. Eine Auswahl
skandinavischer Karten aus dem spiten 18. und dem gesamten 19. Jahrhundert wurde analysiert, wobei der Schwerpunkt
auf kartographischen Elementen mit potenziellem Einfluss auf die nationale Identitit lag. Die wichtigsten Ergebnisse
deuten darauf hin, dass sowohl norwegische als auch schwedische Karten aus dieser Zeit als Instrumente der politischen
Einflussnahme genutzt wurden. Die Verwendung kartographischer Elemente auf den untersuchten Karten scheint im All-
gemeinen die schwedische Hegemonie auf der einen und den norwegischen Nationalismus auf der anderen Seite gestirkt
zu haben, wodurch die politische Teilung Skandinaviens, wie sie heute noch besteht, verstirkt wurde.
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1 Introduction tor (ScHULER 2011). Discourses can be reinforced
or concealed through cartographic elements like

Maps are often perceived as an objective docu-  prime meridians, projection, borderlines, or col-
mentation of the World, which makes them highly  ouring (EHRENSVARD 20006). Hence sovereigns may
influential. However, the depiction is a selective use cartography as a tool to construct a world view
view of reality, reflecting the interests of the crea- that serves their strategies (HARLEY 2001: 55-60).
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STRANDSBJERG (2010: 70) calls this the “‘performa-
tive power of maps’, that is, how maps are not only
representing a geographical reality, but they are
serving to shape this very reality.”

The Scandinavian peninsula is divided into the
two modern nations of Norway and Sweden. The
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries were times of
political turmoil in the region, as Norway’s more
than 400 year-long political union with Denmark
ended with the surrender of Norway to Sweden
in 1814 (BerG 2014). The last decades of the un-
ion with Denmark saw an awakening of national
consciousness in Norway. This movement grew to
new heights after the Norwegian hope of political
independence was dashed by the 1814 union with
Sweden.

The emerging Norwegian national pride faced
the Swedish monarchy, which as the senior un-
ion partner aimed to assert its authority over the
Scandinavian peninsula. Sweden’s efforts to unify
Scandinavian cartography included a royal decree
promoting a common union prime meridian, a sig-
nificant cartographic element. In contrast, Norway
asserted its national identity by maintaining its own
prime meridian throughout the period of political
union with Sweden.

The study period was a watershed in Norwegian
cartography. The historical context was unique,
with the transition from one political union to an-
other. There was rapid technological development
in surveying and cartography. This coincided with
the transition from confidential, military mapping
to public surveys and publicly available map series.
Against this backdrop, this paper delves into the
theory of cartographic elements and their potential
influence, as well as conducting an empirical analy-
sis of maps produced by different Scandinavian
cartographers. The topic has gained new relevance
today when we see political use of cartographical el-
ements in an ongoing territorial conflict in Europe.

The aims of this paper are:

* to analyse how Norwegian nation-building in
the late eighteenth and the early nineteenth cen-
tury might have been reflected on maps of the
period, through cartographic elements such as
title, dedication, toponyms and others, and the
implications this might have had on Norwegian
political ambitions

* to analyse how clements on Swedish maps of
Scandinavia from the same period might have
reflected Sweden’s attempts to assert its author-
ity over the Scandinavian peninsula.

Several of the maps analysed in this article
have been presented earlier (e.g. in GINSBERG 2009,
HarssoN & AANRUD 2016) but the political func-
tion of cartographic elements has not been subject
to systematic analysis previously. The present article
expands on studies initiated by the present author
(Liex 2020, LiEN & LUNDBERG 2022, LIEN in press)
and examines in greater depth the ways in which dif-
ferent cartographic elements were used to promote
the contrasting political objectives of Norway and
Sweden. This contributes to new insights regarding
the political power of maps in general, and within
the Scandinavian context in particular.

2 The state-building function of cartography

The sovereign state system has its roots in
late-medieval Europe (1300-1500), where the sov-
ereign had ultimate authority over political, social,
and economic matters within a territory (MURPHY
1996). Portraying their realms as identifiable units
on maps was a means of legitimising the sovereigns’
territorial possessions (JoNEs 2003). Cartography
has thus been a significant factor in the way the
state visualizes its territory (ANDERSON 2016: 163-
164). SEALE et al. (2004) argue that societies are
reflected in their maps. STRANDSBJERG (2010: 69)
claims that “the cartographic transition that took
off during the European Renaissance provided the
spatial conditions for ... defining sovereignty in ter-
ritorial terms.” Helped by improved cartography,
the Westphalian Treaty of 1648 led to an increasing
number of state boundaries on maps. According to
Foucaurr (2001), knowledge and power are closely
related, and mighty sovereigns mapped their terri-
tory to demonstrate possession (Brack 1997). This
section will explore this further, focusing on the
potential of cartography as a facilitator for state-
building and national pride.

The concept ‘nation’ is defined by ANDERSON
(2016: 6-7) as an independent area limited by clear
borders. He adds that a nation is characterized by
being an “imagined political community,” where
the inhabitants are tied together by invisible bonds.
SmitH (1993) describes how shared ethnic origins,
language and religion can constitute a nation, even
without a defined territory, like for instance the
Kurds or the Basques. He explains ‘national iden-
tity” as a sense of belonging and loyalty to a nation,
while the concept ‘nationalism’ is interpreted as a
result of traditions, myths and symbols. He further
states that the “healthy sense of national identity”
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can be transformed into destructive nationalism.
ANDERSON (2016: 8) reminds us that even if it today
is common to regard nationalism as negative and
connected with racism, it is also an expression of a
profound love for one’s fatherland and its values for
which many are willing to die.

BrancH (2013: 91) describes how state iden-
tity became increasingly territorial as cartographic
boundaries were demarcated on the ground. TAYLOR
(1994) regards territory as a spatial ‘container’, filled
with state functions and social relations that con-
stitute the modern nation-state. As the concept
of nation-states evolved, national consciousness
emerged with an increasing tendency to focus on
the state itself as the core of identity (ANDERSON
2016). Similarly, with developments in cartography,
emerging nationalism was expressed through the
mapping of the state’s territory (BeErG 2005: 183,
BErG 2009: 95). Some nations even appeared on
maps before being unified politically (SCHNEIDER
2007: 88, BraNCcH 2013: 81). To promote national
ideas, schools and mass media can be crucial, and
formation of geographical notions has often been
stimulated through maps intended for educational
use (TAYLOR 1994, SCHNEIDER 2007: 9). The role of
the school system in the nation-building process has
been examined by among others BaroN (2022). In
general, school wall-maps and atlases were powerful
tools in many countries to support desired agendas,
due to their considerable distribution and their pow-
er of influence on the new generations.

Another aspect of maps as nation-building in-
struments relates to controlling one’s own narrative
(LosanG 2020). ANDERSON (2016) claims that de-
colonization was driven partly by cartography, as na-
tional maps were published immediately after libera-
tion to emphasise ownership of one’s territory and
to seize control over the map as political symbol.

3 Historical framework and emerging na-
tionalism

This section will give a brief overview of the
historical backdrop for the study area with emphasis
on Norway, as well as a brief note on the cultural
historical period National Romanticism, with a fo-
cus on national identity.

After the Viking Age, the kingdom of Norway
was an independent country for several hundred
years, with an expanded realm that in periods includ-
ed Iceland as well as Greenland. However, the pan-
demic Black Death in the middle fourteenth century

critically weakened Norway as more than half the
population died (Aastorp 2004, GusTAFssoN 2017:
66). From 1380, Norway was in a political union
with Denmark, which lasted more than four centu-
ries. During this period, there were numerous con-
troversies with Sweden, and large regions changed
affiliation back and forth. In the Arctic part of
Scandinavia there were ambiguous boundaries and
a vast region of common use, which contributed to
the disputed sovereignty. The national boundary
between Norway and Sweden was not agreed upon
until 1751, and the Norwegian border with Russia as
late as 18206.

In the late ecighteenth and ecarly nineteenth
centuries, the relationship between the union
Denmark-Norway and their neighbour Sweden was
turbulent. The Borders Survey of Norway was es-
tablished in 1773 to map the important areas along
the boundary with Sweden (HarssoN & AANRUD
2016: 16-17). The same period saw an awakening of
national consciousness across Burope. In Norway
there was an increasing demand for its own national
institutions such as a university, which was estab-
lished in Oslo in 1811 (CoLLETT 2009). Another im-
portant factor was the establishment of The Royal
Society for Norwegian Development in 1809, as
“an ideological movement that pointed to a strong
Norwegian identity and Norwegian independence”
(Dorum 2015: 40). To rebuild a new Norwegian na-
tional identity, Norway’s heyday in the Middle Ages
was also brought into focus, based on the sagas on
the Norwegian kings. In line with the National
Romanticism of the time, writers, painters and
composers were inspired by the Norwegian nature
(FarNgs 1933). The Norwegian language, strongly
influenced by Danish after the 400-year union, was
Norwegianised with words from dialects and OIld
Norse (Vikor 2010). Maps with old place names, or
toponyms constructed to support Norwegian na-
tional identity, such as Trollheimen (Home of the
Trolls), were widely distributed, and some of the
maps also had elaborate decorations inspired by
typical Norwegian landscapes or activities.

Napoleon conquered large parts of Europe in
the late eighteenth century. His final defeat had
considerable consequences for the map of Europe
(BreEGNsBO 2009). In 1814, Denmark, on the losing
side, had to cede Norway to Sweden, on the winning
side. This was an encouragement for Sweden, which
in 1809 had lost Finland (the latter being subject to
Sweden since the twelfth century). The 1814 transi-
tion also fulfilled the Swedish strategy regarding the
conquest of Norway, as, according to STEEN (1951:
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13), just “a glance at the map was sufficient... do
document that the two countries by nature were
destined to form one unit.” However, Norway saw
an opportunity for independence, and managed to
establish a Norwegian Constitution, signed 17 May
(1814), which is still the National Day. Yet, after a
short war with Sweden, Norway had to accept the
new union with its former enemy (Sweden) (STEEN
1951: 285).

The building of Norwegian national identity
continued within the new union, and a national car-
tography was one of the tools (BERG 2017: 196). This
was met with resistance from Sweden. Cartography
can be used to spread new ideas by presenting them
as reality on maps, and Karl Johan actively used his
cartographers to impose his image of Scandinavian
unity on Norwegians (BErG 2009). However,
among many Norwegians this was considered an
attempt to undermine the country’s position as an
independent union partner. This was despite the
fact that even leading Norwegians wanted a com-
mon state with Sweden, exemplified with certain
social circles in Eastern Norway having secret con-
tacts with the Swedish king already at the end of the
eighteenth century, when Norway was still in union
with Denmark (GustarssoN 2017: 140). Even dur-
ing the union with Sweden in the nineteenth cen-
tury, leading Norwegians supported Scandinavism,
among them the writer Bjornstjerne Bjornson. On
the Swedish side, also Karl Johan’s successors on the
Swedish throne, King Oscar I from 1844 and King
Carl XV from 1859, supported Scandinavism, a pan-
Scandinavian idea that included Denmark. (BARTON
2003: 60, HEmsTAD 2018b).

Both in Norway and in Sweden the school sys-
tem had an important role in the process of creat-
ing a Norwegian national identity, or a Scandinavian
identity, respectively. In Norway, this increased
with new school laws in 1827 and 1860 (HEmSTAD
2018b: 117-118). Knowledge presented on maps be-
came compulsory, reinforcing the importance of
educational cartography (BerG 2017: 199). On the
other side of the boundary, Sweden used the school
system to promote their concept of Scandinavism.
Cartography was central in this process, and “the
purpose was ... to plant the idea of Scandinavia’s
unity in the head of the child” (HeEmstap 2018b:
125). However, towards the end of the nineteenth
century, Sweden gradually renounced the idea of
Scandinavian unity, and the political union with
Norway was dissolved relatively peacefully in
1905. Since then, Norway has been an independent
kingdom.

4 Sources and analytical procedure

The point of departure for this study is a se-
lection of maps from GINSBERG’s cartobibliography
Maps and Mapping of Norway 1602-1855 (GINSBERG
2009). This extensive collection of maps depicts
Norway during an important period both political-
ly and cartographically. However, the cartographic
elements are generally not analysed by GINSBERG.
He presents the maps in detail as historical ob-
jects, and as such they form an excellent starting
point for an in-depth examination. Further maps
have been selected from the National Library of
Norway’s collection and from the digital archives
of the Norwegian Mapping Authority. An exam-
ination of additional maps from Swedish archives
might nuance the argument, but this lies beyond
the scope of this article.

The aim has been to examine relatively few maps
systematically and in detail. The analysed maps
have been selected to give a broad picture of the
situation in the study period from the Norwegian
perspective. They are all printed maps, produced by
cartographers working within Scandinavia. The se-
lection comprises five Norwegian and four Swedish
maps, chosen to ensure a certain representativeness
regarding publication date, size, scale, and cartog-
rapher’s nationality (Tab. 1).

According to MONMONIER (1991), nations are
symbolized by maps, and cartographic elements
can emphasise nationalistic traits. Hence, details on
the map can be used to gain geopolitical influence
(HemsTAD 2018b: 122). The following cartographic
elements may have nation-building potential:

Map title: The title of the map may express
whether the cartographer considered the depicted
area to constitute a common entity or separate
countries, or in this case indicating Scandinavian
unity or desire for national independence. A sub-
title may also provide information on financial or
other support for the construction of the map.

Dedication: A dedication may express a close
connection to the authorities or other prominent
persons, demonstrating for instance whether the
map was made on the order of a king or other rul-
ing authority.

Decorations: The artistic maps of the seventeenth
century with depiction of fantastic beasts both at
sea and at land gradually gave way to a more sci-
entific based cartography (VAN MINGROOT & VAN
ErMEN 1988, EHRENSVARD 2006). Consequently,
most maps from the study period did not have
decorations, although some cartographers illustrat-
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Tab. 1: Overview of the analysed maps

No. Cartographer Nation Year Title Dedication Border Toponyms Prime Other Scale, c.
meridian
1 G. Schoning N 1779 Ancient - Clear Norse - Saga era ?
Norway
2 C.G. Forsell S 1815/ Sweden and Royal Faint DK-N Ferro - 1: 500,000
1826 Norway or
Scandinavia
3 O.J. Hagelstam S 1820 Sweden and Royal Faint DK-N Ferro Abundant
Norway information
4 C.B. Roosen N 1829 Norway - Clear DK-N Ferro (and - 1: 200,000
Copenhagen
and
Christiania)
5 Whitelock S 1837 Scandinavia - Faint DK-N Ferro Infra-structure
6 A. Vibe and N 1844 Christiania Prof. - DK-N Christiania 1: 25,000
N.C. Irgens Hansteen
7 P.A. Munch N 1845 Norway - Clear  Norwegian Ferro Education. 1:1 800,000
Shape. (1:3 600,000)
Abundant
information
8 C.B. Roosen N 1848  Southern part - Clear DK-N Ferro (and  Independence  1: 1 000,000
(-45)  of the Kingdom (Norse) Christiania) dating, City
of Norway maps
(Noregr)
9 T.A. von S 1872 Sweden and - Clear DK-N Ferro Education
Mentzer Norway

ed their maps with motives connected to national
identity. While pictorial elements on maps may in
some cases represent the visual culture of national-
ism, most of the selected maps in this study lacked
such elements.

Borders: In medieval Europe, wars and shifting
alliances led to frequent border revisions. The 1648
Peace of Westphalia contributed to a profound
transition towards rigid boundaries (MURrPHY 1990).
This was based on a consensus that the sovereign
states had absolute power within their own terri-
tory (TavrLor 1994). The eighteenth century was
thus a ‘century of delimitation’, with border trea-
ties between many European nations and demar-
cation of borderlines on maps (NORDMAN 2020:
163). Consequently, maps became decisive for
the formation of nations (SCHNEIDER 2007: 23).
In Scandinavia, the 1751 Border Treaty between
Norway and Sweden was the result of a long pe-
riod of negotiations (BrisA 2014). Certain stretches

of the border were particularly controversial, and
historical maps depicting different borderline posi-
tions were part of the evidence leading to the final
agreement (LIEN & LUNDBERG 2022). According to
BERG (2009: 91-92), the new established borderline
was “gradually solidified as a consequence of the
development of modern cartography.” As the car-
tographers continued to depict the physical border-
line on the maps, the boundary became an identity
marker (BERG 2005: 183). As a cartographic element
in this study, borders could be marked on the map
as a clear dividing line between Norway and Sweden
as an indicator for Norwegian national identity, or
more subtly, as a marker for Scandinavian unity.
Colouring: Printed maps in the mid-eighteenth
century and for a century onwards were normally
printed in black-and-white. Different copies of the
same map could be hand-coloured by colourists
representing different sovereigns (DELANO-SMITH
2007: 555). Colouring was frequently used to rep-



18 ERDKUNDE

Vol. 77 - No. 1

resent boundaries on the map (EHRENSVARD 20006:
68). Colour was also used to identify and empha-
sise political units, and as such, could be a tool to
depict the Scandinavian peninsula as an entity or
as divided into two separate nations (BrRanchH 2013:
80). Different coloured versions of a particular map
could depict territorial distribution in very diver-
gent ways, and consequently function as a politi-
cal instrument (BrisA 2014). One example is how
maps from Arctic parts of Northern FEurope were
coloured differently. During the sixteenth to nine-
teenth centuries, sovereigns used cartography to
influence political affiliations in this region, order-
ing maps with colouring that supported their ambi-
tions (LIEN in press). However, documenting this
is a challenge, because, among other factors, the
colourists did not sign their work. As an example,
the National Library of Norway has a large num-
ber of coloured historical maps in its collections but
lacks information on the name or nationality of the
colourists.

Toponyms: The use of place names, or ‘toponyms’,
can encourage national self-esteem (KEATES 1990).
An example is the 1507 world map that first featured
the name ‘America’ (MissINNE 2015). Its significance
for American patriotism and desire for independ-
ence has led to it being called ‘America’s birth cer-
tificate’ (DALRYMPLE 2001, SCHNEIDER 2007: 131).

Place names can be “expressions of domina-
tion and power relations”, and cartographers often
behaved “like language imperialists” (SCHNEIDER
2007: 9). As new territories were conquered, new
names were given to the defeated areas, demon-
strated on the maps. Quite often, a sovereign’s cul-
ture was imposed upon the conquered land, like
the naming of New York by the British and New
Holland (Australia) by the Dutch. Later, liberated
colonies wanting to regain symbolic control of their
own territory have used toponyms as a tool, as part
of “the cartographic language of a rising nation”
(CHrLouPEK 2019). Toponyms on maps still have po-
litical power. A recent example is how Russia dem-
onstrated territorial claim in their 2014 invasion
of the Ukrainian peninsula of Crimea, by forcing
Google Maps to use Russian toponyms in the oc-
cupied area (BjornsTAD & HENDEN 2016). Hence,
cartography added legitimacy to the Russian an-
nexation. These examples demonstrate how na-
tional identity and language are closely connected.
However, after Norway’s 400 years’ union with
Denmark, the old Norse tongue was no longer in
use. Norse was spoken in Norway (and Iceland) in
the Middle Ages, a period when Norway was an

independent kingdom. During and partly after the
union with Denmark, Danish was the common lan-
guage among Norwegian officials and members of
the bourgeoisie, and many toponyms had for cen-
turies been variants of Danish (SANDvIK 1983: 21).
As part of the Norwegian nation-building project,
a political ambition was to re-establish Norwegian
toponyms. Several Norwegian cartographers fol-
lowed up this initiative, alluding to the independ-
ence of the Saga age (BarroN 2003: 90).

Prime meridian: The maps from the study period
could display the use of a Norwegian-based merid-
ian, common union meridian, Swedish meridian, or
international meridian. The nation-building func-
tion of a cartographic element such as a prime me-
ridian is illustrated by the dispute between France
and Britain over the global prime meridian. During
this process, both countries aimed to underline their
nation’s supremacy by claiming the ‘right’ to this
important line of zero degrees longitude (HicGrrr
& Doran 2009). The ‘triumph’ of Greenwich as
the international prime meridian after the deci-
sive conference in 1884 was, according to WITHERS
(2017: 6), “a victory for British ... imperialism ...
and ... power.” Similarly, the newly independent
United States of America in the late eighteenth and
carly nineteenth centuries established an American
prime meridian through Washington, D.C. (EDNEY
1994). In Norway, an abundance of local prime me-
ridians was replaced in 1779 by a national meridian
through the fortress of Kongsvinger close to the
Swedish border. During the following century, it
was gradually replaced by a meridian established in
1847 through the Norwegian capital (today’s Oslo,
named Christiania/Kristiania from 1625 to 1925),
which proved resistant against the Swedish decrees
on a common union prime meridian (Lien 2020).

Other elements: Other cartographic elements
with a potential for supporting national self-esteem
could be information about the cartographer’s na-
tionality, or map symbols emphasising important
infrastructure, industries, settlements or fortresses.

5 Map analysis

In this section, the theoretical ideas presented
hitherto will be grounded in empirical material
through a presentation of a selection of maps and a
comprehensive examination of chosen cartograph-
ic elements. All maps are from the nation-building
period spanning from the latter years of the politi-
cal union with Denmark in the late eighteenth cen-



2023

Waving the map for national identity: How cartography in Norway and Sweden was used as a nation-building tool ... 19

tury, through 1814 and the new political union with
Sweden, and to the end of the nineteenth century.

5.1 G. Schéning’s map of Southern Norway
1779

Gerhard Schoéning (1722-1780) was Norwegian,
and headmaster of the Cathedral School in
Trondheim (Bricka 1901: 451). In 1760 he was
one of the three founders of the Royal Norwegian
Society of Sciences and Letters (Det Kongelige
Norske Videnskabers Selskab), still existing as
Norway’s oldest scientific institution, whose put-
pose was to support independent Norwegian re-
search (ANDERSEN et al. 2009, GinsBerG 2009:
115). Schoning’s considerable contributions to
the fields of history and cartography were vital
for Norwegian self-confidence (Hoem 1986: 104,
GINSBERG 2009: 115). Schéning produced in 1779 a
historical map of Norway after travelling extensive-
ly around Southern Norway, partly financed by the
authorities (VELSAND 2018: 87) (Fig. 1). The map ti-
tle translates as ‘Ancient Norway depicted from the
Gota river to Hdlogaland’. Following the common
practice at that time, the map has no coordinates
and thus no prime meridian. Norway is depicted
at the height of its power, in the pre-union period
before 1397. Although a small part of Sweden is
visible, Norway is clearly presented as its own na-
tion, and the borderline with Sweden is distinctly
marked. Ginsberg’s version of the map is coloured
(reproduced in GINSBERG 2009: 117), and it is worth
noticing that the border is depicted prominently in
pink and yellow.

The cartographic element of greatest interest
is the use of toponyms. Schéning’s map is loaded
with place names in their original form, termed
‘Norwegianisms’. Many of them are written as they
were pronounced in Schoning’s time by local peo-
ple, while others are in their original Norse form.
A typical example is the use of —ur endings, such as
Hardangur instead of Hardanger. Another exam-
ple is the region Haurdaland, whose official name
in Schoéning’s time was the Danish form ‘Sendre
Bergenhus amt’. The use of local Norwegian place
names instead of Danish names was a powerful po-
litical statement (Hoem 1980). It is noteworthy that
the Norse forms of place names are also used on
the Swedish side of the border.

According to LARSEN (2000), Schéning’s work
was important for the rebirth of the nation Norway.
His map depicting the country as it was thought to

be in the Saga era can be regarded as a significant
contribution to the nascent Norwegian national
consciousness.

5.2 C. G. Forsell’s map of Sweden and Norway
or Scandinavia 1815-1826

Shortly after the 1814 transfer of Norway from
Denmark to Sweden, Swedish officer Carl Gustaf
Forsell (1783-1848) was put in charge of a new initia-
tive to survey the union (Hoem 1986: 114). Both as
officer and cartographer, he was loyal to the Swedish
Crown Prince Karl Johan (king from 1818), and he
was appointed the king’s adjutant in 1811 (EKSTRAND
1903, HiLDEBRAND 1966: 311). Forsell’s manuscript
map of the new union was presented personally to
the crown prince in 1817. The final map was printed
and published in 1826 (Harsson & AANrRUD 2016:
435-437) (Fig. 2).

The southern halves of Norway and Sweden,
along with Denmark, are covered by eight detailed
maps, while a small-scale key map covers the whole
of the three countries (reproduced in GINSBERG
2009: 191). The map is titled ‘Sweden and Norway or
Scandinavia’, which emphasises the Swedish view of
Norway and Sweden as a single Scandinavian unit.
This is underlined by the almost invisible boundary
on the map, contributing to Forsell’s ambitions of
erasing the border also in a figurative sense (HEMSTAD
2018a: 58). The map is very detailed along the coast,
but strikingly empty in the interior of Norway, in
contrast to the interior of Sweden.

The first of the eight sheets provides important
cartographic information. The title translates ‘Map
of the Southern part of Sweden and Norway or the
so-called Scandinavia after His Majesty the King’s
most gracious command’. The prime meridian is the
international meridian of Ferro, which demonstrates
that the king’s ambition for a common union cartog-
raphy was not followed up even by his own cartogra-
pher. Sheet 11 provides the key, with over 30 differ-
ent symbols covering themes such as infrastructure
and industry, fortresses and administrative borders.
Sheet IV is the first to include a part of Norway,
while the rest of Southern Norway is depicted on
sheets VI and VIIL

The map’s toponyms follow the traditional
Danish-influenced spelling. A coloured version of
the map (reproduced in GINsBERG 2009: 191) has
pink and blue shading along the administrative bot-
ders, while the national boundary is hardly notice-
able. In contrast, a version at the National Library of
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Fig. 1: G. Schéning’s map of Southern Norway from 1779, and below a map extract show-
ing part of Western Norway. Source: Norwegian Mapping Authority.




2023 Waving the map for national identity: How cartography in Norway and Sweden was used as a nation-building tool ... 21

. W A

Fig. 2: C. G. Forsell’s map of Sweden and Norway or Scandinavia 1815 (published 1826), and below an extract de-
picting a coloured version. Source: Royal Library of Sweden and (coloured version) National Library of Norway.
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Norway (reproduced in HARsSSON & AANRUD 2016:
436) shows the boundary sharply marked by a red
line clearly separating Norway and Sweden. This
copy was probably hand-coloured after printing,
and the distinct boundary may have been added to
underline the division between the two countries.
However, no information is available about the col-
ourist or this person’s nationality.

After completing the manuscript map in 1817,
the cartographer was ennobled (ExsTRAND 1903,
GINSBERG  2009: 189). The significant position
Forsell held in Swedish cartography was further
demonstrated by his appointment as director of the
Swedish Land Survey in 1824 (HILDEBRAND 1966:
311). Forsell’s map of Scandinavia was considered
the official map of the Swedish-Norwegian union
(ExeBAKK 2012: 137). However, in Norway it never
managed to challenge the Dane C.]. Pontoppidan’s
map of Norway constructed in 1785 (GINSBERG 2009:
191, HarssON & AANRUD 2016: 437).

5.3 O. ]J. Hagelstam’s map of Sweden and
Norway 1820

Otto Julius Hagelstam (1785-1870) was born
in Finland (part of Sweden until 1809) and served
many years in the Swedish Navy (Hoewm 1986: 113).
He conducted several naval surveys and maritime
cartography projects (SWEDISH NATIONAL ARCHIVES
2019).

During the union with Denmark, Norwegian
maps were kept in archives in the Danish capital of
Copenhagen. After Norway was ceded by Denmark
to Sweden in 1814, Hagelstam was commissioned
to go to Copenhagen and take possession of the
Norwegian archive material on behalf of Sweden
(Hoem 1986: 113, GIiNsBERG 2009: 271, BErG 2017
196). These maps were the basis for Hagelstam’s
first map of Norway, published the following year
(SwEDISH NATIONAL ARCHIVES 2019). He also drew a
map of the Norwegian capital with detailed informa-
tion about the city’s fortress (HARSSON & AANRUD
2016: 458).

With the new union, Sweden gained full access
to its former enemy Norway, and an early ambition
was to map the new possession (BrisA 2014). A sig-
nificant new map was Hagelstam’s detailed ‘Map of
Sweden and Norway’ published in 1820 (SwEDISH
NaTioNAL ArcHIVES 2019) (Fig. 3). The map was
made ‘with the royal most gracious permission’,
and the cartographer’s background as lieutenant,
knight, and member of the ‘Academy of Sciences’

(The Royal Swedish Academy of Sciences, Kungliga
Vetenskapsakademien) is mentioned in the title and
gives the map credibility. The title also states that it is
a ‘geographical, military and statistical map’.

The prime meridian is the international merid-
ian of Ferro, which was a common prime meridian
in this period (Liex 2020). The toponyms in Norway
follow the Danish-influenced spelling, such as
‘Qvindsherred’ and ‘Folgefonden’. The map has many
administrative and military dividing lines, to a degtee
that it is difficult to distinguish the national bound-
ary between Norway and Sweden from other lines.
According to HEmsTAD (20182 and b), Hagelstam’s
‘hidden’ boundary line contributed to the map por-
traying Scandinavia as a unit despite the title ‘Sweden
and Norway’. On the copy of the map kept at the
National Library of Norway, many of the local ad-
ministrative lines are coloured. However, the national
boundary is not coloured, rendering it almost invis-
ible compared to the other lines on the map.

The map is exceptionally detailed. The legend
indicates administrative and military borders, and
symbols for a large number of different features such
as fortifications, post roads, churches, agriculture,
forestry, and other livelihoods. The mapping of these
elements provided the Swedes with abundant infor-
mation about their new union partner, from which
the military aspect appears dominant. The military
background of the cartographer Hagelstam may
have influenced the design of the map, but it might
be that the Swedish king Katl Johan specifically re-
quired mapping of the military aspects. The detailed
tables on the map sheet give a thorough overview of
Norway’s military capacity, right down to the indi-
vidual soldier, horse, and cannon. Sailors and vessels
are listed in a separate table for the Navy, and the
map even provides an overview of the response time
of the armed forces. Civil information on population
and administrative division is also included. In addi-
tion, every remaining spot on the map sheet is filled
with information on flora and fauna, resources such
as reindeer and fish, climate, growing conditions and
other useful information. The impression of the map
is that it is a tool for overview and control, and it
provides the sovereign with an information base for
exploiting the country’s resources.

5.4 C. B. Roosen’s map of Norway 1829
Carl. B. Roosen (1800-1880) was a Norwegian

officer and surveyor who was very patriotic
(BraTBERG 2009). He was actively involved in the
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Fig. 3: O. ]. Hagelstam’s map of Sweden and Norway from 1820 and below an extract showing the title. Source:
National Library of Norway.



24 ERDKUNDE

Vol. 77 - No. 1

contemporary debate over the celebration of the
Norwegian Constitution Day on 17 May, which,
from its inauguration in 1814, gradually became a
national festivity, to the degree that Swedish King
Karl Johan in 1828 imposed a ban on marking the
day (HAaMMER 1923, STAGG 1956: 185).

Roosen was very productive (GINSBERG 2009:
174-183). His 1829 map of Norway is selected for
analysis as it can be viewed as a response to the
Swede Forsell’s map printed three years earlier.
Roosen’s map focuses on Southern Norway, with
Northern Norway depicted in smaller scale in a
corner of the map. The map is designed to make
Norway stand out as a separate country, as adjoin-
ing parts of Sweden are only faintly depicted. This
is underlined in the map title, ‘Map of Norway’. The
subtitle emphasises the cartographer’s nationality as
a ‘Norwegian engineer lieutenant’. The toponyms
have the traditional Danish influenced spelling.

The prime meridian is the international merid-
ian of Ferro, and the map also depicts the Danish
meridian of Copenhagen. In addition, Roosen
included the planned nation-building meridian
of the Norwegian capital 15 years before its of-
ficial establishment, a powerful statement by the
cartographer.

The national boundary with Sweden is clear-
ly marked, as are administrative borders within
Norway. The map has abundant information on in-
frastructure, military installations, and settlements.
This adds to the image of the map as a picture of
a nation with everything needed for independence.
On the version of the map kept at the Norwegian
Mapping Authority, a few of the county borders
are coloured yellow or pink; otherwise, the map is
in black-and-white. On the version reproduced in
GINSBERG (2009: 177), Norway is divided into four
regions with different coloured shading. The small
part of Sweden visible on the map sheet is not col-
oured. Thus, the colouring underlines Roosen’s
work as a map of Norway only.

Roosen’s map became a commentary on con-
temporary society. He engaged actively in the car-
tographic struggle between Norway and Sweden
and criticized the Swedes Hagelstam’s and Forsell’s
maps for the way they depicted Norway as a part
of the Swedish-led Scandinavian unit. Roosen
claimed that cartography was a tool for spreading
false concepts, with what was depicted on the map
presented as reality (HeEmstap 2018b: 121-122).
His work was important for the construction of
Norwegian identity, and another of his maps is ex-
amined later in this section.

5.5 C. O. Whitelock’s map of Scandinavia 1837

Swedish cartographer C.O. Whitelock (VoBaMm
2019) produced a map of Scandinavia in 1837 that
seems to support the rulers’ view of the two un-
lon countries as a single unit. The title is “Map of
Scandinavia’, and the names ‘Norway’ and ‘Sweden’
do not feature on the map at all. The border between
the two countries is only faintly marked. A small
part of Denmark is visible but is apparently not in-
cluded in the cartographer’s ‘Scandinavia’-concept.
The prime meridian is the international meridian
of Ferro, even though just three years earlier a new
order on common union cartography was issued by
Swedish King Karl Johan (Liex 2020: 7).

The subtitle of Whitelock’s Scandinavia map in-
forms in Swedish that its purpose was to give an over-
view of public work on canals, harbours, fortresses,
and roads that had been initiated from 1810 to 1837.
The subtitle has a French translation, stating that the
map covers the public work done ‘in Sweden’. This
supports the impression that Whitelock portrayed
Norway and Sweden as a single entity under Swedish
leadership.

In accordance with the stated purpose, Swedish
ports and fortifications are listed in tables around
the map sheet, as are Swedish canals and road con-
structions. A few symbols for fortresses can be
found, such as the Norwegian Kongsvinger and the
Swedish Carlsten. Toponyms on the map are sparse,
also on the Swedish side of the border, and the spell-
ing on the Norwegian side is the traditional Danish
influenced, such as ‘Bodee’ and ‘Fillefjeld’. A basic
pattern of infrastructure is included in the map. The
scale is in Swedish miles only, adding to the impres-
sion of the map as a Swedish piece of work.

The version of the map kept at the National
Library of Norway has blue shading along the coasts
of Norway and Sweden. The almost non-existent
boundary line between the two countries on the
original black-and-white map is here depicted by
pink and yellow shading along the border, dividing
Whitelock’s single entity into two parts through use
of colouring.

5.6 A. Vibe and N. C. Irgens’ map of Christiania
1844

Andreas Vibe (1801-1860) was a military officer,
surveyor, and cartographer (BLANGSTRUP 1928: 59).
Nils Christian Irgens (1811-1878) was a military of-
ficer and engaged in civilian engineering work on
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Norway’s infrastructure such as harbours, roads and
later also railways (BLANGSTRUP 1922: 489, GINSBERG
2009: 271). Vibe and Irgens together produced a map
of the Norwegian capital Christiania in 1844 (Fig. 4).
The scale is indicated in Norwegian units only. The
toponyms follow the traditional Danish influenced
spelling, and all map versions examined are in black-
and-white only.

A few years ecarlier, Sweden had once again
tried to impose cartographic unity on the union
(AROSENIUS 1859). Yet this map uses the highly con-
troversial prime meridian through the Christiania
Observatory. Some decades earlier, Swedish Crown
Prince Karl Johan had refused to accept the estab-
lishment of such a Norwegian national meridian due
to its symbolic significance for Norwegian independ-
ence (PETTERSEN 2014). Nevertheless, through a long
process, the Christiania Observatory’s director, as-
tronomer and professor Christopher Hansteen (1784-
1873) finally managed to establish this national me-
ridian in 1847 (HARssoN & AANRUD 2016: 210-211).
The use of this prime meridian on Vibe and Irgens’
1844 map thus predates its official establishment.

The title of the map translates ‘Map of
Christiania including a square mile of the surround-
ings, summarized by the latest and most reliable in-
formation. With honour dedicated the Director of
the Norwegian Geographical Survey Mr. Professor
Knight M.M. Hansteen by Vibe and Irgens, engineer
officers’. Hence, in addition to the provocative use
of the Norwegian national prime meridian, the car-
tographers dedicated the map to the ‘father’ of this
symbolic new meridian line (BErRG 2017: 198). Their
support for his work is also noticeable in the decora-
tions, where important buildings of the Norwegian
capital are depicted along the map frame. They in-
clude the Royal Residence, the University and the
Theatre, but the most prominent position is reserved
for a depiction of the new Observatory. Supporting
the decorations are informative tables on the capital’s
heights, geology, streets, public and military build-
ings, and several trigonometric points.

The versions of this map examined in this study
(from the Ginsberg collection, the National Library
of Norway and the digital archives of the Norwegian
Mapping Authority) are in black-and-white only. The
scale is 1: 25 000 and is given in Norwegian units
only, adding to the nation-building function of the
map. The toponyms appear to follow the traditional
Danish influenced spelling, which is not unexpected
as the capital would have been more affected by the
long-lasting Danish-Norwegian union than remote
Norwegian valleys.

Vibe and Irgens depict Christiania as a powerful
city with all the institutions necessary for the capi-
tal of an independent country, and this image was
disseminated through the distribution of the map.
Shortly after the map was published, a scientific con-
ference for nature researchers was arranged in the
city (Eriksson 1991). Professor Hansteen arranged
for all the participants to receive a copy of the new
map as a gift (Gimse 2014). This spread the new
Norwegian national prime meridian and its symbolic
function opposing Swedish cartographic unity.

5.7 P. A. Munch’s map of Norway 1845

The interests of Peter Andreas Munch (1810-
1863) were within history and geography. Both are
regarded by ANDERSON (2016) as important elements
when constructing a new national identity. Munch
had thorough knowledge of the Norwegian Middle
Ages and the Norse language and regarded Danish
to be a “standoffish ridiculous confirmation dress
around the healthy peasant boy” (the latter prob-
ably representing Norway) (Hoem 1986: 117). Munch
aimed at using old Norwegian place names and fo-
cused on the bright historical past (SANDvIK 1983:
20). According to GINSBERG (2009: 116), Munch used
Schéning as one of his sources.

With his 1845 map of Norway, Munch was the
first to reproduce the country’s correct shape carto-
graphically (ENEBAKK 2012: 131). This accuracy was
partly due to his observations and surveys during
extensive travels (Hoem 1986: 117, ENEBAKK 2012:
141, BerG 2017: 202). The title is ‘Map of Norway for
use in the lower grades’, and the teaching purpose
ensured a wide distribution of the map and the ideas
established in it.

Most of the map sheet depicts Southern Norway,
with Northern Norway inserted in half scale. There
is no dedication. The borderline with Sweden is
clearly depicted, and the prime meridian is Ferro.
One copy of the map has a faint colouring of the
administrative borders and the national boundary
(reproduced in GINSBERG 2009: 218). Other copies,
such as the one presented by Hoem (1986: 118-119),
are black-and-white only.

In contrast to the small part of Sweden included
in the map, the depiction of Norway has an abun-
dance of shading and details, expressing the distinc-
tiveness of Norway as a separate entity. The map is
filled with symbols such as roads, towns and villages,
farms, and copper- and ironworks, in addition to ex-
ceedingly detailed information on the administrative
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Fig. 4: A. Vibe and N. C. Irgens’ map of Christiania 1844 and below an extract depicting the observatory under the title.
Source: Norwegian Mapping Authority.
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division of Norway. The map has a high level of preci-
sion and is extremely rich in Norwegian place names,
many of which were Norwegianised by Munch as
part of the nation-building process (ENEBAKK 2012:
143, BErG 2017: 203). The over-abundant informa-
tion might be considered to reduce the map’s useful-
ness yet contributes to the impression of Norway as a
vivid country with many settlements and prospering
activities.

Munch’s map was constructed in the middle
of the period of National Romanticism at a time
when contemporary historians aimed to prove that
Norwegians had a distinctive Norwegian iden-
tity (ENEBAKK 2012: 147). Through long walks in
Norwegian nature, mapping along the way, he gained
a completely different impression of Norway than
the prevailing narrative of a mountainous country
devoid of settlement. Munch mapped watercourses,
valleys, mountain passes and hiking trails on the
mountain plateaus. The 1845 map therefore made a
decisive contribution to Norwegian national identity
(Hoem 1986: 117, ENEBAKK 2012: 129).

5.8 C. B. Roosen’s map of Southern Norway
1848 (1845)

Roosen’s map of Southern Norway from 1848 is
titled ‘General map of the southern part of the king-
dom of Norway (Noregr)” (Fig. 5). The Norse form,
‘Noregt’, serves as a reminder of Norway’s past as an
independent country. The aim for autonomy is un-
derlined by a distinct borderline to Sweden, and by
the faint depiction of the adjoining parts of Sweden.

In the cartouche, Roosen describes himself as
‘Norwegian citizen and engineer officer’, emphasis-
ing both his Norwegian affiliation and his profes-
sional background, implying that the map could be
trusted. This is supported by the subtitle of the map,
which refers to astronomical and geodetical infor-
mation from the Norwegian Geographical Survey
(today: Norwegian Mapping Authority), the 1751
Border Treaty with Sweden, and updated cadastre
legislation. The map is presented as a scientific work,
grounded in the knowledge of a Norwegian citizen,
independent of the Swedish professional institutions.

The versions examined are in black-and-white
only. The prime meridian is Ferro, but Roosen’s na-
tionalistic mindset is demonstrated by the new and
politically important prime meridian of Christiania
also being clearly marked on the map. The most
striking evidence of Roosen’s patriotic attitude is
that the map is dated to ‘the 31 year after the dec-

laration of independence and the restoration of the
Constitution. Eidsvold, 17" May 1814’. National
pride could scarcely have had a more powerful ex-
pression than the use of a calendar rooted in the
signing of the Norwegian Constitution. The time
difference between 1814 and ‘the 31% year’ appears to
indicate that the map was originally drawn in 1845.

The map has no dedication, and the topo-
nyms follow the traditional Danish-influenced
spelling. Several tables provide statistical informa-
tion, and two city maps are included. One depicts
Frederikshald (today’s Halden), with its large fortress
less than 3 kilometres from the border with Sweden,
and referring to a rebuffed Swedish attack in 1716,
thus accentuating the Norwegian will of independ-
ence. The other depicts Christiania, with its position
as ‘the capital’ underlined, even if the Swedish capital
of Stockholm was the official capital of the union.
The city map includes information about important
Norwegian institutions such as the University and
the Parliament, supporting the Norwegian national
self-esteem.

From a national point of view it is also notewor-
thy that the statue of Christian Krohg is depicted
among the important Norwegian institutions on the
inserted city map of Christiania. Krohg was a lawyer
and Member of Parliament. He came to be regarded
a national hero after he in 1824 stood up for the rela-
tively new Norwegian Constitution when the union
king Karl Johan attempted to expand his own power
(StorsVEEN 2009). In 1833, a monument of Krohg
was erected in the Parliament Square in Christiania,
which became a gathering place for later celebra-
tions of 17 May. Thus, the statue can be seen as a
Norwegian symbol of independence, and Roosen
probably included it in his map with this purpose.

5.9 T. A. von Mentzer’s map of Norway and Swe-
den 1872

Ture Alexander von Mentzer (1807-1892) was a
Swedish cartographer and officer (WESTRIN 2013).
His cartographic production included historical and
statistical maps, and maps depicting the growing
net of railway lines. He published numerous atlases
in the 1860s and 1870s, many of them designed for
use in schools. His map from 1872 was intended for
lower-grade teaching. The map’s title is ‘Sweden and
Norway’, and the prime meridian is the international
meridian of Ferro. The map has no dedication or in-
dication of scale. There are almost no symbols, ex-
cept for dots representing cities and a few symbols
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Fig. 5: C. B. Roosen’s map of Southern Norway 1845 (published 1848) and below an extract showing dating relative to
the signing of the Norwegian Constitution at Eidsvoll 17 May 1814 (‘The 31st year after the declaration of independence
and the restoration of the Constitution. Eidsvold, 17th May 1814’). Source: Norwegian Mapping Authority.
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for fortresses, such as the Swedish Karlsten and the
Norwegian Akershus.

There are relatively few toponyms on the map,
although there seems to be a balance in their num-
ber between Sweden and Norway respectively. The
Norwegian toponyms follow the traditional Danish
influenced spelling such as ‘Eidsvold” and ‘Séndre
Bergenhus amt’.

The boundary between Sweden and Norway is
clearly marked, but so are the boundaries between
the administrative units in both countries. The im-
pression is a united region where the national bound-
ary is toned down to the same level as local adminis-
trative dividing lines. This is underlined by the col-
ouring, where each administrative unit is coloured
without regard to whether it belonging to Norway or
Sweden. From the colouring alone, it is impossible to
distinguish between the two countries; they appear
as a single entity.

6 Discussion

In this section, the results of the map analysis
will be interpreted for each of the chosen carto-
graphic elements and discussed in light of the the-
ory. I indicate where gains in knowledge have been
made compared to previous work. For example,
there has been substantial research on the relation-
ship between the Scandinavian countries and what
is included in the term Scandinavia, but it has not
been previously investigated how the perception of
Scandinavia is connected with the use of dedications
indicating allegiance to a patron or sovereign. The
following results from the map analysis contribute to
new insights into these relationships.

Regarding map titles, the Swede Whitelock used
‘Scandinavia’ and the Swede Forsell used ‘Sweden
and Norway or Scandinavia’. This corresponds with
the ambitious geopolitics of the Swedish sovereign
Karl Johan (BErRG 2009, HEMSTAD 2018a). In contrast,
none of the Norwegian cartographers applied the
union term ‘Scandinavia’. The Norwegian Roosen
additionally included the old Norse form ‘Noregt’
in his map title, referring to Norway’s history as an
independent nation and illustrating BARTON’s (2003)
description of the Saga period supporting new nation
building. It accords with the views of Brack (1997),
ScHNEIDER (2007) and BrRANCH (2013) regarding the
role of cartography in the development of political
identity. Nevertheless, there is no sharp delineation
between Norwegian or Swedish cartographers re-
garding the use of map titles. Of the four analysed

Swedish maps, the two constructed by Hagelstam
and von Mentzer mention Sweden and Norway as
two separate countries.

Several of the analysed maps have a dedication
or subtitle. Forsell has a very distinct dedication as
his map was made on direct orders from the Swedish
Crown Prince, as was probably Hagelstam’s 1820 map
referring to the ‘royal permission’. On the Norwegian
side, none of the analysed maps has a dedication to
the Swedish royalty. This could be interpreted as an
attempt by the cartographers to distance themselves
from the union king. The only Norwegian map with
a dedication is Vibe and Irgens’ map of Christiania,
demonstrating support for the originator of the new
prime meridian through the Norwegian capital, a
cartographic element with a powerful symbolic sig-
nificance that the Swedish king strongly opposed.

Boundaries and colouring are often closely
linked, and this analysis extends previous work
(Lien in press) on the relationship. As described by
BerG (2005), the mapping of Norway partly aimed
to emphasise the boundary, and this study confirm
that several cartographers used the borderline to
make Norway stand out clearly as a separate country.
Some copies of the maps further emphasise this by
the use of colour. This corresponds to ANDERSON’s
(20106) definition of a ‘nation’ limited by clear bor-
ders. It also demonstrates that Norway was active in
delimiting its territory as a separate nation, reflect-
ing BraNcH’s (2013) territorial perspective on state
identity. At the same time, three of the four Swedish
cartographers in this study included an almost invis-
ible borderline between Norway and Sweden. The
fourth, von Mentzer, drew a clear boundary, but at
the same time he added almost as clear borders be-
tween the administrative units in the two countries,
and hence the marking of the national boundary lost
its significance.

Several of the cartographers in this study focused
on toponyms as a nation-building tool, in line with
their significance for national identity as described
by Barton (2003) and CHroupex (2019). Already
Schoéning, in the late eighteenth century, replaced
the Danish approved names with Norse toponyms
as a reminder of the bygone era of an independent
Norway. He nurtured a desire for dissolution of the
union with Denmark, and his use of toponyms as
a political tool accords with KeATES” (1996) notion
that national pride can be supported through con-
scious use of place names.

Like Schéning, Munch was interested in the com-
bination of history and geography, which, as argued
by GLENTHO) (2009) and ENEBAKK (2012), are both
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important when it comes to the building of identity.
By replacing the Danish-influenced toponyms with
Norwegian place names based on the heyday of the
Middle Ages, Munch used cartography to support
the aspiration for Norwegian independence. While
this is known from previous work (Horm 1986:
117, ExeBakk 2012: 143-44, 148), Roosen’s use of
the Norse form of ‘Norway’ in the title of his 1845
map has not been pointed out previously. However,
he did not follow this up by Norwegianising place
names on the map itself. In general, the 400-year
long union with Denmark seems to have had a long-
lasting influence on toponyms on Norwegian maps,
and Danish names were used by both Norwegian
and Swedish cartographers.

The prime meridians of the analysed maps are
important as, according to HiGGITT & DoraN (2009),
they can be used to assert national identity. However,
LiEN (2020) has demonstrated that this opportu-
nity for national symbolism was often not used on
maps from Scandinavia, as, during the nineteenth
century, the international prime meridian of Ferro
was frequently applied. Ferro is used on seven of the
nine studied maps. There are no Swedish or union
prime meridians found on the maps in this study,
confirming LIEN’s (2020) documentation of the fact
that not even Swedish cartographers followed their
own sovereign’s intentions regarding common un-
ion cartography. The analysis of the prime meridians
in the present article places this previous work in a
broader context. The two maps that stand out re-
garding prime meridians are Roosen’s 1829 map of
Norway and Irgens and Vibe’s 1844 Christiania map.
While the main meridian of Roosen’s map is Ferro,
the map also strikingly indicates the not yet estab-
lished national prime meridian of the Norwegian
capital. Irgens and Vibe, for their part, had the line
through Christiania as their sole meridian, predat-
ing its official implementation by several years. This
confirms BERG’s (2009) argument that a map’s prime
meridian has symbolic value, and complements
EDNEY’s (1994) demonstration of the prime meridian
as a patriotic instrument. It also accords well with
SCHNEIDER’s (2007) view of the political role of car-
tography in depicting the world not simply as it was
at the moment of the map’s production but also as a
situation they hoped to bring about.

The central message of this study, in addition to
the political use of map titles and dedications, lies
in the political significance of map symbols. The
relationship between national identity and symbols
on Scandinavian maps has not been studies previ-
ously. This topic can be illustrated by Hagelstam’s

military and statistical maps, used by the Swedes
to take possession of their newly acquired un-
ion partner while uncovering Norway’s resources
and defence capability. In parallel, Roosen’s and
Munch’s maps are packed with information high-
lighting Norwegian industry, settlements and infra-
structure. These maps stand in contrast to Forsell’s
Scandinavian map depicting Norway’s interior as
relatively empty. Their considerable focus on de-
picted resources may indicate that these provide
an economic base for independence. Together with
Roosen’s use of important national symbols like
the Royal Palace and the Supreme Court, in addi-
tion to the statue of the national hero Krogh, these
cartographic elements supported the growing na-
tional self-esteem. These maps reflect in differing
ways the society in which they were constructed, as
pointed out by SEALE et al. (2004).

In this study, I have also examined some maps
intended for use in education. As documented by
TayLor (1994), schools can be decisive for diffu-
sion of national values, and one of the tools is car-
tography. Two of the analysed maps were intended
for school use, constructed respectively by the
Norwegian Munch and the Swede von Mentzer. The
analysis demonstrates that school maps were used to
disseminate the authorities’ world view, as pointed
out by BARON (2022). These ideas spread widely with
the increase in the number of schools during the
nineteenth century.

The findings also indicate the national rivalry
between Norwegian and Swedish cartographers.
As HEmsTAD (2018a: 60) argues, Roosen was one of
the most dedicated Norwegian patriots in the first
half of the nineteenth century. This can be traced
through elements in the two analysed Roosen maps,
demonstrating that he used maps as political instru-
ments in arguing against the unification of Norway
with Sweden, in contrast to the competing cartogra-
phy of the Swedes Hagelstam and Forsell. However,
there is a certain irony in the Norwegians’ resistance
against Swedish cartography, for instance when re-
jecting the Swede Forsell’s 1826 map of Norway in
preference to the Dane PONTIOPPIDAN’s (1785) map,
which was in use for half a century, well into the
new union with Sweden.

Another central result of the map analysis is
that it generally appears as if Norway had to some
degree become accustomed to the Danish influence
on cartography after several centuries of Danish
rule. For a period after the dissolution of the un-
ion in 1814, a few Norwegian cartographers, like
C.B. Roosen, continued to refer to Copenhagen
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as the prime meridian on some of their maps of
Norway. Many Norwegian cartographers, some of
them otherwise known to be patriotic, continued
to use Danish place names on their maps. In con-
trast, Norway had a very different attitude towards
Sweden during their union. This may be because
Norway and Sweden were traditionally rivals, with
numerous wars over the centuries. When the union
with Denmark ended in 1814, Norway had hopes of
independence, and there appears to have been less
acceptance of a political union with Sweden, even
though Norway’s position in this union was more
autonomous than in the one with Denmark.

The Scandinavism from the Swedish side may
have had traces of expansionism, as BERG (2005:
180) suggests. The findings correspond well with
MurpHY’s (1996) description of how sovereigns take
possession over territories by mapping them as a
unit. The graphical depiction of Norway as part of a
united Swedish-Norwegian Scandinavia with a more
or less invisible boundary line adds to the symbolic
use of map titles by Forsell and Whitelock. It hence
documents how the Swedish sovereign asserted
political authority through maps, as mentioned by
EHRENSVARD (2006). Hagelstam’s 1820 mapping of
Sweden’s new union partner can be seen as a dem-
onstration of political supremacy through the metic-
ulous military information and listing of Norwegian
resources. This relates to Foucaurr’s (2001) focus
on the connection between knowledge and power
and ANDERSON’s (2016) description of conquest by
surveying. The thorough mapping of Norway by the
Swede Hagelstam demonstrates how knowledge of
a nation’s geography facilitates territorial control, as
pointed out by JoNEs (2003).

The empirical results document that several
of the Norwegian cartographers were contributing
to what LosaNG (2020) calls having ownership of
one’s own narrative. By the use of selected carto-
graphic elements, Norwegian cartographers tried to
portray Norway as if it were an independent nation.
This illustrates STRANDSBJERG’s (2010) link between
development of cartography and territoriality, and
ANDERSON’s (2016) description of cartography as
an important political tool for newly independent
countries, as well as MONMONIER’s (1991) statement
that nations can be symbolised by maps.

The findings relate to BERG’s (2009) theories on
the link between nationalism and the mapping of
the corresponding territory. The ‘spatial container’
described by TAYLOR (1994) contains both Sweden
and Norway seen from the Swedish perspective,
while the Norwegians considered the ‘container’ to

be limited to Norway only. By the different carto-
graphic representations, both countries underscored
their contrasting attitudes to the political division
on the Scandinavian peninsula, as two separate
countries or as a single (Swedish) entity, respectively.

7 Conclusions

The aim of this paper has been to analyse wheth-
er and how different cartographic clements from
a selection of late eighteenth and the early nine-
teenth century maps may have reflected Norwegian
nation-building or Swedish authority over the
Scandinavian peninsula. This partly compliments
and extends other work on the subject, but mainly
contributes with new knowledge on the relationship
between political ambitions and cartographic ele-
ments. The main results of the study indicate that
cartography contributed to one narrative about the
union in Sweden and another in Norway. The use of
maps for educational purpose reinforced the influ-
ence of maps supporting national or union identity
respectively.

We have seen that all four selected Swedish car-
tographers used different cartographic elements to
communicate a view of the Scandinavian peninsula
as an entity. The map titles of Forsell and Whitelock
focused on the Scandinavian unit, while the dedica-
tions of Forsell and Hagelstam emphasised the con-
nection between the (Swedish) sovereign and the
depiction of the union. With his thorough mapping,
Hagelstam took the new union partner Norway car-
tographically ‘into possession’, and both Hagelstam
and von Mentzer downplayed the importance of
the national boundary line. These maps seem to
reflect Swedish eagerness to conquer cartographi-
cally their former enemy Norway. The Norwegian
maps, on the other hand, give the impression that
some Norwegians mapped their country as part of a
nation-building project, with different cartographic
clements serving as symbols of independence. An
example is how Schéning and Munch used topo-
nyms to draw attention to Norway’s past to support
the emerging national consciousness.

Further findings are the evidence of Norwegian
patriotism on Vibe and Irgens’ map of Christiania
from 1844 and Roosen’s map of Norway from
1845/48. These two maps were constructed within
a short period and indicate that Norwegian national
consciousness was on the agenda, with cartogra-
phers resisting the Swedish royal decrees on com-
mon union cartography. Vibe and Irgens’ map coun-
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terbalanced Hagelstam’s 1820 map through their
use of the national prime meridian, as well as deco-
rating their map with buildings of national impor-
tance. They demonstrated cartographic possession
of the capital of Norway and underlined this with
a dedication to the ‘father’ of Norway’s new prime
meridian, and by placing the new observatory of the
Norwegian capital in a prominent place on the map
sheet. Roosen displayed this upcoming prime me-
ridian already on his 1829 map, alongside the inter-
national meridian of Ferro and the Danish meridian
of Copenhagen. On his 1845/48 map, he followed
up the nation-building work through several carto-
graphic elements, including a novel calendar with its
starting point in 1814 when Norway established its
Constitution.

This study provides empirical evidence from
the Scandinavian region showing how different
worldviews can be expressed through maps. The
relationship between nationalism and cartography
is well established in existing literature, but the
Norwegian perspective is relatively little known
outside the region and deserves attention. This is
not least due to the political situation, with Norway
being transferred from one union to another, giving
an opportunity for using cartography as a tool for
independence. However, the main new knowledge
gained from this study is that the picture was more
balanced than initially supposed from the theo-
retical study. None of the Swedish maps examined
used a Swedish or union prime meridian and, with
a few exceptions, all the analysed maps, including
the Swedish, used Danish-influenced toponyms.
The Swede Hagelstam did not use the unifying term
‘Scandinavia’ in his map title, nor did the Swede von
Mentzer. On the other hand, this study contributes
to new insights into the use of cartographical ele-
ments promoting political objectives. The results
demonstrate how resources such as infrastructure,
military facilities or industries were mapped to sup-
port a view of economic wealth, geographical diver-
sity and independence ability, thus supporting the
increasing Norwegian national self-esteem.

An interesting avenue for further study would
be to examine how Norwegian national identity was
expressed through maps in the later nineteenth cen-
tury, during the period leading to the dissolution of
the Swedish-Norwegian union in 1905. The politi-
cal independence obtained by Norway at that point
was the final result of a slow but steady process that
started in the late eighteenth century, in which the
strategic use of cartography was one of several im-
portant tools.
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