[35a-1] ‘Extracts from some Notes’ (sic) 1967, reproduced in Land Art, Phaidon, 1997.
1.

Map to not Indicate...

The map is designed to indicate ‘not indicating’. Iowa and Kentucky are indicated in one mode – delineated sub-areas labeled ‘Iowa’ and ‘Kentucky’ within the whole map area, the size of which, obviously, is dependent upon the scale used, and the shape of which, obviously, is dependent upon which area is mapped. The second mode is a list of proper names succeeding the phrase ‘map to not indicate’. This list of names indicates  the relevant areas not indicated on the map above it. Thus these two modes might be summarized as follows:

(1) The area where indication is Indicated (the map area).

(2) The area where ‘non-indication’ is indicated (the list area).

(3) Mode (1) uses mode (2), i.e., there is an act of naming in both modes, but mode (2) derives its significance through its relationship to mode (1), whereas mode (1) could function simply as a ‘map to indicate Iowa and Kentucky’. If there were no delineated area distinct from the delineated sub-areas, there would be no ‘map to not indicate’.

There are other possibilities here. Consider, for example, a map of the same geographical area, this time with all the States, areas etc., delineated upon the map-area, again the areas normally named Arizona, New Hampshire, Tennessee, etc., are labeled ‘Not Arizona’, ‘Not New Hampshire’, ‘Not Tennessee’, etc. This would be a map to indicate ‘Not Arizona’, etc. Such a map would be ‘nonsense’ of a kind because the negative particle is either false, or it invites the production of another name. Yet such a scheme would be correct if, for example, the delineated area normally named Arizona was labeled ‘Not New York’ and so on throughout the whole map synopsis. Only this time the map would be a map to indicate what was not where rather than the conventional what is where. Where there is no road in a certain place we do not conventionally indicate this fact upon the relevant map, by labeling it ‘There is no road at this point’.

2.
Map of a thirty-six square mile surface area of the Pacific Ocean west of Oahu.

The map is one where there is nothing to indicate within the context of a normal land and sea configuration map. By mapping the surface one eliminates questions relating to the depth of the ocean, and as there is no land within the area chosen, there is nothing to indicate within the frame of reference of a conventional map. But strictly speaking the map cannot achieve what it says it does because the surface of the Pacific Ocean is not completely flat – the waves ‘have height’ and are constantly in motion. (The only technique we can tentatively suggest as one which might prove an adequate one for mapping an area such as the surface of an ocean is a laser three-dimensional kinetic projection involving temporal correlation as opposed to our normal map-making convention of spatial correlation.

3.
Map of Itself

This map maps the area it is and consequently ceases to be a map. A map by definition is a representation where the spatial organization. is such that each point on the ‘drawing’ corresponds to a geographical, celestial, etc., position according to a definite scale or projection. This ‘map’ has no correspondence with anything else but itself in terms of the spatial indices. It is ‘the country itself’.

