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Map Of The World Peters Projection

Introduction: Why the
Map of the World Peters
Projection Matters

For centuries, the way we see the world
has  been  shaped  by  a  single  map
projection—the Mercator. It is the image
most  of  us  recognize  from classrooms,
textbooks, and atlases. Yet, as awareness
of global equity and geographic literacy
grows,  a  different  representation  has
emerged as a powerful  alternative:  the
Map of the World Peters Projection.
Also known as the Gall-Peters projection,
this  map  is  not  just  a  different  way  of
drawing  continents;  it  is  a  statement
about how we perceive size, importance,
and power.

Unlike  the  familiar  but  distorting
Mercator map, the Peters projection aims
to  preserve  the  relative  areas  of
landmasses.  This  means  that  countries
and continents are shown in their  true
size  proportion  to  one  another.  This
simple shift has profound implications for
education,  cartography,  and  even
politics. In this article, we will explore the
history,  features,  controversies,  and
modern relevance of the Peters world
map projection, helping you understand
why it remains one of the most discussed
alternatives in geography.

The Origins of the
Peters Projection

Who Created It and Why?

The Peters projection world map was
introduced in 1974 by German historian
and cartographer Arno Peters. Peters was
critical  of  the  dominant  Mercator
projection,  arguing  that  it  greatly
exaggerated the size of Europe and North
America  while  shrinking  Africa,  South
America, and other equatorial regions. He
saw this  as  a  form of  Eurocentric  bias
that reinforced colonial mindsets.

Peters set out to create an equal-area
map  projection—one  that  accurately
represents  the  relative  sizes  of  all
landmasses. His map became known as
the  Peters  projection,  though  it  was
later discovered that a similar projection
had  been  created  by  the  Scottish
clergyman  James  Gall  in  the  19th
century.  Hence,  it  is  often  called  the
Gall-Peters projection today.

How Is It Different from the
Mercator Projection?

The  Mercator  projection,  developed  in
1569,  was  created  for  navigational
purposes. It preserves angles and shapes
locally,  making  it  excellent  for  plotting
straight-line  courses.  However,  it
severely distorts area at high latitudes.
Greenland  appears  larger  than  Africa
even  though  Africa  is  about  14  times
larger.  The  Peters  world  map  solves
this  by  sacrificing  shape  fidelity  for  area
accuracy.  In  the  Peters  projection,  all
countries are shown in correct proportion
to each other—a hallmark of any equal-
area projection.



Key Features of the Map
of the World Peters
Projection

True Area Representation

The single most important feature of the
Peters projection map of the world is
its  equal-area  property.  Every  square
inch on the map corresponds to the same
amount of land area on Earth. This allows
for honest comparisons: Africa is not just
big—it  is  enormous,  larger  than  the
United States, China, India, and most of
Europe combined. Latin America appears
as it truly is, not dwarfed by a bloated
North America.

Distorted Shapes, Accurate
Sizes

One  common  criticism  of  the  Peters
projection world map is that it distorts
shapes,  especially  near  the  poles.
Countries like Canada and Russia appear
stretched  horizontally,  while  equatorial
regions  maintain  a  more  natural  look.
This  is  the  trade-off  for  area  accuracy.
Cartographers often remind users that no
flat map can be perfect; every projection
involves compromise.  The Peters map
chooses area fidelity over shape fidelity.

Afrocentric Perspective

By  placing  Africa  near  the  center  and
showing it  in  its  true size,  the Peters
projection  challenges  the  viewer  to
rethink  global  hierarchies.  Many
educators  and  social  justice  advocates
favor  this  map  because  it  visually
empowers  developing  nations  and
provides  a  more  balanced  worldview.

Criticisms and
Controversies

Arno Peters and the Marketing
Dispute

When Arno Peters launched his map, he
claimed it was a "new" projection, which
angered  cartographers  who  knew  of
James Gall's earlier work. Some accused
Peters  of  intellectual  dishonesty.
Additionally, Peters heavily marketed the
map  as  the  only  "fair"  and  "political"
choice, which many saw as manipulative.

Shape Distortion Concerns

Geographers  point  out  that  while  the
Map Of The World Peters Projection
preserves  area,  the  shape distortion  is
extreme.  For  instance,  the  long,  thin
appearance  of  South  America  or  the
bloated look of  Antarctica  (which often
appears  as  a  long  strip  across  the
bottom)  can  mislead  viewers  in  other
ways.  Some  argue  that  for  navigation
and many practical uses, the Mercator
projection remains more useful despite
its size distortions.

Over-Politicization

The  Peters  projection  became  a
s y m b o l  i n  t h e  c u l t u r e  w a r s  o f
cartography. It was heavily promoted by
UNESCO  and  some  educat iona l
inst i tut ions  as  a  way  to  combat
Eurocentrism.  Critics  claim  that  this
politicization  actually  undermines
objective  geography,  as  the  best  map
depends  on  the  intended  use,  not  on
ideology.

The Peters Projection in
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Education and Media

Classroom Adoption

During  the  1970s  and  1980s,  many
schools  in  Europe  and  North  America
began  using  the  Peters  projection
world map  alongside traditional  maps.
The idea was to give students a more
accurate  sense  of  global  proportions.
Some  textbook  publishers  still  offer  the
Peters map as an alternative. Today, it
is  common  to  see  both  projections  in
geography classrooms, allowing students
to compare and contrast.

Media and Advocacy

Documents,  news  outlets,  and  nonprofit
organizations  focusing  on  global
development often use the Peters world
map  projection  to  highlight  the  true
scale  of  issues  like  deforestation,
poverty, or population density. The visual
impact of seeing Africa or India in their
actual  s izes  can  be  powerful  for
storytell ing.

Comparing the Peters
Projection with Other
World Maps

Mercator vs. Peters vs.
Robinson

Mercator: Great for navigation,
terrible for area comparison.
Europe and North America look
huge.
Peters (Gall-Peters): Excellent
area accuracy, poor shape
representation. Equatorial regions
look normal; polar areas are
distorted.
Robinson: A compromise

projection that tries to balance
area, shape, and distance. It is
visually pleasing but not strictly
equal-area.

No  single  map  is  perfect.  The  Peters
projection map of  the  world  excels
where  accuracy  of  size  matters  most,
such  as  when  comparing  landmass  or
population densities across continents.

Modern Relevance of
the Map Of The World
Peters Projection

Digital Maps and GIS

In  the age of  Google  Maps and digital
globes, the Peters projection has found
a niche. While interactive maps often use
Web  Mercator  for  technical  reasons,
many  data  visualization  tools  offer  the
Gall-Peters projection as an option when
creating  infographics  about  global
statistics. The United Nations and some
world  organizations  have  used  it  for
official publications.

Critical Cartography

The field of critical cartography examines
how  maps  influence  power  and
perception.  The  Map  Of  The  World
Peters Projection is a prime example.
By  deliberately  choosing  an  equal-area
projection,  mapmakers  can  shift
narratives.  This  is  especially  important
for global awareness campaigns that aim
to correct historical imbalances.

Practical Limitations

Desp i te  i t s  mer i t s ,  the  Peters
projection  has  not  replaced  the
Mercator in general use. Most people are
still  more  familiar  with  the  traditional



view. Also, digital platforms like Google
Maps  rely  on  the  Web  Mercator  for
smooth zooming and street-level details.
However, for static posters, atlases, and
classroom walls, the Peters world map
remains a valuable tool for teaching area
relationships.

How to Read a Peters
Projection World Map

When you look at a Peters projection
world map, note the following points:

Africa is central and appears tall1.
and narrow compared to the
Mercator version. That tall shape is
actually accurate for the
continent's latitude span.
Greenland loses its illusion of2.
grandeur and looks smaller than
Saudi Arabia—which is true.
Antarctica stretches across the3.
bottom as a wide band, but its
area is preserved.
Latitude lines are parallel, and4.
longitude lines converge at the
poles, a characteristic of cylindrical
projections.

Understanding these features helps you
interpret  data  more  effectively.  The
Peters projection map of the world is

not meant to be a navigational tool, but a
statistical and educational one.

Conclusion: A Map That
Continues to Spark
Debate

The  Map  Of  The  World  Peters
Pro ject ion  i s  f a r  more  than  a
cartographic curiosity. It has challenged
us to think critically about the images we
t a k e  f o r  g r a n t e d .  W h i l e  i t  h a s
flaws—shape  distortion,  political
controversy,  and  l imited  use  for
nav igat ion—its  contr ibut ion  to
geographic awareness is undeniable. By
forcing viewers to see the true size of
continents like Africa and South America,
the Peters world map projection has
p r o m o t e d  a  m o r e  e q u i t a b l e
understanding  of  our  planet.

Whether  you  are  a  teacher,  student,
designer, or global citizen, knowing about
the  Peters  projection  enriches  your
perspective. It reminds us that maps are
not neutral; they are tools that can either
reinforce biases or challenge them. In a
world where context matters, the Peters
projection  world  map  remains  an
essential  alternative to the familiar  but
flawed standard.


