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Introduction: The Finnish Civil War, Revolution
and Scholarship

Tuomas Tepora and Aapo Roselius

One early afternoon in the beginning of March 1918, four men were slowly rid-
ing through a quiet snowy landscape in Northern Hiame, in the middle of Fin-
land. The man in front, carrying an improvised white flag, was followed by a
man holding the Union Jack. Their advance in the wintry quietness was inter-
cepted by sharp gunshots. The men flew off their horses and took cover, yelling
and waving their flags. After a while the shooting ended, and they could see
men with white armbands and rifles approaching.

The four men belonged to the vanguard of a convoy of the personnel of the
British embassy in Petrograd, formerly known as St Petersburg. They had left
the city in the aftermath of the Bolshevik coup, and the way out of the Russian
capital in the haze of the Great War and the Revolution went through Finland
and Scandinavia.! On their journey through Finland they had witnessed a
country drawn into a bloody civil war. The former Imperial Grand Duchy, an
autonomous unit that detached itself from Russia at the end of 1917, had been
split between a revolutionary Red Finland in the relatively more industrialized
South and an anti-revolutionary White Finland in the relatively more rural
North. After spending several days traveling through Red Finland, the British
convoy had finally reached the boundary of the socialist revolution just north
of the town of Tampere, the most important industrial center in the country
and a revolutionary stronghold. Eventually the crossing of the frontier suc-
ceeded, and the convoy could continue its journey, leaving the Finnish conflict
and the revolution behind them.

The Finnish Civil War began on 27 January 1918. The confrontation between
the socialists and the middle classes had begun to build up already after the
collapse of social structures due to the February Revolution in 1917 and eventu-
ally led to violent confrontations late in 1917 and early January 1918. The posi-
tions of the Left and the Right had changed during the tumultuous year of 1917,
and both of the parties had legitimate claims for power. The war began as
a socialist revolution in Helsinki and with the simultaneous action taken by
the Whites in Ostrobothnia on the western coast. Shortly after the above-

1 Juho Kotakallio, “Brittilahetyston rintamalinjojen ylitys vuonna 1918,” Tammerkoski no. 4
(2008): 10-12.

© KONINKLIJKE BRILL NV, LEIDEN, 2014 DOI 10.1163/9789004280717_002
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mentioned incident at the frontline in March, the until-then rather dormant
warfare expanded into open and bloody battles between the revolutionary Red
Guards and their antagonists: the White Army and its backbone, the volun-
teers of the White Civil Guards. The territory around the major industrial town
of Tampere in northern Hiame turned into the biggest battlefield in the history
of the Nordic countries. Tens of thousands of soldiers of the White Army at-
tacked the positions of the Red Guards and ended the stalemate that had last-
ed from the beginning of the war. The Red Guards were forced to withdraw into
the inner city and finally, block after block, street after street, and building after
building, the city fell into the hands of the Whites. The photographic scenes,
where hundreds of corpses were lying on the streets and thousands of disillu-
sioned Red guardsmen were drawn out from their hideouts and herded to the
town square, became also the scenes of a failed revolution. Less than one
month after the battle of Tampere, the last revolutionary troops surrendered in
southeastern Finland. On 16 May 1918, the White Army could celebrate the vic-
tory by parading on the streets of Helsinki, which had been conquered by the
German military expedition already in the middle of April.

The war may have been short, but the casualties tell us about a conflict that
slipped not only into a human catastrophe but also into uncontrolled slaugh-
ter. The estimated death toll for the war is more than 38,000 persons, including
all nationalities, a shockingly high figure in a country with a population of just
over three million people and in a war that included fewer than 200,000 men
in arms. Approximately one-third of the war dead died in battle, one-third was
lawlessly executed in improvised courts-martial or murdered, and one-third
died in the internment camps for pows and other Red supporters in the sum-
mer and fall of 1918 due to diseases, famine, and violence. 85 per cent of all the
victims belonged to the Red Guards or were otherwise associated with the rev-
olution. Among the victims were also as many as 2000 Russian soldiers and
civilians, of whom at least one-half were executed by the Whites, mostly in
circumstances that can only be described as ethnic cleansing. Although the
Finnish Civil War took place on the margins of a Europe entangled in a massive
world war, the conflict in Finland included many of the ingredients that would
make the first half of the 20th century one of the darkest periods in modern
history. The catastrophe in the Pow camps, with more than 12,000 victims, be-
came a grim prelude to the global era of which the image of the internment or
concentration camp is paramount.?

2 A detailed discussion on the casualties is Lars Westerlund, ed., Sotaoloissa vuosina 19141922
surmansa saaneet: Tilastoraportti, Valtioneuvoston kanslian julkaisusarja, 10/2004 (Helsinki:
VNK, 2004).
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The three-and-a-half-month Civil War was part of a broader process that
reshaped the political, ethnic, and social landscapes of Eastern Europe during
World War 1 and its aftermath. World War 1, the first truly total war, had forced
an enormous mobilization of both material and human resources all over Eu-
rope. Never before had people been affected by the war on such a grandiose
scale; and the cruel reality of war, the hardships of everyday life, and the feel-
ings of grief and fear produced not only massive social distress but also fertile
soil for critical and radical popular movements. In Eastern Europe, the old po-
litical structure — sustained by the multinational empires of Russia, Austria-
Hungary, and Germany — faced an end. There were no victors on the battlefields
in the Eastern Front when the armistice was signed. This enabled the rise of
national movements and the actual creation of a new Eastern Europe, based
on the principality of the nation-state. New popular movements with strong
social and national programs emerged everywhere in the old borderlands
forming new representative bodies, declaring national sovereignty, defining
new political and ethnic borders, and creating new European narratives still
(or again) current today — almost a century later. The nationalistic approach to
the reshaping of Eastern Europe and the Baltic was paralleled, mixed, and
sometimes overrun by demands of social reforms, represented in its most rad-
ical form by the socialist revolution. In some regions, for example in Estonia,
the national movement could not be understood without a simultaneous so-
cial revolution. Hence, the Estonian social democrats formed a national force
with the non-socialists to fight the Bolsheviks in late 1918. In Finland, however,
the middle-class nationalistic and the socialist approaches were pitted against
each other, with disastrous consequences.?

The Russification policies in the vast empire before World War 1 had been
connected to the Great Power politics. In a conversation between the Russian
Prime Minister Pyotr Stolypin and the British historian Bernard Pares at the
turn of the second decade of the 2oth century, Stolypin explained to the Briton
rather tellingly the rationale behind the imperial policy toward Finland. The
Finnish border was only 20 miles from St Petersburg. Would England tolerate
an autonomous state within the Empire as near London as Gravesend?* Dur-
ing World War 1, the geopolitical position of Finland gained more importance
in the eyes of the Russian authorities. The world war and the Russian revolu-
tion had suddenly pushed this rather remote and peaceful area into one of

3 See the special issue “The Beginning of the First World War in the Baltic Area and in
Scandinavia,” in Revue d’Histoire Nordique 15 (2012), 2e semestre, 11-174.

4 Orlando Figes, A People’s Tragedy: The Russian Revolution 1891-1924 (London: Cape, 1996),
p- 246.
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the epicenters of Europe. It was only a one-hour train journey from the Finnish
border to the cradle of the world revolution in St Petersburg; hence, the images
of Finland as either as a barrier to the “Red Scare” or as the first step for the
spread of worldwide revolution became popular. Furthermore, any fleet oper-
ating on the Baltic Sea, if undefended, could easily reach the coastline in the
South. In the years 191718, the historically significant strategic position of Fin-
land as either a bulwark of the Russian capital or as a gateway for an offensive
against Russia became very current.

The collapse of Tsarist Russia in 1917 resulted in a political vacuum in the
former imperial borderlands and invited the advancement of both national
movements and the socialist revolution. The revolution was usually opposed
by national coalitions, but socialist coups, backed by the success of the Bolshe-
viks in Russia, were almost simultaneously made in Ukraine, Estonia, and Fin-
land. During the spring of 1918 they were all swept away by the advancing
German troops, who soon marched on the streets of Kiev, Tallinn, and Helsin-
ki. From a German point of view, the national anti-revolutionary movements,
such as the White Army in Finland, were to be integrated into the German war
effort. The Treaty of Brest-Litovsk in early March 1918, which ended the war
between Bolshevik Russia and Germany, was more of a one-sided declaration
by the latter, a final confirmation of an accomplished fact of German suprem-
acy in the East. Germany, which had pushed Russia geopolitically back to the
17th century, could in the spring of 1918 include on its list of domains Ukraine,
Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania, and finally also Finland. In Finland the shift from
the decreasing Russian sphere to the German sphere was completed when the
revolution of the Finnish socialists, who had to wage the war without the offi-
cial support of the Bolshevik Russia, was crashed two months after the signing
of the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk.

The violent transformation of Eastern Europe into a buffer zone of nation
states continued through the World War 1 and beyond, with the process finally
stabilizing in the early 1920s. In Finland the period of international turmoil fed
an irredentist policy, with paramilitary activity aiming at the creation of a
Greater Finland. The small-scale guerrilla wars waged mostly by Finnish volun-
teers in Russian East Karelia were partly a continuation of the Civil War and a
demonstration of the depth of the political and societal change of 1910s.

In spite of the multinational scene with German soldiers and Swedish vol-
unteers along with Russian and German-trained Finnish officers and soldiers
on the White side and Russian Bolsheviks on the Red side, and despite of the
international framework of Great Power politics, the Finnish Civil War pos-
sessed an inherently national character, reflecting internal fractures. The war
was, however, primarily fought between fellow civilian Finns, as urban and



INTRODUCTION 5

rural workers of the Red side fought farmers, civil servants, and conscripted
young men of the White side for control of the state. Two points are crucial in
understanding the conflict. First, the power vacuum created by the collapse of
the Russian regime enabled the internal struggle for power, where national
sovereignty and social reforms became both closely intertwined and polarized
with each other. Thus, second, the war was tightly bound to class conflict in a
rapidly modernizing society for which the unexpected social upheaval in the
Russian Empire gave room to roam.

The history of the Finnish Civil War is part of the history of the construction
of modern Europe, a process where massive social distress and political chang-
es were reflected in the occurrence of national fundamentalism, socialist revo-
lutions, violence, and terror; where liberation and suppression went hand in
hand. In Finland, the very same process that enabled the sovereignty of the
nation also resulted in a national catastrophe that split the Finnish nation into
the victors and the defeated, patriots and traitors, victims and perpetrators,
and affected the political and mental landscape for generations. World War 1
and the October Revolution sparked the Finnish Revolution and the ensuing
Civil War, but its social roots nevertheless lay deeper.

The Civil War divided the nation — and it divided the Left into the commu-
nists and the social democrats. The steady support of communism in Finland
until the collapse of the Soviet Union had its roots in the bitter experiences of
the Civil War: initially, the Finnish social democrats who seized power had
been ideologically rather moderate in comparison to the Bolsheviks, for in-
stance. The splits between the victorious Whites and the defeated Reds charac-
terized the politically hot-tempered interwar period. The victors named the
conflict as the “War of Liberation” (vapaussota) that denoted a freedom fight
from Russia and the Bolsheviks and effectively denied the civil-war nature of
the conflict. The White interpretation remained hegemonic up until the 1960s,
although after World War 11 the year 1918 lost its position as the primary point
of social intrigue. Due to social changes in the 1960s, the name “Civil War”
(kansalaissota) used by the social democrats in the interwar period became
the name of choice among the public. Since the 1990s, academics and much of
the public alike have replaced kansalaissota with the term sisdllissota, which
translates literally into “domestic war” but is used in a similar vein as the Eng-
lish-language “civil war” The new name has been seen as neutral compared
with both the White vapaussota and the Red kansalaissota terminology.

Today the Civil War forms a major part of the public narratives and collec-
tive remembrances of the nation. The violent event that split the society and
caused a national trauma for generations to come has largely become almost
100 years later a part of a rather comfortable national narrative. This narrative
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tells a story of a how a nation, threatened with total destruction and division,
survived and began the slow healing process towards national unity. The expe-
rience of an external enemy during World War 11 and the subsequent building
of the Nordic welfare state perhaps explain the reasons why the Civil War lost
its significance as the primary source of collective identities; the unifying ef-
fects overwrote the White and Red allegiances. However, the internal violence
has left its marks in the society and collective remembrances, and the divisions
may even today be relived in the right circumstances. They may no longer be
palpable (perhaps since at least since the 1970s, often even earlier), but there
nevertheless exists a metanarrative that never fails to remind the Finns of the
frictions in the past. The tragedy in the beginning of the sovereignty is inescap-
able in collective remembrance, although it is surpassed by the celebration of
national unity during World War 11. Moreover, the questions of justice and guilt
have become topical since the collapse of the Soviet Union, along with the war,
apartheid, and genocide tribunals in the Balkans, South Africa, and Cambodia.
In the Finnish case, there are strong grounds for claims that the White Terror
perpetrators, the victors, escaped justice. At the same time, however, the dem-
ocratic development since the Civil War has rather effectively blurred the
boundary between the victors and the defeated. Occasionally voiced claims for
state apologies for the lawless White Terror may hit the reality that the political
legacy of the Reds has effectively run the country periodically since the late
19308.

The volume at hand is the first compilation of recent research in English on
the causes, consequences, and memories of the Finnish Civil War. The wars
rarely end when the firing stops. Accordingly, this book is not only dedicated to
exploring the events and processes around the years 1917-18 but also traces the
legacy of the bitter conflict through the interwar period, World War 11, and the
Cold War era until today. The aim of this book is to provide the readers with a
unique insight into the history of the war-torn society, remembrance and the
politics of memory of the conflict, the gradual healing process, the various in-
terpretations, civil-war inspired fiction, and even the latest revisits of the al-
most 100-year-old legacy.

The Scholarship of the Finnish Civil War

The Civil War had a huge impact on historiography. The war dramatically
shaped the way events after 1918 have been interpreted and also the ways the
problematic decades anterior to the war were seen. The War of Liberation nar-
rative became an established myth in the wake of the conflict and historians
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were in a key position to construct the interpretation of the armed war of inde-
pendence. The newly independent state required national myths, and the his-
torians fitted the past to conform to the idealistic middle-class version of
national awakening. For instance, the close links between some aristocratic
activists and Russian Social Revolutionaries in the first decade of the 1900s
were for a long time forgotten as unsuitable to the White narrative of the inde-
pendence struggle. Moreover, the patriotic motives of the Reds did not fit in
the White narrative, so “Red” came to denote something alien and fundamen-
tally unpatriotic within Finland.

History as a discipline was not the only academic field affected by the vio-
lent clash in 1918. The social questions had been important within the nation-
ally minded academe in the decades preceding the Civil War. However, in the
interwar period, the emerging social sciences, for instance, on many occasions
downplayed the class antagonism and effectively, with few exceptions, avoided
confronting the social basis of the conflict.® Another illuminating example
would be the legal sciences, where the social approach had been practiced as
well; but in the interwar period jurists renounced these questions. Moreover, a
major share of the lawyers and jurists had been employed in the White courts-
martial, whose legal basis had been shaky.”

During the interwar years, the historiography of the Civil War was strictly
divided between the victors and the defeated, and the works were more of
commemorative character than comprehensive analysis. In fact, in the first de-
cades after the war it is rather impossible to distinguish historiography from
the remembrance culture and the identity-construction processes of the new-
ly independent Finland. The period witnessed a rich memoir literature on the
war, mostly written by White veterans and officers accompanied by some ma-
jor state-sponsored history projects. Of major importance were two multivol-
ume works on the War of Liberation, both published in the 1920s.

Especially the six-volume history The Finnish War of Liberation in 1918
(“Suomen vapaussota vuonna 1918”), published between 1920 and 1926, reflect-
ed the importance of incorporating the interpretation of the victors into
the national narrative in White Finland. The work was a product of the

5 Risto Alapuro, “Coping with the Civil War of 1918 in Twenty-first Century Finland,” in Kenneth
Christie & Robert Cribb, eds, Historical Injustice and Democratic Transition in Eastern Asia and
Northern Europe: Ghosts at the Table of Democracy (London & New York: RoutledgeCurzon,
2002), p. 171.

6 Risto Alapuro, “Kansalaissota ja yhteiskuntatieteet,” in Heikki Ylikangas, ed. Vaikea totuus:
Vuosi 1918 ja kansallinen tiede (Helsinki: SKs, 1993).

7 Jukka Kekkonen, “Kansalaissota ja oikeustiede,” in Vaikea totuus.
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state-sponsored Committee of the History of the War of Liberation, founded
by General Carl Gustaf Emil Mannerheim — the Commander of the White
Army — in the summer of 1918 in order to produce the official history of the war.
The Committee, consisting of several high-profile officers of the White Army,
based their work on the large body of material compiled in 1918—19 by the State
Archives. Consequently, the files were archived under the title “Archives of the
War of Liberation.” Obviously concentrating on the effort of the Whites, the
work presented the events of the war accurately and in detail but carefully
bypassed the problematic questions of the White Terror and the humanitarian
catastrophe of the pow camps. The work reflected the attitudes of the interwar
era when the problematic social and political issues were overrun by detailed
information that was believed ultimately to lead to the objective historical
truth.

Simultaneously with the work of the official Committee, an eight-volume
history of the war with almost an identical name, The Liberation War of Finland
(“Suomen vapaussota”), was published by another group of White officers. This
work focused more on the memoirs of leading commanders of the Whites.®
The grandiose works on the War of Liberation were nothing but literal monu-
ments to the victory of the Whites. Even though there were disputes over the
White historiography during the interwar years, they never reached the level of
confronting the official liberation history ascribed to the war.%

As an extreme counterweight to the White historiography, the Red literature
on the war was mainly published in the Soviet Union or in the United States by
Finnish Red emigrants. Former Red guardsmen established a Research Board
of the Finnish Revolutionary Movement in the Soviet Union in 1927. The Board
published several works during the following years with an explicitly Marxist-
Leninist approach to the revolution.!?

Social changes and World War 11 opened up the way for more developed re-
search and new interpretations. History on the years 1917-18 remained a rather
conservative discipline until the 1960s, when the “White truth” started to

8 Hannes Ignatius, Gosta Theslof, E.G. Palmén, Kustavi Grotenfelt, Sigurd Nordenstreng, &
Kaarle Soikkeli, Suomen vapaussota vuonna 1918, vols I-v1 (Helsinki: Otava, 1920—26); Kai
Donner, Th. Svedlin, & Heikki Nurmio, eds, Suomen vapaussota, vols I-vir (Jyvaskyla: K.J.
Gummerus, 1921-27).

9 Another famous work in this genre is J.O. Hannula, Suomen vapaussodan historia (Porvoo:
Ws0Y, 1933), which appeared in English translation as Finland’s War of Independence (Lon-
don: Faber and Faber, 1939).

10 For instance: A. Halonen, ed., Suomen luokkasota: Historiaa ja muistelmia (Superior, Wis.:
Amerikan suomalaisten sosialististen kustannusliikkeiden liitto, 1928); . Lehtosaari, ed.,
Punakaarti rintamalla: Luokkasodan muistoja (Leningrad: Kirja, 1933).
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crumble. The historians did not initiate the change but, rather, responded to
the demand from the public and the challenge set by a major work of fiction
— Under the North Star by Véino Linna (vols 1-3, 1959—62, “T4élla Pohjantdhden
alla”) — which brought the Red point of view forcefully into the public discus-
sion. The social basis of the war received its first academic works as Viljo Rasila
analyzed the social background of the war and the adversaries and concluded
that the conflict should very much be seen as class struggle between urban
workers and rural landless labor force on the one hand and the independent
farmers and the bourgeoisie on the other. The crofters, or tenant farmers, un-
like in contemporaneous views attributable to Linna which saw them as the
Red avant-garde, in reality formed a middle group that was active on both sides
if they did not decide to stay neutral.!! Regarding social issues, the 1960s gen-
eration of historians, who were eager to distance themselves from the previous
prevailing nationalistic narrative, discussed the international context of the
Finnish Civil War with Tuomo Polvinen’s two-volume work, The Russian Revo-
lution and Finland (in translation) as the main contributor.!?

However, it was the terror that had aroused the bitterest social emotions
and led to innumerable graphic rumors and legends. The horror stories still in
circulation in the 1960s by both ex-sides were fuelled by the lack of research
into the course of events after battles, the number of deaths, and causes of vio-
lence. Jaakko Paavolainen published two volumes in the late 1960s on terror —
illuminatingly, first on the much smaller-scale “Red Terror” to be on the safe
side, and then on the “White Terror.” His studies, 50 years after the war, not only
clarified the chain of events and the nature of internal warfare but also de-
bunked any persisting belief in the particular bloodthirstiness of the Reds.
Paavolainen’s studies showed that the White Terror decidedly exceeded the
Red atrocities. He concluded his studies on the Civil War by writing the first
history of the pow camps.'3

The findings by Paavolainen, Rasila, and Polvinen — along with late 1950s
social-democratically inclined studies in political history by Juhani Paasivirtal#

1 Viljo Rasila, Kansalaissodan sosiaalinen tausta (Helsinki: Tammi, 1968).

12 Tuomo Polvinen, Vendgjéin vallankumous ja Suomi1917-1920, vol. I: Helmikuu 1917-toukokuu
1918 (Porvoo: wsoy, 1967); Tuomo Polvinen, Vendjin vallankumous ja Suomi 1917-1920, vol.
11: Toukokuu 1918—joulukuu 1920 (Porvoo: wsoy, 1971); see also Juhani Paasivirta, Suomi
vuonna 1918 (Porvoo: wsoy, 1957).

13 Jaakko Paavolainen, Poliittiset vikivaltaisuudet Suomessa 1918, vol. I: “Punainen terrori”
(Helsinki: Tammi, 1966); Jaakko Paavolainen, Poliittiset vikivaltaisuudet Suomessa 1918,
vol. 11: “Valkoinen terrori” (Helsinki: Tammi, 1967); Jaakko Paavolainen, Vankileirit
Suomessa 1918 (Helsinki: Tammi, 1971).

14 Paasivirta, Suomi vuonna 1918.
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— started the rewriting of the “War of Liberation” history into the “Civil War”
history. The academic revision of the Civil War history coincided with the Left-
ist surge in the politics but was not straightforwardly connected to it. It is per-
haps safe to state that the younger generation of historians such as Paavolainen
(b.1927) and Rasila (b. 1926), whose formative experience had been World War
11 in their youth, were mentally more free to research sensitive topics and adapt
to changing social atmosphere than their arguably conservative masters, of
whom the vast majority adhered to the White heritage. The late 1960s saw
more balanced research on the Civil War violence than previous decades. It
nevertheless failed to contextualize the violence properly. The given terror mo-
tives were still dominated by randomness and individual exceptions.

In line with the publication of the first balanced historical treatises of Finn-
ish participation in World War 11,'® a non-Finnish historian was the first to
write a basic and all-encompassing study on the Finnish revolution and the
ensuing Civil War, when Anthony F. Upton published his well-researched study
in1980. It traced meticulously the political development of the war and placed
the intrinsically Finnish experiences and actions within the broader political
context in northeastern Europe.l® The book was translated into Finnish in two
volumes in 1980 and 1981 respectively and received a very warm review in His-
toriallinen Aikakauskirja, the main historical journal in the country. This was
partly, as stated, because the study was a traditionally composed narrative that
concentrated on the key players of the conflict, although the concentration on
the socialists was slightly criticized. The research was praised for its realistic
depiction of the revolutionary characters and the political development, but
some academics saw the lack of research on the rank-and-file motives in the
revolutionary development as a shortcoming.!”

In hindsight it is possible to see Upton’s study as a prelude to the sisdllissota
(“domestic war”) shift that happened in the 1990s with an outspokenly neutral
take on the issues that also attracted novel attention from the public. Another
important precursor was the study State and Revolution in Finland by sociolo-
gist Risto Alapuro, published in 1988, which effectively rendered the still some-
times ongoing and rather bizarre polemic on the illegality of the revolution

15 Ville Kiviméki, “Three Wars and Their Epitaphs: The Finnish History and Scholarship of
World War 11,” in Tiina Kinnunen & Ville Kivimaiki, eds, Finland in World War 11: History,
Memory, Interpretations (Leiden & Boston: Brill, 2012), pp. 13-14.

16 Anthony F. Upton, The Finnish Revolution, 1917-1918 (Minneapolis: University of Minne-
sota Press, 1980); a number of the earlier studies on the Finnish Civil War by non-Finns
had been impaired by insufficient language skills.

17 Jaakko Paavolainen, “Kiintoisa esitys Suomen vallankumouksellisista 1917-1918,” Historial-
linen Aikakauskirja 79.3 (1981): 258—64.
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totally useless by forcefully expressing that the Russian revolution caused a
vacuum of power in Finland — and hence a vacuum of legality — that led to the
race to fill it.!® Drawing theoretically from Charles Tilly’s and Barrington
Moore’s work, Alapuro concentrated on the mass mobilization, class structure,
and state formation in the early 20th century and designated Finland as a
structural exception in the division between Eastern and Western Europe. In
the early 20th century, Finland stood politically, socially, and culturally as a
liminal state between the East and the West with an emerging civil society,
Scandinavian social structure, and parliamentary system since 1906 on the one
hand but ruled by an autocratic sovereign of the multi-ethnic Empire and be-
ing economically highly dependent on one export (timber) on the other hand.
Alapuro’s comparative approach in fact utilized the Finnish revolution and the
Civil War as a means to achieve academically ambitious study that analyzed
the underlying and still-topical questions concerning Finnish political and so-
cial structure.

There are a number of reasons why academic interest on the Civil War was
renewed in the early 1990s, and these are detailed elsewhere in this volume.
Among others are the collapse of the Soviet Union and the ensuing neo-patri-
otic turn that notably renewed the remembrance of World War 11. It had its
effects on the memory and perceived significance of the Civil War as well. It
should be registered, though, that thorough political history on the war had
been practiced throughout the later phase of the Cold War period in the 1970s
and 1980s, with major state-sponsored projects on the Red government and the
Red Guards and studies on the White war effort, politics, and propaganda,'®
but it was Heikki Ylikangas’s highly praised — and criticized — book on Tampere
during the Civil War, published in 1993, that brought new interpretative in-

18 Risto Alapuro, State and Revolution in Finland (Berkeley: University of California Press,
1988); see also Risto Alapuro, “What is Western and What is Eastern in Finland?” Thesis
Eleven 77