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PREFACE


This book is being published at a time when Finland leads the world in various fields of technology, network readiness, global competitiveness, research and creativity, reading, mathematical and scientific literacy, enrollments in universities and colleges, empowerment of women, and sustainability of the environment.


At cross-century, articles in British and American publications appeared with titles like “The Future Is Finnish.” Finland has also become a key European Union (EU) player between the EU, Russia, and the Baltic States.


How Finland, by pursuing a “Lone Wolf” policy, achieved such progress from a war-battered standing and struggling economy in 1945 is the story of this book. My fifty years spent in Finland have enabled me to write about this land with some confidence, but my insights into the Finnish character would have been inadequate had I not met, learned to know, and befriended a wide variety of twentieth-century Finns who have generously shared their experiences and worldview with me. These include some of my former students such as Prime Minister Johannes Virolainen, as well as other parliamentarians like Markus Aaltonen, Kari Ahonen, Eero Heinäluoma, Ilkka Kanerva, Martti Korhonen, Mikko Pesälä, and Seppo Tiitinen; and ministry officials Aila Gorski, Asko Lindqvist, Marja Paavilainen, Ilkka Ruska, and Erkki Virtanen. In the worlds of sport, drama, and art I became acquainted with Kalevi Häkkinen, Åke Lindman, Carita Mattila, Timo Sarpaneva, Lasse Virén, Kauko Vuorensola, and Wille Zilliacus. My involvement with Finnish business and industry allowed me to meet Eero Ahola, Pekka Ala-Pietilä, Hakon Borup, Klaus Cawén, Tauno Matomäki, Jouko Leskinen, Jukka Härmälä, Antti Herlin, Jussi Huttunen, Jaakko Ihamuotila, Jarl Köhler, Juhani Kuusi, Eero Leivo, Matti Lounasmeri, Kari Mattila, Aulis Salin, Keijo Suila, Matti Sundberg, Pirkko Tuomisto, Markku Vartiainen, Kari Vainio, Maunu von Lueders, Eero Vuohula, Tapio Wartiovaara, and many other personable Finnish-speaking and Swedish-speaking Finns. To all of them I am grateful for the moments they shared with me. None has intensified my affection for Finland more than Pertti Salolainen, Finnish ambassador to the United Kingdom from 1996 to the present day. Salolainen, from whom I received my decoration, is a committed Anglophile, exuding warmth and humanity; he typifies more than anyone I know the staunch, loyal soul of the bleak northern territory I describe in the following pages.


Finland’s international standing and security are increased in direct proportion to the deepening knowledge and awareness of the country by foreign peoples. If, by recounting in this book the characteristics, strengths, progress, and advances of the Finnish people, I have been able to highlight to some degree their merits and achievements, that will be my chief source of satisfaction in writing these words.
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INTRODUCTION: A Country Apart


Once upon a time, long long ago, there was a far-off land close to the Arctic Circle—a chilly, bleak patchwork of forests and lakes, where bears, wolves, elks, and lynxes roamed freely and where Christmases were always white.


A strange tribe from faraway arrived in this land, where no other people had chosen to live, and set about the task of making themselves comfortable there. They cut wood to construct dwellings, they planted crops on open land, and they fished the lakes and rivers.


They were an unusual people: of an independent nature, devoted to hard work, yet modest in their aspirations and jealous of their honest reputation. They were clean in their habits, physically fit, and enjoyed the outdoor life. They spoke very little, for loquaciousness and especially boasting were taboo. Solitude was the safest, and they loved the great space that the new land offered.


Like other peoples, they had jealous neighbors, and they had to fight many battles to defend their territory. They did not always win and were subjugated for long periods. Notwithstanding their suffering and humiliation, they never gave up; in the end they made their land secure and have lived happily there up to the present day.


If this sounds like a fairy tale, it is perhaps because it possesses the elements of one, but we are talking about a modern nation that really exists. This nation, clinging to the old values in the fairy tale, fought a modern giant (state) of two hundred million people to hold on to what we today call a democracy. The honest tribe continues to pay off all its debts, protect its environment, and vanquish crime, injustice, and poverty. The quiet people solve modern problems such as treatment of its minorities, resettlement of refugees (400,000 Karelians), and pollution without any fuss.


The tribe is still not very well known in the lands to the south and its people are notoriously poor at blowing their own trumpet. Their Altaic language does not calibrate with the majority of the world’s tongues. Their basic shyness and dislike of exhibitionism lend thickness to an intervening curtain of cultural complexity, voluntary withdrawal, and geographical remoteness. They feel a sense of separateness from other peoples.


Yet this tribe is warmhearted, wishing to be loved, and anxious to join the rest of us. They are energetic, essentially inventive, and have much to offer others. We should do well to study this enigmatic, sometimes maverick, always caring, reliable people.


These few words are intended as a message of congratulation to the Finnish people (yes, it is Finland we are talking about!) for what they have achieved so far and for what they are destined to achieve in the future. Somebody must blow their trumpet for them, just a little.





CHAPTER ONE
THE GOLD MEDAL COUNTRY


If you ask someone which country ranks first in global competitiveness in business, the most common answer would be the U.S. or Singapore or Japan. All would be wrong. It’s Finland. Finland? Surely someone has made a statistical mistake, or is it a flash in the pan?


Not so. The Growth Competitiveness Index ranking by the World Economic Forum placed Finland first already in 2001, followed by the U.S., Canada, Singapore, and Australia. But that was only for starters. In 2003 Finland outranked the U.S., Singapore, and all others in global competitiveness, reflecting the ability of a country to sustain its high rates of growth based on 259 criteria, including the openness of the economy, technology, government policies, and integration into trade blocks.


Will they be able to maintain their lead?


It would seem so. Such respected journals as The Economist and the Financial Times have recently entitled articles “The Future Is Finnish.”


What are the grounds for such an assumption?


They are numerous. Finns seem to invest their efforts (and often their money) in areas designed to guarantee a healthy and prosperous future. Starting with education, they came first in an Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) survey of European standards of reading and mathematical and scientific literacy (2003). Worldwide, only the Koreans matched them in these fundamental skills. In Europe, Finland leads all other countries in postsecondary enrollments by 12 percent.


Do they plan on remaining the best-educated people on the continent?


In the world, in fact. They are in the top two countries in the economic creativity index, and they are trailing only Sweden and are well ahead of the U.S. in research and development (R&D) spending (as a percentage of GDP). They are global leaders in e-banking, have the highest Internet and mobile phone penetration, have a 100 percent digital fiber-optic network, and are home to 10 percent of all Europe’s new medical biotechnology companies.


All this sounds pretty high tech, but more than that, they are high tech where it counts. Apart from their dominance in mobile phone technology, information technology (IT), and pulp and paper products, they have secured their environmental future by concentrating on such issues as water management, human vulnerability to environmental risks, resource sharing, and assimilation of waste.


All this leads one to the conclusion that their future is very bright indeed. They are easily number one in the Economist Environmental Sustainability Index (2004). Only Norway, Sweden, and Canada come close. As is generally recognized, the supply of clean water is one of the vital issues of this century. Finland heads the list in access, supply, use, resources, and environmental impact.


What about the economy?


Strategically situated between Russia and the EU, also with good markets in the U.S., Finland is pretty well balanced. It was not just by chance that in 2000 Nokia was Europe’s biggest company by capitalization. But surely Nokia is Japanese? Not so. Nokia is Finnish born and bred, operating on Finnish turf and until recently with an all-Finnish board of directors.


If one asks how a Finnish company could grow bigger than Volkswagen, Mercedes-Benz, and Fiat, not to mention Unilever and Shell, the answer is in research. In 2001, Nokia employed 18,600 people in R&D at 54 centers in 14 different countries.


Can one suppose that the combination of educational superiority and technological research will enable Finland to continue as a world leader in so many fields?


This is extremely likely, especially as they lead other nations in moral strengths.


What does that mean?


According to up-to-date surveys, Finland tops the league in the Corruption Free Index, are the fastest payers in the European Union, and lead the world in minimal bureaucracy. They are an understated society in an era of hype, media hysteria, and abuse; they prize modesty and straight talking above most other attributes. Paavo Lipponen, the prime minister at cross-century, was voted the least charismatic Finnish politician; he shunned hype and small talk, preferring to do his job seriously. What country other than Finland would have fired the following prime minister, Anneli Jäätteenmäki, because she was guilty of a questionable untruth in her remarks to Parliament? (Think what Berlusconi and Chirac get away with.)


What other country would have fined a young Finnish Internet whiz-kid $75,000 for speeding (linking the fine to his sizeable income)? Another Finnish whiz-kid, Linus Torvalds, the inventor of the Linux operating system, which rivals mammoth Microsoft, was hardly interested in profits, preferring Linux excellence to reflect Finland’s model of social welfare. One senior Microsoft executive attacked Torvalds for being “un-American”!


Finnish humility and honesty were praised unequivocally in the Harvard Business Review by Manfred Kets deVries, Director of INSEAD’s Global Leadership Centre, who admired the Finnish style of management more than any other.


Finns are characterized by fresh and innovative thinking that enhances their national image. They tackle serious subjects, such as care of the young (they are third lowest in the world in infant mortality). In the last few years the Finnish government provided strong leadership to eliminate obesity among school children. By planning the food for free school lunches, child obesity was rapidly cut to 11 percent (cf. Britain, 22 percent).


Finns seem to be a nation of “doers” rather than talkers. What are the secrets of their success?


Finns are mainly silent people who go in for deep thinking, which is facilitated by the synthetic nature of their language. Silence engenders vision, imagination, and calm judgments. Small talk interferes with creative thought. Finns take talking seriously and prefer to use language for something that actually pushes things further on the pragmatic level. The basic rule is “less is more.” Finns are adept at creating formulas that enable them to cope with complex political, social, and economic situations. Their originality is bolstered by consistent pragmatism—see how they prefer to be straight to the point, shunning any form of hype—letting the technical story do the talking.


Why is their English so good?


Another pragmatic decision. It’s the world language. The French, Italians, and Spaniards will pay for their neglect of English in twenty-first-century business. Finns have an obsession with achieving and have created something new to cement achievement: one writer described it as “Finnish world-classness.” The Finnish government helps in promoting this by making decisions of national importance through a “rainbow coalition” (effective since the early 1990s) where all parties respect harmonious relations between industry, academia, and government.


How did a country with no natural resources except trees and long-distance runners succeed in distinguishing itself so strikingly?


Two basic strengths are responsible: Properly managed forest is an ever-replenishing source of riches. And as for the runners, which country won most Olympic medals per capita? It must be the United States. Not exactly. The U.S. is in sixteenth place with 8.3 medals per million inhabitants. Norway is third with 53.1 medals. Sweden is second with 56.3. Any guesses for first? Finland perhaps? Right—106 medals per million.





CHAPTER TWO
FINNISH ORIGINS


“A strange tribe from faraway arrived in this land, where no other people had chosen to live.”


This simple statement of fact—true though it is—is also of an enigmatic nature. How strange was this tribe? From how far away had they come? Who exactly were the Finns? Who were their relatives? How and when did they reach this empty territory and why was it empty, or was it really empty? Which lands did the Finns pass through en route, and why did they not stop off in friendlier climes? If, as it seems, they are linguistically related to the Estonians, Lapps, and Hungarians, how and why did the Hungarians end up on the Danube? What is the significance of these four tribes speaking Finno-Ugrian languages when the rest of Europe’s forty countries express themselves in dominant Indo-European tongues? How on earth have the Finnic languages managed to maintain for thousands of years a linguistic toehold in a bleak and remote corner of northeastern Europe, all the while subjected to enormous cultural and political pressures from the Scandinavian west and the Slavic east? When European languages such as Etruscan, Pictish, Cornish, Pelasgian, and ancient Iberian and Sicilian have disappeared, why are the Finno-Ugrian tongues so resilient that Finnish was, in 1995, accepted as one of the fifteen official languages of the European Union?



Theories of Origin



If indeed the questions asked above appear numerous, far-reaching, and probing, it is because the provenance and origins of the Finnish people are shrouded in the mists of historical and prehistoric time, in no less mystery than that which accompanies the roots and routes of the much larger and more widespread family of peoples, their neighbors the Indo-Europeans.


When the Bona Ventura paper, published in 1597, revealed the affinities of the German and Persian languages, a door was opened to over 400 years of speculation as to the original homeland of the Indo-Europeans. So far none of the three hundred or more hypotheses put forward has gained a widely accepted endorsement.


A parallel discussion regarding the homeland of the Finno-Ugrian peoples has been held for less time than the Indo-European debate (about 150 years), partly on account of the relatively late emergence of the Finnish state, but more particularly because of the establishment and predominance of one hypothesis that can be called the “Migration Theory.”


The Migration Theory


According to the migration hypothesis, the Finns migrated from a homeland in northwestern Siberia close to the Ural Mountains. They spoke a Uralic tongue (Finno-Ugrian is related to Uralian and possibly Altaic languages), and they had a Mongoloid element because the ancestral Uralic people were Mongoloids. The migration, which left Finno-Ugrian linguistic footprints all the way from the Urals to the shores of the Baltic, entered its semifinal stages in Estonia and southern Finland around 1000 B.C., about when the Finns separated from the Estonians.


This highly romanticist hypothesis, heroic in terms of territory traversed and its chainlike family of Finno-Ugrian-speaking relatives, held sway in academia for the best part of a century. Its origin was the discovery, by Friedrich Blumenbach, a prominent eighteenth-century scientist and anthropologist, of one Finnish and two Lappish skulls that bore marked resemblances to one Mongol skull in Blumenbach’s possession. This Mongoloid affinity of the Finno-Ugrians was accepted as scientific truth, largely because it received considerable support from linguists.


[image: image]


FIGURE 2.1 The Migration Theory


The Migration Theory (see Figure 2.1), linguist-friendly and neat in many of its assumptions, has come under heavy attack since the 1980s from a number of science-based sources. Enter the geneticists, archeologists, and craniologists.


The Settlement Continuity Theory


Although there is adequate evidence to confirm the arrival of the Baltic Finns (including the Estonians) in the Baltic area about three thousand years ago, scientific advances in research suggest that this was by no means the beginning of settlement in Finland. Not only were these groups latecomers to Finland’s shores but also they may not have been the first Finno-Ugrians to arrive, either.
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FIGURE 2.2 The Settlement Continuity Theory


To set the scene for the Settlement Continuity Theory, we have to roll back not only centuries, but millennia. We are aware of three great ice ages in Europe, but we need focus only on the last Glacial Maximum, when all of northern Eurasia was covered by a mighty ice sheet from 23,000 to 19,500 B.C. Northern Europe in its entirety, certainly including Finland, was uninhabited at this time. When the Nordic ice finally retreated after 19,500 B.C., the mammals and birds followed it northward, as conditions permitted. The humans advanced north again, slowly and unevenly. Who were these humans of twenty thousand years ago? What was their culture and language(s)? Were they Proto-Uralians, Proto-Indo-Europeans, or other ancient groups?


Our answers to most of these questions are inevitably incomplete, although we learn more as time goes by. We know, however, that the ice, retreating at a speed of about twenty-five kilometers a generation, started to render southern Finland ice-free around 9000 B.C. The southern half of Finland was populated by 8000 B.C. and northernmost Finland by 7500 B.C. Again, the question is posed: Who were they? What was their language/culture?



An Interesting Rendezvous



When the improving climatic conditions enabled our hardy vanguard of north-pushing Finns to begin to colonize the northern extremity of Finland around 7500–8000 B.C., they may have been surprised to meet another group who had arrived in northern Fennoscandia as early as 9000 B.C. from what was then an ice-free region between the British Isles, Denmark, and southern Norway. Although inland Scandinavia was still under an ice sheet, the Norwegian coast was ice-free, enabling the coastal groups to reach the Arctic. The coastal groups formed a mingling community of Saami (Lapps) and northern-bound settlers who between them established a Proto-Uralic tongue as the language of the area. Recent biological evidence shows the Lapps to be genetically very distinct from Scandinavians and Baltic Finns, but such a mingling around 7500 B.C. would explain how Lapps and Finns, though genetically distant, speak closely related languages. One of the groups most likely assimilated the other (although we cannot rule out the possibility that all the relevant linguistic elements were Proto-Uralian).


At all events, Proto-Uralian or Finno-Ugrian ancestral tongues led to Finnish being established, along with its dialects, in the expanse of land between the Gulf of Bothnia and Lake Ladoga. Why, then, should we quarrel with the basic logic of the Migration Theory, which linguists were satisfied with for over a hundred years? If Finns speak a language that is unquestionably Asian, why should we doubt their Asian provenance? Because genetic markers tell us otherwise.



The Genetic Evidence



Modern research of human biological variation examines how natural selection, climatic selection, and migrations affect the genetic structures of populations over generations. Genetic structures can be used to reconstruct a people’s history and genetic relationships. In line with the Migration Theory, it was assumed that the Finns would have close genetic affinities with the eastern Finno-Ugrian-speaking populations. However, Professor Markku Niskanen of Oulu University demonstrated conclusively in papers presented in the period 1994–1998 that studies of genetic relationships among Northern and Central Europeans indicated that Baltic Finns had much closer genetic affinities with their Scandinavian neighbors than with the eastern Finno-Ugrians. The closeness to Scandinavians suggests that the ancestors of the Baltic Finns have more likely lived in the Baltic region for 10,000 years, rather than 3,000, and probably arrived from the south rather than from the east. Moreover, similar studies carried out on the Lapps showed that they too are genetically typical Europeans. The genetic distances between the Finns and the Lapps are smaller than those between the Lapps and other Europeans, though still quite large. Findings demonstrate clearly European gene pools for Finns, Estonians, and even the easternmost Finno-Ugrians.


In short, the genetic closeness of the Finns to the Swedes and Danes (and even to the British) lends strong anthropological support to the Settlement Continuity Theory, according to which the Finno-Ugrians were very likely the hunter/gatherers who inhabited the periglacial zone during the last Glacial Maximum. Their movement north following the retreating ice would be from the south and much more from the west than the Migration Theory had indicated.



The Indo-Europeans



One thing we know for certain about the Finns and other Finno-Ugrians is that they are not Indo-European in origin. The sweep of Indo-European languages is very great; not only are these tongues spoken in forty countries in Europe, but they are very much alive in Iran, Tajikistan, and large parts of northern India. Hindi, Urdu, Bengali, Punjabi, and Persian are closely related Indo-European tongues.


The invention of farming between the Tigris and Euphrates Rivers in present-day Iraq, its spread westward, and the associated domestication and breeding of animals (particularly the horse) gave a tremendous boost to the Indo-Europeans, whose homeland we cannot definitely pinpoint. The spread of the Indo-European peoples and languages to the west was in all probability along latitudes south of the Finno-Ugrians. Their march was unstoppable to the extent that all other groups in Central and Southern Europe were pushed aside or assimilated. Linguistically, they took everything before them. In the end the only two non-Indo-European languages to survive were Basque and the Caucasian language(s) spoken in the mountain strongholds of the Pyrenees and the Caucasians. Apart from Finno-Ugrian, of course.


Over the last thirty years, scientific research in various disciplines, such as physical anthropology, craniometric analyses, nuclear genetic markers, mitochondrial DNA, Y-chromosomal DNA, and allele frequencies, has thrown its weight behind the Finno-Ugrian Settlement Continuity Theory and consequently reduced the likelihood of a major westward migration as recent as 3,000 years ago. The Finns and Finno-Ugrians in general have lighter coloring (skin, eyes, hair) than any other human beings, which shows they have lived in Northern Europe the longest. The hypothesis arises that the Finno-Ugrians can stake a valid claim to be among the early indigenous inhabitants of Europe.


This hypothesis carries with it considerable importance in our evaluation of the Finns’ position in the modern European setting. The Migration Theory in a sense relegated the Finns to the minor role of Asian immigrants clinging tenaciously to a little-desired corner of a continent occupied by dynamic Indo-European settlers. The Settlement Continuity Theory turns this notion on its head. What we have instead is a scenario of Proto-Uralian or Finno-Ugrian precedence in a wide-ranging European cultural mainstream, entered into at a later date by Indo-Europeans emanating from the east. Of course, things are infinitesimally more complex than that, and much of the above debate, including some of the deductions derived from scientific research, are largely speculative. This is always the case when we weigh the events of prehistory.*


However, it is tempting to link the spectacular progress and success of the Finnish people in the short time since their independence, and particularly at cross-century, with the fine European pedigree that the above considerations hint at.


Do they deserve anything less?





CHAPTER THREE
GEOGRAPHICAL OVERVIEW


Among the factors contributing to the creation and directionality of a culture, history and geography are high on the list. Of the two, geography—more implacable and primary—often dominates. Finnish history, like that of other nations, has unrolled and evolved within a geographical framework and context (in this case an austere one). In a sense, geography was first; in that severe environment the Finns carved out their history.


One cannot overestimate the importance of geographic conditions, including climate, and their influence on the development of the Finnish mindset. A question often asked is why the Finnish people chose this broad expanse of land lying between the Gulf of Bothnia, the Gulf of Finland, and Lake Ladoga to eke out their precarious existence. What tempted them to claim their country on land lying in its entirety about 60°N? Nobody else did, except for the Icelanders, who were originally outlaws. When one experiences the ample chunk of northern Finland where winter darkness (kaamos) reigns for fifty-two consecutive days and where temperatures plummet to –40°C, one also asks why they stayed.


There are other inhospitable parts of the earth, in the Arctic or in desert environments, where inhabitants have demonstrated tenacity in clinging to land that could barely support survival; fixedness and a sedentary nature are stubborn traits found among some peoples. Where the Finns differ in such comparisons is in their indisputable success in creating a modern state, sophisticated in all aspects—social and artistic, economic, industrial, administrative, political, and technological. We cannot know for sure why the Finns chose to settle this territory. One reason may be simply because it was empty. Also they already had a northern provenance. They may have persisted in such austere conditions on the principle of “What we have we hold.”


To what extent did the geographical environment mold the Finnish character and contribute, in a positive or negative manner, to the people’s development and growth? To gain the full perspective, one has to step back in time—about 10,000 years. We have seen in the previous chapter how the Finnish ancestral hunter-gatherers followed the receding ice from 8000 B.C. onward into what is now Finnish territory. What did it look like? What encouraged them to pursue a northern route? Probably it was lack of resistance.


Even today, for many months of the year, large parts of Finland have a forbidding aspect to some. If one were to choose a few adjectives to describe the topography, words such as bleak, cold, barren, gray, dark, and waterlogged might come to mind. The ice ages were not kind to Finland. The granite bedrock so visible in the forests had once been the base of a range of sizeable mountains in the Precambrian period. The very antiquity of the rock and its subsequent erosion over eons of time produced the flat topography characterizing Finland today. In the most recent periods of glaciation, the top-soil was scraped off by the huge glaciers and pushed southward to Central and South Europe. Finnish territory was left with an abundance of surface bedrock, with a thin covering of soil providing meager possibilities for cultivation. Water filled the millions of crevasses carved out by the glaciers—hence the waterlogged aspect of the topography. More than 10 percent of Finland is permanently under water. Mires and quagmires are proportionately higher than anywhere else in the world.


Finland has 188,000 lakes, the Saimaa Lake area being Europe’s biggest inland water system. The drenched landscape produced a total of 179,584 Finnish islands, about 100,000 of which protrude from the lakes. Another 80,000 dot Finnish coasts, forming the largest archipelago in the Northern Hemisphere, between Sweden and Finland. Åland is bigger than thirteen independent states. If one takes into consideration poor-growth forest adjacent to swamps, wetlands constitute almost one-third of Finnish territory. These freeze in winter, as does the sea several miles out from the coast. All in all, a bleak outlook for our newly arrived hunter-gatherer in 8000 B.C
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