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The Third International Summer School in Karelia (ISSK'06) was organized at Petrozavodsk State University in Petrozavodsk, the Republic of Karelia, Russia in May 25-31, 2006. 
Main theme and sub-themes
The main theme of the 3rd International Summer School in Karelia (ISSK'06) was “The Nordic Region and Cooperation” and included the so-called Nordic model, i.e. the Nordic democracy, citizenship and welfare state, and the Nordic cooperation per se. The main theme was divided into several sub-themes (see above), which were presented from the viewpoint of the disciplines of History, Cultural studies, Social sciences, Political sciences, Economics, Environmental studies and International Relations. 

On one hand, the idea was that the main theme deals with the Nordic counties and their social, economic and political systems and environmental policies, and Nordic cooperation. On the other hand, that it also deals with the relations between the Nordic counties and Russia both in the past and mainly the present including a Russian point of view to these Nordic issues. Further, a part of the main aim of the ISSK'06 is to find out what kinds of reflections, feedback and possible expectations the Nordic Model has created and raised up in Russia and in Russian discourses, especially in North-West Russia. 
Although an emphasis was in Nordic studies, there was also a comparative study between the Nordic countries and Russia, and thus, the ISSK'06 included Russian studies, too. Followed from this, at the ISSK'06 there were both Nordic and Russian researchers and experts as lecturers so that the both points of view were present in discourses and theme workshops on each sub-theme.
The program of the ISSK'06 included the following academic fields and sub-themes: 

- History: history of the Nordic countries, and relations between Nordic countries and Russia; 

- Social Sciences and Cultural Studies, and Studies on identities: Nordic welfare-state, Nordic values and multiculturalism; 

- Political Sciences: Nordic democracy and citizenship and Nordic civil societies; 

- Economics: Energy cooperation in North Europe, and economic integration in Karelia; 

- Environmental Studies: Environmental policies of the Nordic countries, and environmental cooperation in North Europe; and 

- International Relations: Nordic cooperation, the Nordic Region in Europe and world politics, and the Nordic peace.
Daily study programme
The study program of the ISSK’06 daily consisted on one hand, substantial lectures covering one or two of the sub- themes, which was followed by questions and comments by the students and the lecturers, in mornings. On the other hand, there were three parallel interactive theme workshops lead by the tutors discussing on the day’s sub-theme(s) in general and especially the special tasks by the daily lecturers lead by the tutors. 
On Friday there was a visit at the Local Historical Museum of Petrozavodsk and walk-tour in the downtown. There was also an excursion to the waterfall of Kiwatz, or to Kizi, on Sunday and to Valaam on the Lake of Ladoga on Wednesday, the last day of the ISSK’06. 
1st Day, Thursday, May 25th 
Vice-Dean Gleb Yarovoy from the Faculty of Political and Social Sciences of the Petrozavodsk State University opened the ISSK’06 and welcomed all the students and lecturers to Petrozavodsk and the Petrozavodsk State University (PetrSU). 
Dr. Lassi Heininen, NorFA Visiting Professor at PertSU and the Director of ISSK briefly introduced the main theme of the ISSK’06 “The Nordic Region and its cooperation”, and relations between the Nordic Region and Russia, and described the working methods of the ISSK’06. He also introduced the tutors of the ISSK’06, Andrey Demidov, Anton Lapshin and Gleb Yarovoy.    

1st Theme Session: “History of North Europe, and common history between the Nordic countries and Russia”
Russia and the Nordic world: long lines in their common history
by Ilya Solomeshch, PetrSU, Faculty of History, Department of the history of Northern Europe 
isol@sampo.ru
During the last decades the role of History as a discipline has been revalued in very many respects. Also some basic notions of history, such as “the historic process” and “objective development” are even questioned in somewhat post-modernist way. New methodological approaches are argued to emancipate history from national narratives. 

The history of the macro-region, which includes the Nordic World and Russia, could be very primitively divided in two basic periods:

a. the earlier, up to the first decades of the 18th century (marked by clear domination of major salient super-actors – the Vikings, the Hansa, and the Swedish Empire)

b. the modern period, starting from the beginning of the 18th century, with the Russian Empire as a new dominant, and with an extended influence of continental Europe.

Is any collective history possible? No clear answer. It cannot be simply constructed in the same way national historical narratives were created. On the other hand, the collective history could be based on the stratum somewhere beyond national narratives, with such basic markers as competition, antagonisms and rivalries, but also extensive trade, periods of relatively sustainable peace and co-operation, flows of people and ideas.

A glimpse at the history of the region in terms of traditional state- power-oriented oriented paradigm gives quite a transparent picture of dominating powers throughout the entire period. Thus, this power-oriented constellation could be described as one of the most remarkable long lines in regional history. 

Border rivalries, attempts to push the border eastward, or, respectively, westward were one of the main results of this competition, and these developments are fairly thoroughly described in scholarly literature.

Another long line, also resulting from the above mentioned processes, is constituted by centuries old tremendous migration waves, usually coinciding with the wars or their aftermath. Here we are often dealing with a domino effect, and fates of Karelians, Finns, Poles, Jews etc., who have been forced to leave their homes in search of security or simply in order to survive – all these stories are part and parcel of the history of the region. This kind of historical memory has an extremely extended record of manifestations, such as Karelians in Twer’ oblast’ and Karelians from Ceded Karelia (and the very notion of Ceded Karelia!).

Actually, the North-Western frontier zone of Russia, has, among all rather extended representation in Russian history writing, and I would like to make some observations on these issues. Let’s look at some major approaches in Russian/Soviet and Finnish historiography towards the history of Karelia, also with regard to related political discourse. 

When talking about Karelia in terms of its history, we should firstly accept the fact that traditionally the very notion of Karelia is placed within emotional, if not pathetic framework. This is undoubtedly right from the standpoint of the role of Karelia in the process of moulding of Finnishness, the Finnish national identity. In Finland, the symbolic role of Karelia has got its multiple manifestations in the ideological and cultural phenomenon known as Karelianism. 

In Russia, the territory of Karelia has been examined mostly within a traditional paradigm of centre-oriented (or state-oriented) perception, both in history writing and in political discourse. Actually, one can find only rare publications of Russian scholars, where Karelia is dealt with as a considerably larger ethnical, geographical and historical landscape than the nowadays Karelian Republic and its administrative predecessors, contrary with the case of the Finnish historiographical tradition. 

In Russian historiographical tradition, in case of the early history of Karelians, the area is usually limited to Karelian Isthmus and territories on the Northern shores of Ladoga Lake. It is also mentioned that in the beginning of the second millennium AD, on the territories between Ladoga and Onega Lakes, Karelians came into contact with the Vepsians, and that Karelian colonisation of the territories of nowadays Russian Karelia coincided with the Russian one. Therefore, Karelians and Vepsians belonged to the ancient Russian state from its very beginning. This statement should be considered as one of the most stressed in Russian/Soviet historiography. The second most evident ‘long line’ in history writing refers to the factor of external invasion. Starting from the mid 12th century, territories populated by Karelians faced “devastating invasions of the Swedish feudals”. Therefore, regional history creates a picture of centuries-old joint struggle of Karelian and Russian people against Swedish, and later Finnish invaders. This line in interpreting the history of the region has culminated in the Soviet historiography in a series of writings by Igor Shaskolsky, one of the leading specialist in the field.

For Vasili Tatishchev, Mikhail Lomonosov and Nikolai Karamzin, in a way “founding fathers” of Russian historiography, Karelia meant peripheral territory, which importance in construction of the Russian state was limited to its role in the history of resistance against Swedish expansion. ‘East-West’ constellation developed into its more articulated shape in the 19th century historiography. Karelian relationship with Novgorodians gained confessional, and, through this, civilisational features (the Orthodox world as an object of Catholic (later Lutheranian) strive for expansion). Vladimir Klyuchevski, a historian of Sergey Solovyev’s school, followed the line of his predecessors, though differing from them in relatively more extensive coverage of social and economical history.

In this cursory survey, a remark made by Nikolay Kostomarov should be noted: the Karelians had joined the Novgorodians [mostly] because of common enemies, i.e. the Swedes. Later in Soviet historiography, it was traditionally stressed that military co-operation between Karelians an Novgorod had much more deep roots, resting upon solid economic and cultural links. In accordance with the Soviet interpretation of the historiographical situation, a conclusion was made that both Russian and Finnish reactionary historians strove to rouse hatred between Russian, Finnish and Karelian people.

Ways of interpretation and representation of Karelian past and present by the Finnish authors reveal that during certain periods some authors have strongly emphasised the integration of Karelian region on the basis of physical geography. At other times, primarily the differences in cultural orientation of Russian and Finnish Karelia have been evaluated. In any case, the meanings of definitions have always depended crucially on the factor of historical as well as political time. The border between the two neighbouring states has therefore always been a key element in most of definitions (Anssi Paasi). 

In the Finnish tradition, Karelia has acquired an integrating role for nation building as early as in the first half of the 19th century, matured with the foundation of national Finnish historiography as such, and this trend gained further strength in the 20th century, in line with sharpening of Finnish-Russian relations and culminating during the period between two world wars.

However, obvious discrepancy in interpretations accepted by Russian and western scholars should not be boiled down to mere legacy of the Russian-Finnish conflict of the late 19th – early 20th centuries, or of the times of the “iron curtain”. The latter has rather carried it sometimes to the ultimate point of ineptitude.

Two major groups of reasons for the situation could be mentioned. Firstly, the problem involves issues related to specific ideological, social and psychological developments in this geographically and historically peripheral area, starting with the connotative role of symbols and myths. Secondly, here we are dealing with certain so to say ‘applied’ matters relating to political developments in and around the region. 

For centuries, Karelia was doomed to play merely a role of an object of external influence, being a border territory. In this sense, Karelia, as an ancient historical province, could be described as a victim of traditional geopolitics, where geography and power politics come together. It is not too comfortable to be located always somewhere in between: in Karelian case, between Sweden or Finland, and Novgorod, and to be divided into two or more parts between Sweden / Finland and Novgorod / Russia / the Soviet Union. The history of Karelia is full of wars and conflicts aimed at occupying and establishing one’s control over the territory. But it is also rich in trade, cultural and other inter- and intraregional connections within Karelia and between Finland and Russia, and, in a more general sense, between East and West, starting from the unique tradition of peddler trade and finishing with the post-modernist visions of cross-border co-operation on the external edges of the European Union.
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Task for the theme-workshops: What are the main patterns and periods of interaction between the East and the West in the Baltic region?
++++

Some remarks from the history of North Europe including the Nordic countries
by Lassi Heininen, University of Lapland, Faculty of Social Sciences
lassi.heininen@ulapland.fi
The northernmost regions of Europe, or actually West Eurasia, and the northernmost waters of North Atlantic have generally been interpreted as peripheries and margins in the world map. They have had an interesting role in some historical periods due to rich East-West relations and inter-regional and cultural connections. This historical tradition of connections and regional cooperation is, however, rather little known, especially outside the region.

Briefly saying the history of the European North, or the Eurasian North, includes on one hand, the pan-circumpolar relations which were mostly East-West relations, and on the other hand, colonialism in the North which mostly meant North-South relations. The starting point is that in North Europe, even the western part of the Eurasian North there have been many East-West relations and common activities between peoples and communities of North Atlantic, Northern Fennoscandia, the White Sea area and the northern Urals. 

At least the following ones have been found: First, relations between indigenous peoples to trade and exchange experiences and skills and for cultural and social reasons; Second, the Vikings in the East-West axial for exploring, trading and establishing settlements for example, in North Atlantic and Russia instead of robbing and fighting; Third, the Hansa League as a well-known economic network in the Baltic Sea dominated by German towns since the 12th century until the 17th centuty; Fourth, the so-called local border (peace) treaties (from the mid-1600s until the mid-1700s even during the Great Northern War in 1700-1721) across the Swedish-Russian border in Kuusamo and Viena(s Karelia for people and based on local economic interests; Fifth, the Pomor trade as a regional trade, even economic integration, by the Saami and the Norwegians in Finnmark, North Norway and the Russian and the Karelians, i.e. the Pomorians in the White Sea area.

In the second half of the 20th century this tradition of cooperation continued even across the Iron Curtain for example, on one hand in the Nordic context as the inter-regional North Calotte cooperation within the northern-most counties of Norway, Sweden and Finland. On the other hand, there was also institutional cooperation between a NATO country and the Soviet Union in the context of the North Calotte(s Peace Days a triennial, rotated festival in Norway, Sweden, Finland and the Soviet Union with the main aim to promote peace and disarmament among citizens between the northern counties. Finally, there has been inter-municipal cooperation between Kuhmo and Kostamus and the twin town and Euro-City of (Hapatornio( for mutual local and regional interests in the context of integration and globalization.

Correspondingly, examples of the history of colonialism in the European North mostly deal with North-South relations which have been relevant, even critical, to European major powers. For example, England and Holland went into the North in the 16th century through the Barents Sea, when they try to search of a sea route to China and India. Although it was a completed failure and they did not find an access, they started to trade with the local people and to fish and catch whales and seals in northern waters. In general, states in North Europe including the Nordic countries went into the real North, i.e. the North Calotte a step by step gaining more control and hegemony on natural resources and peoples living in the North, and finally managed to get legitimacy on power. This was followed by trade companies of the South supported by states, which also went to the North to control the increased trade and the utilization of natural resources such as fish, marine mammals and minerals. Finally, the 2nd World War and the Cold War period divided the circumpolar North politically which meant the militarization of the circumpolar North including the European North. One result of this was more intensive utilization of natural resources and the division of the northern seas between states based on the new international law of seas.
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Task for theme-workshops: If there is a lesson to learn from the history of the Nordic region, what would that be?

++++
Reports from the 1st Theme Workshops

Group 2: “If there is a lesson to learn from the history of the Nordic region, what would that be?”
Our work group focused on cooperation between Russia and Nordic countries in the context of history. And we decided to begin our brainstorming from the time of Vikings. We tried to separate lessons into two groups, – positive”+” and negative “-” lessons, but most of the issues were positive so we refused that idea.

1. The trade connections start their history and trading rout between the North and Greece. – increased cooperation between Russia and the north, it might be a primitive form of integration and cooperation.

2. The administration issues in Russia were borrowed from Sweden and the negative result was lack of adequate adjusting to Russian system.

3. The cultural cooperation is also rich. The common epos “Kallevala” is important for cultural connections between Karelia and Finland.

4. We found the common traits in architecture in XIX century and even in 60-ies of XX century.

5. The division of Nordic region for 5 states is pretty important for understanding possible way to peace and independence.

6. It is also obvious that we have some linguistic similarities.

7. The system of education is also important for students. It allows them to ignore state border in order to study in different countries.

Group 3: 
Task: What are the main patterns and periods of interaction between the East and the West in the Baltic region?
1. “Viking Period” (8-9 – 12-13 centuries)

a. trade (famous route “From Varangians to Greeks”)

b. random conflicts

c. random cooperation (Norman theory of Russian Nationhood – Russian tribes invited 3 Norman chieftains to rule)

d. West more oriented on West -  less interested in East

e. Pattern of relations: subject – subject (both sides equally influence each other)

f. Co-existence – not enemies

2. “Domination of West” (Appearance of nationhood in Nordic Region – Rule of Peter the Great)

a. Western Expansion

b. Religious conflicts

c. Nordic Great Powers – Denamrk, Sweden.

d. Russia excluded from European politics

e. Pattern of relations: Subject (West) –Object (East)

f. Enemies

3. “Russia as a Great Power” (1721 Victory in the Northern War – End of the Cold War)

a. Pattern of relations: Subject (East - Russia) –Object (Nordic countries)

b. Russian expansion (economic, political, but not cultural)

c. Russia becomes an Empire

d. Emergence of national states in Nordic countries

e. Relations: Empire – National states

f. Nordic countries – field of interests of Great European countries

g. Self-exclusion of Nordic countries through neutrality and common identity

h. Cultural Europeanization of Russia

4. End of Cold War – Up to day

a. Cultural, ideological westernization of Russia

b. Russia has to adopt European economic and political standards

c. Russia – part of Europe – open question…

d. Multilevel cooperation

e. Pattern of relations: Subject (West) –Object (East)

Task: If there is a lesson to learn from the history of the Nordic region, what would that be?

1.  ‘Trade never stops’ – Even during periods of wars countries continue to trade

2. Neutrality is a temporary tool to defend the country, but in the end countries tend to lose their neutrality status (examples of Sweden and Finland) and take active part in international politics.

3. Long cooperation periods lead to common values which serve as a perfect ground for intensive cooperation

+++++

2nd Day, Friday, May 26th
2nd Theme session: Environmental issues and Nordic-Russian cooperation on environmental protection, and Cultural studies 
Arctic Climate Change - natural resource exploitation, environmental issues, and Nordic-Russian cooperation
by Björn Gunnarsson, University of Akureyri, Faculty of Natural Sciences
bjorng@unak.is
Task for the theme-workshops: To organize a meeting on environmental issues in the Artic Ocean with participation of the ministers from the Nordic Countries and Russia, and a representative from EU (advisor) and a representative from Nordic Council of Ministers (chair of the meeting).

Image of Finland and Finnish culture in the Russian artistic consciousness
by Elena Soini, Karelian Research Centre, Petrozavodsk
Reports from the 2nd Theme Workshops

Group 2: 

Meeting: Environmental issues in the Artic Ocean

Participants: Ministers from Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway, Russia, Sweden and a representative from EU (advisor) and a representative from Nordic Council of Ministers (chair of the meeting)

Agenda:  
1. Character of the cooperation


2. Environmental issues


3. Water agreement


4. Security of the region


5. Central transhipment ports


6. Ports in general


7. Access to the sea


8. Russian/ Norway dispute

Minute:
1. Countries (Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway, Russia, Sweden) decided unanimously that they will establish a Council of Environmental Issues in the Artic Ocean. Every country will give 0,5 % of its GDB to the Council.

2. Environmental issues are more than important in the Artic Ocean. Now when the Artic Ocean is open for sailing and the transportation through the sea is increasing, the Council should cherish environmental issues. That’s why, the Council decided on several points connected to the environmental issues.


2.1 The Council will establish the Artic Climate Monitoring System ACMS, which is going to research the climate and environment changes in the area of Artic Ocean. Since Russia has already plenty of research centres in the Artic Ocean, it promised to cooperate and let foreign researchers to use its centres.


2.2 There should be technical regulations for the shipping. The Council decided on certain standards for ships sailing in the Artic Ocean.


2.3 There will be regulations and rules for the oil and gas fields in the Artic Ocean.


2.4 The Council decided to establish a special office called Artic Emergency Forces for Fighting Oil Catastrophes. The Council understands that the main thing is to prevent all the catastrophes in the Artic Ocean.


2.5 The Council supports biodiversity in the Artic Ocean.


2.6 The Council supports Kioto protocol.

3. The Council decided that all the water agreements will follow the international sea laws.

4. About the security of the region, the Council decided that there won’t be any violations of sovereignty. Countries’ rights will be protected by the international regulations.

5. Postponed to the next meeting.

6. Postponed to the next meeting.

7. Sweden and Finland will have in the future negotiations with Norway about access to the sea. The Council supports that there will be bilateral agreements within these countries.

8. Russia and Norway will work together for common decision in countries’ dispute. The council supports for the common decision between these countries in this issue.

The council is very optimistic for the future’s cooperation. The time will show how close cooperation the Council has and what results it may achieve.
+++++
3rd Day, Saturday, May 27th
3rd Theme session: Nordic-Russian energy cooperation, and economic integration in Karelia 

Russian-Nordic Cooperation in Energy sphere
by Philip Kazin, Baltic Research Center, Saint-Petersburg. 

Main goal of the presentation is to compare the role of energy sector in Russian-Nordic cooperation with the role of this sector in Russian global positioning. In the end of the lecture we will figure out if the Russian-Nordic Energy cooperation is a special or typical case. 

The trends in Russian energy policy: 
· Major goals of Russian energy policy 

· Providing of energy security of RF 

· Raise of energy efficiency of Russian economy 

· Promotion of budgetary efficiency of energy industry 

· Guaranteeing of environmental security of energy industry 

· Effective management of state entrails 

· Development of internal energy market 

· Forming of rational energy balance in Russia 

· Improvement of regional energy policy in Russia 

· Realization of social dimension in energy sphere 

· Realization of external energy policy of RF 

The objectives of Russian external energy policy: 
· Strengthening of Russian position on the world energy market 

· Effective realization of export potential of Russian energy complex 

· Raise of competitiveness of its products and services on the world energy market 

· Establishment of non-discriminative regime of international business in energy sector, accessibility for Russian energy companies to foreign markets (energy and financial) and innovative energy technologies 

· Attraction of mutually beneficial foreign investments 

Therefore the major goals of Russian state external energy policy are: 
· Maximization of state profits from foreign economic activity in the sphere of export, import and transit of energy resources. 

· Diversification of structure of energy export, raise of volume of export of products with higher added value. 

· Diversification of export markets 

· Stimulation of foreign investments into the Russian energy industry 

· Development of new forms of cooperation in energy sphere (asset exchange) 

Major trends in Energy policy of the Nordic countries (profile of Baltic Energy) 
Brief Energy profiles of the Nordic countries: Finland, Sweden, Norway and Denmark 

Action Plan for Nordic energy cooperation 2006-2009 (NCM) 
Challenges in Energy sphere 
· World primary energy demand will expand by 60% in 2030 

· Global CO2 emissions will increase by more than 60% 

· Fossil fuels will make up 85% of the increase 

· Billions of US dollars will be required for infrastructure investments 
Three main goals of the energy policy: 

1) Security of supply, economic growth, and environmental sustainability 

Three prioritized policy areas for Nordic Energy cooperation 
A. Energy markets 

B. Sustainable energy system 

C. Nordic impact on the international agenda 

2) The objectives of cooperation between the Nordic Energy 
ooperation and Russia 
· to contribute to continuing development of a secure and sustainable energy system in North-West Russia, focusing on technological development of preconditions for trade in energy in the region. 

· to promote the development of an effective and environmentally sustainable energy sector in North-West Russia. 

The Nordic joint interest as for Russia in energy sphere is present and corresponds not only with the Nordic general guidelines of cooperation with Russia (2006-2008) but also with the EU strategic documents. 

3) What are the joint interests of Russia and Nordic countries in energy sphere? 

· Security and stability of energy consumption (for Russia – security of delivery, for the North – security of supply) 

· Integration of Russian and Nordic electricity and gas markets 

· Stimulation of technological development aiming at energy friendliness of energy industry 

· Development of joint research projects and know-how introduction 

· Transfer of Nordic experience and technologies in the sphere of renewable energy and energy efficiency 

· Stimulation of sustainable energy in sparsely populated areas 

Contradicting interests of Russia and Nordic countries in energy sphere: 

· Competition for resources. (Russia is able and willing to export much fossil fuels only until the economic crisis is not overcome and the economic growth does not demand the lions share of energy). 

· Price issue (simple and obvious contradiction over the price for energy) Russian companies are interested in maximizing of revenues and western ones in minimizing their expenses 

· The issue of liberalization of gas market. Gazprom is a monopoly and it subsidizes the Russian economy. The company itself, the state and the society in Russia are interested in preserving this state of affairs. The western (Nordic) competitors are against this (excluding those who are shareholders in Gazprom) 

· Energy-political contradiction. Energy is an economic wing of Russian political revival. In current political circumstances this is a clear pro-European revival because Russian leadership is ready to make itself very much dependent on western markets and big transnational companies. However the west views it differently – as an expansion of empire. 

To summarize: both Russian-Nordic joint interests and Russian-Nordic contradictions are elements of more general trends in Russian-Western relations in the sphere of energy policy. 

Specific (Nordic) elements are present but not in the energy sphere (rather in the political context of relations between Russia and Nordic countries – especially Finland). Very positive atmosphere of cooperation is a good basis for regional cooperation to serve as a testing ground for wider Russia-EU relations. 
Task for the theme-workshops: You are an advisor to the Russian President. You want to diversify the energy exports of Russia. What external obstacles do you face? What measures do you undertake to overcome them? Russia is often called “an energy empire”. Do you think it is true and what are exact features of “an energy empire” as opposing to energy exporter? 
++++
Russia and international mobility of capital, the Karelian case
by Olga Trofimenko, 
St. Petersburg State University, Faculty of Global Economics
Task for the theme-workshops: 1) What Kind of Problems AssiDomain could face (in addition to the problems mentioned in the case)? 2) Could you come up with the recovery programme for the company?  3) What would you recommend to do / not to do for foreign investors in Russia?

++++
Reports from the 3rd Theme Workshops

Group 1: 
Task: Is Russia an “Energy empire”? Why or why not?


While working on this question, at first our group tried to figure out the main traits of an empire in general and only then try to give an answer to the question above.  


After a lively discussion, we came to the conclusion that an empire has the following traits: 

a) an empire has one decision-making center, as it was for example in the Roman empire (Rome) or the British empire (London);

b) an empire has the tendency to expand its spheres of influence;

c) an empire is a if not the strongest actor in international relations during the time of its existence;

d) an empire has imperial ambitions and ideas, for example in Rome the idea sounded like: Civilized world should beat the barbarians, order should replace chaos.  Another example: The Russian empire’s ideology (XIX century) was based on 3 principles: autocracy, Orthodoxy, “narodnost’” (the Russian peasants’ life style, beliefs).

Now returning to the given question, we thought about what might be the traits of an “energy empire”.  The traits we thought of were as follows:

1) an “energy empire” is one of the richest countries in terms of reserves of natural resources e.g.: oil, coal and gas;

2) an “energy empire” is one of the leading actors in exporting these energy resources;

3) an “energy empire” isn’t only a leader in the non-renewable resource sector, but also has leading positions in the sphere of nuclear energy and/or renewable energy technologies (water/sun/tide/wind energy);

4) an “energy empire” has a complex and universal pipeline system and a developed infrastructure which contribute to further market capturing;

So, finally, if we turn to the Russian case, we can say that Russia does have some of the traits mentioned above.  Firstly, Russia is one of the leaders in the export of non-renewable energy resources.  Secondly, Russia has very big reserves of these resources.  Thirdly, Russia’s export is going to new markets and a series of new pipelines is being built (to China/Japan, there are also plans of exporting oil from Murmansk to the USA).  Finally, Russia has an abundant experience in the sphere of nuclear energy whereas its positions on the non-renewable energy sector are relatively weak.  

However, the fact that some of the traits we worked out can be applied to Russia, doesn’t mean that Russia is an “energy empire” in the ordinary sense.  The term “energy empire” is politicized and it’s not the word “energy” that the authors of this term wanted to underline, but the word “empire” which associates with something negative i.e. urge for expansion, ideology, autocracy.   In the Russian case it would be more correct to call the country a leader in the energy sector rather than an empire.   

Group 1: 
Task: 1) What Kind of Problems AssiDomain could face? 2) Could you come up with the recovery programme for the company?  3) What would you recommend to do / not to do for foreign investors in Russia?

Recommendations:

· preliminary research on business conditions in Russia (state of transparency, political leadership, economic development, the whole range of issues and processes that can affect business)

· network-building as preparation of the ground for business (acquaintances with people aware of how business is going on in Russia, lawyers, people to rely on)

· to avoid existence of lack of information

· to asses if foreign direct investments are the best option to start with?

· Inclusion of a reliable Russian partner could serve as a way of reducing potential costs (share- joint business with leading role of foreign investors)

· Creation of reliable legal basis (contracts, agreements) which does not contradict with the legislation of Russia)

·  Research on cultural peculiarities (“Business in Russia)

What have he could met:

· bureaucracy (barriers to bring the final product to the market, customs problems when entering external markets)

· resistance of workers he was going to give sack in the form of meetings, demonstrations, strikes)

· he could have been sent to court by those who wanted to have hand in his business

· visa problems, etc.

Group 3:
Task: 1) What Kind of Problems AssiDomain could face? 

For both of the companies involved the impacts of the situation are very negative. Our group came to the decision that both companies most likely suffer a lost of reputation as a respectable business partner and that the image of the companies most likely were destroyed. 

Conducting business in the way that was described in the case sends a very negative message to any foreign investors that might have been interested on expanding to Russia. One can understand the frustration of AssiDoman in this case but by no means the company cannot be seen as an innocent victim in this case. 

Defaming Segezha Pulp and Paper Mill by the AnniDomain is pathetic attempt aiming to clear AnniDomains business reputation, which in our opinion was lost. The company cannot be seen as a trustfully business partner in the future since it handled the situation very poorly, from the beginning to the end. 

Other problems that AnniDomain might face are legal problems. Our group speculated if the contact was broken and if there would be issues concerning taxation that AnniDomain should worry about. 
2) Could you come up with the recovery programme for the company?  

We as a group did not manage to come up with a recovery programme as such. The main issue that arose was that the company gave up too easily and when it only invested 25million dollars instead of the 100million dollars it was planning to do the outcome was not so surprising. The situation could have been solved by if AnniDomain would have continued investing on the Mill and if the company could have somehow establish better relationships with the authorities and with the population of the town. We thought that this could have been partly done by starting to reply free heating and water for the city. 
3) What would you recommend to do / not to do for foreign investors in Russia?

· Have a full “picture” / knowledge before investing. This knowledge should come mainly from local sources.

· Invest on companies that Russians themselves are willing to invest.

· Use of Russian specialist, especially when concerning legal issues, and contracts

· Support the local community and aim for positive impact that effects the whole city/town in question

· Establish understanding and good relationships with the local authorities. 

· Be prepared to wait for profits!

· Budget for corruption

· Be prepared that everything is possible in Russia. 

+++++
4th Day, Sunday, May 28th
Excursion to Kiwatz or Kizi. 

5th Day, Monday, May 29th
4th Theme session: Transportation systems between the Nordic countries and the Karelian Republic, and the Nordic Region in Europe and world politics 
The role of Karelia in a transport system network in Russia, Europe and the world
by A.A. Shishkin, Karelian Research Centre, Petrozavodsk
Abstract

The transport infrastructure of Karelia is presented by railways, motorways, sea-river waterways and airlines. Most of the cargo is transported by railway. The reason - domination of large resource-orientated industries. With the growth of small business the role of motor transport is becoming more and more important. The water transport is poorly developed. The smallest role is played by air transport. 

Karelia lies in the sphere of interest of Russia, Europe and the rest of the world as it is one of the most convenient transit territory for transporting goods in East-West direction. The matters of local, Russian, European and global strategic interest are viewed in this work. 

Task for the Theme-workshops: What are the most important external formats for transport in Karelia? How Karelia can compete with main competitors as a transit territory? What are the main strategic goal for Karelia? 

++++
The Nordic region as a distinctive region in Europe and world politics, and the/a Nordic peace 

by Lassi Heininen
The Nordic region (‘Norden’ in Swedish and ‘Pohjola’ in Finnish) is a distinctive region with its own history and a special flavour as a part of both Europe and the circumpolar North. The all Nordic nations share on one hand, the same kinds of (modern) values like for example, social and health security, equality, openness and strict environmental protection regulations. On the other hand, they share mutual phases of the history and similarities in culture. Also peace is recently seen as a Nordic special feature, since the region as a “low tension area” has recently been relatively peaceful and become a zone of ‘negative peace’. 

Indeed, the Nordic region is an interesting, and one of the first, examples, even a success story, of the modern region-building. Therefore, it is possible to argue that the Nordic region is a special kind of region in Europe and European politics, and might even be taken as a political entity in world politics.

Integration in the Nordic region

A well-known indicator of the Nordic integration is the institutionalized and official cooperation between the five Nordic countries both in the context of the Nordic Council, which is for the parliaments and parliamentarians of the five states, and the Nordic Council of Ministers (NCMs), which is for inter-governmental cooperation. The NCMs has tow sub-committees, the North Calotte Committee and the West-Nordic Committee. The Nordic states have also presented common arguments, even common speeches, in international forums like for example, the United Nations dealing with politics, diplomacy and culture. 

There are, however, two more concrete outcomes and results of the Nordic cooperation from the 1950s. They are relevant first of all from the point of view of the Nordic citizens and civil societies, which have been, and are, very much behind the political will and willingness for closer cooperation between these five nations. First, the Passport Union between the Nordic countries was established in 1954. That what is interesting and politically relevant is that the involvement of Iceland and Norway in the Schengen Treaty area is a result of this. Second, the Nordic labor market, which was also established in the 1950s, gives a right to Nordic citizens to work and apply a job anywhere within the region. 

According to the new common Nordic strategy, one of the main aims is to promote pan-Nordic interests - although not along the lines of the pan-Scandinavian movement which was Sweden’s desire for regional hegemony in the 19th century - develop Nordic integrity and create higher Nordic utility, objectives which apply also to neighbouring regions, including North-West Russia and the Arctic (see Nordic Council of Ministers’ Co-operation Programme with the Arctic, Action Plan 2003).

As one result of the outcomes the cooperation between the Nordic countries is often taken as an example for the rest of Europe, even for the European Union integration. No wonder that after the end of the Cold War period and the collapse of the Soviet Union, and before the EU referendum in Finland, Sweden and Norway there, like for example in Finland, were proposals that the Nordic region integration together with the European Economic Area would be an alternative way to institutionalize Northern European geopolitics and should be taken as an alternative integration to the EU integration. 

If not anything else came out from this, at least much keener cooperation between the governments of the five Nordic countries (N5) and the three Baltic States (B3), the “Nordic-Baltic Eight” (NB8). One of the main political issues was to support the preparations of the Baltic states for an EU-membership, which was realized in 2004. Behind was first of all, a tremendous expansion in Nordic-Baltic relations since the beginning of the 1990s, especially after the Baltic states regained their independence, and the Nordic countries took them as the “adjacent areas” under the assistance of the NCMs. Behind were also the experiences coming from the Baltic Sea cooperation like for example, the Helsinki Commission, and later the Council of Baltic Sea States. Although, no new official institutions have not been established there are regular Nordic-Baltic governmental meeting between prime ministers and other ministers covering political issues dealing with Europe and the EU-Russian relations and more concrete issues on cross-border cooperation. 

Fragmentation in the Nordic region

In spite of these outputs, political rhetoric and official statements there have been, and are still, many hindrances and obstacles in trans-national cooperation like for example, a nation-state based prejudice against and the national legislation of each country. These have made daily contacts between people difficult and slow, and put many local decision-makers, like the towns of Haparanda and Tornio as forerunners when trying to promote trans-border cooperation in social issues and governance. All this has taken recently as a serious challenge how to implement the nice principles of trans-boundary and legislative cooperation.

Fragmentation, or diversity, in not only today in the Nordic region, but has also been in the history. Indeed, what is interesting, the five Nordic countries have been politically united under one rule only once in the Union of Kalmar between the years 1397-1523. Further, they have been together in the same economic union only once, when they were members of EFTA in the early 1970s. It is, however, needed to say that all the Nordic countries belong to the European Economic Area (except the Faeroes). 

On the contrary the Nordic region has been, and is still, politically and economically split and divided most of the time. For example, Denmark, Finland and Sweden are the EU member states but Iceland, Norway and the Faeroes remain outside, and based on a referendum Greenland left the ECs in the 1980s. Further, only Finland belongs to the European Monetary Union (EMU) and the Euro-Land. Thus, there is no Nordic bloc inside the European Union, although the prime ministers of the three Nordic EU-member states use to have their meetings before the EU Summits. Correspondingly, Denmark, Iceland and Norway have been member states of NATO from the beginning, but Finland and Sweden are still non-aligned, although active in the PfP-cooperation with NATO and the NATO member states.. 

And there have been some efforts to have officially deeper political and economic integration like for example, NORDEK, a Nordic economic cooperation. Behind was a rational idea to have deeper economic cooperation to apply the Nordic countries to an enlarged EEC and create a strong industry capable to compete with other economic units in the world economy. And, this would be continuity to the Nordic labour market. Bushed by the European (economic) integration the five Nordic states started negotiations for the establishment of NORDEK in 1968, however the NORDEK Treaty was never ratified due to on one hand, new tensions in Europe like for example, in Czechoslovakia and France in the end of the 1960s and on the other hand, political rivalries in the Finnish internal politics. but as one result the Nordic Investments Bank was established in 1976.    

The Nordic region in Europe and world politics

If among the overall priorities of Nordic policy fields are technological development, the single market of the Nordic Region, the environment and sustainable development, then it is well known, even a cli’che, that the Nordic values include the welfare state model. And further, this has seen as the most important contribution of the Nordic cooperation and taken as a real achievement outside the region. 

In the background, and as a precondition, is, and has to be, a mutual understanding and agreement not to threaten each other. Correspondingly, and as a positive way, this means among others that there is a Nordic identity based on common history and common culture, shared common humanitarian, egalitarian and democratic values, and the norm of peaceful change. Indeed, the Nordic countries with a keen mutual cooperation are sometimes seen as a substantial ‘Nordic added value’ to the rest of Europe, even to the integration within the European Union. For example, at the beginning of the 21st century the European Union Commission would like to promote the common foreign policy of the Union, which does not exist in spite of the official decision of the CFSP, in order to be more effective and for example, to speak by one voice in world politics; and this is what the Nordic states have already done in international forums.   

Correspondingly, the Nordic region can be interpreted to play an important role in world politics, maybe not so often but in some periods. For example, firstly, in the Viking Age the Scandinavians (or the Vikings) expanded ‘Norden’ and had significant influence in North Atlantic, Russia and the whole Europe. Secondly, the two Nordic ‘empires’, Sweden (as the European great power in the 17th century) and Denmark (when ruling Iceland and Norway and with its colonies), had some centuries ago an important, partly even hegemonic, role in the European politics. Thirdly, as the Grand Dutchy Finland was in the 19th century the window of the Russian Empire to Europe, and unlike fighting against the Soviet Union in the Winter War Finland was a victim of Stalin’s imperialism. Fourthly, the non-aligned policy and activities in arms control and disarmament of Finland and Sweden in the Cold War period like for example, the initiative for a Nordic nuclear-weapon-free-zone by President Urho Kekkonen, the protests against the US war in Indo-China by Prime Minister Olof Palme were both supported and opposed. All in all they however influenced a lot the European and world politics, a clear evidence of this is the Conference of Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE, now OSCE) with its Helsinki Act in Helsinki 1975. Fifthly, the Nordic cooperation and region-building has been a model for the international Arctic cooperation and the region-building in the circumpolar North. Sixthly and finally, what is academically interesting and politically significant is that the Nordic peace is recently seen as a special feature which can be taken as a model or many other parts of the globe.

The / a Nordic peace    

The Nordic Region has been after the Second World War a low tension area due to a decline in inter-Nordic conflict. Indeed, although in North Europe there has been several wars in the 20th century the last war between two (or more) Nordic countries was in 1815 between Denmark and Sweden. 

Thus, the Nordic region has been said to be a zone of peace, at least a zone of “negative peace” meaning a lack of an (interstate) war if not necessarily a zone of “positive peace” meaning a lack of violence according to the criteria for peacefulness by Johan Galtung. For the discussion on what kind of zone of peace the Nordic region is Clive Archer (2003) uses the following three gradations of zones of peace by Kacowicz: (1) “a subsystem of states within the majority of states are satisfied with the status quo … allowing a negative peace or an absence of war to reign”; (2) “a community or society of nation-states satisfied with the status quo in which any domestic and international conflicts remain non-violent, making a stable peace”; (3) “a pluralistic security community of nation states.. all democratic; they share common political institutions and are deeply interdependent”.

Indeed, the Nordic region “has been perhaps the area in Europe where there has been least expectation of conflict throughout much of the 19th century and the 20th century” and it has matured from one of a stable peace to a pluralistic security community (defined by Deutsch). The following five factors might explain something about the reasons why: (a) the Nordic region’s strategic position in the quiet corner of Europe; (b) the lack of ethnic and cultural differences meaning for example, understanding of others’ languages; (c) “the preference-structures of Nordic decision-making” including for example, neutrality in Sweden and the Åland case; (d) the political culture of the Nordic countries meaning often consensus and negotiations; and  (e) “interdependence and common institutions” to tie the five countries together in common institutions. 
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Task for theme-workshops: First, what is the Nordic peace as a phenomenon, are we talking about the Nordic peace or a Nordic peace? Second, what might be the reason(s) why the Nordic region is called not only a zone of ‘negative peace’ but even a zone of ‘positive peace’? Third, Because of some reasons there has been an armed conflict, or even a war, between two Nordic countries -what might be the reason(s) for that, and further, what might be a peaceful way(s) out of the situation?

Reports from the 4th Theme Workshops

Group 1:
Task: The Nordic region in world politics, and a/the Nordic peace

A/The Nordic peace
Speaking about Nordic region and countries which form this region in order to find the definition of A/The Nordic peace we should say that there are some features that need to be mentions. These features, concerning northern countries, are essential and inherent in only this region. 

First of all, all countries are democratic and its democracy has a very long history. Civil society, existing in the Nordic region, can be hardly compared with other civil systems, because the level of esteem to the law is very high.

All countries of the region are equal and there is no hegemony of one state. By the way, none of the countries has nuclear weapon and it makes it clear that level of confidence between the countries does not raise doubts.

We can speak about similar interests of all countries, so their actions are aimed to common goals. There are special organizations to achieve this aims (Norden etc.)

There are no other countries in the world with the same environment, resources, so we can assert that it’s The Nordic Piece-unique formation in the world.

Kind of peace
· No war conflicts in the area, no domestic/civil wars, so the peace is stable

· We can watch the absence of war in the region, that’s the reason to call this peace “negative peace”

· All countries have common goals and values, as a result there is an economic cooperation so all states have to be unified enough to be heard on international arena in order to play more substantial role in international relations and world politics.

Group 3: 
Task: The Nordic region in world politics, and a/the Nordic peace
A/The Nordic peace
In order to answer the 1st question concerning definition of Nordic peace, firstly we decided to point out regions all over the world and assess kinds of peace inherent for them. So let us take, for instance, Northern America, where the situation is stable and last conflict between USA and Canada took place as far ago as 1812. Let us look at Latin America: there are occasional internal war conflicts, 2 wars were held in the 20th century, and however, we may as well call this region rather peaceful. Regarding Micro Asia, there are no interstate wars or conflicts. States of Central and Eastern Europe had conflicts and wars with each other in the past, however, there were no any in the 20th century – the impact of the Cold War. As for Pacific region: it lacks powerful actors and recourses, so we observe as the reason of peace - self exclusion. So, we came to the conclusion that low level of interstate wars can be explained for every region mentioned by its own reasons.

So we should point out certain features inherent for the Nordic region. 

· The first feature, we would like to emphasize, regards the fact that all Nordic countries are democratic, civil society is an essential part of every state’s structure. Moreover, democratic traditions have long history.

· No state has hegemony in the region; no one of them has nuclear weapon.

· All states have similar interests, moreover they are mutual. Countries share common values, like, for instance, social welfare. Nordic countries have long history of cooperation.

· Institutional level of cooperation is well established, represented in Arctic and Nordic councils.

· Cooperation is based on principle of equal partnership. We observe different participation of Nordic countries in international structures, as concerns EU and NATO. So Nordic states do not feel themselves as a unified actor, every country strives for being independent.

Thus we may assert that Nordic peace is the unique example of peace, so we call this the Nordic peace; what is more, it is a good example to follow.

Kind of peace
· We watch absence of wars in the region, so we may call this situation “negative peace”.

· Anyway, there are no any domestic conflicts either, thus such kind of peace is “stable”.

· What is more, all states are democratic. This fact makes us speak of interdependence. This can also be proved with the following:

1) Close neighbourhood;

2) Common values;

3) Equal partnership, no drive for dominance;

4) Economic cooperation;

5) States have to be unified enough to be heard on international arena in order to play more substantial role in international relations and world politics.

So interdependence is kind of peace inherent for Norden.

Are any armed conflicts possible in Norden? Why? Why not?

Having answered two previous questions, we had the only reply to the last one: “No, any armed conflict in Norden nowadays is impossible, unless the situation changes completely, what is also very unlikely”. 

Anyway, we dreamed of several situations, when escalation of a conflict may take place. The first one is lack of resources or tension regarding their distribution. In order to prevent such a situation particular policy should be worked out and applied. The second way deals with impact of immigration. So the government should take measures to control immigration (even maybe limit it, if situation is crucial); special adaptive and educational policy should be approved to spread Nordic values among newcomers, especially among their children.
+++++
6th Day, Tuesday, May 30th
5th Theme session: Nationalism and citizenship in the Nordic countries, and Nordic party democracies and civil societies 

Nationalism and citizenship in the constitution of Finnish political culture. Finland in a North-European comparative perspective
by Ilkka Liikanen, University of Joensuu, Karelian Research Institute
Task for the theme-workshops: How do you consider eastern and western nationalism, and how do you consider it relevant in broader terms? 

++++
Different dynamics of two Nordic party democracies: Sweden and Finland

by Erika Säynässalo, University of Tampere, Department of Political Science and International Relations - erika.saynassalo@uta.fi
The point of departure for the lecture is to provide a perspective to the different dynamics of two Nordic party democracies, Sweden and Finland. The Swedish democracy can be regarded as a prototype of the Nordic democracy, while Finland represents  a ‘deviant case’ among the Nordic democracies.

In the course of the lecture it will be argued that the discussion about the contemporary challenges of the Swedish party democracy revolves largely around the question of the future of the social democratic model of party democracy (Lindvall & Rothstein 2006).  In Finland, the current debate around the question of the future of democracy has been influenced by the distinction that tends commonly to be drawn between the constitutional and non-constitutional ‘factors’ of the political system (Paloheimo 2003). The distinction drawn between constitutional and non-constitutional ‘factors’ indicates that the political culture underlying party politics in Finland has not been influenced by a uniform model of party democracy in a similar manner as has been the case in Sweden. My argument will hold that the different political cultures of these two countries largely explain the dynamics by which these countries currently are adapting to the increasingly  complex political and economical environment.  

The first stage of the lecture is to offer a perspective to the trajectory of the Swedish party system and party democracy with the aim of revealing the historical and political backround for the emergence of  the Social Democratic model of party democracy. The focus will be on the following aspects:

- the unidimensionality of the Swedish party system’s structure, 

- the strong electoral support of the Social Democratic Party and the monopolized position of the Social Democrats as a government party flanked with the tradition of minority governments,

-  governments ‘across the blocks’ have not been formed since the World War II,

- the strong orientation of the Swedish parties and the main interest organizations to co-operate in order to achieve desired solutions and the institutional structures designed to facilitate achieving consensus between different interests.  

The second stage of the lecture is to provide a perspective to the historical development of the Finnish party system and democracy with the aim at giving a perspective to the complex structure of the Finnish party democracy. The following aspects will be brought up:

- the strongly heterogenous political culture (rooted in the 1918 civil war)

- the Social Democrats in Finland were not able to gain (or maintain) electoral supremecy 

- the constitution was partly designed to prevent the emergence of influencial left-wing majorities

-  majority coalitions ‘across the blocs’ have been common in Finland

- consensual politics based on comprehensive income policy packages did not emerged until the late 1960s.

The third stage of the lecture is to focus attention to the change in the operational conditions and environment of party democracies.  Following manifestations of the change will be briefly brought up:

- the emergence of new cleavage dimensions from the 1970s onwards, the  decline of electoral participation and of party identification, the increased instability of voter preferences

-  internationalization of politics

- strengthening influence of bureaucracies over political decisions.

The final stage of the lecture is to reveal the connection existing between the change in the operational environment of political parties from the 1970s onwards and the  development of the Finnish and Swedish party democracies. For this purpose, I will distinquish between three dimensions of party democracy: the effectiveness of party government, the accountability of party government and the feasibility of traditional party politics among voters. 

It will be argued that in Finland party governments have turned out to be more effective than in Sweden from the 1990s onwards. This is largely because of the convergence of party ideologies and elasticity of political parties in Finland, allowing large majority coalitions cutting ‘across the blocks’. In Sweden, the tradition of minority government flanked with the commitment to ‘block politics’ has increased the vulnerability of the party governments to the attacks of the  opposition camp. However, it will be argued that it is largely for this same reason that party politics in Sweden can be still viewed as providing basis for more accountable party government than is the case in Finland.   Finally, it will be indicated that traditional party politics has lost its feasibility both among the Finnish and the Swedish voters. The argument will hold, however, that the empirical studies utilizing ‘indicators’ to measure the degree of political alienation and apathy among citizens are more alarming in Finland than in Sweden

Suggested readings:

Arter, David (1999). “The emergence of the Scandinavian party system(s)” and “The historic strengths of the five main types of party”. Chapters included in Arter, David: Scandinavian Politics 
Today. Manchester: Manchester University Press. 

Lindvall, Johannes & Rothstein, Bo (2006): “Sweden: The Fall of the Strong State”. Scandinavian Political Studies, Vol. 29 – No 1, p47-63

Paloheimo, Heikki (2003): “The Rising Power of the Prime Minister in Finland”. Scandinavian Political Studies., Vol. 26 Issue 3, p219-243, 25p
Task for the theme-workshops: Should Finnish Political Parties follow the Swedish Example of splitting up or not (other question have been dealt with)?

++++
Cooperation of Finnish and Russian NGOs: patterns and practices of joint activities
by Andrey Demidov, Petrozavodsk State University, Department of Political and Social Sciences
The lecture highlighted several main ideas and can be divided into two basic parts: theoretical and practical. In the theoretical part we are going to centre upon the problem of definitions of NGOs and theoretical approaches to study of NGOs. This will include examining of structural-operational definition offered by American scholars who carried out scaled cross-national research of NGOs. They emphasized 5 distinctive features or “requirements” any NGO should meet in order to be called as NGO. 

Western scholars expounded several theoretical approaches examining roles and functions of NGOs in a society. Generally, one may find three main approaches: NGOs as “producers” of social capital and promoters of cooperation among people which, finally, leads to solving dilemmas of collective action and more positive externalities for a society; NGOs as group actors putting interests of people they represent on a political and decision-making agenda thereby appearing as interest groups making demands of government and thus either undermining or strengthening its legitimacy; NGOs as actors playing an important role in decision-making and implementation thus being important actors in public policy formulation. The last approach examines NGOs mainly as actors participating in “revision” of public social policy since the state is able to satisfy only median voters' interests but not of every citizen. 

The practical part addresses to issues of the third sector development (the term which is expected to be examined in the first part also) in Finland and in Russia from the perspective of cooperation of Finnish and Russian NGOs. The results of a series of interviews conducted in the autumn 2006 in Helsinki will be presented to analyse directions and patterns of joint activities of Russian NGOs and their Finnish counterparts. This issue is going to be viewed in the light of positive and maybe negative consequences of collaboration: what do Russian NGOs acquire in the process of cooperation and which of typical “European” methods of administration and governance do they start to introduce to the Russian political practice? Analysis of positive outcomes of joint activities should be combined at the same time with searching for explanation of “failures” in the development of Russian third sector. 

Finnish and Russian NGOs developed quite close ties by initiating and implementing different social projects though financed primarily by Western foundations. These connections now serve as an additional resource for Russian NGOs. Some essential practices of joint activities will be briefly described during the lecture with an emphasis on methods of governance widely used and applied by Finnish NGOs and taken by Russian ones. 

Tasks for theme-workshops: Has foreign financial assistance considerably hastened the process of transit in Russia and building of independent and influential third sector? Should we say that it had more positive that negative effects? And, what are the first steps that should be done on the way to “strong” third sector? 
++++
Reports from the 5th Theme-Workshops

Group 1: 
Task: Nationalism and citizenship in the constitution of Finnish political culture. Finland in a North-European comparative perspective.
Nationalism in eastern/ western ways

Issue of meaning.

 On this issue the main debate was about whether we could speak about nation-building or about nationalism in its most negative connotations regarding wars on self-determination of nations etc. Classical definition was taken as departure point in the discussion: nationalism as ideology of national unity: interest, nation-building and self-determination.

The issue of building of nation was put on the agenda of discussions from the perspective of “formation”- the process of formation of nation.

The several distinctive features of eastern and western formation were defined:

Western: democratic, awakening of nation, non-violent, roots in civil society. The role of the state was considered as the main criterion of division between two notions. The state is expected to organise nation-building in the East (nationalism from above!).

Some parallels were drawn with other nations, f.e. Great French revolution slogan: “we are not subjects of the king, we are French people”

Russia combines features both of East and West tradition.

Group 2:
Task: How do you consider eastern and western nationalism, and how do you consider it relevant in borader terms? 

Definitions of Eastern and Western Nationalisms

1.) Eastern Nationalism: 

      -     top-down-scheme 

      -     referred to as Eastern because it occurred in Eastern Countries (not only 

            Eastern European but also further East in Asia 

· nation-building from above, nations are artificially created. 

2.) Western Nationalism:

· bottom-up approach

· national ideologies go out from the public opinion

· democratic institutions are needed

· state-building process goes parallel to the process of nation-building

Conclusion with regard to Russia: 

· What happened in Russia after the collapse of the USSR was no eastern nationalism, because the political leaders seemed to have been only interested in issues of personal power, a change occurred only after President Putin came to power in 2000, after that political values have indeed been created from above.  

· In 1990s no real political values have been transmitted to the people

Group 1 and 3: 
Task: Should the Sweden follow Finnish party system and give up the tight “block system”? 

In Finland the gap between the “political elite” and the “people” is getting wider and wider because political conversation and activity is not been encouraged. We believe that in Sweden this is the opposite way and therefore Sweden ´s political situation is more democratic. It was discussed that in the case of Sweden the solutions are not always reached the citizens are more satisfied with the outcome because on the most issues citizens are consulted by organizing voting.  In the material provided by Erika it was easy to notice that Swedish are more actively involved in politics whereas in Finland the current situation resembles almost apathy. In some ways Finnish system may seem more efficient and solutions are reached more easily but this does not mean that the right decision was made. Democracy suffers when power is too concentrated to the government and in the case of Finland the government has failed to correspond to the needs of the people. In Finland there is a lot of mistrust because the people have been let down too many times.

What kind of party system should exist in Finland today? 

 We agreed that diversity in politics is needed and small parties with their own ideology is a positive thing. Strong opposition that the “block party” system offers is obviously a good way to challenge the power-holders but in many ways small party’s can have a lot offer, especially in local governance level. The problem seems to be that in national level most people seem to be cynical and fail to vote for the small parties because of the general belief that no-one from a small party will never get chosen anyway. This of course is not true and the case of the green-party in Finland is a fine example of this. If citizens don ´t actively aim for change the change can never happen. 

Should potential coalitions be revealed before elections? 

General feel was that the coalitions should be revealed before elections. But like in everything it needs to be put in the right context. The main importance should be that the people should never feel that they have been misled or letdown. On the other hand Finnish population should be shaken up in some way so that they would feel the need to be actively involved with politic and decision making. 

Group 2:  
Task: Should Finnish Political Parties follow the Swedish Example of splitting up or not (other question have been dealt with)?

Different suggestions:

1. It’s impossible because Finnish parties usually do not gain more than about 20% in maximum in parliamentary elections. Counter-question: Why are there no bigger parties?

2. Maybe it’s just a tradition 

3. Next question could be a question of leadership; Assumption: Finnish parties do not have charismatic leaders.

4. But do Swedish parties have charismatic leaders; Example: Is Göran Pärsson a charismatic leader? 

5. No, he is not in public opinion, because of his private scandals.

6. The Swedes vote because of strict ideological reasons, Finns choose between broader varieties of ideologies.

7. Next question: does the societal role of the monarch somehow influence the decision of concentrating on just a dualistic scheme.

8. However, last autumn a feminist party was launched, there are furthermore increases in votes for the Greens and even for a new right-wing party. 

Conclusions: 

· The political landscape in Finland will remain the same due to the tradition of diversity, while in Sweden the political landscape most likely will be transformed into the Finnish model.

· In Sweden there may occur a split of the two major political parties, for instance the Social Democrats.

· The problem of immigrants can also foster the position of the new right wing party and also the position of the Greens in opposition to the two bigger parties.  
Group 1 and 3: 
Task: Has foreign financial assistance considerably transit Russia and building of independent and influential third sector? Should we say that it had more positive than negative effects?

· More positive effects than negative, financial assistance from abroad has created a sustainable basis for development of Russian NGO´ s. our group also agreed that money is not the only way in which Russian NGO ´s can be helped. The information on how they are run, technology, values and know-how are all equally important features when developing NGO sector. 

What are the first steps that should be taken in order to strengthen the third sector?

· People ´s social conscience must be awaken as soon as possible. We cannot afford to wait 4 generations to pass by before something can be done. The mindset pf people must be changed and everyone should take responsibility, because changes start from an individual level. 

· Actively encourage people to ACT and not hide from responsibility. Voting and talking about these issues is not going to solve anything. 

Group 2:  

Task: Has foreign financial assistance considerably hastened the process of transition in Russia and the building of an independent and influential third sector?

No, because there is no independent and influential third sector in Russia, independent newspapers came again under the control of the authorities.  

Discussion on independent medias between group members; Comment:

What are NGOs doing in Russia: They are sending messages abroad for help (material/financial) (said by a Russian student), the sent money is not been used for its original purposes.

Discussion embarks on general cultural differences between Russia and Finland.

Task: What are the first steps that should be done on the way to a “strong” third sector?

Counter-question: From where should the first steps be made? 

· People do not trust organizations

· Next Question: Do we need the third sector at all?

· Answer: Yes, but people should have more information on it

· People have also other, more urgent difficulties to solve than to deal with a third sector, they want solutions for their own problems. 

· Older people still have “Soviet” attitudes, thus a change will take generations

· Furthermore there are severe differences with regard to the third sector in Russia between the two capitals and the periphery towns. 

Conclusion: In any way should the first steps go out from inside Russia.

++++
7th Day, Wednesday, May 31th
Excursion to Valaam 

++++
Appendix 1.

Call for Participation
The participation of the ISSK is based on applications which should include the following information of each student: name, address, discipline, university, studies on and / or special interest to the main theme, and also to mention possible Russian studies and experience on Northwest Russia. 
The deadline for applications (including a visa application) May 15th, 2006. 
Venue, transportation and accommondation 

The ISSK'05 will take place at the Faculty of Political and Social Sciences of PetrSU in A. Nevskogo street, Petrozavodsk. 

The accommodation will be in the dormitories of PetrSU in Petrozavodsk. Travelling in Finland will be done by a train both to and from Kitee, and in Russia by a (mini)bus from Kitee to Petrozavodsk, and back to Kitee. 
Background 

The ISSK'06 is an extraordinary bridge and meeting-point for both Russian / Karelian university students, who in their studies specialize in Nordic, European or Asian issues and for Finnish (and other non-Russian) university students, who study or are interested in Russian studies and/or European studies. The goal is to bring together about 20-25 graduate and post-graduate students (representing different nationalities) from Finnish and Russian universities for one week to study at the International Summer School in Karelia in Petrozavodsk. 
The Karelian International Summer School (ISSK) is based on inter / multidisciplinary studies, and its academic disciplines include social sciences like for example, economics, environmental policy, international relations and sociology, and the humanities like for example, anthropology, cultural studies and history. The main focus of the ISSK is decided to be on one hand, on Russian studies, and on the other hand, on Nordic and European studies as the ISSK'05 is a part of the activities of the NorFA Visiting Professorship at PetrSU. The ISSK has run since the summer of 2003, when the Pilot ISSK took place in Petrozavodsk. 

The main aim of the International Summer School in Karelia is to concentrate on the discourse of identity, cooperation and integration in Europe, especially in North Europe, in the world of globalization and regionalization in general and also having discourses on Northern peripheries and their geopolitical and geoeconomic positions. Correspondingly, the main objective is to give students knowledge and understanding of the current situation in North Europe, and especially that of North-West Russia, based on both a holistic point of view and interdisciplinary studies. 

The ISSK is organized annually by Petrozavodsk State University (in Russia), and Aleksanteri Institute at University of Helsinki, University of Tampere (Master Degree Programme “Information Society and Russia”, INSOR) and University of Lapland (in Finland). 
Information and pre-registration 

For pre-registrations to the ISSk’06: the International Study Office of your own university. 

For more details from the practical issues and pre-registrations: 

The Coordinator of the ISSK'06, Andrey Demidov at PetrSU, Russia 

E-mail: ademidov@psu.karelia.ru 
For more details from the themes and content of the ISSK'06: 

Dr. Lassi Heininen, University of Lapland 

E-mail: lassi.heininen@ulapland.fi 
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