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Thé Relations of the Soviet Union with F inlan&

From the Report by V. M. Molotov, Chairman of the

Council of People’s Commissars of the U.S.S.R. And

People’s Commissar of Foreign Affairs, at the Extra-

ordinary Fifth Session of the Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R., October 81, 1939

Our relations with Finland are of a special character:
This is chiéfly to be explained by the fact that in Fin-
land there is a greater amount of outside influence on the
part of third powers. Any impartial person must admit, how:
ever, that the same problems pertaining to the security of the
Soviet Union, and particularly of Leningrad, which figured in
the negotiations with Esthonia also figure in the negotiations
with Finland. In a certain sense it might be said that the
problem of the security of the Soviet Union is even mors
acute in this case, inasmuch as Leningrad, which after Mos-
cow is the most important city of the Soviet Union, is situ-
ated only thirty-two kilometres from the Finnish border. That
means that the distance of Leningrad from the borders of
a foreign state is such that it could easily be shelled by modern
long-range guns. On the other hand, the approaches to
Leningrad from the sea also largely depend on whether Fin-
land, who owns the entire northern shore of the Gulf of Fin<
land and all the islands in the central part of the Guif of
Finland, is hostile or friendly towards the Soviet Union.

In view of this, as well as of the present situation in
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Europe, it.may be expected that Finland will display the ne-
cessary understanding.

What has been the basis of the relations between the Sov-
iet Union and Finland during all these years? As you know,
the basis of these relations has been the peace treaty of 1920,
which was on the pattern of our treaties with our other Baliic
neighbours. Of its own free will, the Soviet Union ensured the
separate and independent existence of Finland. There can be
no doubt that only the Soviet Government, which recognizes
the principle of the free development of nationalities, could
take such a step. It must be said that in Russia none but a
Soviet government could tolerate the existence of an indepen-
dent Finland at the very gates of Leningrad. This is elo-
quently lestified to by Finland’s experience with the “demo-
cratic” government of Kerensky and Tsereteli, not to mention
the government of Prince Lvov and Milyukov, let alone the
tsarist government. This 1mportant circumstance might un-
doubtedly serve as a sound premise for an 1mprovement id
Soviet-Finnish relations, in” which, evidently, Finland is no
less interested than the Soviet Union.

Soviet-Finnish negotiations were begun recently on our ini-
tintive. What is the subject of these negotiations? It is easy
to see that in the present state of international affairs, when
in the centré of Europe war is developing among some of
the biggest states, a war fraught with great surprises and
dangers for all European countries, the Soviet Union is not
only entitled but obliged to adopt serious measures to streng-
then her security. And it is but natural that the Soviet Gov-
ernment should display particular concern with regard to
the Gulf of Finland, which is the approach to Leningrad
from the sea, and also with regard ¢o that land frontier
which hangs over Leningrad some thirty kilometres off. Let
me remind you that the population of Leningrad has grown
to three and 4 half million, almost equal to the-entire popula-
tion of Finland, which is 3,650,000. (Amusement.)
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There is scarcely any need to dwell on the fables spread
by the foreign press about the Soviet Union’s proposals in
the negotiations with Finland. Some assert that the U.S.S.R.
“demands” the city of Viipuri (Viborg) and the northern part
of Lake Ladoga. Let us say, for our part, that this is a sheer
fabrication and a lie. Others assert that the U.S.S.R. “de-
mands”’ the cession of the Aaland Islands. That, too, is a
fabrication and a lie. There is also nonsensical talk about
cinims the Soviet Union is supposed to have with regard tfo
Sweden and Norway. But these puerile lies are not even
worth refuting. (Loud laughter.) Actually, our proposals in
the ‘negotiations with Finland are modest in the exireme, and
are confined to that minimum without which it is impossible
to safeguard the security of the U.S.S.R. and to put frlendly
relations with Finland on a firm footing.

'We began negotiations with Finland-—for which purpose
the Finnish Government sent its -representatives,: Messrs.
Paasikivi and Tanner, to Moscow—by proposing the conclu-
sion of a Soviet-Finnish paet of mutual assistance approxi-
mately on the lines of our pacts of mutual- assistance with
the other Baltic states. But inasmuch as the Finnish Govern:
ment deelared that the conclusion of such a pact would be
in contradiction to its position of absolute neutrality, we did
not insist on our proposal. We then proposed that we procecd
to discuss the concrete questions we are interested in from
the standpoint of safeguarding the security of the U.S.S.R,,
and especially the security of Leningrad, both from the sea—
in the Gulf of Finland—and from land, in view of the ex-
treme proximity of the border to Leningrad. We have pro-
posed that agreement be reached to shift the Soviet-Finnish
border on the Isthmus of Karelia some tens of kilomeires
further to the north of Leningrad. In exchange for this, we
have proposed to transer to Finland a part of Soviet Karelia
twice as large as the terntory which Finland is to transfer io
the Soviet Union. We have further proposed that agreeiment
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be reached for Finland to lease to us for a definite term a
small section of her territory near the entrance to the Gulf
of Finland, so that we may establish a naval base there.
With a Soviet naval base at the southern entrance to the
Gulf of Finland, namely, at Baltiski Port, as provided for by
the Soviet-Esthonian pact of mutual assistance, the establish-
ment of a naval base at the northern entrance to the Gulf of
Finland would fully safeguard the Guilf of Finland against
hostile attempts on the part of other states. We have no
doubt that the establishment of such a base would not only
further the interests of the Soviet Union, but also the security
of Finland herself. Our other proposals, in particular for the
exchange of certain islands in the Gulf of Finland, as well
as parts of the Rybachi and Sredni Peninsulas, for territory
of twice the area in Soviet Karelia, evidenily do not meet

with objeciion on the part of the Finnish Government. Dif-

ferences with regard to certain of our proposals have not yet
been overcome, and the concessions made by Finland in
this respect, as, for instance, the cession of part of the terri-
tory of the Isthmus of Karelia, obviously do not meet the
purpose.

YWe have further made a number of new steps to meet
Tinland half way. We declared ‘that if our main proposals
sre accepted, we shall be prepared to drop our objections to
the fortification of the Aaland Islands, on which the Finnish
Government has been insisting for a long time. We only made
one stipulation: we said that we would drop our objection fo

the fortification of the Aaland Islands on condition that the ’

fortification was done by Finland’s own national forces, with-
out the participation of any third country, inasmuch as the
U.S.S.R. would also be taking no part in it. We have also
proposed to Finland to dismantle the fortified zones along
the entire Soviet-Finnish border on the Isthmus of Karelia,
_ which should fully accord with the interests of Finland. We
have further expressed our desire to reinforce the Soviet-
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Finnish pact of non-aggression with supplementary mutual
guarantees. Lastly, the consolidation of Soviet-Finnish po-
litical relations would undoubtedly form a splendid basis for
the rapid development of economic relations between the twe
countries.

Thus we are ready to meet Finland in matters in which
she is particularly interested.

In view of all this, we do not think that Finland will seek
for a pretext to frusirate the proposed agreement. This would
not be in line with the policy of friendly Soviet-Finnish rela-
tions and would, of course, work to the serious detrlment of
Finland.

We are certain that Finnish leading circles will properly
understand the importance of consolidating amicable Soviet-
Finnish relations, and that Finnish public men will not yield
to anti-Soviet pressure or instigation from any quarter.

I must inform you, however, that even the President of the~
United States of America has thought fit to intervene in these
matters, which one finds it hard to reconcile with America’s
policy of neutrality. In a message to Comrade Kalinin, Pres-
ident of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet, dated October
12, Mr. Roosevelt expressed the hope that friendly and peace-
ful relations between the U.S.S.R. and Finland would be pre-
served and developed. One might think matters were in bet-
ter shape between the United States and, let us say, the Phi-
lippines or Cuba, who have long been demanding freedom
and independence from the United States and cannot get
them, than between the Soviet Union and Finland, who has
long ago received both freedom and political independence
from the Soviet Union.

Comrade Kalinin replied to Mr. Roosevelt's message as

- follows:

“I consider it proper to remind you, Mr. President,
that the political independence of the Republic of Fin-
land was recognized by the Soviet Government of its own
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free will on December 31, 1917, and that the sovereignty
of Finland was secured to her by the Treaty of Peace
between the R.S.F.S.R. and Finland of October 14, 1920.
These acts of the Soviet Government defined the funda-
mental principles governing the relations between the
Soviet Union and Finland. Itis in conformity with these
principles that the present negotiations between the Sov-
iet Government and the Government of Finland are being
conducted. Contrary to the tendentious versions spread
by circles who are evidently not interested in European
peace, the sole object of these negotiations is to comsoli-
date relations between the Soviet Union and Finland and
to strengthen the friendly cooperation of the two coun-
tries in the matter of safeguarding the security of the
Soviet Union and Finland.”

After this plain reply by the President of the Presidium

“ of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., it should be quite

clear that, granted good will on its part, the Finnish Govern-
ment will meet our proposals, which are minimal ones, and
which—far from militating against the national and political
interests of Finland—will enhance her security and form
a broad basis for a further extensive development of political
and economic relations between our countries.
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Insolent Provocation by Finnish Military

Leningrad, November 26 (TASS). The Staff of the Lenin-
gra'd Military Area reports that at 3:45 p.m. on November 26
artillery fire was suddenly opened from Finnish territory on
our troops stationed about a kilometre to the north-west of
Mainila. The Finns fired seven shots in all. Three Red Army
men and one junior commander were killed, and seven men,
one junior commander, and one sub-lieutenant wounded.
Colonel Tikhomirov, Chief of the First Department of the
Staff of the Military Area, has been dispatched to investigate
pla’Fters on the spot. This provocative act has aroused great
indignation among our units stationed in the area where the
Finns made their artillery attack.

i1




Note of the Soviet Government in Conneection with
ihe Provecative Shelling of Soviet
Troops by Finnish Army Units

On the evening of November 26 V. Molotov, People’s Com-
missar of Foreign Affairs of the U.S.S.R., received M. Yrjo-
Koskinen, the Minister of Finland, and handed him a note
of the Government of the U.S.S.R. in. connection with the
provocative shelling of Soviet troops by Finnish army units
concentrated on the Isthmus of Karelia.

In accepting the note, M. Yrjo-Koskinen declared that he
would immediately ' communicate with his government and
give a reply.

The text of the note follows:

M. Minister,

The General Staff of the Red Army reports that today,
November 26, at 3:45 p.m., our itroops stationed on the
Isthmus of Karelia in the vicinity of the village of Mainila
near the Finnish frontier were suddenly fired upon by artil-
lery from Finnish territory. Altogether seven shots were
fired, as a result of which three privates and one junior com-
mander were killed and seven privates and iwo commanders

wounded. Acting under strict orders not to give way to any.

provocations, the Soviet troops refrained from retaliating the
fire.

In bringing this fact to your notice, the Soviet Government
deems it necessary to emphasize that already during the recent
negotiations with Messrs. Tanner and Paasikivi it called atten-
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tion to the danger involved in the concentration of large
numbers of Finnish regular troops on the very frontier in
the vicinity of Leningrad. In view of the provocative shelling
of Soviet troops from Finnish territory, the Soviet Govern-
ment is now obliged to note that the concentration of Finnish
troops near Leningrad not only constitutes a menace tc that
city, but actually represents a hostile act against the U.S.S.R.,
which has already resulted in an attack on Soviet troops and
in casualties. '

The Soviet Government has no intention of magnifying
this outrageous attack on the part of Finnish army units who
are, perhaps, poorly controlled by the Finnish command. But
it would like to have no such outrageous facts occur in the
future. .

In view of this, the Soviet Government, while entering its
vigorous protest with regard to what has taken place, pro-
poses that the Finnish Government proceed at once to with-
draw its troops some twenty or twenty-five kilometres from
the boundary on the Isthmus of Karelia and thus avert the
possibility of any further acts of provocation.

I have the honour, etc.

V. MOLOTOV

People’s Commissar of Foreign Affairs
of the U.S.S.R.

November 26, 1939
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The Soviet Government’s Note in Reply to the Note
of the Government of Finland

M. Minister,

The reply of the Government of Finland to the note of the
Soviet Government of November 26 constitutes a document
that reflects the profound hostility of the Government of
Finland towards the Soviet Union and is designed to carry
to the extreme the crisis in the relations between the two
countries.

1. The denial by the ‘Government of Finland of the out-
rageous shelling of Soviet troops by Finnish troops, which
resulted in casualties, cannot be explained otherwise than
by a desire to deceive public opinion and deride the vie-
tims of the attack. Only lack of a sense of responsibility
and contempt for public opinion could inspire the attempt
to explain the outrageous incident of the artillery firing as
having been caused by Soviet troops undergoing “artille.ry
training” mear the very frontier, in sight of the Finnish

troops.

9. The refusal of the Government of Finland to withdraw

the troops which perpetrated this nefarious shelling of Sov-

iet troops and the demand for the simultaneous withdrawal

of Finnish and Soviet troops, formally based on.the pr%n-
ciple of the equality of both sides, betray the hostile desire
of the Government of Finland to keep Leningrad under
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threat. In point of fact we have here, not equality in the
positions of the Finnish and Soviet troops, but, on the con-
trary, an advantageous position of the Finnish troops. The
Soviet troops do not menace the vital centres of Finland,
because they are hundreds of kilometres removed from
those centres, while the Finnish troops stationed 32 kilo-
metres from Leningrad—a vital centre of the U.S.S.R. with
a population of 3,5600,000—constitute an immediate threat
to it. This apart from the fact that there really is no room
for the withdrawal of Soviet troops, since the withdrawal of
Soviet troops for a distance of 25 kilometres would mean
stationing them in the suburbs of Leningrad, which is obvi-
ously absurd from the viewpoint of the security of Lenin-
grad. The proposal of ;the Soviet Government regarding the
withdrawal of Finnish troops for 20-25 kilometres represents
a minimum, because its purpose ‘is not to eliminate this in-
equality in the positions of the Finnish and the Soviet troops
but only to reduce it to some extent. If the Government of
Finland declines even this proposed minimum, that means
that it intends to keep Leningrad under the direct threat of
its troops. ,

3. By concentrating large forces of regular troops near
Leningrad and thus placing under immediate threat one of
the most important vital centres of the U.S.S.R., the Govern-
ment of Finland committed a hostile act against the U.S.S.R.,
incompatible with the non-aggression pact concluded between
the two countries. By further refusing to withdraw the troops
at least 20-25 kilometres after the dastardly. shelling of
Soviet troops by Finnish troops, the Government of Finland
has shown that it continues to maintain a hostile attitude to-
wards the U.S.S.R., does not intend to comply with the pro-
visions of the non-aggression pact, and has decided to keep
Leningrad under threat in the future also. The Government
of the U.S.S.R., however, cannot reconcile itself to a situa-
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tion wherein one side violates the non-aggression pact while
the other side undertakes to carry it out. In view of this the
Soviet Government finds itself compelled to declare that
from this date it considers itself released from the obliga-
tions undertaken under the mon-aggression pact concluded
between the U.S.S.R. and Finland and systematically violated
by the Government of Finland.
I have the honour, etc.

V. MOLOTOV
People’s Commissar of Foreign Affairs
of the U.S.S.R.

November 28, 1939
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New Acis of Provocation Perpetrated By the Finnish
Military

Leningrad, November 28 (TASS). According to a com-
muniqué from the headquarters of the Leningrad Military
Area, at 5 p.m. on Nov. 28 a group of five Finnish soldiers
fired at a Soviei pairol they had noticed moving along the
border in the district of the isthmus between Rybachi and
Sredni peninsulas, and attempted to-capture it. Our’ patrol
began to Fetreat. The Finns were hurled back to their terri-
tory by a group of our men that came up. In the course of
pursuit three soldiers were taken prisoner, while the others
retreated far intoc their territory. There were no losses on
our side. Two rifles, one revolver, two field glasses, cartridges,
and a rocket gun were taken from, the prisoners. Our border
guard on this sector has been reinforced. At 6 p.m., in the
district of Hill 204.2, the Finns fired five rifle shots in our
direction. Our units did not reply.

2—934 ’ 17



Radio Speech by V. M. ‘Molotov, Chairman of the
Council of People’s Commissars of the U.S.S.R.

November 29, 1939

Citizens, men and women of the U.S.S.R., the hostile policy
of the present government of Finland towards our country
compels us to take immediate measures to safeguard the ex-
ternal security of our state.

As you know, during.the past two months the Soviet Gov-
ernment has patiently negotiated with the Finnish Govern-
ment for the acceptance of proposals which, in view of the
present alarming state of jnternational affairs, it considered
the very minimum required to safeguard the security of
our country, and especially of Leningrad. In these negotia-
tions the Finnish Government adopted an attitude of irre-
concilable hostility towards our country. Instead of endeav-
ouring in a friendly way to find a basis for agreement, the
present Finnish rulers, acting in the interests of foreign im-
perialists who are trying fo stir up enmity against the Soviet
Union, pursued a different course. Notwithstanding all the
concessions on our part, the negotiations have ended fruit-

lessly. '

We now know what this has led to.

In the past few days the Finnish military have started
a policy of outrageous provocation on the Soviet-Finnish bor-
der, going to the lengths of jopening artillery fire on our troops
near Leningrad which resulted in heavy casualties among Red
Army units. The efforts of our Government by practical pro-
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posals to the Finnish Government to prevent a repetition of
these provocative acts, far from meeting with support, have
again been thwarted by the hostile policy of the Finfni'sh rul-
ing circles. As you know from yesterday’s note of the Soviet
Government, their reply to our proposals was a hostile re-
fusal and an insolent denial of the facts, an attifude of con-
tempt for our losses and an unconcealed desire to continue
to hold Leningrad under the direct menace of their troops.

All this definitely shows that the present Finnish Govern-
ment, entangled by its anti-Soviet connections with the im-
perialists, does not want to maintain normal relations with the
Soviet Union. It continues to maintain a hostile attitude. to-
wards our couniry and refuses to respect the stipulationsv of
the pact of non-aggression concluded between the two coun-
tries, desiring to hold our glorious city of Leningrad under
the menace of military attack. From such a government
and its reckless military, only fresh acts of insclent provoca-
tion can now be expected. :

Consequently, the Soviet Government was compelled to
announce yesterday that henceforth it considers itself re-
leased from the obligations it undertook under the pact of
non-aggression between the U.S.S.R. and Finland, which has
been irresponsibly violated by the Government of Finland.

Fresh attacks by Finnish military units on Soviet troops
near the Soviet-Finnish border now compel the Government
to adopt new decisioms.

The Government can no longer tolerate the state of affairs
that has now arisen, the responsibility for which falls en-
tirely on the Government of Finland. :

The Government has come to the conclusion that it can
no longer maintain normal relations with the Government of
Finland, and therefore deems it necessary immediately to
recall its political and economic representatives from Fin-
land.

At the same time, the Government has given orders to the

2* 19



High Command of the Red Army and Navy to be prepared
for any contingency and immediately to repulse all further
sorties that the Finnish military may make.

The foreign press hostile to us claims that the purpose of
the measures we have adopted is to seize or annex to the
U.S.S.R. Finnish territory. That is a malicious slander. The
Soviet Government has never had any such intentions. What
is more, if Finland herself were pursuing a friendly policy
towards the Soviet Union, the Soviet Government, which
has always striven for friendly relations with Finland, would
be prepared to meet her by agreeing to territorial concessions
on the part of the U.S.S.R. Under such conditions, the Soviet
Government would even be prepared to consider with favour
the reunion of the Karelian people inhabiting the principal
districts of present Soviet Karelia with the kindred Finnish
people in a single and independent Finnish state. This, how-
ever, would require that the Finnish Government adopt a
friendly, not a hostile, attitude towards the U.S.S.R., which
would be to the vital interest of both states.

Others assert that the measures we have faken are aimed
against the independence of Finland or at interference in
her home and foreign affairs. That too is a malicious slander.
Whatever regime may exist in Finland, we regard her as an
independent and sovereign state in all her home and for-
eign policy. We are firmly of the opinion that the Finnish
people should decide their home and foreign affairs as they
think fit. The peoples of the Soviet Union did all that was
required at the time to create an independent Finland, and
they are prepared in future to help the Finnish people to
ensure their free and independent development.

Nor has the Soviet Union any intention of infringing in
any way the interests of other states in Finland. The rela-
tions between Finland and other states are the exclusive
affair of Finland herself, and the Soviet Union does not con-
sider itself entitled to interfere in this matter.

20
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The sole purpose of our measures is to safeguard the se-
curity of the Soviet Union, and especially of Leningrad, with
its three and a half million inhabitants. In the present war-
heated state of international affairs, we cannot allow the
settlement of this vital and urgent problem of state to be de:
pendent on the malevolence of the present rulers of Fin-
land. That problem will have to be settled by the efforts
of the Soviet Union itself in friendly collaboration with the
Finnish people. ,

We have no doubt that a favourable settlement of the
problem of safegnarding the security of Leningrad will fur-
nish a basis for unshakable friendship between the U.S.S.R.
and Finland.

21



Formation of the People’s Government of Finland

Leningrad, December 1 (TASS). By agreement befween
the representatives of a number of Left parties and insur-
rectionary Finnish soldiers, a new government of Fin-
Jand—the People’s Government of the Finnish Democratic
Republic—was formed today in Terijoki. The People’s
Government is composed of: Otto Kuusinen, Premier and
Minister of Foreign Affairs; Mauri Rosenberg, Minister of
Finance; Aksel Anttila, Minister of Defence; Tuure Lehen,
Minister of Internal Affairs; Armas Aikis, Minister of

Agriculture; Inkeri Lehtinen, Minister of Education; ‘and

Paavo Prokkonen, Minister for Karelian Affairs.
The People’s Government has issued a declaration setting
forth its program.: _ |

29
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Declaration of the People’s Government

of Finland

By the will of the people, outraged by the criminal
policy of the contemptible government of Cajander, Erkko
and Tanner, a new government of our country has today
been formed in Eastern Finland—the Provisional People’s
Government, which hereby calls upon the entire Finnish
people to wage a determined struggle to overthrow the
tyranny of the hangmen and incendiaries of war.

The reactionary and rapacious plutocracy which in 1918,
with the help of foreign imperialist troops, drowned the
democratic liberty of the Finnish labouring people in an
ocean of blood, has converted our country into a White-
guard inferno for the working people. Having sold the
independence of the country, these plutocratic rulers of
Finland, acting in conjunction with ‘the imperialist enemies
of the Finnish and Soviet peoples, have been consistently
engaged in hatching plans for anti-Soviet military proveca-
tions, and have finally plunged our country into the jaws
of war against the Socialist Soviet Union, the great friend
of the Finnish people.

In this critical situation, the broad masses of the Finnish
labouring people, who have always desired to live in peace
with the peoples of the Soviet country, regard it as their
elementary right and their sacred duty to take the destinies
of their country into their own trustworthy hands. The
people have already risen in revolt in various parts of the
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country and have proclaimed a Democratic Republic. A
part of the Finnish army has already come over to the
new government, a government supported by the people.

The Soviet Union, which has never menaced or molested
Finland, which has always respected her independence and
for two decades has - patiently endured the vile acts of
military provocation on the part of the adventurers who
ruled White Finland, has now been faced with the neces-
sity of putting an end to these threats to its security with
the help of the Red Army. This aim fully accords with
the vital interests of our people. It is therefore with the
greatest enthusiasm that the people of Finland greet and
welcome the gallant and invincible Red Army, knowing
that it is not coming to Finland as a conqueror, but as
the friend and liberator of our people.

The People’s Government of Finland, profoundly con-
vinced that the Soviet Union cherishes no designs upon
the independence of our coumtry, fully approves and sup-
ports the action of the Red Army on the territory of
Finland. It regards it as an invaluable aid to the Finnish
people on the part of the Soviet Union, in order by their
joint efforts to eliminate as early as possible the highly
dangerous seat of war created in Finland by the crlrnlnal
government of warmongers.

With the object of achieving this aim as rapldly as
possible, the People’s Government of Finland appeals to
the Government of the U.S.S.R. to render the Finnish
Democratic Republic all necessary assistance.through the
instrumentality of the Red Army. :

In order to fight. shoulder to shoulder Wlth the her01c
Red Army of the U.S.S.R. the People’s Government . of
Finland has already formed the First Finnish-Corps, to be
replenished in the course of the coming engagements by
volunteers - from - the ranks of -the revolutionary workers
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and peasants, and to serve as the firm nucleus of the
future People’s Army of Finland. The First Finnish Corps
will have the honour of carrying the standard of the
Finnish Democratic Republic to ‘the capital and planting
it on the roof of the presidential palace, to the joy of
the working folk and the terror of the enemies of the
people. ’

Our state must be a democratic republic serving the
interests of the people, as distinct from the plutocratic
republic of Cajander and Erkko, which serves the interests
of the capitalists and the landlords. Nevertheless, our state
is not a state of the Soviet type, for the Soviet system
cannot be established by the forces of the government
alone, without the consent of the entire people, and of
the peasants in particular.

Hence our government is the People’s Government - of
the Democratic Republic of Finland. It will be based on
a broad people’s front of labour. As at present constituted,
the People’s Government of Finland regards itself as a
provisional government. On arriving in Helsinki, the capital
of the country, it will immediately be reformied and en-
larged by the addition of representatives- from the various
parties and groups participating in the people’s front of
labour. The members of the People’s Government as then
constituted, and its powers and actions are subject to
confirmation by a Sejm to be elected by universal, equal
and direct suffrage and secret ballot. ‘

It will be the prime task of the People’s Government
of Finland to overthrow the government of the Finnish
Whiteguards, to demolish its armed forces, to conclude
peace and guarantee the independence and security of
Finland by establishing durable frlendly relations with the
Soviet Union.

The Peoples Government of Flnland s applylng to the
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Government of the U.S.S.R. to conclude a pact of mutual
assistance between Finland and the Soviet Union and to
satisfy the ancient national yearnings of the Finnish people
for reunion with the Karelian people in a single and inde-
pendent Finnish state. The People’s Governmeni of Fin-
land has every reason to hope that its firm policy of
establishing friendly relations with the Soviet Union will
make it possible for the Government of the U.S.S.R. to
meet this request. S

The People’s Government similarly desires to maintain
friendly relations with all other states. It recognizeés Fin-
land’s economic and financial obligations -towards other
countries, insofar as these obligations are not contradictory
to the sovereignty of Finland and provided these countries
do not take any hostile steps against the Finnish Demo-
cratic Republic and its People’s Government.

In its home policy, the aims of the People’s Govern-
ment are as follows:

1. To create a Finnish People’s Army.

2. To establish state control over the big private banks
and big industrial concerns, and to introduce measures t
support middle-sized and small businesses. ’

3. To take measures for the complete abolition of unem-
ployment, ’

4. To reduce the working day to eight hours, to guar-
antee a two-weeks summer vacation for workers, and to
reduce rents for workers and office employees.

5.-To confiscate the estates of the large landed pro-
prietors, without touching the land and property of the
peasants, and to turn over the confiscated lands 'to peasants
owning little or no land. . '

6. To exempt peasants from arrears of taxation.

7. To grant the fullest state aid for the improvement
of the farms of the small peasants, primarily by assigning
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to them from the confiscated estates of the large landlords
additional land, pastures and, as far as possible, timber
for domestic needs.

8. To democratize the political system, the administra-
tion and the courts.

9. To increase the state subsidies for cultural needs and
to reorganize the system of education; to make it possible
for the children of the workers and the other poor sections
of the population to attend school, and also to do every-
thing to further the development of public education,
science, literature and art along progressive lines.

It appears that having lost all support among the
people, who detested it, the plutocratic government of
Cajander and Erkko, which did everything in its power
to ruin our couniry, has resigned. This detested govern-
ment~has been replaced by a government formed by
Tanner. But Tanner is no less an enemy of our people
than Cajander. The Tanner government is no whit better,
and, if anything, worse, than the Cajander government.
The people hate it as much as they hated the Cajander
government.

Drive these hangmen out of Finland! Overthrow this
bankrupt government clique!

Rise up, you long-suffering labouring folk of Finland!
March boldly to the struggle against the tyranny of your
oppressors and hangmen! .

Rise up, all citizens who have the future of your coun-
try at heart!

Throw off these black hounds .of reaction from the
backs of the people! :

Brush aside all obstacles to the prosperity and culture
of the nation, and to the realization of the ancient national
aspirations of our peoplel '
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