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SREIINDECOUISE = CONCEPL Of theory
ror eptuallzatlon

2gion), boundaries and identities are spatially
| d hlstorlcally contingent processes: The need

_er an historical approach
“ “Results of broader social and cultural processes

- & Boundaries are not merely lines between spatial
units: they are sedimented in broader and
‘smaller” processes all over the ‘region’
(education, politics, economy, governance) and
spatialized symbolisms (cf. relational approach)
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gRiBsImply, I terms’of real flows of
SEONOIMIC activity, nation states have
i6)//eaay/Jost their role as meaningful units

B 0jipalticipation in the global economy of
""""*teday s borderless world” (Kenichi Ohmae
~ 1995)




PErerMINgrtae border nationalists
MEsENNE terfitorial practicesuiindia™
PEldStan berder as an example
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BejuEIEclaued literatlreris mushreeiiing

" FRONTIERS

Rethinking
Borders

Europe: Rethinking
the Boundaries

EUROQPE

Borderlands BORDERS

Under Stress

——

la

=




- -I‘.ﬁ = » »
Sentemporary firontiers are not simply lINEs on

: v i . . i o g
HEpPSy e Unpreblematic givensieffpeliticaltlife,
WiIEre one jurisdiction or pelitical authority: ends
e RO IIERBEGIRSHRUIEYACEICERIaINER
lmrl standing politicall life. Examining the
Jlistifications of frontiers raises crucial, often
aigiiiEtic, questions concerning C|t|zensh|p,
NEERLILY, pol|t|cal loyalty, exclusion, inclusion and

— o the ends of the state” (Anderson 1996:1)

8 “Borders and boundaries, identities and
difference construct and determine to a large
extent the space of agency, the mode of
participation in which we act as citizens in the

multilayered polities to which we belong” (Yuval-
Davis 1997:17) 7
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SOMEBACKGROUNDS FOR THE, —
REC T INTEREST-IN BOUNDARIES

o Discl -JSSJ( g zlgolt gostpraclarn) coglelition)t (tas Soelzll]Y
gnstiticted andl contested nature off identities, societal
BWIEdge andl truths)

urrf t HEO-liberall socio-economic condition
o Er NG flow-rhetoric, which is linked with various forms
Io

'-l

alization
="C obal environmental problems/ecopolitics (e.g. global

= -—warmlng)

“® Risk society: border-crossing catastrophes (Tshernobyl,
Asiani Tisunami)

®. Debates on changing forms of communication e.g.
Cyperspace

® Displacement, dislocation and the rise of nationalism,
regionalism and ethno-territorial identities.




ECONOMIC GEOGRAPHY

« space of flows/space of places
« disapperance of borders/state
» cross-border interaction

« regionalization/regionalism

« annihilation of space

SREXAMpPIEs
of the

—

fecent

BOUNDARIES AT VARIOUS SCALES

ideas of

//,—\

CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY

« politics of identity

« national culture

« ethnicity, "race"

« gender, sexuality

« supranational identities

+ peace, environmental,
women's movements)

- refugees, immigrants

«"otherness”

border in

REGIONAL GEOGRAPHY

» demarcation of regions
» regions as social constructs

- regions as historical processes

« regional identity

various
subareas

of human
geography



S
Backgrounds for current debateson,

hegions - —

o Pasureariecs of racidris sirlea WYYz plel eelrilet]fEIENY
Siee thel 19905

J\= global divisions ofi space (economy, culture...)

PREEIOPES debates on the hollowing out of the state,
g egratlon dependencies, regulation, Europe of

= = eglons iegionall identity as an EU strategy.

— 5 re- Organization of regional governance and
guestions of devolution (e.g. Nordic countries, UK)

e Regionalization process (e.g. Baltic Sea, Barents)
e Place marketing, place promotion

e Not to “put regions back” but to “put them in their
place” (Jessop)
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Atlantic Area
; ———Baitic Sea Region
b e Central Esropean, Adriatic, Danubian & 5-E Europe
S Kungrmann ong Weegener, 1891, Reprooucsd by ding paemission of Bumamann Nﬂl"ﬂ'l EE’E Hﬂhﬂ
Morth-West Evropean Metropolitan Area
South-Western Europe
Western Maditerranean and Latin Alps

Plate 4 The Morlh Sea INTERPED Reoiore part of a nesy frereraiored Eyer O esn-masing

Souros! VWG, 2000 1




INEW re_(ji.ona-lism In
Europe (Source:
Deas & Lord 2006)

e About 150 new
unusual or non-
standard regions’
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Hc N0 We Internalize reglonal zlplel

rer r|aI Tdentities 2
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"spatlallzatlon (Rob:Shields)™

rocess duringpwhich a society. produces. itis

AEE5 el OUSPECES, EIon) PIaCE -E:

| Je ongom social construction of the spatlal at

IeTlevel of the social imaginary

(collective

= o ythologles presuppositions) as well as

= ipterventions in the landscape ﬁfor example, the

~built environment). This term a
an object of study which encom

OWS Us to name
nasses both the

cultural logic of the spatial and its expression

and elaboration in language anc

more concrete

actions, constructions and institutional
arrangments” (Rob Shields: Places on the

Margin, p. 31)
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: rr|tor|al identities and shared trac

SIEIEIRSOCIalIZation

S RSENEIRSOGIBlIZatiBANSNRSH LN HEREDESEENIHOEESS
treUEh WhICH Individual actors and collectivities
aieispclalized asimembers of specific territorially
br. iieded spatial entities and through which they

jore or less actively internalize col

ective
itions and

fspatlal Imaginaries (= a contested

~ ® Helps to understand the forms of
territorialization of the society in various social

practices and discourses: historicall

DFOCESS)

y contingent

e Cartographic anxiety: inside/outside, us/them,

lines of power, map-making




SPEIEISOCIaliZation) N practice: symbohc P—
VIBIENCe -~ educaion

Geodraphy.lesson
943)'in the Soviet

territory that Finland

occupied in 1941

‘Facts’, stereotypes,
Othering

Neglected area in
nationalism studies

Produces languages of
integration and
distinction

| | In the EU a national
Figure 5.8 S]‘l p g s, ﬁli: 'unr::;qm:;: ﬂra:ful-;tal::l 11';] an 1:33r~e- = queStion
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organized

Finland
on a
regional

- MiIitary
Service
basis
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BEHiblitionalization of regions

i

=

e ———

Symbolic shape

i

Institutional
shape

Territorial
— shape

Y

Established role

Figure 2.2 A conceptualization of the process of the institutionalization of
regions
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T2 tagdioslel M Salzlaliglcl of migllzlge

" Historical continuity:

Figuee 5.3 The areal shape of Finland since 1323




[bEKial shapings: Maki*ngf_;che

® The pBwer Of maps

® The first map of
Finland as a bounded
territory in Finnish

e Made by the student
Union (nation) of
Savo-Karjala in 1846

® School atlases in
education

W WE s B Seoes 1 el Was Flasom

Figuee 5.2 The first map of Fnland to be publshed in Finnish | 1846). Soun
Appendix in Lukemisia Suooren kansam byadvksi, 1846
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Weraligiiational/symbolic leridscape”

ErRAmatlREN@2)natien
1as S symbolic
andscapes..these
andscapes are

usually an essential
part of the
iconography of
nationhood

Figure 6.1 ‘Metsilampi’ (Forest Lake) by Lennart Forsten: A prototype of a
stereotypic Finnish landscape in Topelius® Finland framstildt i teckningar.
Source: Republished in Topelius 1981, 178. Reproduced by permission of
Werner Stderstriom Osakeyhrit, Helsinki

Donald Meinig 1979
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SVmbolizing confontation: nationalke
GORBEAPAIES

—m

Figure 5.4 A symbolic representation of the confrontation between West and
East: the coat of arms of the province of Karelia, dating from 1562, Source:

Rancken and Pirinen 1949, 61. Reproduced by permission of Werner
Soderstrom Osakeyhtio, Helsinki
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IPWELN Off allegories: SymibeliCss
ggle; over mationall space

-

;_The Maid of
Einland
fighting with

Russia (Eetu
Isto: The
Attack 1899)




BPElianIC identity narrative: e,

PEEKeOr our land

IENIa oGNS growi Up as one, lIke many treesi form a large
ioNEst PINEs, spruces and birches are different timber species, but
WEEELWERtEY are a forest. Tihe people in one province differ from
BIESENNaNGLNEr province as regards their appearance, clothing,
siiglidelels, aits and standard of living. We can easily distinguish a
PEISEN oM Hame from a Karelian, a person from Uusimaa from an
MOsuro-Bothnian; we can even distinguish the inhabitants of one
B parish irom those from neighbouring parishes. But when we travel
= abread and meet our fellow countrymen from other parts of our
= country, we will find out that in many respects they are similar. And
~—  _ Wwhen a foreigner travels to Finland, he finds that the inhabitants of
this country have much in common as regards their character. For
those who have lived in the same country since their childhood,
subordinated to the same laws and living conditions, must have,
with all their differences, much in common...Such a sense of
belonging or quality (national character)is much easier to feel than
to explain. It is the stamp that God has impressed on all nations by
letting their inhabitants live together for a long time” Zacharis
Topelius the end of the 19th century.
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RISH=RUSSIan border was opERrdliings
tenemy: pereaNEd809-1917)F

Figure 7.1 The Finnish—Russian border was open during the autonomy period.
The well-known Finnish photographer and ethnographer Samuli Paulaharju
(second from left) and his colleagues resting at the border post on their way to
the Dvina in 1910. Source: National Museum of Finland. Reproduced by
permission




Jore er‘mm = 32| Maseulinist projeczaliie
SshitcElegation n the Tantuspeste™
PELELiEtioNS ((1920)
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® [he emergence of
political symbolism at
the border area after

gaining the
independence

® Soviet ideological
landscape emerged




BoundzigissidrMigfisglcl/e

o Winter war 1939-40
® Continuation War
1941-1944

® Area occupied by the
Finnish troops 1941-
44

® The ceded areas

gure 5.7 Map of the present boundaries of Finland, the area occupied by the
Firnish troops in 1941-44 {and by Geeman woops in Morthern Finland) and the
area ceded to the Soviet Union as a consequende of World War 11




Figure 7.6  An example of Finnish war propagands maps: the foress types of
the “fortheoming Finland' as outhined by Professor Vaini Aver (1941). Key:
1=hare mountain top; 2=mountain birch; 3=pine forests; d=sprace forests;
S=forests with broadlcal trees. Source: Auer 1941, Reproduced by permissaon of
the Geographical Society of Fmland

» VAinG Auer (1941) in
the journal Terra

[ rFennoskanoia

] sauman e
LI koL el skanoiT
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SEVIELICEDIOgical [andscape lnftiness
OINER FINNISAFCIL/AVYI0rg

Figure 6.2 Two views depicting the socialist ideological landscape in Vyborg,
the city ceded by Finland to the Soviet Union as a consequence of World War 1T
{photographed by the author in 1983)
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Biezeer politics: Flnlandlzatlon?

MEPHmMENMINIStEr
oft Norway:
apologised the
cartoon published
in the newspaper
‘Nationen’ in 1977




Veldie global geopolitics: North Amesican
visior) af FlalElglelEs ozl pieif =eisielfn

Luraman Contnental Fower
Shatcer
fndependent Geopeltical Reguon

Figure 5.9 Finland represented as part of Eastern Europe: geostrategic regions and their geopolitical
subdivisions. Source: Cohen 1964, 63. Reproduced by permission of Methuen, London



s After WW'IT,
especially since the
1970s a new symbolic
space emerged along

the border area: “the
Road of Bard and
Poem”

® \arious generations
have different
experiences
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SUligEnL ClioSsing Points on: the

1sh RUSSIan™9erder

)‘»‘*

_ Durlng the Soviet
period the border was
closed and border
relations were
decided between the
two states

® During post-Soviet
time the number of
international crossing
points has increased
perpetually

® EU project

Fig. 1. Crossing points on the Finnish—Russian bor




MV ESHstitionalization of régions: Finnisk
SULESH(aann)NELSS6 and 1997 ]

ItEi-Suomen
Linsi-Suomen s ni

Eteld-Suoimean

0 &80 100 km
[ A




ditiona‘Finnish PrOVIREES and theychande
[IRCEER=g0ing o tihe “Europesefiiegions™
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SFOVINCES N Proper: PEOPIE On e

i

EammEs

Figure 1. fa} The places of barth and (b) present dwelling places of Finns i 1999
Seurce: Unpublished data, Central Statistical Office of Finland.




MuRicIpaifstalERpEOple on, the move - making
paCES (personall collections of spaiiel

e |




SNpeant riegional planning bodies
J .ortant actors in the “Europe of regions”
S\ Brdemocratic (elected) political representation

—_—T

*Glieate (academic) narratives on identity that

—— X =

— = ceem to be globalizing as far as their rhetorical
content Is concerned (creativity, learning
regions, region as a source of innovation)




NEliEWVENdEntity narmatives,

R

.

S Regionaliiden .méé?éiﬂbﬁhl@ﬂié Strenglcommitment
WibiRuETHOME Egion. TS the' image that people hold of
ENMIGMIE area, this Image has to be taken into
COfIS deratlon in development activities and to encourage

SEGPIES creatm% and entrepreneurship. Identity is

aree IV-modified by how people feel they are esteemed.
SASSHrong| Identity and a positive image are remarkable
' *"- TESOLIFCES In regional development. Both of them can be
== Jnfiuenced by positive communication (Lapin liitto
— 2002 43)

“(‘The; province of) Kainuu has the need and capacity —
based on its identity, distinctiveness of nature and
culture — to develop its competitiveness by investing on
the development of the resources of the local people,
that is on human, educational and social capital”
(Kainuun liitto 2003: 210)




S EITatVEs Can at times be faveureay
| v]slc' gira dynamic pluralisticiane™ -
EdationaliZing WerG:::

AL wrx fro) mamm{eﬂnd
PElUEIPALOTY A NEW Kind of feeling of community will"be
Crejicie through participation, which will add the attraction of;
tHENEEIeNIIN the uncertain and shattering global economy
Z)rerprovinciall plan has provided a vision of the
v th 55101 the neo-tribe of Hame: a feeling of neo-

S CommunRality based on plurality, tolerance, participation that

- “Decome concrete in catalyzing village action p.

—— 30)”(Hameen maakunta...2003).

-

- “Egstern Uusimaa is a good-quality, capable and vital
bilingual cultural area. The province is a strong international
actor in the Baltic area” (p. 7)... The identity of Eastern
Uusimaa has to be exploited y using materials depicting this
identity in various occasions, especially in education, in

strengthening skills and in events linked with Eastern
Uusimaa” (p.8)




@RS, as academic constructs EiRnishe.

1:aphers at WO

varJr L3 scholars liave come; INto Very: different
SONEIUSIONS WHEN mapping the regions of Finland.

r)yr N (993) reminds that maps are ‘segments of the
,)rc essional autobiographies of their makers'.

SSEierevaltiation ofi the regional divisions made by
= ~ageographers suggests that the production of maps and
= Jegional divisions may be understood partly on the basis
of Bourdieu’s (1985) theories of distinction and symbolic
capital in a scientific field.

Regional divisions are not merely results of pure
objectifying academic effort to create order on the earth
or to construct identity but maps/regional divisions are

also instruments of academic distinction and prestige.
42
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EXelipIes of regions’ made by Finnish
STEIENLISLS : :

A. Ragnar Hult (1895)
B. J.G.Grano6 (1930)
C. Leo Aario (1949)

D. Atlas of Finland
(1994)
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J aon czl :e SPhENEMENGH and
flo) rez separatlst MOVEMENLS Nave existed N Einland
aricilyAlinkediwith literature: regionalism emerged during

Irrw Jotreentury: in the form of realistic stories of folk
fe

SlItRE 1970s! a renaissance: the social context for this
BWesS e rapid change that took place in the socio-

-ﬁe{onomlc structures

=
e
_..—-

= ‘3— A more specific background was the declining role of the
~ traditional agrarian culture — one of the key constituents
of: Einnish national identity -, rapid urbanization and the

Increased spatial and social polarlzatlon

e Most Finnish provinces have had their own novelists that
have been linked with the regional life in cultural

publicity.




EREISH IANmEdia

IENGIE of media and — in the case off provinces

c'r ‘rele off news
240 0|t|ng fegiona

- Pr pYincial newspa

DAPErS has been crucial in
ISt ideas.

Ders in the peripheral areas

&=ave inimany cases been active promoters of
—#—._:-ﬂreglonal identity” and ‘self-consciousness’.

= o [nternet, new (satellite) TV channels, smaller
ousehold sizes, etc. may challenge the pattern
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VEdiRERuIE, province of Northenn Kareligisties
IENGIREgional mesia

-3
I

Kuva 7.

Tutkimusalusiden vi-
kidslehtien kunnittai-
nen  peittoprosentti
(a. lkka, b, Karjalai-
-? nen, o©.lLapin Kansa,
2 d. Helsingin Sano-
i mat .
B Fig. 7. Coverage of the rmost
= impartant TE W S -
papers read 1n the
areas studied in 1983,




CONCLUSIONS: CHALLENGES IN
BOUNDARY,/REGION STUDIESy"

REINSEILBNNGRSPACE aNESPAtINEIMENSIGNE FETICRISINOE ORlY.a
Stelierseting ror social e holndares’ are not merely exclusive
IIIES) eLnane social constructs Institutions and symbols and
gieNmpregnated withr power:

> Augl c[eness off the multidimensional nature of boundaries:
pelibical, Secial, cultural, personal meanings

I _.u.ITticuIturaI Ferspectlve — new alternative narratives: how
B Variols social groupings organize and shape their social and

=== “-tultural life, how do they recognize themselves and construct

— — the other; what are the individual and institutional elements in
~ _this construction

Histoerical' approach: the roles of boundaries as part of dynamic
territory construction/region-building and deinstitutionalization

The physical, environmental and ideological meanings of
nature in connection with boundaries

The study of boundary narratives and discourses as part of

identity building: whose narratives? =




N
BJ Nelational and terrltorlaj

il rmg are NEeded...

R

— -F'.-

REE Bh5 are not bounded but networked

E: AeC|aIIy In terms off economy) (="flat

o1l jteloagy’)
£ Dut territory still matters (especially in

-
e
L
_-—

= terms of culture, politics and ethnicity)




NS Pl reglons and boundares:

Ire ncerned it may be asked...

QVHBSEEJIONS, boundarles and
Edentities” and for what

_— purpose’?

=
—
i




