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Hyökkäys (The Attack). Painting by Edvard Isto, 1899. Oil on 
canvas. In the painting, the Russian doubleheaded eagle is 
attacking the maiden, symbolizing Finland, tearing a law book 
out of her hands. Immediately after the painting was finalized, 
it became the symbol of protest against Russification, spreading 
throughout Finland in thousands of prints. The effort to Russify 
Finland precipitated the 1905 Revolution and granting of 
universal suffrage. Source: Open Source Wikicommons. 
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Introduction 
 
Women’s political rights and citizenship globally have often expanded rapidly in times of conflict and 

crisis. Previous research has shown how World War I (WWI) was a catalyst for women’s suffrage and 

how civil war in Africa (and elsewhere) after the 1990s resulted in significantly higher levels of female 

representation in parliaments, cabinets and local government. This paper argues that the expansion of 

women’s political citizenship is linked more broadly to other forms of conflict as well, in particular, 

revolution and the bid for independence.  

Finland was the first country in Europe to allow for universal suffrage and the first country in the 

world where women won seats in national legislative office. This paper shows how Finnish women 

obtained the right to vote and run for office after revolution and in the context of Finland’s pursuit of 

independence. The paper shows how social rupture and crises are often precursors to the expansion of 

women’s rights, particularly when there is a shakeup in the political elite, an effort to deepen 

democratization, and where there is a pre-existing women’s movement seeking fundamental changes. 

Efforts to obtain independence were especially important in creating opportunity structures for the 

expansion of suffrage both in Finland but also in the later post-World War I and II contexts. The end of 

empire, similarly, created the conditions for the shakeup of the political elite.  

In many European and North American countries, women won the right to vote after WWI with 

the demise and break-up of large empires like the Ottoman, Russian, German and Austro-Hungarian 

empires. The decline of the British and French empires after World War II led to the growth of 

independence movements which gave rise to new nations and another wave of expanded voting rights, 

not only for men, but for women as well. The wars that led to the end of the Portuguese empire after 
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1975 had a similar effect on new nations. In Africa, for example, most women obtained the right to vote 

alongside men around the time of independence, which in many settler colonies came after wars of 

liberation  (e.g., Namibia, Mozambique, South Africa, Cape Verde, Angola, Guinea Bissau, Zimbabwe). 

Thus, a variety of critical junctures have historically opened up opportunities for actors to press 

for the expansion of citizenship.  Critical junctures are short periods of time which increase the 

probability that actors can intervene to bring about desired change. These windows of opportunity can 

lead to long-term institutional transformation, such as changes in the status of women (Capoccia and 

Kelemen 2007). This study also draws from crisis theory, which argues that crises, like wars and 

economic depression, are catalysts for radical social change. They change the ideology of the status quo. 

Crisis theory combines narrative-descriptive history with theory, featuring particular events and people 

while identifying patterns of social behavior (Higgs 1987, Kasza 1996).  

To be clear, while no one would advocate for armed conflict as a means to expand women’s 

rights, the aftermath of such conflicts may provide opportunities for interventions intended to improve 

women’s status. Moreover, there are many paths to the expansion of women’s political citizenship, and 

this is but one. Conflict does often result in patterns of speeding up women’s political advancement as a 

result of a profound reordering of institutions. Consider the rapid increase of women in Rwanda’s 

parliament after the 1994 genocide in which 800,000 people perished. Today, Rwanda’s women 

hold 61% of the parliamentary seats, the highest in the world, compared with 17% prior to the 

genocide. It is not inevitable that such reforms occur during critical junctures, but their likelihood is 

greater under certain conditions. 

Women in many countries in Europe and North America had been pressing for suffrage as far 

back as the mid-1800s. But it wasn’t until the end of WWI that women in most European countries 

obtained the right to vote and generally this happened within five years of WWI (Table 1). In Russia, 

women won the same rights in the context of another rupture, the 1917 Russian Revolution, and the 
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other 14 republics followed suit, with some delays as in Uzbekistan. There were some countries that 

remained neutral like the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and Denmark that defied this pattern and 

there were delays in countries like France, but overall, the pattern is clear.  

  This paper uses historical process tracing to tease out the various explanatory factors that link 

critical junctures of revolution and war to the advancement of women’s citizenship. It looks at a series of 

cascading effects, in which major historical events can trigger a series of consequences that transform 

structures and practices. It shows how not only World War I and civil war have led to the expansion of 

women’s citizenship globally, but also revolution, and wars related to the decline of empires and 

creation of new nations. All these conflicts share a number of factors in common. These factors are 

explored in depth in the case of Finland, where women obtained the right to vote and run for office in 

the context of Russia’s 1905 war with Japan, which helped precipitate the decline of the Russian empire 

and the 1905 Revolution in Russia and Finland and eventually the 1917 Revolution. This follows the 

observation of Charles Tilly and Theda Skocpol that defeat in international war is a prerequisite to 

revolution (Tilly 1993, Skocpol 1979). The paper uses the Finnish case to show how critical junctures or 

ruptures were a precursor to the expansion of women’s rights, particularly 1) with the shakeup in the 

political elite and the creation of more democratic institutions, 2) in the context of Finland’s bid for 

autonomy and ultimately independence, and 3) as a result of pressures from a pre-existing women’s 

movement.   

Many of the primary archival sources used in this paper are articles, reports, and pamphlets 

written by Finnish suffragists to international publications and organizations. Most were obtained from 

the Gerritsen Collection of Aletta H. Jacobs. The paper first discusses the types of conflicts that create 

opportunities for the expansion of women’s political rights, linking literatures on World War I and 

women’s suffrage to the literature on civil wars in the 1990s and 2000s and the expansion of women’s 

national and local legislative and cabinet representation. It expands on these cases to discuss other 
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types of conflicts such as wars of independence and revolution that have similarly expanded women’s 

political citizenship. The paper discusses the types of conflicts that do not give rise to such changes for 

women. It examines three factors that these transformational conflicts share in common that can help 

explain why conflict is tied to the expansion of women’s political citizenship. The paper goes on to show 

how these three mechanisms were evident in the case of Finland. 

 

Table 1. Women’s Suffrage and Participation in World War I 

Principal Allied Powers in Europe Year Women’s Suffrage Obtained 
British Empire  

United Kingdom 1918 (partial); 1928 (full)  
Canada 1917-19 
Ireland 1918 (partial), 1922 (full) when became 

Irish Free State 
France 1944 
Russian Empire/Soviet Union  

Azerbaijan 1918 
Belarus 1919 
Estonia 1917 
Georgia 1918 
Kazakh SSR 1924 
Kyrgyz SSR 1918 
Latvia 1917 
Lithuania 1918 
Moldova 1929 (partial), 1938 (expanded), 

1940 (full) 
Russia  1917 
Tajik SSR 1924 
Ukraine SSR 1919 
Uzbekistan 1938 

United States of America 1920 
 

Co-belligerants to Allied Powers Year Women’s Suffrage Obtained 
Armenia 1917 (Russian legislation); 1919 

(Armenian legislation) 
Belgium 1919 (communal); 1948 (national) 
Czechoslovakia (became independent 
1918) 

1920  

Greece 1922 
Montenegro (became part of 
Yugoslavia) 

1946 

Portugal 1911 (partial), 1931 (reinstated, partial), 
1976 (full) 
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Romania 1929 (partial), 1939 (expanded), 1946 
(full) 

 
Central Powers Year Women’s Suffrage Obtained 
Austria 1918 
Bulgaria 1937 (partial), 1944 (full) 
Germany 1918 
Hungary 1919 (partial), 1945 (full) 
Italy 1925 (partial), 1945 (full) 
Serbia (became party of Yugoslavia) 1946 
Ottoman Empire, which became 
Republic of Turkey in 1923 after war of 
independence (1919-23) 

1930 (local elections), 1934 (national 
elections) 

Poland (part of Austro-Hungarian 
Empire, German Empire and Russian 
Empire during World War I) 

1918 

 

How Women Gained Suffrage Globally 

Comparative studies have identified some key factors that help explain breakthroughs in the expansion 

of suffrage to women. Many focus on the role of women’s and feminist movements. Others focus on key 

cross party alliances or efforts by socialist and liberal parties (Rodriguez-Ruiz and Rubio-Marin 2012). A 

few crossnational studies focus on the transnational character of the movements to increase women’s 

political participation. For example, Ramirez et al. (1997) focus on international standards and the 

diffusion of a world culture that resulted in the wide spread of women’s suffrage. Finnish women, for 

example, had gained considerable support and encouragement from women in England and the United 

States and saw their movement as part of an international movement (DuBois 1994). With 

decolonization in many parts of the world, universal suffrage became widely associated with 

independence and democracy. In Finland, the Baltic states, Poland, and Hungary women united around 

the nationalist struggle in the fight for suffrage (Kollonay-Lehoczky 2012; Korppi-Tommola 2012; 

Rodriguez-Ruiz and Rubio-Marin 2012). 

Because universal suffrage followed World War I in many cases in Europe, historians have 

sometimes linked women’s suffrage to WWI (Garner 1984, Turner 1986).  Some have argued that 

women were granted the vote as a reward for their war efforts and the new roles they took on 
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(Thébaud 1994). While some historians regard WWI as a catalyst for change (Bader-Zaar 2009, 2017), 

ironically, many who have made this connection have minimized the significance of this phenomenon. 

Some have argued that it sidelines the important role of suffrage movements (Scott 1987) or domestic 

politics and party rivalries. Others have pointed out that in some countries that had been involved in the 

war, like Belgium, France and Italy, the majority of women did not win the right to vote until after WWII. 

In the case of Italy, there were sharp divisions within the women’s movements, which were primarily 

loyal to political parties, and the parties were not especially interested in pressing for women’s suffrage 

(Rodriguez-Ruiz and Rubio-Marin 2012). The nationalist struggle in countries like Ireland sometimes 

divided the women’s movement in ways that suppressed the suffragists’ demands. 

 Some historians challenge the view that regards World War I as a watershed for women’s 

suffrage, particularly in the literature coming out of the 1970s and 1980s, which argued that the 

continuities pre and post war were considerable, and that marriage and motherhood were valorized 

after WWI much as before. Higgonet (1987) argued that even though women took on important 

functions in the economy and government administration, they remained subordinate to men. 

Moreover, the overall increase in women in the labor force was not sustained after the war as men 

returned to their jobs after the war. Some historians acknowledge that there were changes in the types 

of jobs women took on after the war.   

 I would suggest that it is not necessary to pit these various explanations against one another 

and that all of these realities can be true at the same time. The end of WWI led to a cascade of events 

starting with the end of large empires, leading to the formation of new nations and to the creation of 

opportunity structures such as constitution writing exercises that allowed for women’s suffrage. There 

was a major expansion of women’s political citizenship when the right to vote spread to at least 26 

European and North American countries in the six years following WWI (Table 1). The rights deepened in 

the years that followed, as suffrage was extended to more groups of women and was adopted in other 
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countries. That WWI was a catalyst that created structural changes in societies and in the ruling elite 

does not conflict with explanations that have to do with the role of the suffrage movement because 

without the agency of these activists, the changes would not have happened as quickly as they did. 

Moreover, not all countries experienced broader changes in women’s roles or in gender relations, but 

some did, like Finland. Women’s suffrage emerged in the context of nationalist movements and the 

global cultural diffusion of norms. 

 Opportunity structures have typically referred to the relative openness of formal institutions, the 

stability of elite alignments that support a polity, the presence of elite allies, and the state’s capacity for 

repression. According to Doug McAdams, they are "any event or broad social process that serves to 

undermine the calculations and assumptions on which the political establishment is structured 

occasions a shift in political opportunities" (1982, 41). However, in this paper we are concerned with 

both state and elite opportunity structures as well as gender opportunities.  McCammon et al. (2001) 

have argued that changing gender relations and opportunities also account for reforms, not just changes 

in formal political opportunity structures as defined by the state or electoral politics (Jenkins and 

Klandermans 1995, McAdam 1982). These gendered opportunities emerge as political decision makers 

change their attitudes regarding the appropriate roles for women in society. Thus, the combination of 

political dynamics and changing gender relations influenced whether political leaders supported 

suffrage.  Women moved into areas that had been previously dominated by men in Finland as they 

increasingly received education, even higher education, and were employed outside of the home. WWI 

further hastened these changes in roles and attitudes in European countries.  

 

Women’s Political Citizenship and Other Forms of Conflict 

I argue in this paper that the link between conflict and women’s rights can be expanded to other 

conflicts and types of conflict beyond WWI. This link is evident in the decline of empires after World War 
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II, giving rise to new nations and hence universal suffrage. Sometimes wars of independence were 

fought with similar outcomes for women in terms of the right to vote and run for office. Revolutions 

have similarly often created conditions that led to the expansion of women’s political rights, as is the 

case with women obtaining suffrage and the right to vote in Finland in 1906. More recently, in Sudan, 

women’s rights activists made significant gains in rights after the 2019 revolution. As in Finland, women 

played an integral role as leaders and as participants in the 2018-2019 revolution against the Omar Al 

Bashir government, which was often referred to as a “women’s revolution.” Similar constitutional 

reforms took place in Tunisia after the ouster of President Ben Ali in the Jasmine Revolution of 2011. 

The expansion of women’s political citizenship has been evident in other postconflict contexts as 

well, particularly after the 1990s with the increase of women’s political representation in parliaments, 

cabinets and local government. An emerging literature has shown how the end of major conflict often 

has had large positive impacts on women’s legislative representation, beyond what could be explained 

by electoral institutions like quotas and democratization alone (Hughes 2009, Hughes and Tripp 2015). 

In Women and Power in Postconflict Africa I explained why since the early 1990s post-conflict countries 

had double the rates of female legislative representation and greater numbers of women leaders in top 

positions when compared with non-post conflict countries. Post-conflict countries in Africa also made 

considerably more constitutional and legislative changes compared with non-post-conflict countries 

(Tripp 2015). 

I claim that these differences could be accounted for by three factors. First, the decline of major 

conflicts created opportunity structures such as peace negotiations, electoral reforms, and constitution-

making exercises that allowed women activists to press for a women’s right’s agenda and increased 

representation. Second, because women’s experiences during war gave them common cause, they 

mobilized around these concerns through their autonomous women’s movements. The end of conflict 

also disrupted traditional gender roles and relations and created incentives for women to demand 
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greater rights and representation. And third, post-conflict countries tended to be more easily impacted 

by international influences and new norms relating to gender due to the prominent presence and 

influence of external actors as well as increased donor dependence.  

Not all modern conflicts result in expanding women’s political citizenship and an analysis of 

them highlights the mechanisms at work. Generally inter-state conflict does not lead to such outcomes 

because it does not necessitate domestic restructuring of the political order in a way that might allow 

for the expansion of women’s rights. World War I and II were different in that these wars ended in a 

major reconfiguration of political and economic power with the demise of empires and the formation of 

new nations. This required newly reconfigured institutions, new constitutions and new electoral laws. 

Thus, fundamental change in the political elite in the aftermath of conflict or revolution opens up 

opportunity structures that allow for actors to press for the expansion of women’s political 

citizenship. 

Similarly, not all revolutions end in positive outcomes for women’s rights. Large number of 

women participated in and led the 1979 Iranian revolution to overthrow the Shah with the hope that 

they would gain greater rights. After the revolution, women were stripped of many of their freedoms, 

placing Iran among the countries with the worst legal discrimination against women in the world. Thus, 

the type of regime that comes into power, whether democratic or autocratic, needs to regard women’s 

rights as integral to its legitimacy. It is not just changes in the elites that matters, but also who those 

elites are and what ideology they represent.  

Smaller conflicts, localized conflicts and coup d’états generally do not necessitate the 

establishment of new institutions or leaders because they do not create enough disruptions deep within 

society to give rise to new more inclusive dynamics. Ongoing conflicts do not allow actors enough 

political space to mobilize to change the status quo because leaders and militia are too preoccupied 

with conflict to be interested in gender reform.  Where one side obliterated the other, as was the case 
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in Sri Lanka in 2009 when the government crushed the rebel Tamil Tigers, there were no peacetalks or 

settlements and therefore no opportunities for women activists to press their demands.   

Generally, the impetus for such reforms has come from women’s movements, which have 

provided crucial agency to the process. However, this has not always been the case, especially in 

countries where the reforms were introduced in a top-down fashion as in Kemal Atatürk’s Turkey 

after the abolition of the Ottoman Empire and Habib Bourguiba’s Tunisia after independence from 

France in 1956. Here, the diffusion of international norms may have played a role in the policies 

adopted in these countries as these leaders strove to modernize.  

Post-conflict and post-revolutionary countries today and in the past were impacted by 

international influences and new norms relating to gender. During the early suffrage movements there 

were ties between suffrage movements globally through various conferences and organizations. Today, 

we see the hand of United Nations agencies as well as foreign donors influencing post-conflict 

outcomes. Much of this was a result of the UN Platform of Action that came out of the Fourth UN 

Conference on Women in Beijing in 1995 and UN Security Council Resolution 1325 in 2000 requiring UN 

member states to include women in leadership and in peacebuilding processes. 

Thus, I propose that there are generally three factors that account for the relationship 

between conflict and the expansion of women’s political citizenship. They have to do with 1) 

fundamental change in the political elite in the aftermath of conflict or revolution. 2) Without 

agency from women’s movements, it is rare that one sees the expansion of political citizenship of 

women. The end of conflict opens up opportunity structures (e.g., peace talks, electoral and 

constitutional reform processes) that allow for actors to press for the expansion of women’s political 

citizenship. 3) The diffusion of global norms has played an important role in almost all cases of the 

adoption of women’s rights after conflict, even where local dynamics feature prominently.  In some 

cases, the desire of leaders like Bourguiba in Tunisia and Ataturk in Turkey to modernize and 
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conform to changing international norms, propelled them to advance women’s rights in a top-

down fashion.  

 

The Case of Finland 

All three aforementioned factors following war and revolution — political change in the elite, 

women’s mobilization, and the influence of global norms — were evident in the case of Finland 

when it adopted women’s suffrage and the right to vote for women. Finland became the first country 

in Europe to allow for universal suffrage in 1906. Finland’s national parliament was the first in the world 

to seat women, as 19 women were elected to office in 1907 out of a total of 200 parliamentarians. 

These events followed the 1905 Revolution in Russia, often referred to as the First Russian Revolution, 

which involved peasant unrest, strikes and mutinies throughout Russia, but also in Finland, which had 

been a Grand Duchy of Russia since 1809. The 1905 Revolution took place on the heels of Russia’s 

military defeat in the Russo-Japanese war, opening up the possibility for parliamentary reform and 

universal suffrage (Sulkunen 2009). In fact, Alapuro (2019) argues that this war had more impact on the 

introduction of universal suffrage than pressure from domestic forces.  

Women had sought suffrage for some time, but it was in the context of Finland’s bid for 

autonomy that the Tsar granted their demand for a new parliament free of estates and universal 

suffrage at the national level. Finland was the last country in the world to still have estates. Unlike other 

European countries at the time, most men and women at the time had only duties and no rights. The 

existing legislature was made up of four estates (nobles, clergy, burghers and peasants). Thus, Finland 

went from being the most backward country in Europe in terms of democratic rights to being the most 

democratic. The new parliament had a unicameral parliament and introduced universal suffrage. Finland 

eventually became independent in 1917 after the Russian Revolution.  
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Russification 1899-1905 
 
Under Russian rule, Finland had had its own legal system, civil and criminal law codes, school system, 

railway administration and an army that was formed in 1878. The language of administration, courts, 

schools and army was Swedish. By all accounts it appeared to be self-governing, which eventually 

became a problem for the Russian Empire because Finland was increasingly seen as a liability for the 

unity of the empire. In an effort to bring Finland more in line with other parts of the Empire, the Finnish 

postal service was brought under Russian control in 1890, resulting in Finnish protests of an 

infringement of their constitution (Kirby 1979).  

One of the precipitating factors that spurred the movement for greater autonomy and 

ultimately independence was the Russian government’s attempt to Russify the country when Nicholas II 

issued a manifesto 15 February 1899, claiming the Tsar’s right to determine Finland’s legislation without 

the consent of the diet, which could only voice its opinion. It brought Finland into the Russian empire’s 

military service system. The manifesto was the culmination of several measures that drew Finland more 

tightly into the Russian empire at a time when they imagined they had more autonomy. Another 1900 

manifesto had required the use of the Russian language in the administration in place of Swedish. The 

Russian system of conscription into the Imperial Army was initiated in 1901 (Alapuro 2019).  

As a result of the 1899 manifesto, which came out of the blue, Finns submitted petitions 

protesting the ruling. This period of Russification or “Russian Oppression,” as it is called, forced all Finns, 

who had been divided along class and language lines, to join forces to oppose a common enemy. It 

forced the issue of universal suffrage and the franchise for women to the fore. While some in the 

women’s movement (and in the political elite) wanted to incorporate women into the old diet with four 

estates, the Social Democrats prevailed in arguing for a revamping of the entire voting system in favor of 

universal suffrage and a unicameral parliament (Malmberg 1907). Differing interests in the government 
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had paralyzed the state, allowing for the Social Democrats to advance their goals. They saw themselves 

as the leading advocates of democracy.  

There had been little to no demand for women’s suffrage in Finland before the early 1890s. It 

had been discussed in the press since 1873 and in 1887 the governors of Finnish provinces had raised 

the question. In 1897 the Young Finnish Party introduced a resolution demanding votes for women into 

the Diet, but it did not pass. Women already had won the municipal vote in the country districts as early 

as 1863 and in towns in 1872, but there was no interest in extending it to the Diet, in part, because the 

nobility was afraid that it would give power to those without property and give more power to the 

Finnish language parties. The clergy felt that it contravened the will of God and gave too much power to 

women. However, even in the late 1980s there was support among some politicians, who felt that 

women had done well on city councils and were better than men at keeping social order (Korppi-

Tommola 2012).  

The women’s movement at this time did not prioritize suffrage, although it was on their agenda. 

The Finnish Labor Party (which became the Social Democratic Party) and the Kuopio Women’s 

Association had advanced the demand for women’s political rights early on, as had vocal feminists like 

Minna Canth. The Finnish Labor Party was the first party to incorporate women’s issues into its platform. 

This is not surprising since over 20,000 women were involved with the socialist-oriented trade unions 

and the Social Democratic Party (SDP) (Sulkunen 1997, 2006a). The franchise was in the program of the 

Finnish Women’s Union when it was formed by Lucina Hagman in 1892, but the main concern was equal 

opportunities in the professions. However, with the Russian Oppression 1899, the whole Finnish 

population became galvanized around the demand for adult suffrage, including women’s suffrage. It 

united people of all political persuasions (Malmberg 1907).  

There had a been intermittent violence and acts of terror after 1902 in protest of the 

Russification. A series of strikes led to a major strike five days later on October 25, 1905, throughout the 
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country in concert with the strike in Russia. It was described as a bloodless revolution and it included 

nationalist demands. Strikes continued from 1905 to 1908, giving rise to the trade union movement and 

to organized labor, which was tied to the Social Democratic Party (SDP). The strikes targeted the political 

sphere rather than at the economic elite in a country where the political elite differed from the 

economic elite (Alapuro 2019). The demand for women’s suffrage had been incorporated into meetings 

in advance of the strikes in Viipuri and Tampere. Four days after the strikes started, the Tsar Nicholas II 

gave in to the strikers’ demands for the creation of a new Finnish Parliament and other political rights, 

including the demands for women’s suffrage and the right to stand for election.  

The whole country came to a standstill from factories, to schools, offices, the telegraph, and 

railways. Aino Malmberg was a writer and leader of the SDP, which was known at the time as the Finnish 

Labor Party.1 She described the revolution: 

 
Without words, without exclamation it was clear to everybody that we had now arrived at a 

turning point; we should either gain everything or lose everything. There was nothing between 

the two extremes. It was impossible to be alone because now, perhaps for the first time, it 

became a living truth to everybody that we were all members of a great family, responsible for 

each other. There were no strangers, no enemies, no upper class, no lower class anymore. We 

were brothers and sisters. Even the difference of age seems to have disappeared. Children were 

seized by the same spirit of enthusiasm as their parents.. . . Who led it? Who arranged it all? 

Nobody. It was a spirit of the people who led it, who arranged it, who gave them the courage to 

meet death if needed (Malmberg 1907). 

 
1 The Finnish Labor Party (Suomen työväenpuolue) was founded in 1899 and changed its name in 1903 
to the Social Democratic Party (Suomen sosialidemokraattinen puolue). It was not represented in 
parliament until universal suffrage was introduced in 1906.  
 



 16 

Malmberg describes how even Russian and Finnish schoolchildren were seen walking together in a long 

procession through the streets of Helsinki, singing the Marseille. 

Activists met and sent representatives to St. Petersburg to convey the demands of the Finnish 

people, which was to restore Finnish law, ensure adult suffrage for men and women over 24 years of 

age, and form one parliament with one chamber of 200 members. There were a handful who claimed 

that women were not yet ready to enjoy their rights because they needed education for their new 

responsibilities. Some suggested that women’s suffrage would endanger the country. But these views 

were quickly silenced as people had little patience for naysayers given the strong participation of 

women in society during the hard years of Tsarist rule (Malmberg 1906). 

The Tsar’s response to the 1905 revolution in Finland was abrupt. He issued an Imperial 

Manifesto of November 7, 1905, repealing the February Manifesto and announcing the formation of a 

new unicameral diet, allowing for adult suffrage, and the right to be elected to the Finnish parliament.  

All Finnish political parties supported universal suffrage and the women’s franchise. The vote 

was taken to the Reform Committee on March 20 vote, and two members voted against female 

suffrage, but the majority voted for it. In the Senate, only one voted against it (Gripenberg 1906). On 

July 20, 1906, the new unicameral parliament (Eduskunta) was formed, and universal suffrage was 

declared.  

After women won the right to stand for office and vote, popular assemblies were better 

attended and the majority of participants were women, who spoke and passed resolutions (Anonymous 

1907). The continued interference of Russia in Finnish politics strengthened the feelings of national unity 

and women’s political equality (Salzman 1913). Out of the 1,197 bills passed between 1906 and 1911, 

167 were initiated by women parliamentarians. The women parliamentarians petitioned for woman’s 

right to enter civil service, the organization of the teaching of domestic economy, to improve position of 

illegitimate children, the revision of the matrimonial law, the woman’s majority and her right to her 
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children (Hallsten 1925). Some of the laws passed regarding women after 1906 included bills raising the 

marriageable age for women from 15 to 17; laws granting women the same rights as men with respect 

to legal assistance; and a bill that provided for the appointment of a midwife to each parish. Women 

also got laws passed regarding the legal protection of children in cases of cruelty and neglect, state 

subventions for the feeding of poor public school children; a bill inflicting severe punishment for cruelty 

to animals; state support for kindergartens; and the creation of public libraries; and the promotion of 

local historical research (Korff 1913). 

Five general elections were held from 1907 to 1919 at a time when there was a complete 

disconnect between the legislature and the executive. In 1908 the number of women increased to 24, 

then 22 in the 1909 election, but dropped to 15 in 1910. By 1911 the number returned to 19 (Travers 

1911). However, between 1907 and 1917 the legislature did not really function, as it was in the hands of 

imperial nominees. Imperial Russia’s Prime Minister and Minister of Internal affairs Pyotr Stolypin 

decreed in 1910 that all laws of general state interest in Finland were to be made by Russian institutions, 

while the parliament could only voice an opinion.  

The Social Democratic Party had been the strongest advocates of women’s rights and they 

represented the largest group within the legislature, holding 80 out of 200 positions in the 1907 

elections. This made them the largest social democratic party in Europe and the only socialist party to 

win an absolute majority prior to the 1917 Russian Revolution. They won most of their support from the 

countryside with three fifths of the party membership coming from the rural workers’ associations 

(Kirby 1979). This marked an important shift with the rise of agrarian socialism and the forging of an 

alliance between industrial and agricultural workers (Alapuro 2019).  Of the 19 elected women in the 

first parliament, seven belonged to this party (Table 2). More women belonged to the SDP in Finland 

(22.3% in 1906), proportionately more than in other social democratic parties in Europe at the time.  In 
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contrast to other European countries, women were not banned from participating in political 

organizations, as women were in Germany until 1908 (Kuusipalo 2009).  

 

Table 2. Women in Parliament in Finland by Election 
 1907 1908 1909 1910 
Swedish Popular Party  1  3   4   3 
Young Finnish Party  2  2   1   2 
Old Finnish Party  6  6   4    2 
Social Democrats  9 13 12 10 
Agrarians  1  1  0   0 
Christian Party  0  0  0   0 
 19 25 21 17 

 
Source: Nutid, cited in Anna Lundsrom : Finland; International women's news. Vol. 4, Iss. 8 (1910) pg. 63-
64 
 

Women were also active in the Finnish labor movement, which had emerged out of the 

temperance, pietist and Fennoman movements. From 1899 to 1906 the women’s movement resisted 

Russification and the demanded democracy. Women’s sections in the trade unions had been formed by 

1900 and were combined with existing women’s trade organizations to form the Suomen 

Sosiaalidemokraattinen työläisnaisliitto (Finland’s Social Democratic Working Women’s Union), which 

was founded under the leadership of Miina Sillanpää, who became one of the first women 

parliamentarians and the first female member of the cabinet as Minister of Social Affairs in 1926. 

The new organization had 70 branches with 3,000 members (Anonymous 1911). They advocated for the 

vote, maternity insurance, and temperance.  

 

Factors Linking Revolution with Gender Reform 

Changing Political Elite 

 With the change in the parliament and the granting of universal suffrage, the class base of Finland’s 

political elite fundamentally changed. From 1869 to 1906 the existing legislature (known as the Diet of 
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Porvoo) was made up of Four Estates (nobles, clergy, burghers and peasants). They did not meet 

together, and three estates had to pass a bill before it could go to the Tsar for approval. Agreement 

from four estates was necessary for a constitutional amendment. The nobility, which comprised .12% of 

the population at the time, had 201 seats; the clergy, who made up .26% of the population had 40 seats; 

the bourgeoisie or burghers (3.11%) were allocated 30-70 seats; while the peasants, who made up the 

bulk of the country with a population of 2.3 million in 1890, had 70 seats (Kirby 1979). The 

representatives were selected by electors from each district. Only land owning peasants could vote, 

which meant that only a few thousand people could vote for members of the noble or clerical estates.  

Joint committees between the chambers sought to reconcile differences. After 1906 these estates were 

abolished and replaced by one chamber practically overnight, a process which took several decades in 

other parts of the world. All citizens of age could vote.  

The first parliamentarians included women from all classes, reflecting its egalitarian character. It 

included seven teachers, three editors (who received the most votes), a peasant, a textile worker, the 

wife of a minister another two wives of workers, the president of the Servants Trade Union. Two 

belonged to the Young Finnish party, one from the Agrarian Party and one from the Swedish Party, one 

the old Finnish Party, nine from the SDP and another officer of the Social Democrat Women’s Club 

(Anonymous 1907). The Social Democrats were seated in parliament for the first time after 1906 and the 

SDP women were represented on all committees in the parliament.  

The other major change that took place was a change in the makeup of the political elite. 

Sweden had controlled Finland since the thirteen century until the Finnish War of 1808-9, when Russia 

annexed Finland as the Grand Duchy of the Russian Empire (Malmberg 1907). Finns were able to keep 

their own religion (Lutheranism), their own parliament, their administration and budget and by 1863 

they had their own constitution. Over 600 years of Swedish rule had resulted in a legacy of Swedish 

cultural influences, but with the withdrawal of the Swedes, these aristocratic tendencies began to wane 
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(Travers 1911). Up until 1899 the Finnish nation was preoccupied with a struggle over whether the 

Finnish or Swedish languages would be the official language in government, courts and schools. By 1899 

many of the class and language differences were pushed aside as the nationalist impulse strengthened 

against Russification. 

The peasantry eventually came to form the basis of the nationalist movement and the 1899 

oppression (ensimäinen sortokausi) led to the broader political awakening of the Finnish people, 

including the peasantry. Finland had a large peasantry, which had prevented the growth of feudalism in 

Finland (Konttinen 1991) and probably influenced the egalitarian nature of society. Of the European 

countries that had revolution at the end of World War I, Finland was the only one that did not have a 

feudal class structure. It did not have a Finnish aristocracy, it had a weak high culture, and a weak local 

bourgeoisie. Moreover, the Swedish speaking aristocracy was weak as a landed class (Alapuro 2019). 

The Swedish speaking administrators eventually adopted Finnish as their own language. 

During Swedish rule, the nobility, which was small in size, depended on holding officer’s 

positions in the army. Under Russian control, the army was abolished, forcing much of the nobility to 

depend on positions in the public administration, thus creating a bureaucratic elite (Ruostetsaari 1993). 

Because they were not landed upper class but rather a bureaucratic class, they were somewhat tolerant 

of the demands of the popular classes. Civil society was tied to the state in the interests of national unity 

involving both upper and middle classes. 

With the February 1917 revolution in Russia, the Provisional Government in Russia announced 

full constitutional rights for Finland. The SDP had won an absolute majority in the 1916 elections, but 

the parliament had not been allowed to convene. The Finnish parliament declared Finland’s 

independence on December 6, 1917. The first prime minister, Pehr Svinhufvud, was appointed a few 

days before independence, making him the first socialist head of government in office the world.  
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In this period of transition, however, the government did not have control of the army and the 

police had been decommissioned. The government was unstable and the emergence of independent 

militias and growing demands on the new government resulted in a war between the Reds, led by a 

section of the SDP, who were supported by the Soviets, and the conservative Whites, backed by 

the German Imperial Army. The Whites overcame the Reds in the spring of 1918. The war, which 

resulted in the death of 36,000 Finns, left the country divided for decades thereafter. 

Part of the explanation for how suffrage was obtained for women rests on the transformation of 

the political elite governing the country. After 1905, power no longer was structured around the four 

estates that had given the small nobility the most authority. The abolition of the estates allowed for 

broader representation and universal suffrage allowed for the broader population to have a voice in 

their affairs. The economic elite remained intact. However, the granting of universal suffrage put 

electoral power in the hands of the majority of peasants and workers.  

After Finland gained its independence, the Russian Governor-General, who represented the 

Emperor, was replaced by a Finnish Prime Minister as head of the Senate. The Senate had combined the 

functions of a cabinet and supreme court from 1816 to 1917. After independence, the functions of the 

Supreme Court and Cabinet in the Senate were separated, and the senators became cabinet ministers 

while the judicial division became the Supreme Court and Supreme Administrative Court. A presidential 

office was created by the 1919 Constitution when Finland became a republic.  

  

Women’s Movement 

Women’s Changing Status 
 
Some have argued that in agrarian societies like Finland, unlike more industrialized societies, there was 

little division between the public and private spheres, and between the home and employed labor, 

making women’s labor equally valued (Malmberg 1907). Rural women carried out heavy labor, not only 
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within the home, but also tending to cattle and working the fields alongside men. This meant that there 

was little discussion or even awareness about distinctions between the public and private and certainly 

there was no notion of restricting women’s political activities beyond class limitations, which applied to 

men as well at the time. Women were active contributors to public life, and they participated equally 

with men in popular movements, which became fora for creating citizens.   

In fact, no party advocated for the abolition of what they called the “sex disability”, but rather 

they took it for granted that women had worked as hard as men for the betterment of Finland, 

therefore they deserved the same rights (Malmberg 1907). The idea that gender equality was 

dependent on the essential biological differences between the sexes, an idea that permeated American 

and liberal thinking about both race and gender, was more common within the middle class women’s 

movement and among the Swedish speaking liberals and progressives in Finland, but not among the 

large peasant class and the conservative Finnish Party. The two largest parties, the SDP and the Finnish 

Party found common cause around their demands for women’s suffrage, framing it in a way that did not 

allow for distinctions between men and women. Thus, one of the reasons for the ease with which not 

only suffrage, but women’s right to stand for election, was accepted so easily had to do with how 

gender differences were framed. The nationalist sentiment at the time meant that groups of all political 

persuasions downplayed gender differences and class was seen as a larger division within society 

(Kuusipalo 1997).  

The groundwork for the push for suffrage took place in the middle of the 1880s, when the first 

co-educational schools were established. By the turn of the century over half the school children were 

attending school, and girls and boys alike were educated (Alapuro 2019). Opponents of girl’s education 

argued that it would destroy family life, degrade women and result in the total destruction of the moral 

order of the world. But co-educational schools became so commonplace that their detractors were left 

with little choice but to concede. Women’s rights activists regarded these schools as key to changing 
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gender relations since they allowed boys and girls to compete and collaborate, eroding notions of male 

supremacy and female inferiority and helped foster camaraderie between the sexes. They noted that 

because of the large number of women attending the University of Helsinki, one did not see the same 

hostile feelings between the sexes as were found in other countries (Malmberg 1907).  

Education of girls and women was also seen as crucial to the Finnish nationalist project, 

particularly Finnish language education. It meant that women could work as school principals, teachers, 

journalists, doctors, businesswomen, and in other such professions. In fact, all positions except those in 

the church, army and higher levels of law were open to women. Women served on school boards and 

led various associations (Gripenberg 1906). Thus, it was assumed that women would play a key role in 

the parliament since they constituted half the population.  

Women led major religious revivalist movements like the Laestadians and other social 

movements (Gripenberg 1906). The revivalist movements of the 1830s and 1840s and 1880s and 1890s 

were fairly regressive in that they encouraged women to be subordinate to their husbands. At the same 

time, they were democratic in their organization, and they urged participants to think for themselves on 

all questions (Gripenberg 1906). They ignored intermediate corporate organizations like the church and 

created a bond between individuals and religious leaders. They were so influential the churches had to 

eventually recognize them. They played a key role in advancing national integration beyond localities, 

which according to Reinhard Bendix, is a key to the creation of the modern state (Alapuro 2019). They 

were precursors to voluntary associations.  

Up until the 1880s, the Russian Empire had forbidden the formation of organizations other than 

associations that were religious in nature or that were created to advance economic or industrial goals. 

The Fennoman movement, which promoted Finnish language and culture, gave rise to the temperance 

movement after the 1880s.  The largest voluntary associations at the national level from 1883 to the mid 

1890s were the temperance organizations, which attracted large numbers of women (Alasuutari 1991). 
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The temperance movement gave rise to the workers movement. It was surpassed by the Social 

Democratic Party as the largest membership organization after 1905. The social democrats drew on all 

these movements to build its own strength. They organized a strike for temperance in 1898. They also 

sought support for universal and equal suffrage and the formation of a workers’ party. Thus, universal 

suffrage and temperance became the two key demands of the social democrats (Alapuro 2019). 

Although the 1905 revolution brought about abrupt changes in voting rights and women’s 

status, the events that led up to women’s suffrage had been brewing for some time. A major initiative to 

expand women’s rights began in 1884 when the Finnish Women’s Association (Suomen Naisyhdistys) 

was established. It was made up of conservative women and was loosely linked to the Old Finnish Party 

(Korppi-Tommola 2012). In 1890, another organization advancing women’s rights,  the Finnish Women’s 

Union (Unioni Naisliitto), broke off from it, allowing both men and women to become members. The 

Union, which was more radical, was more closely affiliated with the Young Finnish Party and the Swedish 

Party. There was little demand for women’s suffrage in Finland before the early 1880s when the Finnish 

Women’s Union started agitating around the issue. The main concern of the women’s movement was 

equal opportunities (Travers 1911). Both the Union and Women’s Association supported suffrage but 

only within the contexts of the four estates. It was not until 1905 that they supported universal suffrage. 

However, Finnish women had lobbied for women’s suffrage for a long time before 1905. They 

had organized events, held lectures at the university of Helsinki, published articles and pamphlets, 

petitioned the Diet. Both the Finnish Women’s Association and the Union launched petition campaigns. 

Young women at the university were traveling the country enthusiastically talking about suffrage at 

public fora. There was virtually no opposition to it at public events. (Gripenberg 1906).  

Leo Mechelin, the deputy secretary of the Senate’s finance department supported women’s 

suffrage and was said to be influenced by his private secretary, Tekla Hutlin, a suffragist and leader of 
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the Young Finnish Party. He persuaded Nicholas II that the Finnish people were demanding women’s 

suffrage and to everyone’s surprise the Tsar signed the bill on July 20, 1906 (Korppi-Tommola 2012). 

By 1913 the Women’s Union had grown to 1,107 members and 35 branches around the country. 

In 1912 they brought a bill to the Diet for the eligibility of women for state offices. Women were eligible 

to run for parliament but not for positions in municipal councils (Salzman 1913). It was difficult, 

however, to get anything done until independence because the Russian Council of Ministers rejected or 

delayed anything that was proposed in this unsettling period prior to independence. In 1916 women 

were finally able to vote and run for election in towns and the countryside with the passage of the Local 

Government Act (Hallsten 1925). 

In sum, the formation of women’s organizations was delayed by the restrictions on associational 

life prior to the 1880s and many women channeled their leadership talents into the revivalist 

movements. As women’s organizations were formed in the 1880s the movement began to address 

women’s suffrage, but it was not until 1905 that they could imagine its existence outside the confines of 

the four estates Diet in the form of universal suffrage within a unicameral parliament. Thus, not 

surprisingly, the women’s movement was a critical actor in generating interest in women’s suffrage.  

 

International Norms 

A key factor which influenced the women’s movement in Finland was the support women activists 

received from their international connections. Baroness Alexandra Gripenberg led the Finnish Women’s 

Association from 1889-1904 and again from 1909-1913 and was a founding member of the Women’s 

Union. Alexandra Gripenberg participated in the Women’s Congress in Washington in 1888, where the 

International Council of Women (ICW) was founded by 53 women’s organizations from nine countries. 

The Women’s Union was a member of the ICW, which was created to advance women’s rights, and took 

on the cause of suffrage after 1899. Gripenberg served as the ICW treasurer from 1893 to 1904. She 
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traveled to many European countries and helped found women’s organizations in Eastern Europe and 

Russia. By the time of the 1914 International Women’s Congress in Rome, Gripenberg had emerged as 

one of the most important personalities in the women’s movement internationally (Hallsten 1925, 

Korrpi-Tommola 2012). These ties were important because they allowed her to learn first-hand about 

suffrage movements globally, but also because it helped strengthened the resolve of women’s rights 

activists in Finland.  

Annie Furuhjelm was another woman leader who connected Finland to the international 

suffrage movement, of which she was also a leader. She led the Finnish chapter of the International 

Women’s Suffrage Alliance (IWSA). Furuhjelm, a women’s rights activist, journalist and writer, was born 

in the Russian colony of Alaska, and her Russian-Finnish father was the last Russian governor of Alaska 

(before the US purchased Alaska from the Russians) and her mother was Swedish-Finnish. In 1904 she 

attended the fifth congress of the International Council of Women in Berlin but they refused to let 

Finland join because it was still part of the Russian Empire. Carrie Chapman Catt, the American suffragist 

who had founded the IWSA, assured Furuhjelm that the IWSA would support a Finnish organization. 

Furuhjelm organized a conference of 1,000 women in Finland and established the Committee for 

Women’s Suffrage, which was approved by the IWSA in 1906. She served on the board of the IWSA and 

was also the leader of the Swedish Women’s Association of Finland, which was formed in 1907. She 

continued to speak at international suffrage meetings. In 1913 she was elected to the Finnish parliament 

and became the first elected female legislator to speak before the British parliament.   

The involvement of Finland in these international movements helped reinforce the influence of 

rapidly changing international norms regarding women’s right to vote in national level elections. 

 
Conclusion 

This paper has shown how the Russo-Japanese war of 1905, the 1905 Revolution in Russia and Finland, 

and the demise of the Russian Empire, set in motion a cascading series of events leading up to the 
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creation of a new unicameral parliament and granting of universal suffrage. As a result of pressures from 

the women’s movement and individual suffragists like Tekla Hultin, women were able to not only gain 

the right to vote, but they also gain the right to run for office.  

The Finnish case thus contributes to a broader literature that has examined the catalyzing role 

of WWI in extending the franchise to women and to the literature on civil war in the 1990s and 2000s, 

that allowed for increases in women’s participation in legislatures. The paper highlights the role of 

revolution as another form of critical juncture that can create political and gender opportunity 

structures for expanding women’s political citizenship. The paper connects several dots by theorizing 

conflict more generally as a catalyst for the creation of opportunity structures that allow for the 

expansion of women’s political rights. We can see a number of different types of conflict that lead to 

such reforms, including 1) the decline of empires and formation of new nations out of WWI and WWII,  

2) wars of independence; 3) revolutions; and 4) civil wars.  

Not all wars and revolutions have this consequence, particularly localized conflicts, coup d’etats, 

failed revolutions, and revolutions driven by anti-women’s rights agendas. These are conflicts that do 

not create opportunity structures for women’s rights activists to assert themselves. Thus, generally 

there are three conditions that need to be present for the expansion of women’s political citizenship 

after conflict after 1900: a transformation in political elites; an active women’s movement; and new 

international norms.  

The legacy of the 1905 revolution is seen today in Finland in the fact that women hold 46% of 

the legislative seats in parliament and have been global leaders in female legislative representation 

since 1907. Finland had a woman president from 2000 to 2012, garnering some of the highest levels of 

support any president obtained in Finland’s history. In 2021 Finland welcomed a woman prime minister, 

Sanna Marin, the second in the country’s history and at 34, the youngest prime minister in the world. 

Women hold twelve cabinet portfolios while men hold seven.  Marin’s coalition government was formed 
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with five parties, all of whose leaders were women. Given the ease with which women gained the right 

to vote and hold office in 1905, it is perhaps to be expected that the new dispensation raises little 

debate in Finland, where women today hold the most demanding of positions.  

 

References 

Alapuro, Risto. 2019. State and Revolution in Finland. In Historical materialism book series,. Leiden ; Boston: 
Brill,. 

Alasuutari, Pertti. 1991. "Individualism, Self-Control, and the Finnish Temperance Movement." Ethnos 56 (3-4): 
173-188. 

Anonymous. 1907. "Women elected in Finland,." The Woman's Tribune. 24 (11): 44. 
---. 1911. "Women suffrage in Finland." Anti suffragist 3 (5): 7-8. 
Bader-Zaar, Birgitta. 2009. "Women’s Suffrage and War. World War I and Political Reform in a Comparative 

Perspective." In Suffrage, Gender and Citizenship. International Perspectives on Parliamentary Reforms, 
edited by Pirjo Markkola, Seija-Leena Nevala-Nurmi and Irma Sulkunen, 193-218. Newcastle upon Tyne: 
Tyne Bridge Publishing. 

---. 2017. "Controversy: War-related Changes in Gender REaltions: The Issue of Women;s Citizenship." In 
Internatioank Encyclopedia of the First World War 1914-1918. online 8 January 2017. 

Capoccia, Giovanni, and R Kelemen, Daniel. 2007. "The study of critical junctures: Theory, narrative, and 
counterfactuals in historical institutionalism." World Politics 59 (3): 341-369. 

DuBois, Ellen Carol. 1994. "Woman Suffrage around the World: Three Phases of Suffragist Internationalism." In 
Suffrage and Beyond: International Feminist Perspectives, edited by Caroline Daley and Melanie Nolan, 
252–276. New York: New York University Press. 

Ramirez, F., Soysal Y., and Shanahan S. 1997. "The Changing Logic of Political Citizenship: Cross-National 
Acquisition of Women’s Suffrage Rights, 1890 to 1990." American Sociological Review 62 (5). 

Garner, Les. 1984. Stepping stones to women's liberty : feminist ideas in the women's suffrage movement, 1900-
1918. London: Heinemann Educational Books. 

Gripenberg, Alexandra. 1906. "Political Suffrage for women in Finland." The Englishwoman's review of social and 
industrial questions 37 (269): 92-94. 

Hallsten, Ilmi Louise Bergroth. 1925. Suomi, Maa, Kansa, Valtakunta (English version entitled: The position of 
women in Finland). Helsinki: Government Print Office. 

Higgs, Robert. 1987. Crisis and leviathan : critical episodes in the growth of American government. New York: 
Oxford University Press. 

Higonnet, Margaret Randolph, and Patrice L.-R. Higonnet. 1987. "The Double Helix." In Behind the lines : gender 
and the two world wars, edited by Margaret R. Higonnet, Jane Jenson, Sonya Michel and Margaret 
Collins Weitz, 31-47. New Haven: Yale University Press. 

Hughes, Melanie. 2009. "Armed conflict, international linkages, and women's parliamentary representation in 
developing nations." Social Problems 54 (1): 174-204. 

Hughes, Melanie, and Aili Mari Tripp. 2015. "Civil War and Trajectories of Change in Women’s Political 
Representation in  

Africa, 1985-2010." Social Forces 93 (4): 1513-1540. 
---. 2015. "Civil War and Trajectories of Change in Women’s Political Representation in Africa, 1985-2010." Social 

Forces 93 (4): 1513-1540. 



 29 

Jenkins, J. Craig, and Bert Klandermans. 1995. The Politics of Social Protest: Comparative Perspectives on States 
and Social Movements. Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press. 

Kasza, Gregory J. 1996. "Review: War and Comparative Politics." Comparative Politics 28 (3): 355-373. 
Kirby, D. G. 1979. Finland in the twentieth century. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press. 
Kollonay-Lehoczky, Csilla. 2012. "Development Defined by Paradoxes: Hungarian History and Female Suffrage." 

In The struggle for female suffrage in Europe: Voting to become citizens, 421-438. Leiden ; Boston: Brill. 
Konttinen, Esa. 1991. Perinteisesti moderniin: professioiden yhteiskunnallinen synty Suomessa. Tampere: 

Vastapaino. 
Korff, A. 1913. "Woman Suffrage in Finland." The Englishwoman 17 (50): 169-180. 
Korppi-Tommola, Aura. 2012. "A Long Tradition of Equality: Women’s Suffrage in Finland." In The struggle for 

female suffrage in Europe: Voting to become citizens, edited by Blanca Rodriguez-Ruiz and Ruth Rubio-
Marín, 47-60. Leiden ; Boston: Brill. 

Lähteenmaki, Maria. 2006. "Naiset tasa-arvoisemman yhteiskunnan puolesta 1907–2003." In Naiset 
eduskunnassa Nide 4 / Suomen eduskunta 100 vuotta, edited by Maria Lähteenmäki Irma Sulkunen, 
Aura Korppi-Tommola. Jyväskylän yliopisto: Edita. 

McAdam, Doug. 1982. Political Process and the Development of Black Insurgency, 1930-1970. Chicago, IL: 
University of Chicago Press. 

McAdam, Douglas. 1999. "Conceptal origins, current problems, future directions." In Comparative perspectives 
on social movements. Political opportunities, mobilizing structures, and cultural framings, edited by 
Douglas McAdam, John D. McCarthy and Mayer Y. Zald, In Cambridge studies in comparative politics, 
23–40. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

McCammon, Holly J., Karen E. Campbell, Ellen M.  Granberg, and Christine  Mowery. 2001. "How Movements 
Win: Gendered Opportunity Structures and U.S. Women's Suffrage Movements, 1866 to 1919." 
American Sociological Review 66 (1): 49-70. 

Pugh, Martin. 1978. "Politicians and the Women’s Vote, 1914-1918." History 59. 
Rodriguez-Ruiz, Blanca, and Ruth Rubio-Marín. 2012. "Introduction: Transition to Modernity, the Conquest of 

Female Suffrage and Women’s Citizenship." In The struggle for female suffrage in Europe: Voting to 
become citizens, 1-46. Leiden ; Boston: Brill. 

Ruostetsaari, Ilkka. 1993. "The Anatomy of the Finnish Power Elite." Scandinavian Political Studies 16 (4). 
Salzman, Mrs. 1913. "Abridged reports. Finland. National Federation. The three auxiliaries of the International 

Woman Suffrage Alliance have formed a Federation for the purpose of....;." International women's news 
7 (11): 6. 

Scott, Joan W. 1987. "Rewriting History." In Behind the lines : gender and the two world wars, edited by 
Margaret R. Higonnet, Jane Jenson, Sonya Michel and Margaret Collins Weitz, 31-47. New Haven: Yale 
University Press. 

Skocpol, Theda. 1979. States and social revolutions : a comparative analysis of France, Russia, and China. 
Cambridge ; New York: Cambridge University Press. 

Sulkunen, Irma. 2006a. "Suomen naisten äänioikeus kansainvälisessä vertailussa." In Naiset eduskunnassa Nide 4 
/ Suomen eduskunta 100 vuotta, edited by Maria Lähteenmäki Irma Sulkunen, Aura Korppi-Tommola. 
Jyväskylän yliopisto: Edita. 

Sulkunen, Irma, Maria Lähteenmäki, Aura Korppi-Tommola. 2006b. Naiset eduskunnassa.Nide 4 / Suomen 
eduskunta 100 vuotta. Jyväskylän yliopisto: Edita. 

Thébaud, Françoise. 1994. "The Great War and the Triumph of Sexual Division." In A History of Women in the 
West, Volume 5. Toward a Cultural Identity in the Twentieth Century. Cambridge, MA. 

Tilly, Charles. 1993. European revolutions, 1492-1992.The Making of Europe. Oxford, UK ; Cambridge, Mass., 
USA: Blackwell. 

Travers, Rosalind. 1911. "The History of Women's Suffrage in Finland." The Englishwoman's review of social and 
industrial questions 11 (33): 246-255. 



 30 

Tripp, Aili Mari. 2015. Women and power in postconflict Africa.Cambridge studies in gender and politics. New 
York: Cambridge University. 

Turner, Bryan S. 1986. Citizenship and capitalism : the debate over reformism. Vol. 21Controversies in sociology. 
London ; Boston: Allen & Unwin. 
 

 

 

 


