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ABSTRACT

Title of Thesis: The Russian Record of the Winter War, 1939~
19L40: An Analytical Study of Soviet Records
of the War with Finland from 30 November
1939 to 12 March 1940

James Venceslav Anzulovic, Jr., Doctor of Philosophy, 1968

Thesis directed by: Dr. Gordon W. Prange

This dissertation is an analytical examination of
material published by the Soviet Union which concerned the
Winter War with Finland from 30 November 1939 to 12 March
1940.

The events leading to the conflict grew out of Russian
offorts to protect their northwestern borders after the
defeat of Poland in September 1939. Diplomatic pressures
enabled the Soviet Union to establish air and naval bases
along the Baltic coast in Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania by
the end of October 1939. However, efforts to obtain similiar
concessions from Finland, especially the leasing of H._ko at
the mouth of the Gulf of Finland, proved unsuccessful.

The first material published by the Soviet Union about
the Finnish situation was part of a newspaper campaign during
November 1939, At first this campaign merely denounced those
Finnish leaders who were known to be opposed to a diplomatic
settlement with the USSR. Gradually this campaign increased

in tempo and after the alleged firing of Finnish artillery



on Russian borderguards at Mainila on 26 November 1939,
Soviet newspapers began to call for the punishment of the
Finnish Government.

Along with this part of the campaign, the Russian
press also pictured Finland as a small nation divided by
class conflict and supported only by certain western impe-
rialistic powers. The Soviet writers predicted that such
a nation could not resist the Red Army, especially as the
Finnish proletariat would certainly rise against their
bourgeois masters.

With the beginning of the Soviet attack on 30 November
1939 the Red press trumpeted the early successes of the Red
Army and Red Fleet and confidently predicted a swift end to
the Finnish Government in Helsinki. To support this the
Russian newspaper pointed to the foundation of a revolu-
tionary Peoples! Government of Finland in the newly-captured
city of Terioki under Otto Kuusinen. This regime, it was
confidently predicted, would provide the leadership for the
expected proletarian revolt in Finland.

By mid-December 1939 when it had become apparent that
the Soviet forces were not likely to sweep over FPinland nor
the proletariat to rise in revolt, there came a subtle
change over the Soviet press releases. Stories about the
conflict appeared less often. Contempt for the resistance
of the Finns tended to disappear and more emphasis was

given to the difficulties encountered by the Red Army.



References to the Terioki-based Peoples! Government of
Finland diminished almost to the vanishing point. Only the
heroic deeds of individual Soviet fighting men increased in
the press coverage during late December 1939 and January
1940.

When the Red Army began its drive to break the
"Mannerheim Line" on the Karelian Isthmus in February 1940,
press coverage of the fighting increased significantly.
Even then, the earlier predictions of a complete victory
over the Helsinki Government were not repsated. Along with
this the Peoples! Government of Finland was completely
ignored throughout this period. For these reasons the
rather sudden announcement of the Treaty of Moscow on 12
March 1940 was rather easier to accept. These changes in
the Soviet newspaper campaign during the Winter War indicate
that the Russian press did respond to events, much like all
newspapers, and that the Russian people could not be made
to believe everything their leaders might wish them to

believe.

The personal experiences of the Soviet fighting men
published in newspapers and books during and after the
Winter War revealed a great deal about the problems of the
Soviet armed forces. One of the first problems mentioned
was the lack of coordination between the various arms.
Other defects were a lack of training and equipment for

winter combat and a deficiency in scouting and patrolling



which left the Red Army at the mercy of swift-moving Finnish
ski patrols. All of this arose because of a lack of proper
leadership in the higher ranks of the Red Arm ,, According
to these recollections, these defects were finally dealt with
before the campaign which broke the "Mannerheim Line" in
February 1940.

The major lesson of this study was the discovery that
Soviet 1 cords, despite their domination by the officielly
acceptable truth, can be useful in obtaining information
about developments in the USSR. Through a careful reading
of these sources and an understanding of the requirements of
censorship, one can readily obtain a better understanding of
the problems of the Soviet leadership and even some idea as
to the feelings of the Russian people in response to the

events which make up the history of our times.
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MAP T
THE INITIAL ATTACK OF THE SOVIET UNION ON FINLAND
(30 November 1939--16 December 1939)

This map shows the major Soviet routes of attack into
Finland during the first three weeks of the Winter War. The
railroads and waterways shown are only the most important
transportation lines in that nation. There are, of course,
many more rivers, lakes, canals and railroad lines in Finland
but to have included them would have only made the picture
more complicated.

This picture of the Soviet attack is an interesting
one. It should be noted that the aggressive moves at either
end of Finland, i.e., the Red Fleet!s movements in the Gulf
of Finland and the 1lljth Soviet Army's seizure of the Petsamo
region, seem to have been planned to cut the Finns off from
any aid that might arrive by sea. The 7th Soviet Army from
Leningrad and the 8th Soviet Army from Petrozavodsk were
moving to break through the eastern Karelian defenses and
clear a good road into southern Finland.

The 9th Soviet Army at Uhtka, however, has remained
something of a mystery as to the purpose and strategy of its
attacks along the extended eastern borders of Finland. A
solution is suggested by the map. Even if the 8th and 9th
Soviet Armies succeeded in breaking through in eastern Karelia
the result would most likely be a rapid retreat north and west
of all Finnish forces. With its supply routes open to Sweden
at Kemi, the Finns could play a very difficult guerrila war
among the lakes and forests of western and central Finland.
If the 9th Soviet Army, however, could seize most of the water-
ways and railroads of eastern Finland, Soviet forces would be
in an excellent position to outflank such a retreat or at
least to cut off the supply lines into Sweden. It was thus
very likely that the attacks of the units of the 9th Soviet
Army hed as their objective the seizure of transportation
routes in eastern Finland, not a direct drive to cut the
nation in two.

The Winter Roads which provide the only transportation
routes to Petsamo and Norway are merely strips cleared through
the forests and/or tundra, Brush is laid down and water
poured over it, This quickly freezes in the cold weather.
These roads are limited in their use, however, because of the
problem of weather (think what even a brief warm spe . could
do) and the inability of the ice surface to avoid shattering
under the impact of heavy vehicles.

SYMBOLS:

Political boundaries

Important towns, islands and bases
ceene Ship channels
woEses Winter road



vi

Approximate location of the headquarters of a
Soviet Army.
Portified defense lines
Territory of the Republic of Finland
Territory of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Territory of the Kingdom of Norway
Territory of the Kingdom of Sweden
Territory of the Republic of Estonia









A secret protocol in this pact provided for a division
of eastern Europe between Germany and the USSR.1 With the
Nazl destruction of Poland in September 1939, Hitler and
Stalin set out to take over their "spheres of influence"
assigned in the secret protocol as amended on 28 September
1939.°

Accordingly, Finland and the three Baltic States were
acknowledged by Germany as within Russia's "sphere of
influence.”" 1In swift succession, during late September and
early October, the nations of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania
were forced to sigh pacts of "friendship and mutual aid" with
the Soviet Union.3 These agreements allowed Soviet armed
forces to establish various naval and air bases in these
Baltic states., Thus Russia secured her western border and in
effect protected the southern approaches to Leningrad. As
long as Finland remained apart from these "mutual assistance"
agreements, however, there was still a way for a potential
aggressor to mount an attack on the northwestern frontiers
of the USSR,

On 6 October, therefore, Soviet leaders invited the

Finns to send representatives to Moscow to discuss

lSontag and Beddie, p. 78.
®Ibid., p. 10L.

3"Pext of Estonian Treaty,"” New York Times, 29 Septem=
ber 1939, p. 8; "Text of the Latvian Pact," New York Times 6

October 1939, p, 9; and "Text of the Lithuanian pact," New
York Times, 11 October 1939, p. 6.




confidentially a "change in relations between the two
countries."l The Kremlin requested border adjustments on

the Karellan Isthmus to protect Leningrad and the withdrawal
of the Finns from the Ribachi peninsula in the north to secure
the approaches to the port city of Murmansk. To protect the
sea lands to Kronstadt and Leningrad the Kremlin also asked
the Finnish Government to sell the four major islands in the
Gulf of Finland: Seiskari, Lavansaari, Tytarsaari and
Suursaari (Hogland), and lease Hanko Cape at the mouth of the
Gulf as a naval base. These positions, combined with the
Soviet naval base at Paldiski (Baltiski Port) in Estonla
would, so the Russian military experts thought, secure
Leningrad from any sea-borne threat.

The Finns seemed willing enough to permit border
rectifications on the Karelian Isthmus and on the Arctic
Coast. They also appeared ready to consider the sale of the
Gulf Islands, But they catagorically refused to discuss the
leasing of a naval base at the mouth of the Gulf of Finland.
Since this lease was felt by the Kremlin to be absolutely
necessary for ' e securlty of Leningrad, the talks in Moscow
came to an end on 13 November 1939.2 It would appear that at

thils point, while the Finns thought the dlscussions had merely

lVaino Tanner, The Winter War: Finland against Russia,
1939-1940 (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1957), p. 22,
cited hereafter as The Winter War. (Tanner was Head of the
Finnish Social Democratic Party and Forelign Minister from

1 December 1939 to 15 March 1940.)
°Ibid., pp. 66-68.




been postponed, the Soviet leaders had decided that diplo~
macy could not solve Russia's Baltic problem and they then
resolved to use force. As a result the Red Army invaded
Finland on 30 November 1939 while the Red Banner Baltic Fleet
occupied the Gulf islands and the Red Air Force bombed
Helsinki and other population centers in Finland.

In reviewing the published literature on this conflict,
the present : ter discovered several years ago that one area
has not been very closely examined--the field of Soviet
mater: relat: 3 to the war. This can be easily understood
because the large amount of propaganda i 3:ser in all Com-
munist writ! has tended, in many cases, to obscure the real
grains of fact contalned in many published works. It will be
the purpose of this thesis to analyze representative examples
of Russilan material, both from newspapers and books, in an
attempt to understand what the Kremlin leadership was trying
to do and what they wanted the Russian people to read about
thelr efforts to "protect the northwestern frontiers of the
sociallist st 5e." Because so much propaganda is present in
Soviet materials and because the factual record of the Russo-~
Finnish War is still so scanty, thls thesis will compare the
Communist version of the conflict with the best available
wes! "n sources in an attempt to balance the record.

The first part of the thesis will systematically
examine the Russo~Finnish conflict as 1t appeared in the Soviet
press during the period from 1 November 1939 to 13 March 1940.

Selected newspaper articles will be combined with a cursory



study of the events of the war in order to trace the cir-
cums tances which may have had a bearing on the attitude of
the Communist news bosses, This study will also try to
examine the question of just how accurately the Red news
sources reported the events of the Winter War,

In preparing this thesis the author has reliled for
the most part on five Russian newspapers: P~~7da and
Izvestiya, the news organs of the "Great Communist Party
(of bolst riks)" and the Supreme Soviet of the USSR respec-
tively; " :asnaya ""e~?1, the Red Army's newspaper; Trud, the
mouthplece of the Peoples! Commissariat of Labor Unlons; and

Kom~~molska- 8, the journal of the "Lenin Young Com-

munist Youth League." Coples of Krasnle Flot, the news source

for the various Soviet naval forces and Industriya were also
examined but only occasional references are made to these

two Jjournals because the collectlon of these newspapers in
the Library of Congress 1is relatively spotty and the articles
which appeared in them contributed little to the total
plcture of Soviet information about the war,

The second part of this thesis will examine the
personal recollections of the Russian participants in the
Russo-Finnish War. These accounts have been found in the
various newspapers and a number of books published by Soviet
authorities in the years following the Peace of Moscow. The
present study will make a selectlve analysls of these accounts
in an effort to determine how the individual Red Army man,

sallor, airman, commissar and commander remembered hls part in






CHAPTER I

THE ADVENT OF WAR IN THE NORTH

(1L November 1939-==26 November 1939)

The negotiations between the Finnish delegation and
the Soviet representatives in Moscow during October 1939 on
the « : on of securing Russian bases in Finland had been
carr d on under a vell of newspaper silence at the request
of the Soviet Government. But on 31 October at the flrst
meeting of the Supreme Soviet, the head of the Councll of
Commlssars, Vyacheslav M. Molotov, made a report to the
delegates in which he revealed the complete details of the
Russo~Finnish negotlations from the Soviet viewpoint.1 The
public announcement of these confidential talks was extremely
disturbing to the Finnish negotiators, then on their way back
to icow to continue the meetings.2 In splte of this Soviet
breach of Iplomatic etiquette, the Finnish delegatlon, after
consulting with Helsinkl, decided to contlinue on to the
Russlan capital,

Unfortunately these renewed negotlations did not result

e

Lngpe Text of Molotov's Speech,” Ne- ¥-rk "1ily
2s 1 November 1939, p. 2.

=
o}
]

2Tanner, The Winter war, pp. 59-60.
7







against such a conflict and therefore violently opposed the
warmongering policy of the "ruling circles" in Helsinki. For
thelr second oint the Russian newspapers blasted Finnish
leaders as a rabid group of warmongers who were supported by
western imperialists, while the great mass of the Finnish
people were described as sunk in poverty and bloody political
repression. Obviously these lower classes did not support
the warlike policy of their "black reactionary" rulers.

Sov! & press reports before November on Finland were
not unlike those concerning any of the other Scandinavian
countries. There were tt wusual articles about the economlc
difficulties which were being faced by the Finnish people,
and the comings and golngs of various Finnish delegations
during October.1 Other than these notices Finland might just
as well have been on the other slide of the world,

The news famine on Finland ended abruptly with the
speech of Molotov before the Supreme Soviet on 31 October.
His address covered all fields of Soviet diplomacy but his
most significant emphasis was on the Finnish question. For

some weeks the foreign press had been predicting that the

Luprieza v Moskvu Upolnomochennovo Finlyandskovo
Pratitel'stva g~na I. K. Paasikivi" (The Arrival in Moscow of
the Representative of the Finnish Government, Mr, Paasikivi)
Kras ya Zvezda, 12 October 1939, p. 1; "Priem t. Molotoviam
Upolnomochennovo Finlyandskovo Pravitel'stva, g=na I. K.
Paasik vi" (The Reception by Com. Molotov of the Representa-
tive of the Finnish Government, Mr. I. K. Paasikivi) Krasnaya
Zvezda, 1l October 1939. v. 1l; "Priezd Upolnomochennovo
Finlyandskovo Pravitel's ra" (The Arrival 1e Representative
of the Finnish Government) Krasnaya Zvezda, 24 October 1939,
p. 1.
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Russlans and the Finns would soon announce an agreement In

the same way that the Baltic States had "fallen into the
Soviet sphere." Now the Russians had admitted that there

ad een a hitch In thelr plans. The Finns had proved
difficv & and did not seem ready to accept Russian guldance.
The speech therefore was a sort of international bombshell,
for 1t marked the first setback in the Russian plan to control
the northe¢ 1 Baltic.

Surprisingly enough, Molotov's address, though direct
and forceful, contained only a veiled threat against the
Finnish Government. The single note of warning can be found
in t! last paragraph:

o e are certain that the Finnish leading
circles properly understand the importance of consol=
idating friendly Soviet-Finnish relations and that the
?;ggéih publii mi? w%}l ngt yield to agti-%oviet

nce or instigation from any gquarter,

The warning was plain enough. Finland was not to seek
allies and things would go well for her. But If there was
any hint of intervention, she would have to accept the con~
sequences. In short the Russians served notice on the Finnish
Government that they meant to have their own way in the
Baltic,

On November the first rumblings of trouble appeared

in the Russian newspapers. An article in ™ ud polnted out

that the foreign press, especially In Finland, had protested

L"0konchaniye Doklada tot. V. M. Molotova" (The Opening
Speech of Comrade V. M. Molotov), Pravda, 1 November 1939,
P. 2.
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too loudly about these negotiations and had looked upon the
Soviet terms as a "threat to the West."l The article also
noted that the speech of the Finnish Foreign Minister, Eljas

Erkko, on 1 November in Helsinkil was a definite threat of war

agalnst the USSR.

On the ¢ ne day Pravda too carrled an article which
commented on the unfavorable reaction of the Finnlsh press to
the Moscow terms. Indicatlt that some Finnish leaders were
unfriendly towards the Soviet Unlon, this official organ

noted that the actions of the Finnlsh Government, such as the

evacuatlion of city p¢ ulations, the mobilization of suppliles

and the change of industrles to a war footlng could be looked

upon as a "series of measures which made sense only In case

of nation prep: lng for war." Then, too, Erkke's speech

was 1 jelled a threat to the USSR because he indicated "what

forces would guarantee the neutrallty and freedom of Finland

in the e1 1t of a threat to 1ts neutrallty.”" 1In response to

S the article announced that

these dangers to the Sovlet £ ate,

the Russian people were resolved to ". . . throw back to the

devil all the games of the political gamblers . . . (and)

gu: antee the safety of the USSR: not overlooklng anything

Ing trannaya o Dokladye tov. Molotova na Vneocherednol
Pyatol =g Verhovnov Soveta SSSR" (Foreigners about the
Speech of Com. Molotov at the Openlng Session of the Supreme

Soviet of the USSR), Trud, p. L.
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(and) overcoming all and every obstacle on the way to the

goal. "l
Basically the articles scored the point that there

were some Finnish leaders who did not like the 1dea of nego~

tiation with the Soviet Union. These leaders, led by Erkke,

So the press asserted, acted as though they wanted war with

the Soviet Union. In this desire, it was reasoned, they

evlider Ly expected help from "certain western powers,"; the

Soviet people, therefore, were told to be on guard agalnst

such a thre 5. For the most part, these articles seemed to

have served as a v ning both to the Soviet people and the

Finnish negotiators then in Moscow.
By 12 November there were definite signs of stepped

up activity in the Soviet press against Finland. 1In both

Izvestiya and ™~-~yda there appeared a reprint of an article
from the 1l¢ =-wing Finnish magazine Soihtu which revealed
that the warlike preparations of the Finnish Government had

caused the workers to hope for the success of the Soviet-

Finnish negotiations. The implications were that he Filnnish

Wworking classes had a different attitude towards the possibil-
1ty of a settlement with the USSR than did the Finnish

pPol! ical leaders.

.
———

1k voprosu Sovetsko-Finlyandih Pere
Question of the »>viet=Finnish Negotiations

2"Sjurnal - "1 o Sovetsko-Finlyandih Peregovorah"
rine Soiuuvu wwout the & let Filnnish ! gotlations),

) po L’-, and _ Lé, p. 1.

ovorah" (On the
%, PI’a""“, p- 2.
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In October. 1In connection with these preparations, the article
eéstimated that "Finland could not maintain such a position

for more than L~7 months," It then went on to predict that
"the government . . . will declare that the Soviet proposals
are imposs ¢t a."l As the Russian press saw 1t the outlook

for a settlement with the Finns grew less likely every day.

A further development 1 the growlng campaign against

ir” ind appeared in an article in Xor~---~"-'aya Pravda on the
lith, This was in the form of a letter written by a prominent
Danish Cor ist. It purported to be a description of condi-
tions inside Finland, but in reality it was part of the usual
attack on the "mad Finnish leaders"” who were leading their

nation to war. Utilizing a great deal of historical material,

the author demonstrated that the "bourgeois government" had

been the enemy of the "liberties of the Finnish people” for

the past twenty years. During this excursion into history,

the o0ld motto of some defunct Finnish right-wing groups "a

greater Finland up to the Urals" was brought out as a possible

motive for the a; ressive actlons of the F milit y.

The etter so pointed out that the Finnish people were

against ' is policy of aggression as were the worklng classes

of Denmark. This being the case the hopes of the present

1"Polosjen161 v Finlyandii" (The Situation in Finland),

Pravda, ., 2.
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Finnish government for support among the Scandinavian countries
was only a plipe dream.

The above viewpolnt received official "sanction" in an
article which was widely printed throughout the Red press on
16 November. Here agaln one sees the slogan of the Finnish
reactlionaries who have always "dreamed of extending the
borders of Finland to the Urals" presented as the real reason
for the "aggressive actions" of the Helsinkl Government.
"Finland has been orienting itself towards the West," the
message read, "so that at the first opportunity they could
reveal their hos ility to the Soviet Union."2 This certainly
was indicative of western support, it was argued, and of the
activities of "the Finnish black~reaction." ZEven the efforts
of the Finr sh rightists to convince the people that the
diplomat : rupture was temporary was only "an attempt to

-

fluence public opinion by introducing falsehoods.”> This

Plece concluded as follows:

It is evident that the Finnish ruling circles do not
wish an agreement with the USSR, that they will continue
their antisoviet policy. The wide mass of the Finnish
people sincerely desire the arrangement of friendly rela~-
tions with the Soviet PUnion. The host le antisoviet

course has no support.

—— —

1Mart1n Andersen Nekse, "Vokrug Finlyandii" (Around
Finland), Komsomolskaya Prav<-~, p. 3.

2”Antisovitskaya Kampaniya v Finlyandii" (The Anti-
soviet Campaign in Finland), Pravda, D. I,

31pid.
LLTkR:i.
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These ideas were further emphasized in a series of
stories subtitled "Letters from Finland," which appeared

during this period in the newspaper Komsomolskaya Pravda.

The one to which reference is now made was published on 17
November, It supported the view that the Finnish workers and
peasants were definitely against the Helsinki Government's
policy of aggressive actions on the Russian border. Of
course pro-Russian sentiment of the Finnish working classes
was suppressed by the "okranka" (secret police) and the
"United Front" of Finnish political parties.l However, the
author ended on a note of optimism:

With such terror and persecution the officials will
not be able to break the resistance of the people, to
take them into an antisoviet war. The adventurers will
not be able to sacrifice the peace of the Finnish Beople
for the sake of the interests of London and Paris.

Here again was further reference to the western
imperialists,

The very next day another article appeared in

Komsomolskaya Pravda. Its subject was a proclamation of the

Central Committee of the Finnish Communist Party. The sheer
fact of such a proc: it asr

proof that there was a body of discontent within Finland
which would be in favor of a settlement with Russia. The

proclamation recited the wrongs done to the Finnish workers

1a, Kalervoinen, "Finskaya Molodes] Protiv Avanturistov
i Provokatorov" (The Finnish Youth Are Against the Adven-
turers and Provokers), Komsomolskaya Pr-~—4da, p., 2,

2Tpiq.
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of battle have been brought together by a (warlike) zeal,"
sald the article. "With such help the boldness of the
Finnish Army becomes clear: it is no joke that they threaten
to defeat and di 3rse the Red Army."l

Tk article concluded with a warning about an old

innish proverb: "A Finn is worth 10 Russians.” Krasnaya

Zvez¢ observed that such ideas or y encouraged the already
aggressive Finnish rightists to carry out their plans to
Invade the USSR. This led to the gloomy observation:
"Despite their implacable antisoviet policy, they contlnue
on a downward path."2

The above review is an excellent example of the type
of ca »aign which was waged in the Russian press during thils
period. Any ¢ wnce observation by a Finnish publication or
the visit of oreign military observers was made to appear
as an indication of the aggressive intention of the "Helsinki

armongers." All this contributed to the Russian picture of

Finland as a focus of war in the North.

What the Russlan leaders were dolng, of course, is
cl ar. They were first of all building up a case against
Finland and in the same breath warning the West (France and
England) against intervention should the 2t Gov rnment
find it necessary to take forceful action to "restrain the

raging Finns,"

1

2Ib-t;l ,
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lmportant, they nevertheless served to keep the Russian
plcture of the Finnish nation constantly before the people
of the Soviet Union.

On 21 November the Soviet press for the first time
launched a direct attack on their old enemies, the Finnish
Soc Democrats, JIzvestaya blasted thelr leaders for
betraying their original principles. Instead of fighting
for the high ideals of true socialism, they had become a
"social-democratic aristocracy," As a result they were no
lor r "fighting for the betterment of the material welfare
of the workers, poor-peasants and the intelligentsia,” nor
"for the widening of democratic rights and for peace among
On the other hand "this group of aristocrats had

1 »ple,”

been assimi ¢ >d with t! capitalists and fascists and has

The workers,
Hl

wandered into the camp of black reaction.
peasants and intelligentsia should leave the party.

At ther story which emphasized the perfldy of the

Social Democrats had this to say about their part in the

111- ated Moscow negotiations:

. . . one notes the clumsy veering of the leaders
of the Social=Democrats. After they had worked for a
of the negotiations with the USSR from their

bre: 1
¢ ap cg%es a timid voice (calling) for the employment
¢ "all possible (means) for 1e continuation of the
talks." This, in particular, is found in a statement
by the president of the parliamentary committee of
foreign affairs, Svato (Svento) (who is) very sorry
that there is no agreement with the USSR, r

The crocodile tears of Postine Svento (Social-

S— ——n e - e

Lu v ! o Predatel'st' Finskol Sotzial-
Suomen Penvil'eliya' o Predat

Demokratii" (Suomen Penuilelia about the Perfidity of the
Finnish Social-Democrats), Lzvestiya, p. L.
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Democrat deputy to the Parliament) involuntarily reveals
the antisoviet course of the reactionary leaders of the

Social~Democrats.
This quote was typlical of the method used by the
Russian press to discredit the statements of Finnish leaders.
The semi~humorous reference to "crocodile tears" and other

zoologics features played a great part in certain Soviet

stories about the efforts of the Finnish leaders to explain

their side of the diplomatic situation.
In a story of the 24th a Finnish author, In another

of the "I sters from Finland" serles, reviewed the situation

from the Communist point of view. According to this writer,

the reactionaries utilized s 1 the forms of propaganda to
promote their hopes to conquer a "greater Finland to the

Uz ls," It seems as though "bourgeois history and poetry,
by the flarge and small robbers of feathers! have given a
tone to (Finnish) literature in which it appears that the
territory from the Finnish border to the Urals (and) to the

Siberian rivers Obi ahd Yenese, by some kind of mythical

'right! belor to Finland."2 This "exaggerate¢ claim,"

according to the author, was evidently the basis for the

reactionary stack on the USSR.

On the other hand the young Fit lsh workers had not

~—'-‘-~—-_ —
1"Razgul Antisovetskol Kampanil v F randiix (The
Outpouring of the Antisoviet Campalgn in Finland),
Zver<~, 23 November 1939, p. L.
2p. Kalervolnen, "Finskaya Trudyashchayasya Molodesj

Deug Sovetskovo Naroda' (The Finnish Working gouth Are The
Friends of the Soviet People), Komgomolr'-~ya °"~vda, p. 2.
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forgotten that Finland received her freedom from the hands

of these same Bolsheviks whom the reactionaries were planning
to attack. The reason there was no open protest by the
youthful proletariat in Helsinki against this aggressive
policy was the "bloody terror" employed by the Finnish

saders to suppress the political action of these young

workers. 1In spite of that:

No »>lice prohibition, no cruelty of repression,
no terrc can destroy in the breasts of the Finnish
The

youth the love for the great soclalist state . . .
unge sneration of the Filnnish p¢ ple together with

all ti >rkers will conduct a fight agalnst the

antisoviet war, kindlfd by you, the retained lords of

fore! 1 imperialists.
The final major article In this period appeared on

26 November in Pr-—1a and was widely reprinted throughout the

Rusgie 3s on the next day. This story, entitled "A Clown

In the 0office of Premi¢ ' 1 ‘:elved some notice in the foreign

bress as well, It was a report a speech made by Finnish

Premier A. K. Kayander in which he tried to explaln the

Pos tion of Finland in the recent negotiations. As had been

noted, the Russian corresponder when they report such

events try to discredlt the speaker with a he
In the case of the Finnlsh Premier it

layer of

odlous comparisons.

Seems that e:

. . . changed the concert platform Into the ring
of a circus tent. As a clown he somersaulted and spoke
all topsy-turvy. He stood on his head and walked on
his hands,

—— mom— —

11b14,
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cannot be allowed to them, Our Government will
carry on the necessary measures to repress the
activities of the warmongers.

Still others warned Finland to behave. Listen to the

workers of Leningrad:

« « « the 1limits of the toleration and peace-
fulness of the Soviet people have been reached. We
will further not expose our troops, the city of
Lenin and the sacred soil of the state to the dangers
of more provocations. The unbridled hands of Finnish
kulaks, armed by the capitalists, will immediately
retire from the border to a proper distance,

If the incompetent, but impudent, Finnish
generals cannot keep good order and proper obedience
in their gangs, we will not allow them to remain on
the borders of our land any longer.

Then examine this sample by a master-instructor of

the plant "Red Proletariat," a certain comrade Pohvalenski:

What do we know about Finland?

This we know: the population is about the
same as one of our cities, Leningrad. And here the
braggart-leaders of this nation dream of extending
the borders of Finland to the Urals. You hear,
comrades, up to the Urals!

As long as this was simply conversation we
listened to them and paid little attention. But
when the Finnish bandits open fire on our border
guards, when they earnestly attempt an attack on
the power of our state, then workers simply say: 3

'We will send you to your graves, you fools!'

The editions of Russian newspapers which appeared on

28 November scored the tense situation brought about by the

1" obuzdat Zarvavshihsya Provokatorov Voinie" (Repress
the Activities of the Provokers of War), ™-d, p. 2.

2g, Lavrenkev, "Bespredlen Gnev Narodnie" (The
Limitless Anger of the People), Izvestiya, p. 2.

3"0buzdat Nagletzovi" (Bury the Impudent Ones!),
Komsomolskaya Pravda, p. 2.
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the shells exploding in the same field. The last
shell exploded at 3:05 P.M. Ten minutes later six
men arrived on the spot where the shells had fallen,
stayed three minutes in inspecting the ground, then
went back. There was, of course, no dead o
wounded; the spot was deserted at the time.

If the Finnish version of the incident is compared
with the second Russian "ej vitness" account, it becomes
apparent that the incident consisted of seven rounds of
artillery which landed in a field outside the Mainila barrier.
It seems obvious too that the thirteen "victims of Mainila"
were added to the story at some later time. This was prob-
abl 16 to create more public interest in what Moscow

wanted the people to think was an insolent provocation by

Finns. Thus from a critic L examination of all materials,

i would seem likely that these seven rounds were fired by

the Red r to create an incident which could be used to

justify any Russian invasion of Finland ¢ a move to protect

Leni: rad.

The various reports from public meetings which appeared

on the 28th were principally concerned with violent threats

of vengeant against the "bad-rulers" of Helsinki. A certain

Lieui a1ant Marushchan, for instance, insisted:

The fools wt hold office in Finlanc 1
1\ with war. Haven't these artillery vol 1
instigated by them? But the boastful sol
forget that on the other side of the border stands

srbert B. Elliston, Fir’~-nd Fights (Boston:
Little, Brown, 1940), p. 2j41.

















































they neglectea to convince the Finnsg of these facts. That

omission »uld create great difficulties later on.
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MAP IT
THE KARELIAN ISTHMUS AND THE FINNISH DEFENSES
(29 November 1939)

This map consists of an outline of the Finnish defen-
sives dispositions on the Karelian Isthmus as of November
1939. There are three areas of especial importance on this
diagram. The first is the Neutral Zone established by the
Treaty of Dorpat of 1922 from Muurila to Mainila. Within
this zone the Finns agreed to dismantle all coastal artillery
positions, especially at Ino and Terioki, and not to maintain
major military units nor fixed land defenses in the area.

The whole area was open to free inspection by the mixed
border commission established by the Russo-Finnish Treaty
of Neutrality of 1932 which was still in effect in 1939.

The second point of importance concerned the Main
Ship Channel from Leningrad to the mouth of the Gulf of
Finland. Despite the dismantling of the coastal artillery
positions at Ino and Terioki, this waterway through the
Gulf of Finland could still be threatened by Finnish coast
artillery positions at Muurila, Koivisto Island and other
areas as shown. Since this channel marks the region of the
first open water of the spring, the importance controlling
this channel to defend Kronstadt and Leningrad becomes
apparent,

The third point refers to the location of the Manner-
heim Line on the Karelian Isthmus. It should be noted, first
of all, that only the inland lakes and rivers which were
important in the defense were reproduced on this diagram,
With this in mind it can be observed that the Mannerheim Line
was built so that it was almost completely covered by rela-
tively large bodies of water., Even when frozen over, these
areas would provide wide fields of fire for weapons concealed
in permanent fortifications behind them. The one exception
to this rule was the western areas, particularly around
Hoitinen (Summa) where only small creeks and bogs lay in
front of the defenses.

SYMBOLS:
Coastal defense positions capable of gunfire with

v W a8 range of between twenty and twenty-five
kilometers

Political boundaries

Approximate locations of the headgquarters of a
Finnish infantry division

Approximate location of the headquarters of a
Soviet infantry corps

Important centers and islands

Territory of the Republic of Finland

Territory of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
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INITIAL ATTACKS 0 E 50
F THE SOVIET UNIO
KARELIAN ISTHMUS ON THE
(30 November 1939--16 December 1939)

This map shows the advance of variou i i
d S
guring the first two weeks of the Winter War.SOVIet has

ons are mar t i
location on 16 December 1939, division units, ﬁ:geiialiythelr

were rather freelvy tr
??ggi’to angzheré o ¥ transferred from one area of the

No attemp 83 been made to locate the io inni
field uni There was so much shifting of leiéhuglgiﬁiig
and even ?g{ac?megttOf units to other fronts that it is

ost impossible etermine their 1 i i
%ﬁ%hmuc unt L the end of January lQuO.ocatlons on the Karelien

An interesting point to be ObSGI'Ved here was the
widespread nature of the Soviet attacks, all the way from
one side of the Isthmus o the other. This pesulted in a
weak effort at important points and, as the map shows, in
many regions the Red Army did not even succeed in breaking
throt 1 the Finni ~leld forces to the main defenses of the
Mannerheim Line. In areas such as Hoitinen (Summa) and
Kelja-Taipale where Soviet forces did manage to contact the
principal Finnish defense positions, they were decisively
repulsed with heavy losses.

The naval action here illustrated congisted of the
movement of the naval expedition from Kronstadt on 30 Novem-
per 1939 to occupy the Finnish islands in the Gulf of Finland.
gince the regular bombardment of the coastal defenses in the
Viborg area were not undertaken by the Soviet fleet until
18-19 December 1939, these maneuvers have not been included
on this map.

SVMROLS 2
Political boundaries
Approximate location of the headquarters of a
Soviet infantry division
Approximate location of the headquarters of a
Soviet armored division
Approximate location of the headquarters of a
Soviet infantry corps
T Important centers and islands
Territory of the Republic of Finland
Territory of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
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MAP TV
THE VIBORG AREA
(February--March 1940)

The illustrations on this map show the main outlines
of the Red Army offensives of February--March 1940 which
finally broke the right-center of the Mannerheim Line and
virtually surrounded Viborg. The series of unit designations
in the center of the map are the approximate locations of
both the Finnish and Russian divisions as they were lined up
in their positions at the beginning of February, before the
Soviet attack began. The unit designations in the upper
portion of the map show the approximate locations of the
units at the end of the war.

An interesting point in this diagram was the concentra-
tion of Soviet military effort in the western part of the
Karelian Isthmus. Of like importance was the developing
ability of Soviet military leaders to deploy such a heavy
weight of men and machines because inland lakes, the rivers,
¢ even the Gulf of Finland had frozen solid enough to bear
the weight of armored vehicles.

Only the main lines of the Soviet attacks are marked
in red on this map. The tactical maneuvers on both sides
were, of course, much more complicated than might be indicated
by the relativelg simple lines on this diagram., Particularly,
there was a great deal of lateral movement among the Soviet
1 3 advancing through Summa and over the ice of the Gulf
of Viborg.

QUMD NT G .

Approximate location of the headquarters of a
Finnish infantry division

Approximate location of the headquarters of a
Soviet infantry division

Important defense areas and island positions

Territory of the Republic of Finland
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CHAPTER VI

DELAY AND DEFEAT--THE RED STEAMROLLER SLOWS DOWN

(12 December 1939--30 January 1940)

The middle two months of the Winter War saw little
but frustration and defeat for the units of the Red Army.
In the extreme north the 52nd Soviet Division continued its
drive along the Winter Road south from the Petsamo area.
By 19 December this unit had been "stabilized" along approx-
imately 100 kilometers of this road while the Finns tried
their favorite tactic of spot flank attacks along Soviet
lines of communication.l The Soviet then brought up the
104th Division which on 23 December forced the Finnish
defenders to fall back to a position just north of Ivalo.?
But bad weather and continued flank attacks by small Finnish
ski units forced the Russians to a halt which lasted
throughout the remainder of the war.3

In the Salla-Pelkoseiniemi area of southern Lapland

he Soviet 122nd Division's attack towards Pelkosenniemi was

1Borgman, Der Ueberfall, pp. 124-125.

2Ibid., pp. 192-193.

3Hudson Strode, Finland Fc~ver (New York: Harcourt
Brace, 1941), p. 399.
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defeated and thrown back by an outflanking thrust on 18-19

December,l while further Russian efforts towards Kemi joki
were also crushed.2 The 53rd Soviet Division, hurriedly

"0 t up to reinforce the drive in this area was also
st shed and both the remnants of the 122nd and the 53rd were
forced to re reat nto their defensive works at Salla by
l4 ¢ wary.> Here this front stabilized until the end of the
war despite the replacement of Finnish units with about seven
1 o1 ind Swedish and Norwegian volunteerslt after 26 February
to release Finnish units for the desperate combat on the

arelian Isthmus.5

Just to the south of the Salla area the Soviet 163rd

Divis on in Suomussalmi was cut off from its Uhtka base and
gradually broken into fragments by reinforced Finnish
batt: " lons. By 27 December the remnants of this unit were
in full retreat to Jurhisranta while the last remaining

' otti"6 at Hulkonniemi was broken by the 30th of that

1Mannerheim, p. 341.
2Strode, p. 397.

3Borgman, Der Ueberfall, pp. 186-187.

bRobert Alexander Winston, Aces Wild (New York:
Hc day House, 1941), p. 75.

5Borgman, Der Ueberfall, p. 188.

6Mottis are literally timber enclosures created by
laying logs against two trees. Here they refer to the
habit of the Finns of breaking the Red Army road columns
into small segments in the deep forests of eastern Finland.
Seeé "Motti Tactics," The I-“~ntry Journal (January 1950),
p. O.
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month.l The Llith Ukranian Guards Division which sought to
sur »>rt the 163rd by an advance to Suomussalmi from Raate
due east of that town had also been halted, broken into
"motti" and finally crushed by 7 January. This annihilation
of the better part of two Soviet Divisions turned out to be
¢ e of the most complete victories of the war for the Finns.2
Further south in the Kuhmo sector the 5lth Soviet
1 vision, reinforced by "odd" regiments from other units,
continued to try to break Finnish resistance and cut the
Oulu Railroad. rom 21 December to 29 January continued
Finnish flank: g attacks broke the rear communications of
the Slith and began the inevitable splitting of this unit
into isolated "mottis." On 31 January a new reinforced
Soviet ski battalion attempted to break through to the
¢ eaguered "mottis" near Kemijarvi but failed. It was
the first attempt at this sort of action by the Red Army
in the Winter War.3
In eastern Karelia the 139th Soviet Division which
had been halted in the fierce fighting during the period
from 10-12 December now came under direct attack by the
reinforced Finnish defenders despite the presence of elements

of the 75th Soviet Division in support and a new advance on

lMannerheim, P. 339.

2John Langdon-Davis,

Finland, the First Total War
(London: G. Rutledge and Sons, 19567, PP. 1-15.

3Borgman, Der Ueberfall, P. 180.
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being broken into "mottis."l On 21 Janusry the Russian
forces (principally the 20th Motorized Cavalry Division,
the 60th, 72nd and 155th Infantry Divisions plus a ski
battalion) were 1gaged in a two-pronged effort to relieve
the surrounded units. But up to the end of January these
efforts sre unsuccessful.? However, the tenacious defenses
of the Soviet troops in their "mottis" prevented the anni-
hilation of the major parts of the 168th right up to the end
of the war.3 On the other hand most of the 18th Division
and all of the 3l4th Tank Battalion were crushed by the Finns
January ski attacks.h‘
On the Karelian Isthmus the first Soviet moves after
i e mid-December period were s series of attacks from 1l-18
December by the Grendal Corps on the eastern anchor of the
Mannerheim Line at Taipale. Despite the temporary success
f Russian forces in crossing Lake Suvanto at Kelja on
17 December, this area was soon clearsd of Red units and
further attacks on these positions during the 28th and 29th
the month were likewise unsuccessful.5 In tt middle of

the Isthmus attacks were next made on the Punnisjarvi lines

21~+d., pp. 201-202.
3Men *heim, p. 348.
hBorgman, Dan Tlahawfgll, pp. 208-209.
5Mannerheim, P. 342.
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on 1l and 15 December but with no permanent result.l Then
the major Soviet effort shifted to the Summa area where
three Red divisions made a concerted attempt to crack the
center of the Mannerheim ILine between the 17th and 20th of
the month. These efforts, despite initial penetration of
the fortified belt, resulted in further Russian failures

2 All the Soviet

and the loss of some fifty-eight tanks.

*forts at breaching these defenses Wwere closely supported
by continual heavy artillery barrages plus fleet and aerial
bombardments of Koivistox.3 The failure of these moves was
due partly to the strong ¢ 1sive positions and the unfa-
vorable ground which restricted the maneuver area available
for armor.u

The Finns also mounted an attack of their own between

Kuolemz jarvi and Muolaanjarvi on 23 December in an effort to
split the Russian forces before the Summa lines. However,
due to poor planning, a lack of material and numbers plus
the thorough Soviet defensive measures, this penetration was
ultimately unsuccessful. On the other hand, the Fii s seem

to have felt that their failure had some results because the

Russians apparently suspended active operations for some time

lBorgman, Der Ueberfall, p. 166,

2Mannerheim, p. 3L3.
3Borgman, Der Ueber 11, P. 169.

u"War on Land," Army, Navy Journal (30 December 1939),

p. 388.
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in the Summa sector.t Despite this evaluation, it was far
more likely that Soviet miljtary leaders suspended opera-
tions here because they wished to reorganize and re-evaluate
t 3ir attempts to smash the main Finnish defenses.

This conclusion can be re¢  i1forced by the fact that
¢ viet leadership made several significant changes in their
military command during the early part of Januery. The
Chairman of the Leni grad Military District, General Kirill

Meretzkov,2

was replaced in overall commend by the appoint-
ment of Marshal Siemon Timoshenko> to command the 7th Army
with Boris Shaposhnikovu as his Chief of Staff.5 The command
of the & 1, 9th and 1liith Armies was handed over to Marshal

Gr« ory M. St ', who previously had commanded the Soviet

lMannerhaim, pp. 3L44-345.

2Kirill Afanastevich Meretzkov (1897- )joined the Red
Army in 1918, graduate of Frunze Military Academy end had
long career as staff officer. Originally commanded all the
t2 ’>s involved in the Finnish invasion until relieved in
Je  ary 1940.

3Semion Konstantinovich Timo 1enko (1895~ ) joined
the Bolsheviks in the Civil War and after specialized military
training in 1920's was appointed commander of the Kiev
Military District. Commanded the troops which entered Poland
until called to command the 7th Army on the Karelian Isthmus
in January 19LO0.

4Boris Nikhailovich Sheposhnikov (1882-1945) orig-
inally a Tzarist Staff Officer who Jjoined the Bolsheviks
durir the Civil War. Held positions as head of the Frunze
Military Academy and the Voroshilov Military Academy. 1In
the 1930's became Chief of the General Staff and deputy
peoples! commisar for defense. Appointed Chief of Staff
of the 7th Army in January 1940.

SBorgman, Der Ueberfall, pp. 216-217.
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armies in eastern Siberia and was somewhat of a hero for his
1 3lstance to Japanese penetration into Mongolia.1 These
c 1ges were apparently made to obts 1 closer control and
coordination among field units than had been possible when
all operations were directed from the Headquarters of the
Leningrad Military District. Then, too, the evident dis-
satisfaction with results so far in the war must have con-
stituted a major reason for the change in field commanders

t this time. Certainly there was an air of reorganization
wil the ¢ jearance of the newly-appointed leaders.

With the harc 1g of the ground and waterways in
mid-January due to the continuation of clear, cold weather,
operations reopene on the Karelian Isthmus.2 The so-called
"Voroshilov Offensive" which took place in the Summa and
Pasuri areas from 22-30 January seems to have been 2 prelim-
inary to the gr¢ bt February attacks which would break the
Mannerheim Line.3 The effect of these local moves and
others at Taipale during the later period was to Wear down
the Finnish def 1iders and to h¢ p the Soviets to coordinate
the activities of their various arms.u

In the ' 31d of diplomacy the tide of events also

seemed to turn against Soviet leaders. During December and

1Strode, p. 401,

2Borgman, Der Ueberfall, p. 218.

31bid., p. 213.

UMannerheim, pp. 350-351.
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the Soviet Government. Thus the continued resistance of the
Finns might give the League powers time to organize aid for
the valiant defenders of that little nation.l Indeed, the
1 wporary stalemate in combat during December and January
resulted in consultation between Finland and the western
Allies which looked towards the possibility of arms aid and
troop reinforcement to bolster the tiring Finnish defenders.?

The obvious miscalculations of Soviet leaders rever-
berated upon the diplomatic situation., The initial diplomatic
"blockade" which the Russians had thrown up around Finland
could not last long without substantial military success by
the Red Army. When the expected "swift victory over the
forces of Finnish reaction" failed, the early advantage of
Soviet diplomacy was lost and the Kremlin leaders were forced
to take a new tack before possible outside intervention might
increase the danger to Leningrad.3

By early February a tentative link of communication
between the Soviet and Finnish Forelign Offices had been
established through the Soviet Ambassador to Sweden, Madame
Alexandra Kollonta:i..)'L While no serious negotiation was

attempted during January, it was obviously a great breakthrough

1"

l"Service News and Gossip,' Army, Navy Journal (16

December 1939), p. 342.

2Teanmer, ! e Winter War, ppP. 1 -134.

3"What Russia is Reaching For," Reefw~n~ Week (9
December 1939), p. 17.

uTanner, The Winter War, p. 125.
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for the Finns when the Kremlin consented to recognize the
Helsinki Government as the legal ruler of Finland. From
these rather small beginnings would come the later peace

ne¢ >tiations and the Treaty of Moscow which would end the
Winter War. Of course the question of why the Kremlin

1 aders decided to make such a complete change about is
still not entirely clear. Perhaps the best summation has
been made by one authority on Russia who gave as his opinion
that the move was:

« « «» prompted not so much by direct considera-
tion of military strategy as by the general politieal
situation in Europe . . . the war had lasted longer
than expected and had placed in jeopardy Russia's
entire foreign policy. The problem of the Balkans
was awaiting a solution, and this could not be pos-
sibly solved so long as Russia was involved in war.
What was more important, Moscow was receiving
concrete information from London and Paris to the
effect that the Allies were seriously considering

coming to the aid of the Finns. . . . Moscow began

to realize that what was to have been a local war,

lasting at most a week, was in danger of becoming

a general European war against Russia, A big war

in which Russia would have to fight on the side of

Germany was something which Stalin did not relish.

Here anyone who might look through the Russian

newspapers of the period would discover that their coverage
of the Winter War had been much reduced from the earlier
period of the conflict. Except for the "Operations Reports
of the Leningrad Military District" (printed in a small box)
the "disturbances on Russia's northwestern frontiers"

remained virtually absent from the front pages of the Soviet

lpaiiin, p. 182.
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press. Major articles which described the fighting, the
character of the enemy forces and the Helsinki Government
were greatly reduced in number. Only on those pages devoted
stories from foreign sources was there any continuous
mention of the struggle to "free the Finnish workers and
t asants from their bourgeoisie masters.," It would seem that
the Soviet leadership was by this time determined to focus
the attention of their people on the more successful aspects
of Russian news and forget the earlier hopes for a swift
victory over the "bandit gangs of Manmerheim."
The lessening of Soviet press efforts against the
Finns might lead one to suppose that Russian leaders had
ranged their picture of the Finnish situation. A careful
analysis of the articles which did appear concerning the
Finnis problem, however, reveals that such was not the case.
In a story on 12 December in Izv~-*iya a Soviet writer
repeated all the old arguments concerning Finland and wound
up vy saying that after twenty years of "pacifistic and -
woman~-like bourgeoisie democracy" the masses of Finland
hoped for a long-awaited delivery "from the oppressive hand
of the reactionary bourgeoisie."1 One also reads that the
"bourg »>isie regime" of Finland had lLways opposed the
1i eralism of the Finnish working people. "For twenty
years th lords of the Finnish plutocracy made sure unemploy-

ent, hunger, poverty and injustice would be the constant

1E. Levin, "Konstitutziya Beloi Finlyandii" (The
Constitution of White Finland), Izvestiya, p. 2.
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fel: i-travelers of the Finnish workers."l

Izvestiya also supplied the following "editorial"
picture of the "bearable" living conditions in wartime
Finland:

In the factories and plants a 10 hour working
day as been instituted; on the shoulders of the
workers is 1id the burden of oppressive taxes (on
coffee, sugar, watches, and so forth). Income
taxes even on very small incomes, and in this case
on the half-hungry wages of the workers has been
raised to 20% although shortly before this there
had already been an important increase in this tax.
In the enterprises production had increased
incredibly. The factory owners refuse to increase
the workers' wages and compensation for overtime.

1e landlords throw out into the street the families
of reservists who hi » been taken into the army.

Of course the "Whitefinn Government," so the party
line continued, concealed all this from the soldiers and
workers by paying journalists to write stories of imaginary
victories in the fighting with the Red Army. These mercenary
"creaking ravens" of Mannerheim weaved their "restless lies"
so v 11 that even the "Munchausen adventures simply decay
t fore the fairy tales which come from the pens of the
Whitefinn scribblers and their fellow champions who are

3

zealously executing the literary orders of baron Mannerheim,"

1. Makarov, "Pod Onetom Finskoi Plutokratii" (Under
the Oppression of the Finnish Plutocrats), Kre-~-aya Zvezda,
2l, December 1939, p. l.

2a. Lisin, "Belaya Finlyandiya Pered Kontzom" (White
Finiand Approaches the End), Izvestiya, 27 December 1939,
pn e

3a. Lisin, "Besshabashoe Vran'e 'Literatorov!
Rabotaushchih Na Barone Mennergeima" (The Croaking Raven
"Writers! of the Workers in Mannerheim's Barony), Krasnaya
Zvezda, 30 December 1939, p. L.
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In this way the Finnish people were distracted from their
plight and encouraged to fight against the "liberation
forces of the state of socialism."1 Here was an oblique
admission that the Russians were meeting opposition in
FPinland and the Finﬁish workers were not greeting their
"3 1 brothers" as liberators.

A relatively new subject which appeared in the Soviet
pr 38 during the latter part of December was the much
repeated point that the "Whitefinns" were being supported

in their "

a; -essions" by a combination of western impe-
rialistic countries. This was particularly evident in a
series of articles concerning the expulsion of the Soviet

Ur on from the League of Nations. The decision of the
League's "Committee of Thirteen'" to ask the Red Army to
withdraw from Finnish Territory or, failing that, to leave
the League was represented by Pravda as a plot by the Anglo-
French imperialists to prevent a peaceful settlement of the
Baltic problem.2 On the other hand, the action of the
League of Nations against the Soviet Union was described

as a distinct advantage since henceforth the USSR would not

be bound by the pact of the League and would have a free

11pig.

2'Ne Assamblie Ligi Natzii" (In the Assembly of the
League of Nations), Pravda, 14 December 1939, p. 5.
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resources by local capitalists. Indeed, Ivan learned that
Finland'!s economy after World War I continued to grow and
prosper rather than decline.l
The purpose behind such an objective view becomes
( » 1f one studies another story which appeared throughout
the Soviet press on 23 December. This was a review of the
revious three weeks of fighting as released by the Head-
iarters of the Leningrad Military District. This article
showed that Soviet military leaders were desparately trying
to excuse their failure to overcome the Finnish defenses
durir 1 e three we¢ ts since the Red Army had first entered
inland. The account jnounced the foreign press which had
intimated that the failure of the Red Army to conquer
Fir ind quickly was due to the "lower fighting potential'
of the Russian soldier. It then went on to amnounce that
the natural conditions of Finland, the extensive fortifica-
tions on the Karelian Isthmus and the aid sent by the impe-
rialistic Anglo-French had created obstacles which made the
"Mannerheim Lines" in no way inferior to those of the
Siegfried Line in Germany."2
After all, the review continued, the Anglo-French

forces had not made as much progress against the German

1"Ekonomicheskiye Resurie Finlyandii" (The Economic
Resources of Finland), Pravda, 27 December 1939, p. 6.

2"Prehnedel'nie Itog Boevieh Deistvii v Finlyendii"
(A Three-Week Summary of War Activity in Finland),
Izvestiya, p. 1.
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fortifications in three months as the Red Army advance into
the Mannerheim Line in three weeks.l It was therefore
ridiculor for anyone to expect that the Red Army would
rercome the Whitefinn resistance in one week. From this
*ticle it was obvious that the Russians had made a decision
to stop downgrading "Whitefinn" defensive efforts and build
up their power as an excuse for the poor showing of the
Soviet troops during this period. From this time on, Russian
newspapers time and again pointed out the natural and man-
made difficulties in overcoming Whitefinn resistance.
On the other hand, as the press proceeded into the
v r 1940, it can be demonstrated that the Kremlin's basic
1i had not changed, just the predictions of a speedy end
o the "focus of war in the Beltic." While Soviet journa-
sts desisted in their efforts to convince the Russian
r ople that any large number of Finnish soldiers were joining
the Red Army, they continued to describe the Helsinki Govern-
ment as the enemy and oppressor of the Finnish working
cl 3ses. Evidently to excuse the failure of the tpected
"proletarian revolt" the Red "myth-makers" continued to
n 3 a case ¢ ainst the Finnish Government. Here is an
account from Trud:
The bankrupt clique of Helsingfors have
mar 3d to arrest thousands of Finnish citizens,
hay  3hot honest patriots who were not willing

to 8pill their blood for the hated Mannerheim
angs. In the towns and villages of Finland the

lipia.
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. .nland withheld the true facts from the Finnish people.l
Worse than that, these same "scribblers firmly preached to
the working masses of Finland the idea of the necessity of

a continual fight with the historic ememy, the Russians and

their assistants, the Finnish Communists."2

In the eyes of the Communist press apparatus all this

mythology and "Munchausen-like" lying had not prevented the

Finnish prolei riat from learning the true facts. As late

as 10 February an article in Komsomolskaya Pravda reported
the following:

The Finnish people have risen against the
agents of the provokers of war from the clique of
Mannerheim-Ryti-~Tenner. The people of Finland
have created a Democratic Republic. A Treaty of
Mutual Aid and Friendship concluded by the young
Democratic Republic with the great Soviet Union
guarantees the growth of solid friendly relations
between both nations. On the basis of this treaty
the Finnish people will take determined measures
to liquidate the Whitefinn focus of war.3

From the above review it becomes apparent that the
Red press mills were still operating under the ridiculous
assumption that the PFinnish working classes were burning to
overthrow their bourgeois masters. The one necessary addi-

tion to this myth was the factor of "Whitefinn terror" which

1R. Raskinen, "!Demokratiya'! Palacha Mannergeima"
(The 'Democracy' of the Hangman Mannerheim), Komsomolskaya
Pravda, 26 January 1940, p. 2.

2G. Tverskoi, "National'nii Gnet v Beloi Finlyandii"
(National Hatred in White Finland), Trud, 28 January 1940,
P. 2.

3Observer, "Sweden's Dilemma," Contemporary Review
(April 1940), pp. L410-417.
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t evented the proletariat from expressing its wishes. Evi-
dently the Soviet press felt it had to explain the failure
of a popular uprising in Finland to the civilians and soldiers
of 1 3ir nation.

In the field of military reporting, the Red Army com-
rmuniques which still appeared on the front pages of all
Russian newspapers, turned more and more to realistic
accounts of the fighting in Finland. Since 26 December
these "Operations Reports" had monotomously stated that
"notl! 1g of conseqn nce had happened on any front." This
¢ smed especially strar » during a period when the Red Army
was 0sing men and material in central and southeastern
Finland. However, this could be explained by the natural
reluctance of the Russian military commanders to admit their
fai“ 1z 3. In the "Operations Report" of 9 January the Red
Army felt compelled to state that "on the Uhtinsk front
there were infantry clashes, as a result of which our units
were withdrawn several kilometers to the east of Suomussalmi,"l
With this cryptic line the Soviet High Command summed up the
virtual destruction of the major parts of three divisions and
the abandonment of its advance position some 50-100 kilo-
meters deep in central Finland. On the other hand, consi-
¢ ~ir the usual exaggerations contained in the Soviet press,

this report might bve thought of as & model of candor and

l"Operativnaya Suodka, Staba Leningradskovo Voennovo
Okruga" (The Operations Report of the Staff of the Leningrad
Military District), Pravda, p. 1.
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truthfulness,

From this point during January the "Operations
I orts" continued to announce that only minor patrol clashes
an artillery duels were taking place on all fronts. From
16 January, however, the Red Army communiques also ominously
cor ained references to the unbroken activity of the Red
Alr Corps, which was symtomatic of the clear, cold weather
conditions that prevailed for the remainder of this month.l
Finally, on 8 February came the first announcement of the
renewed drive to break the Mannerheim Line. These "Opera-
tions Reports" which were issued daily until the end of the
war, not only.contained a detailed list of the towns and
rajlroad stai ‘ >ns captured but even the number and types
of fortifications which had been seized. It would seem
that this feature was added to bolster the Soviet claim
that the so-called Mannerheim Line was indeed "extremely
strong and the capture of such a fortified area was a
¢ drious success for Russisan arms."?

One of the most unusual features of the January-
February period in the Russian press was the appearance of
the so-called "Stories of the Heros of the Battle with the

Whitefinns" which became a more-or-less regular part of

¢ ch issue from 16 January to 18 February 194,0. These

lKournakoff, p. 129,

2Milton Howard, "Soviet Cracking of Mannerheim Line
Startles Military Experts," New York Daily Worker, 27 Febru-
ary 1940, p. 1.
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articles recounted the heroic deeds of Red Army soldiers,
sailors and airmen who had been awarded the medal "Hero of
the Soviet Union" in early January. While the Russian forces
always won over the "cowardly whitebandits," the descriptions
of battle action were very good and illustrate just what
difficulties the Red Army, Fleet and Air Force encountered
in their invasion of Finland.l

In the first of these articles which appeared in

Krasnaya Zvezda there were three heroes whose stories were

told. One of '’ was a Second Lieutenant, one Nikolai
Kichigin. When his tank was Lown up by a mine he continued
to fight the attacking "Whitefinns" with machine gun and
renac¢ 3 until ordered to the rear by the unit commissar
because of his wounds. Another was an heroic artilleryman,
one Grigorii Laptex, who valiantly defended his battery from
the :tacks of encircling Finnish forces. The last hero,
one Ivan Komarov, merely took five prisoners and defended
his position with mac ine gun fire.?
In still another of these interesting "hero stories”

a driver, one Anatole Koida, found himself at a temporary

headquarters of his unit. During the night this headquarters

11n determining just 1 at is true or false in the
descriptions of combat one must rely on one's own experiences.
Modern combat is approximately the same in any army and so
this writer has had to depend on his own experience in this
area to make a decision as to the truth or falsity of any
account.

2"Geroi Boev s Finskoi Belogvardeishchnoi" (The
Heroes of Battles with the Finnish Whiteguards), Krasnaya
Zvezda, 26 January 1940, p. 1.
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artillery batteries having to fight off Finnish ski patrols,
The articles were singularly realistic and demonstrate the
difficulties faced by the Red Army in this war; the clinging
snow, the bitter cold, the impenetrable forests, the deep
swamps, the icy, unbridged rivers, the harsh terrain and
the always present threat of encirclement by the lightly-
armed Finnish ski troopers. While the news value of these
stories is self-evident, it can also be said that they
presented a good picture of the combat conditions under
which the Red Army operated in their early advance into
Finland.
Towards the end of this period a curious article

appeared simultaneously on the foreign news pages of virtually

rery Russian newspaper., Previously stories from foreign
sources which had concerned Finland were obviously written
to convince the Soviet population that the workers of the
world were supporting the "Democratic Republic of Finland"
in its efforts to "liberate" the Finnish people, and to
condemn the "Whiteguard terror" which was preventing these
same people from expressing their opposition to the "war-

mongering policy of the bankrupt clique of Helsingfors."1

lFor good examples see: "Dakskiei Rabochiei Protiv
Pomoshchi Finskim Belogvardeitzam" (The Danish Workers Are
Against Aid to the Finnish Whiteguards), Izvestiya, 17
January 1940, p. 4. "Rasskazie Finskih Besjenfzev” (The
Stories of Finnish Refugees, Pravda, 17 January 1940, p. 5;
and "Dvisieniei v SShA Protiv Pomoshchi Beloginmam" (The
Movement in the USA Against Help to the Whitefinns), Trud,
22 January 1940, p. L.
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This attitude had been relatively constant since the beginning
of the Winter War.
On 10 February, however, there appeared on the foreign

is pages something new in the line of articles from Com-
mu Lst groups outside the USSR. The article consisted of a
letter sent to Finnish Foreign Minister Tanmner by an old
comr 1le, Mauri Ruem, who had evidently been a member of the
Social-Democratic Party. In the letter the author berated
Tanner for for :ting his old principles of the eternal
bat le against the bour 3sois capitalists. Now, according
to this "nonrev sionist" Mar .st, Tanner himself had turned
into a "capitalistic stooge." The author insisted that the
"bourgeois" government was leading the Finnish workers into
a bl H»dy war against the Soviet Union which would result in
the destruction of thousands of people who actually had no
interes in such a slaughter. As a solution to this problem,
this correspondent suggested that Tanner should "quickly
leav the arena of history to cleanse the way for a more
capable person," and thus help to heal the rift be ‘een the
USSR and Finland.l It was this last point that made the

»ticle so important.
The Soviet press officials seemed to have permitted

the release of this letter (which had actually been written

before the outbreak of the war) as an effort towards

Inotkreitoie Pis'mo Tanneru lzvestnovo Finskovo
Sotzial-I nokrata--Mauri Ruema" (An Open Letter to Tanner
from a Famous Finnish Social-Democrat--Mauri Ruem), Pravda,

p. 5.
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Commissariat for Foreign Affairs was now prepared to begin
tentative negotiations with the "bankrupted regime of
Ryti-Tanner" in spite of their continued support of Kuusinen's
"Peoples' Government." From this one can see that Soviet
newspapers did, in their own way, respond to changes in the

2 w of events,



CHAPTER VII

THE SOVIET TRIUMPH--A LIMITED VICTORY
(1 February 19)j0--12 March 1940)

The last forty days of the Winter War finally saw the
triumph of Soviet arms. The Russian steam-roller at last
began to move forward. On 1 February there began an all-out
drive to crack the "Summa lines" which had kept the Red
forces out of Viborg for more than two months. The weather
aided the Soviets for the average temperature for the middle
of January had remained at about -30 degrees F.l This long
cold spell froze the lakes, swamps and rivers of Finnish
Karelia and now allowed the Red Army to advance over a broad
front which previously had only been a sink-hole for men and
equipment.2 As a prominent German reporter stated: "Feb-
ruary, the month of the greatest cold was also the correct
month for an offensive."3

The Soviets throughout January had reinforced their

lxylander, 3 May 1940, p. 258.

2Predrick Ege, "Ein Finnischer Armeefuchrer ueber den
Finnisch-Russischen Kriege; General Ohquist ueber die
Erfahrungen und Lehren des Winterkrieges," Militaer
Wochenblatt, li April 1940, p. 1660.

3

Borgman, Der Ueberfall, P. 219.
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MAP V
FINLAND AFTER THE PEACE OF MOSCOW

This map shows the changes in land area which followed
the ratification of the Treaty of Moscow by Finland and the
Soviet Union on 13 March 19,0, From the map it can be seen
that the Finns lost land in five principal areas; the Ribachi
Peninsula above Petsamo Fjord, the eastern Saala district
(opr 33 3 Kandalaska), eastern Karelia including the town of
Sortavala and Viborg, the islands in the Gulf of Finland, and
Hanko Peninsula in extreme southwestern Finland.

One of the important points to note about this peace
settlement as revealed by the map was the manner in which
‘ ¢ v7iet Union now controlled access to Finland by sea.

1 sian artillery and naval forces on the Ribachi Peninsula
completely dominated the entrance to Petsamo Fjord. In
central and northern Finland the Soviets could utilize their
new railroad from Kandalasha to Kemi (had they completed it
in t: ), as an all-weather supply route for their forces

in an area where travel is limited to "winter roads." With
this 10ormous advantage the Red Army could have driven across
Finland, seized Kemi, and blocked any land transportation
between Finland and Norway or Sweden.

The Soviet position in eastern Karelia, of course,
gave them an excellent position from which to threaten
southern Finland, while the Gulf islands enabled the Red
Flee o maneuver along the length of the north coast of
the Gulf. The leasing of Hanko Cape as a naval base enabled
1 e Sovi¢ naval forces to block the mouth of the Gulf and,
in conjunction with bases in the Baltic States, dominate the
upper Baltic. If help came to Finland from the west, by land
or by sea, the Soviets were, as can be observed, in an
exceller position to prevent it.

- .. L,

------ Winter or ice roads
eeone Ship channel
** Pol tical boundaries
Important positions or towns
Territory of the Republic of Finland
Territory of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Territory obtained by the USSR from Finland
Territory of the Kingdom of Norway
Territory of the Kingdom of Sweden
Territory of the Republic of Estonia
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CHAPTER VIII

THE RED ARMY IN THE RUSSTAN RECORDS OF
THE WINTER WAR

The vast majority of Soviet accounts of individual
experiences during the Russo-Finnish War dealt with the
advance on the Karelian Isthmus. Since the purpose of
this chapte 1is to examine the changes which took place
in the Red Army as reflected in these personal memoirs and
stories, ‘orce our sources will limit us largely to the
attacks which led eventually to the breaking of the
Mannerheim Line.

The Soviet forces which were poised along the Finnish
frontier on the Karelian Isthmus on 30 November comprised
the 7th Army under Klementi 8jakovlev., This consisted of
twelve infantry divisions, three tank brigades and a motor-
lzed corps, all organized into two combat corps. The
Fifteenth Corps of five infantry divisions and two tank
brigades was to strike along the western roads through Summa
and envelop Viborg. The Nineteenth Corps of three infantry
divisions and the Xth motorized corps was to move on the
eastern roads to put pressure on the Vuoksi Water System,

especially Taipale to spread the Finnish defenders out and
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thus insure the success of the western wing of the 7th Army.l

An examination of a map of the Karelian Isthmus
reveals that there are only three main transportation routes
through the area. Of course the coastal highway and railroad
through the town of Kolivisto might be considered a fourth
route but until the waters of the Gulf of Finland freeze
solidly, the positions there could be so isolated from the
malin lines of advance as to make them virtually worthless.
Thus it can be safely saild that the Soviet advance during
the early stages of the war on the Karelian Isthmus as it
m¢ =d forward spread out like the fingers on a hand in
search of a sol spot iIn the Finnish defenses.

The Sovie forces marched along their approach routes
against minimal opposition and by the second week in December
had come up against the so-called Mannerheim Line. Repeated
attacks on this line, as we have seen, failed to dent it
and so by the end of December the Red Armyt's offensive had
ground to a halt befc : the system of earth-wood and iron-
concret e positions which comprised the principal
defenses on the Karelian Isthmus.

As reader peruses the Soviet material about the
early phase of the war, he is struck by the generally
easygoing attitude of the officers and men both in their
preparations for the attack and in their initial movements

after crossing the Finnish border. For instance, one of the

1Borgman, Der Ueberralls, p. 65.
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most heroic battalion commanders, Captain Nikolal Stepanovich
Ugrumov, began his attack upon a Finnish position near the
frontier without knowing anything about the terrain over
which his unit had to move., He won a bridgehead over the
sstru River (which marked the Sovier-Finnish border in the
» stern sector of the Karelian Isthmus) and pursued the enemy
for eight kilometers without regard for his open flanks,
As a result his scouts soon discovered that "the battalion
was surrounded by a strong enemy force,"l The heroic action
of the story consisted of a number of men making their
perilous way back through the encircling Finns to reglmental
headquarters for help. (Incidently, another article about
Car 1i1in Ugrumov contained a remark which must have galled
the »>vi¢ vetel 1s of the Finnish war. It stated: "The
3finns feel safe only in concrete pillboxes. In an open
stht they could not bear the rough, strong attacks of the
Red soldiers.“)2
In order to study further the initial period of the
Kremlin at ack on the Karelian Isthmus, it is useful to
follow the actions of the "heroic" Captain Ugrumov because
his unit was ne of the few which can be definitely located
in bol time and position from internal evidence. It would

seem that this "able" battalion commander led one of the

1i. Molc inov an G. Mishulovin, "Komandir
Gea v I 8 'ona" (The Commander of a Heroic Battalion),
27 Jam »y 1940, p. 2.

«.. Stavs 1i, "Kapitan Ugrumov'" (Captain Ugrumov),
Krasnaya Zvezda, 26 Japuary 1940, p. 3.
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initial attack groups which crossed the Finnish border in
the vicinity of the Sestru River mouth. His mission,
according to these accounts, was to drive along the shore
road and, if possible, to seize the resort town of Terioki.
Since the objective was only some twenty kilometers away
from the jumpoff position and could be approached by both
a highway and a railroad line, this does not seem to have
been beyond the capabilities of a crack infantry battallon,
reinforced by a platoon of tanks,l
The Finns possessed, according to Soviet reconnalissance,
a bicycle company, a cavalry squadron and some armored cars
in this 2a. A reinforced battalion should have had little
difficulty forcing i ; way through an enemy force rated, at
best, as about two comy ales of special service troops. For
this reason the Russian soldiers were feeling relatively
confident as they set out on that wet cold (but for that
latitude, relatively warm) morning of the 30 November 1939,
especlially since they had just witnessed the tremendous
opening ar illery bar: ze which prepared the way.2
From { 3 very beginning, as we have seen, there seemed

to be seve L difficulties. The author tells it this way:

Sudc aly, from under the pines and birches,
from the hills cracked shots. The Fourth Company

ly1. stavskii, "Geroi Sovetskovo Souza, N. Ugrumov!
(Hero of the Soviet Union, N. Ugrumov), Boi v Finlyandifi
(Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), p. 57.

“Ibid., p. 58.
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dropped down. The commander, Lieutenant Muham@daYanov,
looked at the battalion commander with a question,
Captain Ugrumov apole:

"The troops will rise.
Bo the right, reconnoiter, find the

Return to theltask: move
enemy "1

<8 a matter of fach the Russians recovered well. One

saction imnediately moved into the Forest and apparently
drove ghe Pinns away. On the other hand, it 1ls a 1ittle
strange bthat this unit, composed of the crack troops of the
Leningrad Military pistrict, had had so little experience
that they must turn to the battallon commander for orders in
2 situation which any well-trained company commander should
have beon able to handis with a minimun of trouble.

It is also interssting to note Gaptain Ugrumov's
conclusions drawn from his Tirst contact with the Finns:

"The enemy is operating in small groups. He wants us bo

becoms tired., well, I am stronger than he, and so I shall
ot tirsl“®  Tf frue this was not too bad an interpretation
of the gituation on the road to Terioki.

Just how "elusive and treacherous™ an enemy they were
facing was soon discovered by the battalion before many

rimites had passed, The story contjinues:

In the frontier settlement of Luptahartiya Privates
Churimov and aitvinenko, upon being fired on from &
trench, sprang at it from both sides, However, the
Whitefinn sniper was able to escape. . . The privates
saw in the trench a smart officer's coat and a leather
pouch Por dOC'umentSO They J'u_mpedj_nbo the trench.

. . .
-

l1ps

Qs

2Thi
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At once there was a great roar from treacherous
Whitefinn wires.
Captain Ugrumov . . . called on the telephone
to . . . watch out for mines underfoot.l

Despite all these problems, the battalion apparently
moved well, if somewhat cautiously, along the shore road
towards Terioki. Then news arrived that the bridge across
the Sestru Rlver had collapsed and reinforcements would be
delayed. Instead of remaining where he was, Captailn Ugrumov
elected to continue his advance. He further decided to
accompany a cavalry patrol in an effort to locate the principal
Finnish defense positions. This patrol, however, quickly ran
into an ambush which killed the cavalry commander and almost
despatched Captain Ugrumov as well.2

1'his whole incldent was indicative of the apparent
Russian lack of concern for elemental security during the
first few hours of the war in Finland. If Captain Ugrumov
had possessed a reliable staff organization, he would not
have had to accompany the cavalry patrol. Likewise, even
elementary tactical lessons should have taught him that a
cavalry pal ol, by the very nature of its operation in wooded
country, was llable to ambush. Added to this, the nature of
the te¢ 1in severly limited the abllity of cavalry to locate
potential Finnish defense positions hidden in the thick

underbrush.

11pid.

“Ibid., p. 59.
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After accomplishing his initial objective which was
to cut the railroad near Kukkola, the battalion continued
its advance towards Terioki. buring this advance Captain
Ugrumov, after overcoming some minor resistance, remarked:
"They certainly know how to use camouflage! Well, we must
learni“l 4 1ittle later he observed the destruction of an
earth;wood bunker by mortar fire and began to "look with
great respect upon the mortars and the mortarmen,"e

Agaln it seems strange that a battalion commander
woul 5 have 1 any idea of Finnish capabilities in a
defe} re 1 sition. Also, 1 be surprised at the capabilitlies
of 3 own morl ~s was very strange in an army which, slnce
its eaz 38 iriod, had made great use of this particular
we n. However, more troublss were in store for this "heroic
unit" before Terioki could be secured.

In the last surge towards their objective, the battalion
discovered that the Finns were somewhere ahead in some strength
and apparently still had artillery (mortars?) in operatlon.
also, as the story related: . . . no reinforcements had
arrived, no tanks or artillery were to be seen either. It
was now 11100 hours and the troops had not eaten since

morning.3 However, Captain Ugrumov elected to push on

l1bid., pp. 60_61.
21 id.

=

3.1'1.\-!.’(1.’ P 62.
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against an enemy whose whereabouts he did not know, with no
visible support on his right flank (his left rested on the
Gulf of Finland) and with no tanks or artillery immediately
present to back him up if he met a major obstacle. Fortu~
nately, v »n his battalion became bogged down under Finnish
fire in a minefield outside Terioki, he was saved by the
unexpected approach of another Red battalion. The troops
were finally able to move around the minefield and into
Terioki itself. After most of the town had been secured,
the » ass ined tank platoon finally showed up. They had
come along the railroad embankment into Terioki, out of
touch with the battalion and too late to take much part in
the fight for the town.l
The later period of the "Ugrumov story" also has some

interest: g aspects. For instance, the good Captaint's
impetuosity arose again when he had to cross the Vistrol
River near Herma on the Muulaa road. When an engineer officer
who was to :idge the river came up to him, Urgumov asked:

?Hoga;o?g.wfil it take you to rebuild the bridge?"

“You can go to the regimental commander. I donft

need you. I will not wait, even for one day."?2
Lz 2r in this same operation, the author noted:

“Captain Urgumov insisted that the commanders be sure of their

lrbid., p. 65.

2ibid., p. 66.
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orders so that a man might know what he was to do and could
master his responsibilities well."l
On the other hand, the Captain's eagerness to close

with the enemy had at least one bad effect. It seems that
the attalion, after crossing the river, pushed too far

1 of the other Soviet units and the Finns were able to
cut in behind it and almost surround the heroic troops.
Fortun: 1y, it would appear that Captain Ugrumov was able

to plac his men on the defensive and hold out against all

"Whitefinn" ati ¢ s. As a result of this heroic work,
Nikol ;epanovich was promoted to regimentsl commander.2
This whole .sode, if acceptable as totally valid,

reflected the Rus: an urge to advance at all costs, even
risking tt chances of encirclement. This type of maneuver
demonstrated the defects in unit leadership so apparent
during the month of December, when the Finns were so easily
able to surround Red Army units deep within the forests of
€ 'n Finland and even on the relatively open Karelian
Isthmus.

Another interesting account from the same general
source dealt with the experiences of the previously mentioned
tank uni which had been assigned to Captain Ugrumov's
battalion. There were several interesting details in this
recollection. First, according to the tank commander, it

would appear that after the initial border crossing Captain

l1big.

2Ibid., pp. 68-69.
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Ugrumov assigned the tanks to guard his flanks, a strange
position for armored vehicles even in the deep woods. An
explanation for this particular maneuver came from this
somewhat criptic comment: "We did not slow the infantry
down."1 Apparently the good Captain feared that the armored
vehicles under his command would not be able to keep up with
his fast-moving foot soldiers and thus he wished to be free
of these encumberances on his swift thrust towards Terioki.

''he second account confirmed the events of the advance
on Terioki as recounted in the first story when it told of
the tanks having approached the town along the railroad
embankment (to avoid possible mines). However, according to
this recollection, the vehicles approached the seaside resort
while it was being occupied by the Infantry and were instru-
mental n consolidating the area,® On the other hand, the
first story made 1t reasonably clear that the tanks arrived
after the major part of Terioki had been cleared of the enemy,
although they were extremely helpful Iin beating off a later
Finnish counter-attack.> However, this may well have been a
mixup so common to battle recollections in every war.

‘'he rather bad military hablt of Captain Ugrumovt's

lu. Ivanovich, "Zapiski Tankista" (Diary of a Tanker),
Boi v _Finlyandii (Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), p. 73.

“1bid., p. 69.

62 3Stavskii, "Geroi Sovetskovo Souza, N. Ugrumov,"
p. ]
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battalion in advancing without waiting for the support of
armored units or artillery was noted in this same article.l
While there is no hint of direct criticism, this misuse of
armored strength seems very strange, even for the Red Army.
_.ther 1e tanks were not very effective or there just was
not good coordination between the two arms. Very likely
there was a little blt of both during the early phase of
operations.

From another account the pattern of Finnish tactics
agall bt tank-infantry combination was revealed. As one
" > [ the Soviet Union®" recalled:

Often the Whit:¢ inns would allow our tanks to go
ahead, not firing; but as soon as our infantry
appeared they would open fire from machine guns and
submachine guns. Not once was our crew forced to
Tt n back t9 take a gassed enemy fire point and help
defend the infantry.

This is an interesting observation for apparently
the event noted in the last lines above was the exception
rather than the rule during these early days on the Karelian
Isthmus, It should also be noted that despite great heroism
and skill of the above-mentioned tank crew their vehicle was

knocked out and the members of the crew killed when they got

too far ahead (some Lifteen kilometers) of their own infantry.3

lIvanovich, p. 75.

%K. Simonyan, "Voega Pomogat Tovarishchami' (Always
Help Comradesi), Bol v Finlyandii (Moscow: Military
Publishers, 1941 , p. 96. ‘

BIbido ’ PP. 96_970
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Almost certainly this was the result of extremely poor
tank-infantry coordination and was indicative of the
defective command relatlonship recounted above,

This theme of being outflanked and/or surrounded
ran through the Russian record of the early stages of the
Wir 3r War., In most of the accounts the Red Army units
got into these situations because of their impetuous efforts
to catch the retreating enemy. Typical was the experiences
of Pavel Porosenko who advanced with his patrol into a
Finnish defense position on the night of 3 December 1939.
aAfter knocking out three Finnish artillery pieces and
destroying several enemy machine guns, his commander was
wounded, Pavel then took command of the patrol and held out
against the surrounding Fimns until reinforcements arrived.

Cter ten hours of defending hils position with twenty-~four

men against seven hundred of the enemy, he reported to his
cormander with a creased helmet and an overcoat with six
bullet holes in 1t.T

Even a female doctor, one Valentine Plushch, managed
to get into this act. It seems she was at the front as a
battalion physician and had to take over a command responsi-
bility. "It appeared that the enemy was on our flank. Then

ne

it seemed that he was nowhere, she related. However,

1y, Bank, “Pulemetchik Pavel Porosenkov® (Machine Gunner
Pavel rorosenkov), Izvestivya, 1l February 1940, p. 2.

°p. Pavlenko, "Valentina Plushch® (Valentine Plushch),
Pravda, 9 February 19,0, p. 2.
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according to the rest of the story, the unit soon formed a
defensive position and Dr. Flushch was able to function as
a physician once again.l

In yet another recollection, a whole company was
surrounded on 9 December 1939 while trying to make a river
crossing. As the situation developed, however, "To retreat
was not possible. The enemy lay on all sides. One hundred
men we > resolved to die but not surrender."? Encouraged

y their political officer, Afanastevich Ershov, the men

dug in and apparently he¢ d out until relieved, This reaction
to be! surrounded was characteristic of all the Russian
material concerning the early part of the war. This material
confirms various Finnish testimony about the Red'Army's swift
creation of defensive protection in response to suddeh flank
and rear attacks, even by lightly-armed ski troops.3 In
other words, Soviet units made almost no attempt to retreat.
They stood their ground and fought.

Another story recounts the attacks of the “Whitefinns"
on field artillery battery. Of course the attack was a
fallure because a heroic wireman wiped out the enemy machine
gun crews and, utilizing their weapons, cut the "bandit~gang®

down from the rear.h In another recollection wiﬁh a similar

e

11p14.

2y, Krus jkov, "0din Iz Mnohig Slavneh" (One of the Many
Honored Ones), Pravda, 7 February 1940, p. 2.

SMannerheim, p. 378; Vallotten, p. 87; and Hamnnula, p. 52,

br, antzelovich, "Pyotr Losev" (Peter Losev), Trud,
15 February 1940, p. l.
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script, the fileld artillery pieces, in this case 122~-mm
(5 inch) cannons, were “operated like rifles™ so that the
artillerymen managed to drive the three hundred attacking
Finns away.l

The interesting thing about this last account was
the fact that a 122~-mm artillery piece which has a range of
2-5 miles should have been located a considerable distance
behind the lines. However, this battery position was
organized and dug in for just such an attack as it ultimately
repulsed.2 It was quite apparent that the penetrafion of
Finnish attack groups was not unexpected even in the rearmost
areas of the Red Army. What probably was unexpected was
the successful defense of such & position by unsupported
artillerymen.>

These articies and recollections did not, of course,
include any direct criticism of either the govermment or the
Red Army. In such a monolithic state this cannot be expected.
However, certain critical "evaluatlions™ were often included
in otherwise laudatory hero stories and memoirs. A short
examination of these critical elements in the great mass of

Russian material can be instructive in determining just what

lG. Leptov, Sjarkaya Shoalka" (4 Hot Skirmish), Bol v
Finlyandii (Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), p. 248.

2I.bj.d LIE ] PP- 2’-[-5"'2).[.6 .

30ther examples of this same story can be found in:
v. Margulis, "Pryanoi Navodkoi®" (upirect Fire), Komsomolskaya
Pravda, 20 January 1940, p. 3; .S. Vashentzev, "Tri Svyazusta
(Three Wireman), Krasnays Zvezda, 2 February 1940, p. L.
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went wrong during the early period of this war,

One of the earliest of these critical comments occurred
in an article which appeared through the Soviet press during
late vecember 1939. The "Three Week Summary of the War' was,
as has been shown, a major revision of Soviet expectations.
The phrase “Only ignorant people or those openly hostile to
the Red Army could have expected to overcome the Finnish
Army in one week#l indicated the spirit of criticism for
earlier statements that this would be a short campalgn.
Although nominally a blast at "foreign military writers",
1t was equally a left-handed rap at the previous estimations
found in the Russian press itself which had expected a rapid
fall of the “Mannerheim gang"™ during the first week of the
war, It 1s for this type of material that the reader must
be espec 1lly alert, and it is here that the Russian writers
were able to express some resentment and strike a few feeble
blows of critical analysis in an otherwise heavily controlled
Information media.

In the matter of training the main deficiences seem
to have been in the field of tank~infantry coordination and
the use of ski troops. The accounts of the earliest attacks
on the Karelian Isthmus éxposed the lack of coordination
between armor and infantry. At least one observer noticed

that the tanks consistently outran the infantry during the

liprednedelt niei Itog Boevieh Deistviu v Filyandii,"
loc. cit.

————
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first days of the attack.l That this sometimes caused
difficulty was recorded by one writer when he %told how one
battalion commander had lost contact with his regiment and:

. « «» had fallen into a fire trap under enemy
machine gun fire and had had to organize a perimeter
defense. The help of the tanks had been expected
by him. The sudden reappearance of the tanks ended
the enemy success.<

Another story, concerning a river crossing, told of
a different lack of coordination:

Lieutenant Preobrasjenskits platoon located
two fords. The infantry could.cross but the
artille 7 & 1 anks would have stuck in the rud. . .
The regimental commander . . . decided to continue
the attack without tanks or artillery. The
battalion moved ahead and the tanks and artillery
remained bel 1d.

The tank crews were alarmed that the battalion
had gone ahead without the tanks. Shots were heard
in the direction of the Ino Station . ., . The
infantry must be supported. The tanks soon crossed
the river by another route.

The tanks returned to their assembly point at
the bridge . . . as shells came 1in from all sides.
It was supposed that the enemy, passing the forward
infantry, had decided to counterattack the rear.

As further evidence of the lack of cooperation between

Russian infantry and armor read this account by Division

— Bl

INikolai Tihonov, "Pervii Dyen" (First Day), S. I.
Vashentsev (ed.), V_Snega Finlvandii (Moscow: State
Publishing House of the Peop.ss! Literature, 1941), p. 75.

K. Kulik, “Zahvet Karvalle--Lentulie~~Kirki Kivennapi"
(The Areas of Karvali~-Lintula--Kirk Kivennapi), Boi v
Pinlyvandii (Moscow: Military Publishers, 19&1), p. L.

3Ivanovich, “Zapiski Tankiste," pp. 75-76.
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commander V. N. Kashuga:
The infantry started out ahead of the tanks
in the initial attack. We had to overtake them to
act together. However, this was only in the
beginning. Soon this weakness was corrected and
we kept up with the infantry.l
One can see that this weakness was prevalent within
the Red Army. Indeed, through the opening phases of the
action Division Commander V. N. Kashuga had to move about
the battlefield continually to insure good communication
between the armored elements and the infantry forces.2
In the matter of the use of ski troops in the Winter
War, the Russian record reveals some rather sharp, indirect
crii :ism. One author commented succintly about the use of
skiers in the beginning of the Finnish campaign: "“We have
not remembered the earlier tradltions of the use of skis
during the period of the heroic struggle with the Whitefinns."3
was there, in fact, any evidence, aside from numerous
Incidents from battle stories, which might help to sub-
stantiate the Red Army's lack of preparation in skl warfare?
It is perhaps fortunate that we have two recollections which

could lead to no other assumption. In the first story a

member of the 70th Soviet Infantry Division, which occupied

lg. Marshak and 4. Tvardovskll, %Geroi i Evo Mat® (A&
Heto and His Mother), . I. Vashestsev (ed.), V_Snega
Finlvandii (Moscow: State Publishing House of the Peoplest
Literature, 1941), pp, 11L4~115.

©Ibid., pp. 115-116.

3I. Jolomonnikov, “Liesjnik Boetz" (Ski Soldier),
Komsomolskaya Pravda, 9 February 1940, p. 3,
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the extreme left of the Karelian front throughout January,
February and March of 1940, recalled that after the division
had been on the line for a month:

« « » Skis were issued. . . .We put them on. . . .
I could see that my friends were reluctant and
puzzled; they did not seem to understand the
nature of skis.

"T will tell you a secret, boys," said Punin,
"I haye never been on skis."

"Why do you suppose that the Finns are so good
on skis?" said the Company Commander, "It is
because .they are raised up under winter conditions,
and we, who are city people, 1f we take part in
winter sports, do it on ice skates, and we have
forgotten about skis._ However, we must nhow
concentrate on them.®l

In yet another account the difficulties encountered
in training the Red Army man to handle his skis properly
was underscored:

In between the fighting the men improved their
skill on skis. Comrade Mirovonski insisted that he
could do better in the snow without them.

Uskis are difficult, we can get the Whitefinns
without them. Why must we practices®

Une evening I was dispatched with Mironovski on
a patrol, An hour had not yet passed when, breathing
hard, the red, robust soldier was asking for mercy.

"But how can you fire, comrade commander?"

'Lt is difficult to hit the enemy while standing,
but lying down with skis is impossible."

I then taught him how to handle them.

skis are verg necessary on patrol, in actlon
and on the roads.

This testimony tends to confirm the belief that at

iMitroranov, "V snega Finlyandii," pp, 15-16.

“B. Tinarov, "Zapishi Sapera" (an Engineerts DLiary),
8. I. Vashentsev (ed.), V _Snega Finlyandii (Moscow:
State Publishing House of the Peoples' Literature,
1941), p. 322,
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least the majority of Leningrad troops had had 1little
civilian experience with skis during the early part of the
war, This lack of skl training in the Red Army units
engaged in Finland should, therefore, not surprise us for
of the twenty-elght infantry divisions identified as having
be¢ used in the war, some fifteen were from the Leningrad
areas, and of these some five were from inside the city
itself.l If all these were as poorly prepared for ski
warfare as the 70th Soviet Division, then it would have
been small wonder that the average Red Army man not only had
no skis until late in the conflict but was relatively un-
trained in their use. However, there 1s some evidence that
even during the campaign the Russlans did make up for lost
time. A pro-Finnish writer observed:

. . . skiing in the Soviet Army, after the 1939~40
war in Finland . . . became the subject for inter-
national ridicule; which, however, was only partly
Justified and has certainly been greatly overdone.

Un the other hand, there would seem to be 1little doubt
from an examination of Soviet records that the Red military
commanders made every effort to acqualnt their troops with
skis and their uses in the latter part of the war. Stories
appeared in the Soviet records of the Winter War which

glorified the activities of the skl troopers as scouts> and

lBorgman, per Ueberfalls, pp. 305-306.
2pirsoff, p. 93.

34. Beziemenski, ®Molodesj v Boyah" (The Young Man in
Action), S. I. Vashentsev (ed.), Y Snega Finlvyandii (Moscow:
State Publishing House of the Peoples! Literature, 1941),
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in their ability to make telling blows behind enemy lines,
or merely establish communications between units which had
become temporarily isolated from one another.?!

However effective this training was for the continued
Russian military operations, the Soviet records also
indicate that Finnish ski troopers managed to attack wagon

2 artillery positions,3 and staff headquar-ter's.,'L

trains,
As the war progressed the Russian skiers seemed (at least in
Soviet documents) to gain experience for in a later article
a Finnish scouting detachment on skis was trailed and
destroyed by a Russian ski patrol.5 There would seem to be
e doubt that the Soviet mili iry leadership worked
throughout the conflict to train their men in the use of
skis.6

Another point which stands out in the Russian accounts

of the Russo-Finnish campaign was the rapid development of

1g. Zavarin, "Na Liesjeh" (On Skis), Boi v Finlyandii
(Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), pp. 355-356.

27, Hiren, "Mladskii Komandir Skochnyagin" (Corporal
Skochnyagin), Krasr--- 7---23, 28 January 19,40, p. 2.

3Antzelovich, loc, cit.
uKorobov, P. 2.

5V. Vavashkin, "Liesjnie Otryad" (Ski Patrol)

Bo* - Finlgandii (Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941,
pp * 366—36 e

6p, Pavlenko, "Geroicheskii 81-1 Polk" (The Heroic
81st Regiment), Krasnaya Zvezda, 27 January 1940, p. L; and
M. Vistinetskii, "Mladshii Leitenant Bogatierev" (Second
Liegtenant Bogatierev), Krasna—~ Zvezda, 29 January 19,0,
p. 2.
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scouting and patrolling techniques in the Red Army., As
most of the early combat recollections reveal, the Soviet
attacks on the Karelian Isthmus seem to have had no good
idea of what the enemy might have prepared for them when
they pene ated into the lakes, swamps and forests of eastern
Finland. As we have seen, such a "heroic" battalion
commander as Captain Ugrumov continually pushed ahead with
no real conception of what kind of opposition he might run
into at any moment.T Also many of the articles and memoirs
of the earlier battle contacts contalned such phrases as
"which of the enemy fire points were real and which were
false, this was the real problem,“2 "our artillery had a
particularly difficult problem for the enemy was located in
a thick forest with eve: Lng under cover and so observations
could not be carried out,"> and "all future operations musk
be carefully planned and based upon I‘econnaissance.")'L

At least one recollection was, for a Russian account,

relatively bitter about the lack of 1inbtelligent direction

lvolchanov and Michulovin, L, clt,

°g, 8. Ds jigrei, "Poddersjall 8vou Pehotu" (We
Supported Our Infantry),.Bol v Finlyandii (Moscow: Military
Publishers, 1941), pp. 133=13l.

3N. hvankov, “Geroi Sovetskovo Souza, Leitenant Bolt
shakov® (Hero of the Soviet Union, Lieutenant Boltshakov),
Krar--— ~-3zda, 30 Jarmuary 1940, p. 2.

by, Fedunin, "Pereprava Cherez Reku Taipalen-Ioki"
(The Crossing of the Taipalen-Ioki Riv ), B/~ - - gl
(Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), p. 99,
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of a Mheroic advance."™ This was the attack of 17~19 December
1939 on the Railroad Station at Punnus to split the very
center of the "Mannerheim Line" which ran across the Karelian
Isthmus, Evidently the Soviet forces, tanks, artillery and
infantry, having crossed the “"Bezimyanni (Unknown) River,"
had advanced into a triangle formed by Lake Punnus~jarvi to
the west, a railroad to the east and the river to the south.
A single patrol was sent out to uncover the enemy and
returned with only three out of the eighteen men and the
news that the Russlian units were in grave danger of being
cut off from their lines by Finnish infantry and an armored
train. Although the Soviet troops were able to withstand
the encircling attacks of the Finns through the swift movement
of their armor, it was obvious from the general tone of the
story that there had been a definite fallure of the staff to
plan the attack on the basis of careful and sound
reconnaissance.l

Ls eve more disasterous example of the lack of Russian
reconnaissance in the earlier phases of the war was the
initial large-scale Soviet attack upon the "Hotinen Knot,"
the central position of the so-called "Summa Lines." The
early combat patrols had apparently contented themselves
with the breaking of lanes through the barbed wire and tank
obstacles leading into the fortified areas. It was obvious

that these patrols had done an inadequate job in locating

la. Radkov, "™V Tiel Protivnika® (In the Enemy's Rear)
Bol v Finlyandil (Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), pp. 180-
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all of the hidden Finnish machine gun and artillery positions
on and about the dominant hill 65.5. In typical Gung-Ho
fashion the boviet tank-infantry teams then rushed through
the gaps in the wire and tank “parapets'’ to attack the first
line of enemy defenses. The Finns throughout the preliminary
patrol actlons had concealed their principal defensive
positions from Russian observation. Thus when the Soviet
units had been thoroughly committed, the Russian observer
ruzfully admitted:

.« « . it was then when the two Russian
bai 1lions had reached hill 65.5 that the enemy
brought into action all the fire power of the
defensive area, all the machine guns, mortars and
artillery, Bullets squealed as, with a rattling
sound, they tore into the ditch and from there
into the parapets.

we were in an iron~-clad defense, The way out
was covered by enemy cross~fire. A trap! The
defenders were firing on prearranged lanes,. so there
was no escape route ., . . the enemy was firing
rapidly but not one fire point could be seen . . .
All were well covered and camouflaged, The fire
was devilish. The regiment rolled back across the
strath and through the grove (“Zubov“) to its
departing positions., We left one-and-one-~half
companies in the trenches. Then twilight came.
Hardly had we begun to make any effort to remove
the men from the trenches when the deadly cross-
fire from the invisible fire points blocked the
exits . . . Only after five days of effort were
we able to bring the troops from this area,l

‘‘his notable failure, along wWith other reports, led
to a distinct effort by the Soviet army leaders to improve

the quality of reconnaissance in the Red Army. Whereas the

1, Matoshin, "Pervie uni Pered Liniei Mannergeima

(The First vays Before the Mannerheim Line}, Boi v Finlvandii
(Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941}, pp. 260-26T, T
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gearliest newspaper storiles and memoirs had told about heroic

artillerymen, tankers and infantry commanders, about halfway

through the conflict the reconnaissance scout began to

appear as a heroic flgure, In these articles and memolirs

he was described as a super~soldier who could overcome great

obstacles to accomplish his mission of seeking out and

sometimes even destroying enemy positions. The Soviet scout

not only had to locate the enemy but also helped to clear

roads and evacuate wounded as part of his duties.l In order

to attract the enemy's attention and thus uncover the hidden

fire points, false machine gun positions and cover fire

were used.2 The scouts also interviewed local Finnish peasants

to discover the “inconspicuous paths"™ to the enemy forts.d

In one account a heroic Russian scout seven camouflaged

himself in white and literally %swam" his way across an open,

snow~covered flield to observe the strength of a Finnish unit.u
This need for specialized reconnaissance work in the

thick woods and complicated water course of the Karellan

1z, Smorkalov, “Vozvedchik Berendeev" (The Scout
Berendeev), Krasnaya Zvezda, 30 Jamuary 19,40, p. 2; and
A tov, R jchik vVasiitev" (The Ncout Vasiltev),
Kxre [a zvezda, 27 Janue - 1940, p. L.

< 1ev, Y srvaya Razvedka" (The First Patrol),
Bo? -t Fi i (Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), pp. 107-1

3T. oiechev, "V Razvedka® (On Patrol), Komsomolskaya
Pravda, l February 1940, p. 3.

by, Iltenkov, Korosjnik alekseev" (The scout Alexlev),
Krasr~-a “4vezda, 17 February 1940, p. 2.
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Isthmus wags soon recognized. One decorated Soviet commander
remembered his experiences as follows:

vuring the battles for the Mannerheim Line,
I asked to form a special unit of scouts which
would be all volunteers ., . . Here I organized
my men as battle experience had shown. The
section was divided into three groups . . . .
the thold! 3 group' was basic, it was . . . to
obtain information; the tdiversion groupt diverted
the enemy's attention to.itself in order.to insure
1 e success of the 'holding group'; and the tcover
group! covered the first two groups with its.fire.
As a result we began to get valuable information
and losses began to drop.l

It should be noted that while this organization was
very ¢ 1, it only involved one unit and was obviously
intended to correct earlier mistakes 1ln Soviet scouting and
pabtrolling. It is impossible to discover how far this system
spread throughout the Russian forces on the Karelian Isthmus
but probably something very like this was undertaken in all
Red army units which had had scouting problems.

It is interesting to observe other suggestions made
by a previous author for the improvement of scouting and
patroll: g by the Red Army:

Now . . . to the equipment of the soldier-scout.
When we crossed the border, we were overloaded.
In re _ rucksack there were, for instance, two
pairs of reserve underwear, & kettle and messgear.
why did we need all this? At that time it was
nec 3sary for a scout to possess only five grenades
for a patrol. Actually a scoub should drop his
rucksack and carry a satchel of grenades,

He should also have no less than fifty to
sixty rounds of ammunition, and the good scout

191, Ulyanov, “bLorosjnik® (The Scout), Boi v Finlyandii
(Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), pp. 149-150,
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scouting problems the author pointed out the following
concerning the enemy:

In wooded areas that were hard to survey,
they left hundreds of rifle and submachine
gunners called tcuckoost! who fired from the
trees., Their task was, with unexpected flashes
of fire, to panic the advancing troops . . .
from the 1 inks and rear, Behind stones,
which were located all about, were emplacements
for Finnish machine gunners and cannons.

These stones also served as cover for the
submachine gunners as well. In the ravines
they conccaled mortar positions.l

As for the Finnish tactics in the relatively fixed
positions of the Mannerheim I.ines:

. « o at the first round of artillery they
would abandon their defensive positions. . .,
but as soon as our artillery began to fire on
deeper targets, the Finns again would return
to the r places and direct a hurricane of
fire at the advancing troops.

The Red Army leadership was apparently aware of these
problems for they republished several captured Finnish
tactice imuals in Russian to distribute among their own
troops.3 Likewise, to penetrate the Finnish defensive
positlons so-called "blockading groups" were organized.
These troops, operating as individual patrol units, would
slip into the fortified zones, locate the main defensive

positions and, if possible, carry out demolitions to destroy

them or clear the wsz through the obstacles for larger

i o
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attacking columns.1 Apparently the success of the first of
these groups was contaglous for other units were hastily
organized among the many divisions of the Red Army along
the Karelian front.®

However, one may doubt that complete reliability of
Soviet accounts of the Winter War, there would seem to be
little doubt that the Red Army in February had much better
information about the Mannerheim Line than they had had in
December of the previous year, Despite continued Finnish
efforts to cut off and destroy these “blockading groups,"’
the sheer number of these patrols must have meant that the
Soviets were becomlng more skillful at scouting and patrolling
under the pressure of necessity.

The fact that the Soviet military lsaders throughout
late December, January and early February were gathering
more information about the Finnish fortifications on the
Karelian Isthmus d! not mean that they had solved the
problems of breaking through these defenses, The large
number of positions, their careful concealment and the large
number of interlocking roads and trenches meant that any

damage caused by the "blockading groups" was not likely to

lA. Kosenko, 'Troge Otvasjnieh"™ (The Three Brave Men),
enf - FRiplyandii (Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941},
pp. 272=277.

“p, Rebenck, "Iz Boevoil Praktiki Razvedchika" (From
the Combat Practices of the Scoubs), Boi v Finl§and;i
(Moscow: Military Publishers, 19M15, pp. 280-282,

3Ibid., p. 2B82.
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be fatal to the defense in any particular sector.l Something
must be done to destroy the larger concrete fortifications
located by the “blockading groups" but which were too massive
for them to damage or destroy by themselves, Massed
artillery barrages would not do for multiplicity of exploding
shells would make accurate observation almost impossible and
wo . .80 tend to obscure the amount of damage done to any
specific target. Then, too, as we have seen, the majority
of F1 i(sh positions apparently had no artillery emplace-
ments so that ¢ the artillery fire on the forts themselves
would not prevent prompt counter~battery fire on Russlilan
pos! >ns which would be directed from even partially wrecked
positions. (It should also be noted that the scarcity of
artillery fortifications in the Mannerheim Line made absurd
the claim 1 at massed Russian artillery "“drum-fire" could
"knock the Finn's artillery out of its delicate alignment,“)2
The Boviet probiem was very basic: how to keep a constant
rain of accurate fire on a major fort until it could be
reduced to rubble in the face of possible Finnish counter-
battery fire.3

It ad been obvious from the first that tanks, while

excellent for knocking out earth-wood machine gun positions

lrpid., p. 280.

2parry, p. 239.

3V. Yakovlev, “Pryamoi Navodkoi po Dotam" (Direct Fire

on the Forts), Bol v Finlyandii (Moscow: Military Publishers,
1941}, p. [ O.
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and trenches, could not be expected to destroy iron-concrete
fortifications. Thus the major role would be in the hands
of the artillery. For the most part, the artillery must
depend upon careful scouting to locate the. principal
positions.l Then a pinpoint barrage would be called in to
uncover the earth around the cupolas and walls.2 After the
major portions of the fort had been exposed, a heavy
artillery piece, usually a 152-mm. or even a 203~-mm howitzer
would be moved into position directly opposite the target,
frequer 1ly within two or three hundred meters.3 0ften the
sound of t : empl: 3ment of such a heavy gun had to be
masked by renewed ;illery fire on he Finns. The danger
of such a - sion for heavy guns was emphasized by the fact
that the gun crews had to be volun‘ceers.}'L After the gun
had been emplaced~-usually during the night--the men had
to wait until morning to begin thelr fire, As one Red Army
artilleryman remembered it:

Exactly at 0800 hours our gun opened fire. . .

We were unlucky. The first shell struck an empby
tank which had been knocked out the day before.

lp, Burmistrov, “Artilleristie~-Razvedchiki* (Artillery-
me souts), Bol v Finlyandii (Moscow: Military Publishers,
1941), pp. 297-300.

2&. Kirpichnikov, “Uho k Zemle" (Ear to the Ground),
Boi * Finlyandii (Moscow: Military rublishers, 1941), pp.
302=-503.

3p., Leont'ev, “Sokrushenie vomov" (Broken Houses),
Boi v_Finlyandii (Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), p. 34O,

uYakovlev, pPP. 318-319.
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The tank caught fire and a thick smoke came from
it which tended to conceal the fort in front of
us. It seemed that we might have to move to a
new positionl! . . . Suddenly the wind shifted,
the smoke blew away and the fort could be seen,
We fired a second round. Again it struck short.
I noticed that after each round our gun settled
a bit more into the ground. 1In order to brace
it, we drove wooden stakes into the ground which,
along with the braceplates, prevented any backward
movement.

The fort began to fire at us from its machine
guns and cannon. It became necessary to cease
fire and take cover., The shells exploded almost in
our cover trench, All of us were covered with
dirt. . . . However, the gun was unharmed and no
one was killed.

When the firing had almost stopped I gave the
command: "To the gunt"

The gun had been.covered by the dirt. We soon
¢ aned it from the barrel and breach. Everything
was in order.

The Finns again opened fire but their shells
landed inaccurately and we continued to fire. After
twenty shells had struck home, & steel cupola flew
off the fort.

We sent several more shells into the middle of
the fort.

There was a breach in the middle of the fort.
The left wall began there. On the left side was
another hole,

By the seventeenth shell the fort had been
destroyed,l

The gun crews which became efficient at this sort of
thing were soon very much in demand all along the Mannerheim
Line. It was very likely that thils sort of activity was
responsible for the crushing of the Finnish strong-points
in preparation for the general advance on Viborg that
occupied the Red Army in the perilod between the 1-5 February
1940.

There was other activity in the Russian lines in

lLeont'ev, pp. 341~-342.
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preparation for the February drive according to another
participant., After the most thorough reconnaissance,
infantry-engineer attack groups, supported by artillery,
would penetrate the outer perimeters of the fortifications.
In one of these stories a group surrounded the Finnish fort
rumber L5 (nicknamed "Millionni") after a costly struggle
and eld off the inevitable Finnish counterattacks., To
prevent the Finns from ever using the fort again, they filled
the embrasures with dirt and snow (evidently enemy personnel
were still inside the structure). After the engineers
arrived with the! explosives, the fort was demolished piece
by pilece while the supporting defensive positions were kept
covered by Russian heavy tanks. This whole adventure was
notalt : because, for the first time in the mass of Soviet
memolrs, the infantry, tanks, artillery and engineers were
shown to be working together in a single attack--in other
words coordinated warfare.l
Another indication of the thorough preparation for
the intended drive against the Mannerheim Line was the
extensive training given the attacking troops. One officer
remembered this aspect of the Winter War as follows:
The preparations to attack caused a move on
the part of the 123rd Rifle Division. About three
kilometers from the front lines a “defensive area®

was established, which, in truth, reproduced the plan
of the enemy defensive dispositions. SHoldiers learned

. Sipovich, “padenie Pervieh Domov Hotinena" (The
Fall of the First Buildings at Hotinen), Boi v Filyapdii
(Moscow: Military Publishers, 1941), pp. 283~291.
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about the parapets and barbed wire, and how to
storm the forts. They were organized into
'interlocking groups.! Artillerymen and =
antitank gunners learned to fire directly with
their guns, everywhere it was necessary to free
the infantry from enemy fire. Tankers practiced
their battle maneuvers with the infantry, and
carried the !'interlocking groups! up to the
model forts in armored sleds hooked to the tanks.
. Captain Soroka, the battalion commander,
insisted on individual combat training . . . .
Everyone must be sharp-eyed and fearless in
battle, and be able to understand the p}ans.

Captain Soroka placed great emphasls on
the mutual aid of sections in action. The most
difficulty was with the artillery. The  wheels
of their guns would sink into the deep snow.

T4 took gre: effort to pull them out and operate
e guns close behind the infantry., Foreseeing
these difficulties . . . Captain Soroka beforehand

prepared several sharpshooter squads to aid the
a1 illerymen,

Three times we staged an attack against the
enemy's de 1sive area, Realizing the gravity
of their responsibilities in the fighting to come,
the troops and commanders of the units worked on
their actions in earnest, not letting up for a
minute. The shouts of “hurray" would resound . . . .
when the red banner rose over the wooden models
of the enemy!'s forts. Soroka's eyes shone when
the sections, supporting one another, systematically
brc s into the trenches, masterfully overcame the
wire, the parapets and other obstructions.l

With such preparations as these and the great
advantage in numbers, it was small wonder that the Red Army
was finally able to break 1e Finnish defenses during the
last month of combat in the Winter War, One cannot possibly
miss the stress placed in this account or the cooperation of
all branches of the Red Army in their task of reducing the

Mannerheim Line.

l.. Volovin, “Pered Sturmom® (Before the Storm),

Bo g Finlyandii (Moscow: WMilitary Publishers, 1941),
pp' 3-3 »
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Soviet records deal with many of the more obvious
inadequaciles of the Red Army in 1ts attacks on the Karelian
Isthmus and its penetration of the Mannerheim Line. The
lack of coordination between the three major combat arms
so apparent in the first days of the war was corrected
during the months of vecember and January. The lack of
informe¢ ion too abou the enemy'!s positlons and the repeated
penetration of Russian lines by Finnish skiers was overcome
with the development of better scouting and patrolling
techniques and the ¢ eatly increased use of skis by the
Red Army. Thus it would appear that the Mannerheim Line
was brol a by the use of combined infantry-tank~engineer
teams supported by close artillery fire, The artillery also
evidently rec Lve the perilous mission of bringing thelr
heavy guns close to some of the larger Finnish iron-concrete
positions and reduclng them with direct fire, Almost
certainly i e Soviet units of the 7th Army on the Karellan
Istlhims were better coordinated and professionalized by
their exy riences in this campaign,

t is interesting to note that the one type of
combat experience which made practlcally no appearance in
the Soviet record was the futlle attempts of several
Russ in infantry divisions to penetrate the forest roads
and trails of eastern Finland. Apparently the Red Army

eithe¢ 1learned no ¢ eat lesson from their extensive defeats
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in these areas or chose not to emphasize this facet of the
Winter War. 1t was alsec noteworthy that Russian efforts to
renew this type of penetration during the Second World War
in the Repola District near the end of 1Gl); had the same

results ag their earlier efforts in 1939-19&0.1

Iomotti Tactics," p. 12,
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War. Thus ths Soviet experiences in the Winter War probably

had a rreas deal to do with their tactics and strategy during

World war IT.
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Ziman, L. "Plodie lozyainichaniya [inskii Marionetok" (The
Fruits of the lousekeseping of the Finnish fuppets).
Krasnaya Zvezda, 9 Lecember 1939, p. 3.

. "vieborg" (Viborgz). Kroenaya /vez-e, 1l sarch 1940,
Do I
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