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Rein Taagepera:  The Vanguard of the Baltic Thinking 
Class 

Juris Dreifelds, Brock University 

R ein Taagepera's scholarship and activism in the field of  Baltic studies 
can be characterized in many ways. Perhaps the best comparison 

evokes the age of  the Renaissance and its elite intelligentsia, for in his life 
and work Rein Taagepera has always breached the barriers of  a narrowly 
focused ivory tower scholarship and truly engaged his life, thinking and 
analytical abilities in a constant dialectic between theory and praxis. His 
intellectual objectivity, vigour and curiosity have allowed him to sense 
changes in world and Baltic political parameters and to prescribe new 
thought and strategic approaches consonant with these changes. His deeply 
held visceral attachment to Estonia, however, has been the engine of  his 
scholarly energy that has set a certain framework or focus for his 
philosophical and analytical skills. 

At the same time, Taagepera himself has never been a narrow ethno- 
centric scholar, and, indeed, one of  his admirable strengths lies in the fact 
that he has very often tried to place Estonia within a context -- be it the 
Baltic states, the Baltic Sea states, the North East European states, the 
former Soviet Union, or for that matter the entire world. This unique 
approach to caring about Estonia has thus sometimes led him to embrace 
ideas and positions that were unacceptable to the mainstream of Estonian 
society. What's more, many of Taagepera's ideas from the 1970s and 
1980s were simultaneously pelted by both ultra nationalists in ~migr~ 
Estonian society and orthodox communists in the Estonian SSR -- surely a 
strange cohabitation. The ability of  Taagepera to see things beyond the 
immediate horizon has angered many for whom the world is seen as a static 
place with immutable ideological boundaries. This article will profile this 
dimension of  Taagepera as it relates to his scholarly work on the Baltic 
states and his contribution to building up Baltic studies. 

The Birth of Baltic Studies 

My first contact with Rein Taagepera occurred in the late 1960's when 
I started reading a most interesting newsletter then called Estonian Events 
with a subtitle Brief News fi'om Northeastern Europe. Taagepera had 
started the newsletter in the Fall of  1967 when he was still working as a 
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physicist for the Dupont Corporation and had not yet embarked on his 
academic career. Yet, he was most concerned about the lack of  objective 
analysis about Estonia and the fact that the Baltic states as a whole had 
essentially become what in astronomy has been designated as a "black 
hole", from which no light or information was allowed to escape. Indeed, 
the world almost totally had forgotten the existence of  the three republics, 
considering them mere uninteresting "oblasts" of the vastly more 
interesting and newsworthy Kremlin power center in Moscow. Only rarely 
did any information about the Baltic states reach the world media and often 
this information was distorted and had been filtered by Moscow gate- 
keepers and Moscow-based reporters whose only foreign language was 
Russian and who were confined to the environs of  the capital of  the USSR. 
At that time, Estonia and Latvia were subject to a tremendous influx of  
Slavic workers from neighbouring republics and the share of  the native 
ethnic population was decreasing at an alarming rate. This growing threat 
to the existence of  Estonia (and Latvia) spurred Rein to step into the 
breach. In his newsletter, he undertook not only the analytical 
contributions, but also most of  the technical reproduction and mailing, with 
a major part of  the cost being initially borne by his family budget. This was 
a first step along a very long series of  Baltic political concerns for 
Taagepera, and although the newsletter's circulation was counted at the 
time in the hundreds (rather than thousands), its impact was far greater than 
what could be deduced from the amplitude of  the readership alone. In some 
ways, it was like the samizdat of that same Soviet era in that it reached the 
minds of  those select few, who had a disproportionate effect on elite 
thinking, since its readership included top Western scholars as well as 
American and other Western government decision-makers. When 
Taagepera (as editor of  Estonian Events) began asking for contributions 
about the other Baltic republics, I started sending information about Latvia 
around August 1970. This information was published regularly until Rein 
suggested that the name of  the newsletter be changed to Baltic Events, 
which continued to appear until 1975. 

About the same time as Taagepera experienced a "prise de conscience" 
about the fate of  the Baltic states, many other scholars of  Baltic origin were 
also becoming alarmed and increasingly aware of  the threat to Estonia, 
Latvia and Lithuania from Moscow's demographic and other policies and 
the vacuum of  information about what was really happening on the Eastern 
shores of  the Baltic Sea. Taagepera and several hundred scholars from 
North America and Europe met at the University of  Maryland, November 
28 to December 1, 1968 and created an organization that would further the 
spread of  scholarly analysis of  the Baltic states. It was  called the 
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Association for tile Advancement of  Baltic Studies or AABS. Technically, 
Rein did not become a founding member of  this initiative, because he and 
his wife had to leave before the final signing of  the declaration to take care 
of  their 10-month-old son and other children. Nevertheless, he soon 
became a major pillar of  the organization, including serving as its president 
from 1986 to 1988. Moreover, Taagepera even provided a book review of 
the published proceedings of  this First Conference of  Baltic Studies in the 
USA for his Estonian Events. The editor of  the proceedings was Ivar Ivask 
-- another renowned Baltic scholar, whose Estonian-Latvian roots and 
fluency in the three Baltic languages also helped to rouse world 
consciousness about the Baltic states. 

At the Second Conference on Baltic Studies held at San Jose, 
California in November 1970, Taagepera gave a very thought provoking 
paper, which adumbrated the threat to the established European and 
especially Soviet order from intellectuals of  the new left concentrated 
mostly in Western countries, but also found in Estonia and Eastern Europe. 
He correctly identified the dynamics and power of  ideas in shaking 
apparently immutable international traditions and allegiances. Borrowing a 
sentence from Marx he claimed: 

Another specter is haunting Europe -- the New Left. It is haunting the 
Soviet establishment too. In Estonia, the Soviet press is nervously 
fighting the idea that intellectuals may become a new major social class. 
This press applauds the rioting US students but also says that the work of 
their gurus, such as Marcuse, "bears the seal of anti-communism". 
{Taagepera 1972, 53-4) 

The paper concluded with the observation that "The Soviets are not 
controlling the New Left, are afraid of  its spread into the Soviet Union and 
have good reasons to be afraid. Because of  their high development level, 
the Baltic republics may become a spearhead of  the new unrest." (ibid.) ~ 

The keYnote address at this conference was given by Donald W. 
Treadgold, a well-known American scholar of  Soviet studies and editor of  
Slavic Review, the leading journal concerned with this area. Treadgold 
pointed out that one of  the key reasons why so few non-Baltic scholars had 
specialized in the Baltic area was because the subject had become 
politicized. "The lamentable fact," Treadgold noted, "is that to many 
Americans the very mention of  the Baltic suggests what we might call the 
'captive nations' approach and the restllt is not to heighten scholarly 
interest." (Treadgold 1972, 36) 

Treadgold acknowledged the useful role and services provided by 
those agencies, which contain variants of  the "captive nations" phrase, "but 
the resolute separation of  politics from scholarship is the prerequisite to the 
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sort of  success of  the scholarly study of  the Baltic that I assume we are all 
seeking." (ibid.) He continued with the query: 

Are Balticists in danger of becoming a small, isolated and embittered 
clique? Probably the answer is yes, there might be such a danger. 
However, 1 am optimistic that the danger may be avoided. There seem to 
be signs in the foundation of the AABS, in recent scholarly publishing in 
this conference and elsewhere, that Baltic studies are increasingly ready 
to move out of what was generally a restricted and inward-looking long 
line since it was a largely defensive position, to make their contribution 
ever more effectively...to the effort in which so many individuals are 
joining to show, as a colleague of mine puts it, that the world is round. 
(ibid.) 

I quote Treadgold because he pointed out accurately that Baltic 
scholarship in large measure had been in many instances overtly politicized 
and hence ineffective in reaching the elite minds, which were instrumental 
in forming American and Western policy. Rein Taagepera put his shoulder 
to the task of  demonstrating that the Baltic states were indeed part o f  this 
"round world" rather than a side show of unmitigated horrors. This 
contribution to publicizing many aspects of  Baltic and especially Estonian 
life, history and philosophy in seemingly detached, moderate tones did not 
o f  course lessen Taagepera's dedication and his long term focus to help the 
survival of  Estonia and the Baltic states. Objective scholarship was not 
bereft of  strategy. This approach of  reaching other elite minds through the 
methods most acceptable to them was an absolutely necessary tactic. One 
did not have to use bombastic language to reveal the inequities of  the 
occupation of  three formerly independent republics. This could be done by 
subtler means -- by an objective shining of  a light on the "black hole" of  
the Western world's collective memory and consciousness. In effect, 
Taagepera constantly reminded other scholars, mostly in the Soviet field, 
that the Baltic states did exist and that their long-term survival was rapidly 
being threatened by the massive influx of  thousands of  non-Baltic workers, 
thus changing the demographic realities of  that region. 

The Days of "Dream" Statehood 

After 13 years of  independence, many people today may have a hard 
time fully appreciating the value of  the efforts made by Taagepera in 
shining a light on the Baltic and in ever so small steps placing these 
countries back on the world map. V. Stanley Vardys, President of  the 
AABS at the same conference where Treadgold gave his address, outlined 
this dilemma better than most: 
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The Baltic states, independent between the two world wars, had 
disappeared from the European map. They were occupied and annexed by 
the Soviet Union; yet their legal international status remained unresolved. 
Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania now existed in a "twilight zone". Under 
these circumstances, some people found the Baltic question primarily 
political, and highly controversial at that, and also found it rather 
awkward to pay attention to the Baltic republics for fear of exciting the 
sensitivities of Moscow. As a result, scholars and journalists studying the 
Soviet Union frequently left out the Baltic republics as not typically 
Soviet, while those who wrote about Eastern Europe omitted the Baltic 
states because they no longer shared the East European fate. (Vardys 
1972) 

This same point of "twilight zone" unreality was highlighted on 1 
March 1977, by Canada's largest circulation newspaper, the Toronto Star, 
under a headline of  " 'Dream' States Seen in Commons". The newspaper 
pointed out that for the first time since the Baltic states "disappeared" and 
were "incorporated into the Soviet Union as republics in 1940", three 
Baltic consuls had been allowed to sit in the diplomatic gallery of the 
Canadian House of Commons, seats reserved for representatives of  
embassies and high commissions. However, lest the readers think 
otherwise, the Toronto Star noted that these were "representatives of  
countries that exist today only in dreams." Similar thoughts were expressed 
in a lengthy September 1980 article by Lawrence Elliott in Readers' 
Digest, on the occasion of  the XXII Olympiad and the holding of the 
Olympic regatta in Tallinn, Estonia. Elliott's article described the fate of 
the Baltic states under the title "Reluctant Soviets: Europe's Forgotten 
Baltic Nations". The article frequently cited Estonian dissident Mart 
Niklus, who had spent eight years in forced labour camps. He had been 
"followed and harassed" after signing a petition demanding freedom for the 
Baltic states. 

Now he was working for an alliance of activists in all three countries. 
"We don't want to remain forgotten nations," he said, "and we have an 
important claim on the West's attention -- we are what the West would be 
under Soviet rule." (Eliot 1980, 72-3) 

The article noted that after his interview Niklus had been "picked up by 
the KGB" and sent to the East as a final "cleanup" measure before the 
Olympic regatta. Elliott concludes this article with the poignant 
observation by Niklus. "I remember what he told me, 'Here is the measure 
of their failure. For us, the idea of  free elections in our three countries is a 
daydream. For them it is a nightmare.'" (ibid.) 
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Taagepera had been closely following the efforts of  dissidents such as 
Niklus and of many others who were risking everything to change the 
"daydream" into reality and publicizing their memoranda in Estonian 
Events. At the same time, he realized that a major effort was required to 
place the "forgotten republics" and "dream states" on the agenda of  world 
public opinion by a continual, scholarly and sophisticated presentation of 
issues concerning the fate of the Baltic states. 

Taagepera became ever more involved with the AABS, seeing in this 
organization a serious means for propagating Baltic issues and raising the 
question of Soviet occupation. He undertook the major task of helping to 
edit the social science papers of  the "Third Conference oil Baltic Studies", 
held at the University of  Toronto in May 1972. This conference proved 
beyond a doubt that Baltic studies were finally engaging a widening circle 
of scholars. Over 100 papers from many countries were presented by 
scholars from 119 universities, colleges, research institutes, archives and 
libraries. The conference was in tune with Taagepera's strategy to tie Baltic 
studies to the rest of  the world, hence the comparative focus revealed in the 
title of  the resulting edited volume of social science presentations, 
Problems o f  Mininations. Baltic Perspectives. In his introduction to the 
volume, Taagepera pointed out that "a major problem for small nations 
may be their reluctance to acknowledge that they belong to a common 
category, subject to similar problems and, most important, to similar 
solutions." He called for a deeper study of the "minination aspects of the 
Baltic scene" and for a "'balanced study of 'typical' and atypical mini 
nations of the world and of  their 'typical' and atypical problems and 
opportunities." (Taagepera 1973a, 3-4) The conference did indeed devote 
some attention to countries such as Albania, Guyana, the Caribbean, 
although the majority of presentations were still Baltic oriented. 

Taagepera himself presented an analysis of  the dissimilarities among 
the USSR's northwestern republics, including in his ambit not just the 
Baltic republics, but also Karelia and Belorussia. One of his main purposes 
in this paper was to offset the widespread notion that according to some 
texts the Soviet Union consisted of two nations. As he stated, these were "a 
flesh-and-blood Russian nation and a rather anemic, characterless and even 
nameless anti-nation called the 'non-Russians'. This anti-nation is divided 
into various clans, which are uniformly grey, but for some reason do not 
cooperate with each other in the positive way the Russians do." (Taagepera 
1973b, 69) His paper very clearly set the boundaries of difference between 
the five northwestern groups, but most importantly delved into the reasons 
why Lithuania's leadership was so much more committed to its national 
culture and why the Latvian leadership was much more Stalinist and 
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slavishly pro-Moscow. He pointed out that the leader of  Lithuania, Antanas 
Snie4kus ran the local Communist Party as a personal machine, which fully 
accepted the supremacy of Moscow, but was also committed to developing 
Lithuania's culture. (ibid., 79) On the opposite end of  the spectrum, Latvia 
had a leadership with Stalinist views, which was Latvian in name only, 
given that a majority were born in Russia from Latvian parents and did not 
speak the local language nor understand local customs. Estonia's leaders 
had a similar background with Russian roots, but according to Taagepera 
"Estonia has managed to re-Estonianize some of its Russified leaders. Over 
twenty years in office, Estonia's first party secretary Johannes K~ibin has 
changed from an agent of Russification to a shock absorber between 
Moscow and the national communists." (ibid.) 

Before the attainment of independence, Latvia was a primary source of 
distress for Taagepera. In many of his articles, he pointed out that Latvia 
was the weakest link in the Baltic chain. The demographic majority of 
Latvians was seriously under stress, descending to 52% by 1989. Latvia 
was rapidly moving to a Russophone majority and such a situation, 
according to Taagepera, would present an imminent threat to the survival 
of  Estonia and Lithuania as well. In an article in the inaugural Fall 1984 
issue of Baltic Forum, Taagepera accentuated the theme that all the Baltic 
nations were in the same boat and under threat, and that there was no room 
for "shallow conceit", but rather a need for strong cooperation. 

A look at the map quickly reveals the geopolitical situation Estonia and 
even Lithuania would be in if Latvia should succumb to Russification. 
Estonians have no reason for shallow conceit about being "at least better 
off than the Latvians". They are all in the same boat, and if geographical- 
historical factors have put Latvia at a special risk, it is no fault of the 
Latvians. In the short run Estonians, Latvians and Lithuanians can do 
without each other. In the medium run, only Lithuanians have sufficient 
numbers to do so. In the long run, even they cannot. (Taagepera 1984a, 
51) 

From today's perspective of puffed up national self-absorption, it 
seems almost preposterous that the Baltic states could have disappeared as 
national republics. Yet such an eventuality was rightly seen as a realistic 
threat by Taagepera. Indeed, without the advent ofperestroika and with a 
Soviet hardliner instead of  Gorbachev in charge of the Soviet Politburo and 
organs of  repression, the demographic situation today could have been 
extremely bleak and perhaps non-reversible in terms of  an ethnic Baltic 
majority, in Latvia and Estonia, and eventually also Lithuania. 

Taagepera was able to elucidate the Baltic situation to a very broad 
audience of  scholars, students, decision makers and ordinary citizens of 
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Western nations with the 1983 book co-authored with Romualdas Misiunas 
The Baltic States: Years of Dependence 1940-1980. This book was a sequel 
to the one published in 1974 by the renowned Baltic-German historian 
Georg von Rauch and entitled The Baltic States." The Years of 
Independence 1917-1940. 

The book by Misiunas and Taagepera became the most important 
reference book on the three republics as part of  the Soviet Union. It was 
cited by hundreds of  authors and has been included in almost all university 
course syllabi, which deal with the Baltic states. Its updated sequel (1993), 
covering the Baltic states through the tumultuous decade of  political, 
economic, cultural and ecological reform, was also well received and 
utilized by many at a time when the Baltic states had become the vanguard 
in the demontage of the Soviet Union and had become household names 
recognized even by average non-intellectuals in Western countries. 

Indeed, perhaps because of  its importance and scope, the book has 
been published in Estonian, Lithuanian and Hungarian. It should also be 
published in Latvian and Russian. While it is true that many young people 
now read English, the impact of  this book would be greater in the local 
mother tongues. As a side benefit it could help all of  these groups to 
understand their neighbours better and hence create greater solidarity. 

Profiling Courage: Jiiri Kukk 

A year after the publication of  The Baltic States." Years of  Dependence, 
Taagepera wrote one of  the most incisive and revelatory tomes on Soviet 
repression that I have read, Softening Without Liberalization in the Soviet 
Union: The Case ofJiiri Kukk. This book is a masterful combination of  
history, political science and philosophy surrounding the harassment to 
death of  a University of  Tartu chemistry professor who dared to exit from 
the Communist Party. Indeed, going beyond this single person, Taagepera 
began his book with an eye-opening comparative paragraph: 

In April 1978 he was a well-established college teacher, with a wife, 
children, and a research career of international scope. Three years later he 
was dead and buried in a nameless grave near a prison hospital, and the 
causes of death remained unclear. What happened during those three 
years? 

This plot could easily have taken place in many countries: Chile, 
Argentina, Guatemala ... A few years earlier it could have been Burundi 
or Kampuchea. The list is sadly long, and hence the implications of the 
present case are partly worldwide, but the place where it did occur was 
the Soviet Union. (Taagepera 1984b, 1) 
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Almost two decades after its publication, I re-read Taagepera's book 
for this article and found that its emotional impact had not diminished at 
all. The controlled anger of  Taagepera was infectious and I relived that 
period as if it were only yesterday. At the same time, Taagepera 
successfully placed the case study of  repression within a worldwide context 
providing comparisons with the deaths of  South Africa's Stephan Bantu 
Biko and Ireland's Bobby Sands. Because of  this comparative context and 
the wealth of  detail, the book is timeless and a warning of  what can happen 
when regimes want to fit people neatly into their own ideological 
frameworks. 

Yet, the book also raises a far more disquieting issue. In the face of  
naked power, few indeed are the individuals who dare to stand up to defend 
one of  their own who has been marked as a "deviant" by the wielders of 
power. This snail-like reflex &retreating into one's own shell in order not 
to stand out or be marked as the next "culprit" by those with power is a 
world wide phenomenon. Witness the deportations by the Soviets on June 
14, 1941 or March 1949, or the actions of  the Nazis in rounding up the 
Jews, Gypsies and others deemed enemies of  the state throughout their 
areas of  occupation. In addition to those who shun the marked person, one 
finds the enthusiastic ideologues, who want to demonstrate to the centers of  
power their devotion to the cause, whatever that may he, whether 
ideological, ethnic or simply erratic wilfulness for their own narrow ends 
and career advancement. This behaviour of  shunning, moreover, often 
becomes tied to evident support for the official perpetrators of  violence. 
Rationalizations are made to explain one's own behaviour in the face of  
inaction. This then entails making the perpetrators the "good guys" and the 
principled victim as one who brought it upon himself and deserved the 
punishment meted out. There is indeed a growing literature on this rather 
unattractive quirk of  human behaviour now often termed as the "Stockholm 
syndrome" in honour of  those bank customers in Stockhohn who, during 
several days of  siege, sided with the bank robbers against the forces of  law 
and order. 

In his book, Taagepera delved into this phenomenon after pointing out 
certain parallels with a historical figure in a novel by Jaan Kross, The 
Czar's Madman. This novel's evidently quixotic chief protagonist, 
Timotheus von Bock, was reviewed positively in the official Estonian 
Communist cultural weekly Sirp ja Vasar. As pointed out by Taagepera, 
probably very few readers saw the parallels with J~ri Kukk, and most 
would "segregate the heroism of the past from the practicality of  today's 
concerns." Yet, he continued his observation, highlighting this Stockholm 
syndrome: 
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A contemporary character like Kukk would impose obligations on any 
member of his society who would sympathize with him: why am I 
shutting up when he did not? If his death was unjust, how can l just sit 
here without protesting? But since I do not want to pay the brutal penalty 
exacted from protesters, and since I could not live with myself, knowing 
that I did not protest an innocent death, I have to persuade myself that his 
death was not an unjust one. Welcome every argument, every unverifiable 
rumor, which helps me to convince myself that the fellow was a fool who 
was asking for it. (Taagepera 1984b, 145) 

Taagepera 's  hypothesis, which is included in the title o f  the book, has 
often been misinterpreted and used to criticize him. He observed that the 
Soviet regime's  lack o f  earlier repression of  dissenters without further 
liberalization was a dangerous and explosive mixture: 

The lack of early repression, combined with lack of reforms, encourages 
dissent to become more open. The gradual but fluctuating increase in 
repression thereafter maximizes both publicity and resentment, making 
the regime look ever more irrational and intolerable. Nastiness remains, 
but secrecy is gone. The result is an increase m dissent without any 
adjustment to reduce its causes ... Instead of gradual evolution, the stage 
may be set for revolutionary action. This would be dangerous for 
everyone. (ibid., 1-2) 

In the minds o f  some people, Taagepera appeared to be giving 
instructions to the Moscow politburo on how best to deal with dissent, that 
is to be resolute and harsh from the beginning. No doubt, the Soviet 
Politburo had never ever reviewed such an option before this book, and 
Taagepera's  "blueprint" was going to goad them to action! His real 
concern, o f  course, was the possibility of  widespread bloodshed, which 
could leave indelible demographic scars on the already threatened Estonian 
population. 

The book is also very informative about local Estonian history, the 
structure o f  power, social relations, dissident cooperation and activities, 
Russian-Estonian relations, Western media and organizations such as 
Amnesty International. One o f  the highlighted themes throughout the book 
appears to be the relative inanity of  Communist  authorities as evidenced by 
their lack of  concern about the negative impact of  their actions on the 
image of  the USSR. For example, Jiiri Kukk died on March 27, 1981 in 
Vologda oblast, Russia. His wife Silvi was notified to attend the funeral, 
but as pointed out in the book: 
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The authorities peppered the funeral with petty acts of nastiness. They 
forbid Silvi to erect a cross she had brought along as the traditional 
Estonian marking. Almost unbelievably they supplied a stake instead, 
carrying J0ri Kukk's prisoner number (23781), but not his name. And all 
this happened in the presence of a small group of mourners known to 
have established contact channels with the West. Of course, the burial 
details would be telephoned to Sweden, and of course the dog-like 
anonymous grave marker would make usable press copy throughout the 
Western world! (ibid., 117) 

Another inane act was described by Taagepera when Silvi's request to 
have Jtiri's body interred in their hometown was refused based oll an 
apparent secret law. As he writes: 

Such secret laws, which cannot be shown to the public to which they 
apply, indeed do exist in the Soviet Union, making the whole legal system 
a joke: how can one abide by laws one is forbidden to read? The fact is 
rarely pointed out in tile West, precisely because it is so unbelievably 
grotesque that anyone pointing it out loses credibility. As Hitler's 
propaganda chief, Goebbels, happily observed, small lies meet 
scepticism, but the disbelief fades when one makes the lie sufficiently big. 
(ibid., 116) 

It is difficult to know how large an impact Taagepera's book had on 
Western intellectuals and decision makers. It certainly introduced new 
perceptions among many Sovietologists who had become so accustomed to 
treat the USSR as just another mainstream variant o f  political rule. Possibly 
one o f  the closest parallels to this book would include Alexander 
Solzhenitsyn's One Day in the Life of  Ivan Denisovich, except that it had a 
much more factual base and real life tragic ending. This book in my 
estimation is another one that should be translated into Russian and the 
other Baltic languages. A decade of  independence and popular eagerness to 
become super capitalist societies has allowed little time for reflection about 
the immediate past and its unfortunate shadow on the mind-set of  many 
people living in the Baltic today. 

In re-reading the book I also found reason for optimism. The world is 
indeed becoming more attuned to democratic and human rights and the 
countries mentioned by Taagepera including Chile, Argentina, Guatemala 
and South Africa have all evolved towards a more democratic model of  
rule. And in large measure, this achievement has come about because o f  
the relentless efforts of  committed intellectuals such as Taagepera. 
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New Proposals, Old Revelations 

One of  the most admirable traits of  Taagepera was his involvement in 
finding practical bloodless means of  achieving Baltic independence. His 
box of  tools included ideas, which ! truly believe had a formidable impact 
on the eventual outcomes of 1990 and 1991. 

One of the ideas that created much resonance in Soviet Estonian circles 
was crafted by Taagepera, and another 6migr6 Estonian, Helmo Raag. They 
suggested that one of the key points of  contention between the USSR and 
the West was the non-recognition of  the incorporation of the Baltic states 
into the Soviet Union. A logical settlement of this thorn in mutual relations 
could be the transformation of  these three Soviet republics into Baltic 
People's Democracies similar in status to East European states such as 
Poland. Indeed, most countries of  the world had recognized the communist 
regime of  Poland and had their official embassies in Warsaw. Given these 
conditions it surely did not make political sense for Balts to ask for more 
support than proffered to East European countries. These thinkers laid out 
some of  the other benefits to the USSR of  de-annexation, including the 
quarantine of  potentially seditious ideas and practices that emanate from 
the Baltic, and a better image in world forums. (Taagepera 1973c) This 
idea was opposed by most leaders of 6migr6 Estonian society. The intended 
target, however, lay elsewhere. The appeal of  such a concept within 
communist Estonia evidently resulted in a full-blown official critique by 
Artur Vader, Chairman of the Estonian SSR Supreme Presidium, that this 
concept was a Trojan horse based on dangerous anti-Soviet propaganda (as 
cited in Estonian Events, August 1972, 6). Ironically, Vader's criticism 
only helped to propagate this idea to many more people. The seeds were 
sown. The harvest of  secession came two decades later. Again, one can 
wonder whether the USSR would still be standing if the Baltic states had 
been allowed to exit the Soviet Union under conditions negotiated with 
Moscow. Certainly the quarantine of  Baltic independence ideas, if they had 
not been part of  the USSR, would have been much easier to effectuate and 
contain. 

The other concept that actually became a key ingredient in the Baltic 
re-birth strategy was the promulgation by Taagepera and other Baltic 
intellectuals of  the secret contents of  the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact. The 
official Soviet ideological legitimacy in the Baltic rested in large part on 
the premise that the Baltic states had joined the Soviet Union voluntarily. 
The date of  the signing of  this pact between Stalinist USSR and Hitler's 
Germany, August 23, 1939, became a key event in the calendar 
demonstrations of  1987 in the Baltic states. On that date two years later, 
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millions of  Baits created a chain of solidarity from Tallinn to Vilnius. Most 
importantly, Baltic pressure on this issue forced Gorbachev to create a 
commission to investigate the Pact, naming his closest advisor, Alexander 
Yakovlev as Chair. Yakovlev reported back to the Second Congress of  the 
USSR People's Deputies on December 23 and 24, 1989 and in his 
introduction indicated the seriousness of  this event: 

The secret protocol of 23 August 1939 reflected precisely the inner 
essence of Stalinism. This is not the only one, but one of the most 
dangerous delayed action mines from the minefield we have inherited and 
which we are now trying to clear with such difficulty. It is necessary to do 
this ... Sooner or later the truth will win out on God's earth and deception 
will be unlocked. (Yakovlev 1989) 

Ironically, the original document in Germany had been bombed during 
the war, but had been microfilmed before this event. The Russian original 
was not to be found, creating suspicion about its authenticity among many 
Russian deputies. The document was eventually found in Gorbachev's 
office. 

Taagepera had still other ideas, which bothered the Kremlin. One of  
these was the inclusion of  the Baltic republics in the Nordic nuclear-free 
zone. For his article on this subject Taagepera received an award for the 
best published article in the Journal of Baltic Studies in 1985. (Taagepera 
1985) Another article publicized the peace movement in the Soviet Baltic 
republics -- again an unwelcome subject for the Kremlin since the latter's 
worldwide rhetoric for peace was not meant for local consumption. 
(Taagepera 1986) 

Return to Independent Estonia 

During the reawakening period and early years of  Baltic independence, 
Taagepera focused his attention on Estonia. He was a major contributor to 
Estonia's Constitutional Assembly between 1991 and 1992, and ran as a 
candidate for president in 1992. While Taagepera came in third, his score 
of  23% had a major impact on the final outcome. His campaign had 
prevented the front-runner, Arnold Rtifitel, from receiving an outright 
majority and thus forced the selection process for president into Parliament, 
where the more reform-minded second-place finisher, Lennart Meri, was 
elected. Indeed, in the general poll Meri had received only 6% more votes 
than Taagepera; had the campaign continued longer, Taagepera may well 
have bested Meri and thus himself become president. 2 

Such political activism apart, however, Taagepera also continued his 
scholarly analyses of  Estonia, beginning with a 1989 article in Problems of 
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Communism, which informed the world about the brewing changes and 
thrust for independence then underway in that country. (Taagepera 1989) 
Taagepera's next watershed publication was his book Estonia." Return to 
Independence, published by Westview Press in 1993. A book review in 
Slavic Review well summarized the gist of his contribution: 

Rarely do we find a book written about a country by a scholar who has 
run for its presidency ... Rein Taagepera draws upon his unique 
background in providing a clear and concise assessment of why Estonia 
survives and how political activities of the last decades contributed to its 
independence ... He offers a sympathetic view of Estonia, emphasizing 
the peaceful nature of transition and Estonia's tradition of ethnic tolerance 
... Taagepera succeeds in merging the insights of the social scientist and 
faith in the best traits of the Estonian people. (Kaplan 1994, 967-8) 

During tile last independence decade Taagepera continued as a major 
path breaker in Estonian politics but also in other important areas of social 
science, especially quantitative political science, an area in fact providing 
him greater world recognition than his trenlendous contributions to Baltic 
studies. He focused his energies as well wllen he established a School of  
Social Sciences at the University of Tartu, which included a number of  
other 6migr6 Estonian social scientists. 

Ultimately, Rein's life-long contributions to Estonia and to the world 
were recognized in May 2000, when he was awarded the Estonian Coat of 
Arms Order, Second Class, by President Lennart Meri. In this connection a 
press release of the Office of the President recorded, "When presenting the 
Order the President of  the Republic said that Rein Taagepera has brought 
love of  mankind and understanding, new ways of thinking and self-belief 
to Estonia." (Office of  the President of  the Republic 2000) At this 
ceremony Taagepera presented the President with his newest book placing 
Estonia within a broader context: The Finno-Ugric Republics and the 
Russian State. 

In 2002, Rein Taagepera began what perhaps could become the current 
phase of  his crusade: shining a light on corruption and on the negative 
residues of  Bolshevik culture on the behaviour of many who had lived 
through the Soviet phase of Baltic existence. In a comparative article on 
corruption he set the parameters of  this new struggle: 

The Balts may have been pulled mentally into the Soviet cauldron more 
deeply than they thought it possible, according to the World Values 
Surveys ... The conclusion is that in merely adopting Western institutions 
and external forms, the Baits have reached a stage of diminishing returns. 
If they wish to join northwestern Europe in a cuttural sense, they would 
have to revise their hard but uncooperative work habits, their attitudes 
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toward foreigners and the relations between women and men. (Taagepera 
2002, 243) 

As Taagepera enunciated these new dangers, it may yet be that the 
corruption dragon will be extremely difficult to slay. But then again, 
Taagepera has faced great odds before,  and with the help o f  other Baits the 
"impossibi l i ty" o f  independence for the forgotten Baltic "dream" states did 
indeed became a reality. Likewise, over thirty years ago Taagepera and a 
brainstorming crew at the Estonian Forest University in Canada drew up a 
plan for Estonia, which projected developments  thirty years into the future. 
This plan helped many Estonians focus their debates and their strategies, 
which ultimately helped push Estonian development  ahead o f  the rest o f  
the post-Soviet  countries. (See Taagepera 1992) In view o f  this extremely 
useful strategy set out three decades ago, one should enjoin Rein to help 
create another 30-year  plan for the Baltic states within the Baltic Sea 
region and within the European Union. The Balts very definitely need 
another long-term vision o f  the future based on the best foundations o f  
social science and the maximization o f  their common interests. My wish is 
that Rein together with others will then be able to evaluate the quality of  
such prognoses in 2033, when Rein will be celebrating his 100 'h birthday. 

Notes 

l. 

2. 

Taagepera detailed similar ideas in greater detail and sophistication in four other 
publications. See Taagepera 1971a, 1971b, 1976 and 1978. 
Taagepera shared his experiences on the campaign train in an article for the 
professional magazine of the American Political Science Association, PS: Political 
Science & Politics. (Taagepera 1993) He also recounted his work as a member of 
Estonia's Constitutional Assembly in the Journal of  Bahic Studies. (Taagepera 1994) 
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