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Abstract. The recent uranium and current mining disputes 
in Finland are located within the context of the Finnish 
environmental protest waves. There were five main such 
mobilizations in Finland. The last one of these was the 
anti-globalization movement at the end of 1990’s and 
beginning of 2000’s. The anti-globalization movement 
struggled against global structures, neglecting Finland and 
the environment. After its end, the environmental 
movement lost its impetus that was followed by years of 
latency. The climate change debate buried other 
environmental questions and re-emerged nuclear energy. 
Uranium exploration re-started at 2005, what raise 
opposition. If the anti-globalization movement represented 
the "return of politics", the uranium dispute restored the 
environment back to Finland as a local question. It 
refreshed the environmental movement and opened up 
spaces for resistance in the countryside. However, it 
ceased rapidly when uranium exploration companies left 
Finland due to recession. The activists' attention shifted 
towards new mining and development projects. 
Environmental problems of the Talvivaara nickel mine 
increased opposition. A discussion on corporate social 
responsibility began and social scientists started to 
investigate mining. The Mining Act was renewed, the 
Finnish government is promoting responsible mining and 
the industry looks for the best practices and dialogue with 
its stakeholders.  
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1 Introduction 
 
Social movements and non-governmental organizations 
(NGOs) have a crucial role in debate on corporate social 
responsibility and mobilization of environmental protests. 
They influence the natural resources policy in interaction 
with the state and corporations (Kröger 2014). 
Environmental NGOs (ENGOs) have the power to 
promote or difficult the natural resource extraction. The 
ENGOs are also one of the most pro-eminent agents in 
criticism towards the mining industry and one of its very 
important stakeholder groups, whose influence has a local 
to global dimension (Phillips 2002; Deegan and 
Blomqvist 2006; Eerola 2003; 2008; 2013; Prno 2013; 
Moffat and Zhang 2014; Parson et al. 2014, Nysten-
Haarala et al. 2015). In other words, they might have an 
enormous impact on the social license to operate (SLO). 
Therefore, following of their activities, and understanding 
their nature and dynamics may be important for the 
mining industry. It can give clues on how the companies 
should approach them for a dialogue and eventual co-
operation.  

Here we focus on environmental activism (especially 
the anti-mining) in Finland. In order to understand the 
Finnish environmental activism and its research, it is 
necessary to review its background and characteristics.  

The Finnish environmental activism has been 
traditionally conceived as a wavy movement (Rannikko 
1994; 2003; Konttinen and Peltokoski 2004; Lindholm 
2005). Every wave’s mobilization stage has been always 
triggered by some key event. It raises wide questions for 
the public debate. A wave is followed by latency. 
According with Rannikko (1995), this Finnish wave-like 
environmental protest phenomenon seems to be a quite 
unique in the world. There have been five environmental 
protest waves in Finland: 

1. 1960’s-1970’s environmental awakening; 
2. 1970’s-1980’s alternative way of life, the Koijärvi, 

and Green Movement;  
3. 1980’s-1990’s forest conflicts; 
4. 1990’s animal and radical activism; 
5. 1990’s-2000’s anti-globalization movement. 
The succession of waves was followed by years of 

latency after the anti-globalization movement. The 
latency ended with disputes over uranium and old forests, 
followed now by the ongoing dispute over mining.  

Regarding the anti-mining activism in Finland, only 
the recent anti-uranium movement has been studied by 
some authors (Eerola 2008; Litmanen 2008; Karasti 2008; 
Sarpo 2008; Kainulainen 2011). The importance of 
environmental activism related to the ongoing mining 
dispute has not yet attracted attention at all. This might be 
explained by the fact that the whole subject of mining 
dispute is quite recent in Finland. The mining dispute raise 
together with the current mining boom (Eerola 2013; 
Nysten-Haarala et al. 2015). According to Kröger (2014), 
this contentious agency seems to be a quite normal and 
universal reaction for a change in environment and social 
space caused by increased natural resource extraction. 
This is observed also world-wide in the case of mining.    

Here we review the development of environmental 
activism in Finland since the anti-globalization movement 
from the beginning of 2000 until the recent uranium and 
ongoing mining disputes. Those disputes are described, 
and their space and place within the context of Finnish 
environmental protest waves are located. A special 
attention is given to an attempt to define if they form a 
new wave of environmental protest in Finland.    
 
2 1990’s-2000’s: The anti-globalization 

movement 
 
At the end of 1990’s, the international anti-globalization 
movement started also in Finland. The “End of History", 
neo-liberalism and multinational corporations were 
questioned and challenged (Eerola 2003; Konttinen and 
Peltokoski 2004; Lindholm 2005; Ylä-Anttila 2010). 
Finnish activists participated in protests against World 
Trade Organization, World Bank, and International 
Monetary Fund in Göteborg, Genova, Prague and Seattle. 
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The international anti-globalization organization Attac 
was founded also in Finland. The movement culminated 
at the World Social Forums in Porto Alegre, Brazil, 
unifying several types of activists from all over the world 
(Eerola 2003; Lindholm 2005; Ylä-Anttila 2010). 
However, at the same time, the anti-globalization 
movement fragmented the field of environmental 
activism, diverting its attention from Finland to abroad. 
Environmental issues were melted within complex global 
social and economic issues or were even buried by them 
(Lindholm 2005; Ylä-Anttila 2010). Problems were 
looked in complex international political-economic 
structures and struggled against them in developing 
countries.  

The terrorist strike on World Trade Center in New 
York restricted civil rights all over the world, which had 
an impact on social movements. After a great initial 
enthusiasm, the anti-globalization movement started to 
exhaust, and break up because of violence used in 
protests. The media's interest was reduced. After the 
beginning of 2000’s, the anti-globalization movement 
vanished, what was reflected also in the Finnish activism 
(Lindholm 2005; Ylä-Anttila 2010). Stranius (2006) 
identified a post-anti-globalization movement latency 
during 2004-2006 in Finland. 
 
3   2005 to 2008: Uranium dispute 
 
The latency that followed the anti-globalization 
movement’s end was abruptly interrupted locally, when a 
dispute over old forests begun in Northern Lapland at 
2004-2005 (Valkonen 2007). At the same time, the 
climate change debate re-emerged the nuclear power in 
the energy policy agenda and the uranium spot price raise 
in the world market. The French company Areva applied 
for large claim areas for uranium exploration in Southern 
Finland at 2005 (Litmanen 2008, Sarpo 2008). The 
dispute over uranium started at Eastern and Western 
Uusimaa at 2006 and spread quickly to Northern Karelia 
and Kuusamo, where Areva and other companies applied 
for other claims for uranium exploration, (Eerola 2008; 
Karasti 2008; Litmanen 2008; Sarpo 2008: Kainulainen 
2011).   

The movement against uranium exploration was 
characterized by its networking and international 
connections (Litmanen 2008). The dispute over uranium 
can be considered as a moment of a re-awakening of the 
anti-globalization movement against multinational 
mining industry in Finland (Eerola 2008). The movement 
against uranium presented characteristics of previous 
environmental protests, such as anti-authoritarianism, 
distrust on authorities and experts, spirit of structural 
renewal (e.g. Mining Act), critics on modernism and anti-
nuclear attitude. However, the resource nationalism 
(Eerola 2008) and involvement of the church 
(Kainulainen 2011) were completely new phenomena in 
the Finnish environmental activism.  

The foreign uranium exploration companies left 
Finland at 2009-2010 because of global recession and 
long periods of license processing, what lead to the end of 
dispute over uranium. The major achievements of this 
movement were the public discussion on the subject and 
renewal of the Mining Act in 2011. Its main result was the 

alteration of the permit system. Earlier, the licensing for 
uranium and thorium mining and processing was granted 
exclusively by the government, but according with the 
new Mining Act, now there is also a need for approval by 
the local municipality of the area in which the applied 
mine site is located. In practice, this means a significant 
improvement of local possibilities to influence the 
decision making, by which the local municipality can 
obstruct uranium mining in its area. This produces 
challenges for uranium explorers and mining companies 
for their investigations, security, and environmental 
impact assessments, as well as in their dissemination for 
the general public and decision makers in order to obtain 
approval for the projects. In this sense, the mining permit 
system turned to be much more complex, which 
corresponded to the public opinion.   
 
4   2010 – ongoing: Mining dispute 
 
The last years Finland has experienced a mining boom 
with lot of mineral exploration and development projects 
as well as opening of new mines for exploitation of nickel, 
copper, and gold. Mining is an important sector that has 
growth during the last years. Before this boom, started at 
2005, the mining industry was in recession during almost 
all of the last 20 years in Finland. Earlier, mineral 
exploration and mining were carried out by domestic, 
state-owned companies, such as Outokumpu Oy. During 
this recession, people in certain areas became unfamiliar 
with mineral exploration and mining, especially close to 
major urban centers. The environmental awareness 
increased in that period. Therefore the current, increased 
need for natural resources and a consequent mining boom, 
mostly carried out by foreign companies, has surprised 
many in a negative way. This has created an urgent need 
for information on geology, exploration, and mining in an 
accessible mode for the general public and decision-
makers.  

The public debate on mining started already during the 
uranium dispute (Eerola 2008), and it grew at the same 
time when climate change debate was ceasing and 
environmental problems of the Talvivaara nickel mine 
began at 2010 (Eerola 2014; Nysten-Haarala et al. 2015). 
Application for uranium uptake by Talvivaara and 
constant environmental problems increased its opposition 
(Tiainen et al. 2014). However, a leakage of its tailing 
ponds formed a key-event for mobilization at the autumn 
of 2012 (Tiainen et al. 2014). The Stop Talvivaara 
movement was founded and anti-mining protests and 
camps have been organized together with major Finnish 
and international ENGOs operating in the country. In this 
moment, there are four mines, and five development 
projects which have been opposed. In some of these the 
opposition is local, when as in others the pressure is 
external (e.g. ENGOs). Some of the projects have been 
also challenged by local tourism entrepreneurs that fears 
that mining will affect their business.  

According to Nysten-Haarala et al. (2015), a suspicion 
towards mining is especially strongly developed among 
environmental activists, whom the companies have not 
managed to draw to their co-operation groups. Inclusion 
of ENGOs as an important stakeholder and co-operation 
has been suggested by Eerola (2003, 2008, 2013). 

Operation of mining and mineral exploration 
companies within or close to nature conservation, 
touristic, and aboriginal Sámi people areas will probably 
maintain mining in the ENGOs' agenda for a long time in 
Finland. There is also potential to turn local Finnish 
mining dispute in an international conflict by 
international ENGOs' campaigns.  
 
5  Discussion   
 
The main point of this paper is to locate the uranium and 
mining disputes within the context of Finnish 
environmental protest and to discuss if they compose a 
new wave of environmental protest in Finland.  

In fact, the uranium dispute re-activated the Finnish 
ENGOs and local activists in Finland after years of 
latency. It brought the environment back as a local 
question from global trade policy arenas and developing 
countries to Finnish countryside provinces and 
municipalities after the end of the anti-globalization 
movement. Therefore, it might be attempting to call the 
uranium and mining disputes as a new wave of Finnish 
environmental protest. However, the dynamics of the 
loose and anarchistic networks, individual migration of 
activists from one campaign to another (the “backpack” 
activism, Stranius 2006), and concentration only in one 
issue can probably explain why the uranium and mining 
disputes have not been able to construct a such a strong 
phenomenon as the previous waves of Finnish 
environmental protests, at least until this moment. In this 
sense, the disputes seems to be more like part of a "swell" 
described by Konttinen and Peltokoski (2004) that 
followed the anti-globalization movement. A swell is 
composed by minor disputes and protests, that does not 
necessarily have a common agenda or requests, and which 
does not raise such wide questions for public debate as the 
waves have done (Konttinen and Peltokoski 2004). If 
uranium and mining disputes would produce larger 
mobilization together with those wider questions, they 
probably could be considered as a new wave. In this 
sense, there has been now a tentative to join the discussion 
on free trade agreements (Transatlantic Trade and 
Investment Partnership and Comprehensive Economic 
and Trade Agreement) between the EU and North 
American countries, opposition to NATO, peat 
production, and deregulation of bog and environmental 
restrictions together with the debate on mining.  

In all cases, the development from uranium dispute to 
mining dispute shows a clear continuation and a long term 
concentration against the mining industry, if compared to 
other waves of environmental protests in Finland.  

As consequences of the uranium and mining disputes, 
the Mining Act was revised, and a discussion on the 
corporate social responsibility (CSR) is now dealing also 
with the multinational mining industry operating in 
Finland (Sairinen 2011; Mononen and Sairinen 2011; 
Mononen 2012; Rytteri 2012; Eerola 2013; 2014; Jartti et 
al. 2014, Nysten-Haarala et al. 2015). The Finnish state, 
universities and research institutes started to investigate 
and promote CSR and social license to operate of mining 
industry (Eerola 2014). Because mining is an important 
and growing industry in Finland, the Finnish government 
published an action plan with a goal to turn Finland as a 

forerunner of sustainable mining (TEM 2013). The 
industry is now looking for the best practices in 
sustainable mining and dialogue with its stakeholders and 
local communities (Eerola 2013; Nysten-Haarala et al. 
2015). The Independence Fund of Finland (Sitra) founded 
The Sustainable Mining Network, which is a forum for 
dialogue and cooperation between the mining industry 
and ENGO’s (Eerola 2014).   

Unfortunately, the current Finnish social science 
research on mining is concentrated only in companies, 
mines and local communities (Eerola 2014). Although the 
environmental activism has a strong role to play in SLO, 
also with its own corporate social responsibility issues 
(Jepson 2005, Crowson 2009), unfortunately it has been 
completely ignored by the current Finnish academic 
debate. Therefore, it might be "missing the point" in its 
studies on the SLO of mining. 

However, with 46 operating mines in Finland and 
considering the amount of opposition, it can be concluded 
that at least in this moment the anti-mining movement is 
not widespread and it is concentrated on some of the new 
mines and development projects, as was seen above. The 
study of these mines and projects and the issues and 
mechanisms that turned them as focus of anti-mining 
campaigns can give important clues to develop toolkits to 
obtain SLO for future projects in Finland and abroad. In 
any cases, it seems that at least the presence of uranium, 
and nature conservation and touristic areas within or close 
to the project areas, as well as communication and 
stakeholder engagement methods used by the companies 
(or their lack) are issues that can generate opposition for 
mining in Finland.  
 
6  Conclusions 
 
A dispersion of attention from the local environmental 
problems to complex global issues by the anti-
globalization movement made the Finnish environmental 
activism to loss its impetus, and there have been no new 
wave after that. In this sense, even that the uranium and 
mining disputes does not seems to form a new wave of 
environmental protest in Finland, the uranium and mining 
disputes were able to refresh the  Finnish environmental 
activism after years of post-anti-globalization ”hangover” 
and its subsequent latency. Therefore, if the anti-
globalization movement was the “return of politics” for 
Ylä-Anttila (2010), for the author the uranium dispute was 
the “return of the environment” back to Finland as a local 
question. However, in order to generate a new wave of 
Finnish environmental protest, there is a need for wider 
questions associated with mining and natural resources. In 
order to avoid the increasing of opposition for their 
activities, the mining companies need to include ENGOs 
within their stakeholders, practice dialogue and try to 
establish cooperation with them.  

In all cases, the full importance and dimension of the 
uranium and mining disputes within the history of Finnish 
environmental protest can probably be completely 
evaluated only after some chronological distance.   
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The international anti-globalization organization Attac 
was founded also in Finland. The movement culminated 
at the World Social Forums in Porto Alegre, Brazil, 
unifying several types of activists from all over the world 
(Eerola 2003; Lindholm 2005; Ylä-Anttila 2010). 
However, at the same time, the anti-globalization 
movement fragmented the field of environmental 
activism, diverting its attention from Finland to abroad. 
Environmental issues were melted within complex global 
social and economic issues or were even buried by them 
(Lindholm 2005; Ylä-Anttila 2010). Problems were 
looked in complex international political-economic 
structures and struggled against them in developing 
countries.  

The terrorist strike on World Trade Center in New 
York restricted civil rights all over the world, which had 
an impact on social movements. After a great initial 
enthusiasm, the anti-globalization movement started to 
exhaust, and break up because of violence used in 
protests. The media's interest was reduced. After the 
beginning of 2000’s, the anti-globalization movement 
vanished, what was reflected also in the Finnish activism 
(Lindholm 2005; Ylä-Anttila 2010). Stranius (2006) 
identified a post-anti-globalization movement latency 
during 2004-2006 in Finland. 
 
3   2005 to 2008: Uranium dispute 
 
The latency that followed the anti-globalization 
movement’s end was abruptly interrupted locally, when a 
dispute over old forests begun in Northern Lapland at 
2004-2005 (Valkonen 2007). At the same time, the 
climate change debate re-emerged the nuclear power in 
the energy policy agenda and the uranium spot price raise 
in the world market. The French company Areva applied 
for large claim areas for uranium exploration in Southern 
Finland at 2005 (Litmanen 2008, Sarpo 2008). The 
dispute over uranium started at Eastern and Western 
Uusimaa at 2006 and spread quickly to Northern Karelia 
and Kuusamo, where Areva and other companies applied 
for other claims for uranium exploration, (Eerola 2008; 
Karasti 2008; Litmanen 2008; Sarpo 2008: Kainulainen 
2011).   

The movement against uranium exploration was 
characterized by its networking and international 
connections (Litmanen 2008). The dispute over uranium 
can be considered as a moment of a re-awakening of the 
anti-globalization movement against multinational 
mining industry in Finland (Eerola 2008). The movement 
against uranium presented characteristics of previous 
environmental protests, such as anti-authoritarianism, 
distrust on authorities and experts, spirit of structural 
renewal (e.g. Mining Act), critics on modernism and anti-
nuclear attitude. However, the resource nationalism 
(Eerola 2008) and involvement of the church 
(Kainulainen 2011) were completely new phenomena in 
the Finnish environmental activism.  

The foreign uranium exploration companies left 
Finland at 2009-2010 because of global recession and 
long periods of license processing, what lead to the end of 
dispute over uranium. The major achievements of this 
movement were the public discussion on the subject and 
renewal of the Mining Act in 2011. Its main result was the 

alteration of the permit system. Earlier, the licensing for 
uranium and thorium mining and processing was granted 
exclusively by the government, but according with the 
new Mining Act, now there is also a need for approval by 
the local municipality of the area in which the applied 
mine site is located. In practice, this means a significant 
improvement of local possibilities to influence the 
decision making, by which the local municipality can 
obstruct uranium mining in its area. This produces 
challenges for uranium explorers and mining companies 
for their investigations, security, and environmental 
impact assessments, as well as in their dissemination for 
the general public and decision makers in order to obtain 
approval for the projects. In this sense, the mining permit 
system turned to be much more complex, which 
corresponded to the public opinion.   
 
4   2010 – ongoing: Mining dispute 
 
The last years Finland has experienced a mining boom 
with lot of mineral exploration and development projects 
as well as opening of new mines for exploitation of nickel, 
copper, and gold. Mining is an important sector that has 
growth during the last years. Before this boom, started at 
2005, the mining industry was in recession during almost 
all of the last 20 years in Finland. Earlier, mineral 
exploration and mining were carried out by domestic, 
state-owned companies, such as Outokumpu Oy. During 
this recession, people in certain areas became unfamiliar 
with mineral exploration and mining, especially close to 
major urban centers. The environmental awareness 
increased in that period. Therefore the current, increased 
need for natural resources and a consequent mining boom, 
mostly carried out by foreign companies, has surprised 
many in a negative way. This has created an urgent need 
for information on geology, exploration, and mining in an 
accessible mode for the general public and decision-
makers.  

The public debate on mining started already during the 
uranium dispute (Eerola 2008), and it grew at the same 
time when climate change debate was ceasing and 
environmental problems of the Talvivaara nickel mine 
began at 2010 (Eerola 2014; Nysten-Haarala et al. 2015). 
Application for uranium uptake by Talvivaara and 
constant environmental problems increased its opposition 
(Tiainen et al. 2014). However, a leakage of its tailing 
ponds formed a key-event for mobilization at the autumn 
of 2012 (Tiainen et al. 2014). The Stop Talvivaara 
movement was founded and anti-mining protests and 
camps have been organized together with major Finnish 
and international ENGOs operating in the country. In this 
moment, there are four mines, and five development 
projects which have been opposed. In some of these the 
opposition is local, when as in others the pressure is 
external (e.g. ENGOs). Some of the projects have been 
also challenged by local tourism entrepreneurs that fears 
that mining will affect their business.  

According to Nysten-Haarala et al. (2015), a suspicion 
towards mining is especially strongly developed among 
environmental activists, whom the companies have not 
managed to draw to their co-operation groups. Inclusion 
of ENGOs as an important stakeholder and co-operation 
has been suggested by Eerola (2003, 2008, 2013). 

Operation of mining and mineral exploration 
companies within or close to nature conservation, 
touristic, and aboriginal Sámi people areas will probably 
maintain mining in the ENGOs' agenda for a long time in 
Finland. There is also potential to turn local Finnish 
mining dispute in an international conflict by 
international ENGOs' campaigns.  
 
5  Discussion   
 
The main point of this paper is to locate the uranium and 
mining disputes within the context of Finnish 
environmental protest and to discuss if they compose a 
new wave of environmental protest in Finland.  

In fact, the uranium dispute re-activated the Finnish 
ENGOs and local activists in Finland after years of 
latency. It brought the environment back as a local 
question from global trade policy arenas and developing 
countries to Finnish countryside provinces and 
municipalities after the end of the anti-globalization 
movement. Therefore, it might be attempting to call the 
uranium and mining disputes as a new wave of Finnish 
environmental protest. However, the dynamics of the 
loose and anarchistic networks, individual migration of 
activists from one campaign to another (the “backpack” 
activism, Stranius 2006), and concentration only in one 
issue can probably explain why the uranium and mining 
disputes have not been able to construct a such a strong 
phenomenon as the previous waves of Finnish 
environmental protests, at least until this moment. In this 
sense, the disputes seems to be more like part of a "swell" 
described by Konttinen and Peltokoski (2004) that 
followed the anti-globalization movement. A swell is 
composed by minor disputes and protests, that does not 
necessarily have a common agenda or requests, and which 
does not raise such wide questions for public debate as the 
waves have done (Konttinen and Peltokoski 2004). If 
uranium and mining disputes would produce larger 
mobilization together with those wider questions, they 
probably could be considered as a new wave. In this 
sense, there has been now a tentative to join the discussion 
on free trade agreements (Transatlantic Trade and 
Investment Partnership and Comprehensive Economic 
and Trade Agreement) between the EU and North 
American countries, opposition to NATO, peat 
production, and deregulation of bog and environmental 
restrictions together with the debate on mining.  

In all cases, the development from uranium dispute to 
mining dispute shows a clear continuation and a long term 
concentration against the mining industry, if compared to 
other waves of environmental protests in Finland.  

As consequences of the uranium and mining disputes, 
the Mining Act was revised, and a discussion on the 
corporate social responsibility (CSR) is now dealing also 
with the multinational mining industry operating in 
Finland (Sairinen 2011; Mononen and Sairinen 2011; 
Mononen 2012; Rytteri 2012; Eerola 2013; 2014; Jartti et 
al. 2014, Nysten-Haarala et al. 2015). The Finnish state, 
universities and research institutes started to investigate 
and promote CSR and social license to operate of mining 
industry (Eerola 2014). Because mining is an important 
and growing industry in Finland, the Finnish government 
published an action plan with a goal to turn Finland as a 

forerunner of sustainable mining (TEM 2013). The 
industry is now looking for the best practices in 
sustainable mining and dialogue with its stakeholders and 
local communities (Eerola 2013; Nysten-Haarala et al. 
2015). The Independence Fund of Finland (Sitra) founded 
The Sustainable Mining Network, which is a forum for 
dialogue and cooperation between the mining industry 
and ENGO’s (Eerola 2014).   

Unfortunately, the current Finnish social science 
research on mining is concentrated only in companies, 
mines and local communities (Eerola 2014). Although the 
environmental activism has a strong role to play in SLO, 
also with its own corporate social responsibility issues 
(Jepson 2005, Crowson 2009), unfortunately it has been 
completely ignored by the current Finnish academic 
debate. Therefore, it might be "missing the point" in its 
studies on the SLO of mining. 

However, with 46 operating mines in Finland and 
considering the amount of opposition, it can be concluded 
that at least in this moment the anti-mining movement is 
not widespread and it is concentrated on some of the new 
mines and development projects, as was seen above. The 
study of these mines and projects and the issues and 
mechanisms that turned them as focus of anti-mining 
campaigns can give important clues to develop toolkits to 
obtain SLO for future projects in Finland and abroad. In 
any cases, it seems that at least the presence of uranium, 
and nature conservation and touristic areas within or close 
to the project areas, as well as communication and 
stakeholder engagement methods used by the companies 
(or their lack) are issues that can generate opposition for 
mining in Finland.  
 
6  Conclusions 
 
A dispersion of attention from the local environmental 
problems to complex global issues by the anti-
globalization movement made the Finnish environmental 
activism to loss its impetus, and there have been no new 
wave after that. In this sense, even that the uranium and 
mining disputes does not seems to form a new wave of 
environmental protest in Finland, the uranium and mining 
disputes were able to refresh the  Finnish environmental 
activism after years of post-anti-globalization ”hangover” 
and its subsequent latency. Therefore, if the anti-
globalization movement was the “return of politics” for 
Ylä-Anttila (2010), for the author the uranium dispute was 
the “return of the environment” back to Finland as a local 
question. However, in order to generate a new wave of 
Finnish environmental protest, there is a need for wider 
questions associated with mining and natural resources. In 
order to avoid the increasing of opposition for their 
activities, the mining companies need to include ENGOs 
within their stakeholders, practice dialogue and try to 
establish cooperation with them.  

In all cases, the full importance and dimension of the 
uranium and mining disputes within the history of Finnish 
environmental protest can probably be completely 
evaluated only after some chronological distance.   
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