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The aim of this paper is to discuss the intermedpatsition of non-human animates on the
animacy scale, in terms of viewpoint placement (Bretey 1981, Lockwood & Macaulay
2012). The paper investigates the conceptualizati@mimal participants of events in Finnish
spoken language data where speakers discuss étaiembservations. The focus is on deontic
and dynamic modal expressions as well as opererefer(zero person, passive) constructions
with animal reference. Example (1), concerninglibbavior of elks at the moment of giving
birth, includes two zero person constructions &ednhodal vertkannattaa (‘had better’).

(1) joson kaks vasaa niin eiko todellakikannattas synnyttdd ne pikkase edes eri kohtaa
(13062012)

‘if @ hastwo calves then wouldn't it actualbe in @’s interestto deliver them in
places that are at least a bit distant from ealcbrbt

These constructions entail the presence of a coms@gent and the ability of the speaker to
identify with the position of the agent, which iiwthey have been considered as reserved to
human reference (e. g. Shore 1988, Blevins 2003).

The data include 156 modal and 106 open referemgtiictions with animal reference.
They were culled by examining the conversationshiee broadcasts of the radio program
Luontoilta (‘nature night’) where listeners call in to askauncil of wildlife experts questions
arising from their nature observations.

The paper shows that, as the speakers seek tosaeake of the animal experience, they
construe the situation subjectively even when ihas$, as such, typical of humans. This is
particularly the case when animal referents are@tkas selecting the most favorable outcome,
in a given situation (see ex. 1). The use of thelahand open reference constructions in the
Luontoilta data reveals that the speakers recognize and sbdaeen aspects of the physical,
cognitive and intersubjective experience of themahi even though their questions are
motivated by the otherness of the animal (see K@fA8). The contexts of subjective
conceptualization (e. g. Langacker 1999, Laitin8@&) are contrasted with sequences where
speakers report their visual or auditory observatior refer to scientific knowledge.

The animal referents of modal and open referennstoactions display a high degree of
the so-called inferred animacy, involving “mostlgmal aspects of animacy deriving from life
concept proper, including sentiency and the attidiouof empathy, etc.” (Yamamoto 1999,
2006). They rank high on Dahl's (2008) three-stegnitive scale (self — other animate
individuals — inanimate objects) where differeninaaite beings are not arranged according to
a fixed preexisting order (e. g. domestic — wildjher — lower animals), which corresponds to
a certain culturally determined view of the envirent and human’s position in it, but by using
the self, i. e. the human experience, as a modeh&king sense of other animate individuals.
They are potential objects of egophoric refererumyering reference to the speech act
participants as well as generic and logophoricregfee, as opposed to allophoric reference,
involving non-generic '8 person, in other words, “all others” (Dahl 2000).

Borrowing the terms from studies on animal conssinass (Allen & Trestman 2015), one
can state that, on the basis of the grammaticadtoactions used, the speakersLabntoilta
data attribute animals with phenomenal and acaassceousness.



