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Finnish forests iIn numbers
Over 75% of the area of Finland (26,2

Forests in Finland
Mha)

13 %

Protected forests in Finland
Commercial forests in Finland Over 86 % of Finnish forests
Natural forests 8 %
Primeval forests 3 % (2.5% protected)
Source: Natural Resources Institute of Finland (Luke); Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry of Finland (mmm.fi)
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What i1s Metsien Suomi / Forest Finland?

TIESITKO TAMAN AJANKOHTAISTA MIKA ON METSIEN SUOMI? UUTISKIRJE MATERIAALIPANKKI

ores INIANC

It is a place for excursions, berry picking, hunting, walking your dog, a place to enjoy
nature.
It is a workplace, a source of income and an investment in the future.
It is a treasure trove of diversity.
It produces sustainable solutions for our everyday lives.
It is the forest.

Forest Finland tells about all this

Forest Finland is the joint communication project of the Finnish forest sector, launched in May 2020. The campaign will awaken and raise

peoples’ interest and encourage discussion about the forests’ and wood-based products role in everything we have in Finland.

Forest Fiﬂlﬂﬂd I:‘c'lll{S about El]f: sustainabilil:y Df E]'lf: s Df Ehf: northern EDICSES and ﬂbDlll'. E[‘lf: Sﬂllll'.iﬂﬂﬂ Ellf: SUSIﬂiﬂﬂblC sc ﬂf l'.hCIT] DFFE[S. The

forest will be seen on TV and heard on the radio, in outdoor advcrtising and in social media.



Research Questions

 How are forests in Finland represented in the campaign (e.g., with
regards to economic vs. intrinsic values of forests)?

Study 1

 How are nonhuman animals inhabiting the forests represented in the
campaign?

* How do these representations compare with representations of other
nonhuman lives in Finnish forests (i.e., plants and funghi)?

* What kinds of thinking and behavior patterns towards nonhuman
lives Iin the forests are promoted via these representations?

* What kinds of changes in the communication would promote more
sustainable relationships between humans, nonhuman lives (esp.

nonhuman animals) and ecosystems in the forests in Finland?

84l UNIVERSITY
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Data and Methods

* Data
« 2020 Dec — 2024 Sept
« 79 short texts in Finnish (+ 60 images)
e ca. 23.000 words

« Focus on entities representing other-than humans, humans,
Institutions, places, forests, trees, wood

e Methods

 Transitivity (Halliday, M. A. K., & Matthiessen, C. M. |. M. (2014).
2436 cases

« Framing (Goffman, 1974, Lakoff, 2004; Tannen, 1993; Tversky and
Kahneman, 1986)

 SF-MDA (O’Halloran and Fei. 2014; O'Halloran, Tan and Wignell
2019)
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Verbal semantics (Transitivity) in representations of

nonhuman lives

N.B. The examples in English in the presentation are translated from Finnish (below the English version)
N¢% UNIVERSITY
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The Transitivity Framework
(Halliday & Matthiessen 2014. Halliday’s Introduction to Functional Grammar.)

THE IDEATIONAL (META)FUNCTION
-> the way we use language to represent ‘reality’ (i.e., 'what’s going on’)

=> representing our experience of the world in terms of doings’ and
happenings’

There are three components of what Halliday calls a transitivity process:
- the process itself (realized by a verbal group)
- participants in the process (nominal groups)

- circumstances associated with the process (adverbial group or prepositional
phrase)

: . In protective thickets
Several bird species nest A
E.Q. (suojatiheikko)

Participant (actor) Process (material) Circumstance (location)



Other-than-human lives in the (commercial) forest

Actor
Goal

Beneficiary

Carrier

Attribute

Token

Value

Existent

the doer of the action 15.38%
the participant affected by the action 3.84%

the participant benefiting from the 19,23%
action

an entity having an attribute (e.g. being 3.84%
In a state)

an attribute of an entity 3.84%
a specific embodiment of a ‘value’ 50%
a general category represented by 3.84%
token(s)’

the one existing -

15.62%
3.12%

6.25%

53.12%

12.5%

9.38%

6.67%
6.67%

6.67%

66.67%

13.33%



Other-than-human lives in the (commercial) forest

1) The Token role dominates in all three categories (exemplifying

categories, species, etc.): fauna 13/26 (50%), flora 17/32 (53.12%), funga 10/15
(66.67%)

 An artificial stump also suits as a home tree for many cavity-nesting birds (value), such
as woodpeckers (token), owls (token), and many small birds (token).

Tekopokkelo sopii myos kotipuuksi useille kolopesijoille (value), kuten tikoille (token), ja
polloille (token) seka monille pikkulinnuille (token)

 The most commonly collected berries (value) are lingonberries (token) and

blueberries (token).
Keratyimmat marjat (value) ovat puolukka (token) ja mustikka (token)

By far the most collected mushrooms (value) are various boletes (token).
Ylivoimaisesti eniten kerattyja sienia (value) ovat erilaiset tatit (token)

A
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2) The _ IS the other participant role that exist in the three sets:
fauna 4/32 (15.38%), flora 5/32 (15.62%), funga 1/15 (6.67%) [to grow]

- Animals (actor) can also find food in shelter thickets.

Elaimet (actor) voivat [6ytaa suojatineikdista myos ravintoa

* In Finland's forests, row in amounts of 100 million buckets per year.
Suomen metsissa kasvaa 100 miljoonaa amparillistd vuodessa

- Deciduous trees and bushes (actor), on the other hand, provide food.

Lehtipuut ja pensaat (actor) taas antavat ravintoa

3)The BERCHICIANATOIE in fauna 5/26 (19.23%) is the third most frequent participant role
that appears in the data and it is absent in the categories flora and funga

- The shelter thicket provides protection for [Ofestamimealsioenerciary).

Suojatiheikko tarjoaa suojan metsan elaimille (beneficiary)

- The shelter thicket also provides protection and food for Jamenbeneneiary) and reduces

wind damage. 4l UNIVERSITY
Suojatiheikko tarjoaa myos riistalle (beneficiary) suojaa ja ravintoa ja vahentaa tuulituhoja %t OF TURKU



Endangered species (uhanalaiset) / nonhuman animals

Process type # |Participant # |Explanation of participant roles

Material (doing) 7 |Actor 2 |the one performing the action
Goal 2 | participant affected by the action
Beneficiary 2 |the participant benefiting from the action
Attribute 1 |a quality attributed to an entity

Relational (being, possessing, 2 |Carrier 2 |an entity having an attribute (e.g. being in a

becoming) state)

Mental (perceiving, thinking, feeling) 1 |Phenomenon |1 |an entity felt, perceived or thought about

It is known that the number of several beetle slpecies and individuals, including some
en&l_angered ones (actor), increases significantly on retained decaying wood after clear-
cutting.

Tiedetaan, etta useiden kovakuoriaislajien ja yksiléiden, myos joidenkin uhanalaisten maara (actor)
nousee merkittavasti saastetyilla lahopuilla avohakkuun jalkeen.

So, If endangered species (goal) are found in the planned logging area, it is not necessarily
bad news. With conservation efforts, their survival (beneficiary) can also be improved.

Jos suunnitellulta hakkuualueelta siis 10ytyy uhanalaisia lajeja (goal), se ei valttaméatta ole huono uutinen.
Luonnonhoidon avulla niidenkin selvidmista (beneﬂmaryﬁ Vol parantaa.




What can be said at this point?

« Anthropocentrism is apparent: e.g. utility-focused approach to other-than-human lives or
the 'definition’ of Forest Finland / forest. [NB Cronon: nature as commodity]

 Various nonhuman lives are present, but almost exclusively as species / examples of
categories.

« nonhuman animals are portrayed as benefitting from (due to forest management) or
having adjusted to living (e.g., finding nutrition) in commercial forests. [NB
doublespeak]

« Endangered (nonhuman animal) species are used for e.g. positive framing of
clearcutting. [NB doublespeak]

* The suffering of nonhuman animals due to forest management / loss of habitat (both on
the individual or species level) is erased (see Stibbe 2024).

* Plants and fungi are also represented in connection to human benefit from forests, most
often in relation to harvesting them (providing food or wood, etc.)

R
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https://sites.utu.fi/seedling/

SeedLING
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