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Abstract. This paper analyses some indispensable psychological and perceptual approaches to
anthropocentric views found in linguistics. It attempts to highlight the wonderful role
that anthropocentrism plays in the communicative field in terms of linguocultural and socio-pragmatic
aspects. The movement of anthropocentrism has been promulgated as a basic perception in modern-day
linguistic research, which describes the human-centred attitude of language; for example, both a cognition
and a communal act. Anthropocentrism shows that human perception, acknowledgment, and cultural
practice magnificently shape the procedure, meaning, and use of language. This science-based framework
highlights the function of human experience in systemizing linguistic categories, grammatical devices, and
semantic segments, thereby underlining the inner pressing relationship between language and persons
individually. In addition, this paper aspires to showcase all the facets of anthropocentrism existing in
linguistic studies because of the significance it holds for cognitive linguistics, semantics, linguocultural
pragmatics, and sociolinguistics. The cognitive approach in terms of science humans cannot escape either
from describing and classifying the world, which has to do with the emergence of not only certain concepts,
but to understand how the world is construed, we need to use certain models of how the real world works,
such as certain frames or metaphors, which inherently are human-centric. For example, metaphors such
as “time is money” or “the mind is a container” show how abstract concepts are grounded in human
experience. Likewise, in semantics, anthropocentrism accounts for the fact that lexical categories are
grounded in human sensory and emotional social experiences. Of course, words of emotion, kinship, and
space have their own bodily semantics. It has been suggested that human cognition is embodied, and thus
this is reflected in language. Similarly, pragmatics teaches an important lesson about anthropocentrism
since human intentions, goals, and situational context guide meaning: human social interaction is not only
the content but also embedded in language use itself: speech acts, implicatures, participatory knowledge,
and context-dependent meanings.
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Anthropocentric approach exists in sociolinguistics which the techniques are
based on the phenomenon that language is a social identity and power according to
some anthropological practices. Language is not neutral; it is a human tool for
negotiating social meaning and claiming group membership. Also,
anthropocentrism raises useful questions about linguistic universals. Whereas earlier
linguistics aimed to discover kinds of structuralism that were abstract and essentially
context-free, anthropocentric linguistics prioritizes the human experience that lies
behind the differing structures as they evolve. Cross-lingual variations in spatial
terms, colour terms, and kinship terminology are examples of how contrasting
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human communities categorize reality based on their peculiar eco-cultural-
perceptual experiences. We discuss the implications of the anthropocentrism of
language for linguistic theory, methods, and interdisciplinary research. It calls for a
holistic shift from purely formalist approaches, urging linguists to consider how the
human experience, perception, and culture shape language structure and use.
Anthropocentrism, by placing the human experience at the forefront of linguistic
analysis, has bridged the gap between language and cognition, emphasized the
sociocultural embeddedness of language, and reaffirmed the stance that language is
a human-driven phenomenon. By taking this alternative route, one is able to
understand how language both reflects and shapes, and even upholds human reality.
Anthropocentrism takes humans as its centre for the language system, which
interprets its philosophical and linguistic foundations according to the needs,
interests, and values of humans and national cultures in circumambient processes.
These concepts include scientific fields from the idea of human creation to the birth
of language, i.e., linguistics. This idea is of philosophical origin around the time of
the 5th century BCE. In this context, the Greek philosopher Protagoras (480-410
BCE) offered the notion that “Man is the measure of all things,” putting humans
front and centre in all things. In ancient Greece, the philosopher Aristotle (384-321
BCE) was a student of Plato and wrote that man is a social animal and the image of
the Creator at the head of created nature. Immanuel Kant (1724-1804), the great
German philosopher, broke down anthropocentrism into three different types:
moral, cognitive, and linguistic, the last two of which are relevant to this article. The
Categorical Imperative, which represents Kant's moral philosophy, requires that
human actions not only must be in line with their interests but also must obey
universal moral laws. Another form that Kant uses is the moral, cognitive, and
anthropocentric concepts that clarify the philosophy of Kant, namely by identifying
through the book "Practical Reason™ and "Moral Philosophy." Today, the
philosophical problems he delves into, especially in his Critique of Pure Reason,
present some of the finest examples of an examination of human cognitive faculties.
In the empirical world of language, morals, and thought, Kant is indeed focused on
the human world. Now following the logic of the arguments and their scientific
perspectives, one must understand that in linguistics, anthropocentrism reflects itself
as a paradigm as language is a means to express one of the human cultural values,
worldview, and emotional perspective especially. According to the German
philosopher and geographer Alexander von Humboldt (1769-1859), whose theories
had just come of age, human culture and thought are mediated by language.
According to Humboldt's opinions, man is the measure, and language is used to
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communicate the inner life and emotions and is a window into the universe of this
entity. On the other hand, the anthropocentric expressions demonstrated through the
above examples are not static and continue to flourish with the growth of language
that is inextricably tied to that of humanity. The process is reflected not only in
culture, traditions, and biological foundations but also in linguistic theoretical
approaches and scientific research. Another relevant example is the Sapir-Whorf
hypothesis, which addresses how the language you speak versus the language you
perceive the world in influences human perception and cognition. As a whole, this
hypothesis states that language is the product of how humans perceive the
environment and adapt to it. The laws of anthropology by Sapir and Whorf suggest
that natural phenomena are mirrored in the anthropocentric notions of the nation,
which are typical of a certain nation’s language. The Sapir-Whorf hypothesis states
that the language of a nation shapes how that nation perceives its environment. For
example, various countries have a distinct vocabulary of words and phrases for rain,
signifying how they see the outside world. From the above-mentioned theoretical
perspectives, we can see that the intrinsic correlation between language and humans
IS perspicuous in the aspects of culture, traditions, biological basis, and linguistics.
From the ancient theories of our forefathers to contemporary notions of domain,
anthropocentrism remains central to linguistics. Of course, these are the reasons why
anthropocentrism was found to be so important in linguistics because humans
express their view of the world in the first place using language, preserving the
national ethos and handing down the cultural heritage from generation to generation.
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