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Abstract

“Whorf Hypothesis” embodies the essential characteristics of Whorf’s views of language and think-
ing. Resorting to its original texts and tracing the development of “Whorf Hypothesis”, the paper aims
to clear its misinterpretation and correct its division into linguistic relativity and linguistic deter-
minism; further explore the core viewpoint of Whorf's thinking and points out the existing defects
and acknowledges its contribution. The hypothesis can be summarized into three facets: first, people
construct the world according to the way prescribed by language; second, the ways of segmentation
and categorization of the world vary from language to language; third, different languages reflect dif-
ferent worldviews. Three weaknesses are pointed out: first, it overlooks that interactions between
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language and thinking go both ways; second, the semantics is not included in the study of language
differences; third, it fails to prove the direct connection between language and non-verbal behavior,
which is suspected of circular argument. The outstanding contribution of “Whorf Hypothesis” lies in
the following two points: first, it establishes the subject status of language so that language is no longer
a mere adjunct to thought; second, it encourages people to reflect on ethnocentrism and pushes for-
ward cultural pluralism.

Keywords

Language, Thinking, Linguistic Relativity, “Whorf Hypothesis”

Copyright © 2023 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

ANESHES 5B 42 RANFRITHEREA, FEEES LIS (linguistic universalism)FE 5 AH XS
(linguistic relativity) 5+ i, BT DUIRRTEEE AR, YO ANRREYE A R —1H, AATA7 DA s
B BERG HATASI[ 1] [2]0 Ja# AR IRRREFE N REE, VI ETE S BN LA R B 4E 77
XERHR, URTYAEANS, WRZREHH R DOE, aMie a2 —RIBE3] 4]

1954 F i) “IR/RKAB UL (Whorf Hypothesis) & i 5 MHXT IR A AR, B gt th 5 —E%
PR PR A . HE 20 tHed 80 ARSI, BEEES WA EIRN, JURZER “RRFIU”
WRXAFLARZE,, 38 W ST B sk ARk . AR 1 “PR/R TR (R EBARIRIR,  IIRIR R SCEE
(BIES . BRI NF, X EFAXRES S5E4EXRRBET T H AR, RIS RES
AERTRAIE 5 e e I H A, Fa A O S AR FE B, 5] 3 IERIR R RIS 5 E4E

2. “RRKBY” HBREMIE

—HRIE SR, AMUEFERSER “FEAR « IRRR” B, EBERmigBafanTEE
NEZFGFEAIRFNRIRK, ZHSR MR, RIS S AR D EA LA R AR IR K .

A 13 A, ERFEREN NE S0 B4ERA AU Dhak. FATE S0 “ KR8 AR D 7k 1 i)
PR, JERH: “FimRAH R S R R N, AR A S P AL TR d AR a7 (5] FER
BRE, B HAME TR TR s R MBS, e R RIEH, RareAaiBn. Bk
%, HW AR T 5SS I 2 .

18 W), BT FHRAEMRD T1ES . B4ES XU =FNKRR, &PARE TIEATSR ST T
(cultural relativity). il Ay, —VIREE S RIET ANRPILFEFR R, FmER T — B SmmE, ok
WL (mental dictionary)fd 7 T & R R ETEF[6].  «— U] RIZRAE Lo HR AR 2% 21 (1) 3 Bl Y AE SE i
RAEAEE, AR RS IR 2 A S RIS R AR I S A AR, dERIRR R “AAM” (7] AN
FEAAR B B DI R — H B LS . B 2D, J74 T Z2DMARRES . Bk, FFAFE
W E AT E—E L& A .

18 g LIk, SHE S 5 B4ES BRI IR . S4ERT R K 2 2 R HREA LR
MBI EER L —: “EFRHEMENE MR RE M E M o CRAEENITT, MkaH
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P, WA (8], WERIE S BN EZEE 7 =& H—, IESEVBgENHBRED, 25—
f, WEEeT . LT, BAELEMLIEHNES AR, B4ETEREIE S MMIAAE. K=, if5

R NATHREZE s T, M HBRER L BRI EER R . S5 54 R R Ml 17 H%E
WHE, EALSCRRE FRER L, HIE S Pt .
53— LR LA ) B A SR R S 2 AR RN Ao AR B NIRE AR I BT th RV IR 1

SEAY” L NIRRT G, AN BAE T . CESER YL ETR R, BRI BDE S T AN W
A7 9] FRRGEFEFENRE], 1EFMEYERAT 5, MEKSF. Sl EsER4ENTHE, A
Fr)0 R B EYE, MBI T AR N 2, AIE A S e, B SR TR AR AR
FLIRANFEER[10]. AR, /R E S 005 1945 T AW — Bl 4 415 1 (Besonnenheit) [ H 48 B2
HigRah % TR, E T AR LT EEAE, TRRES, EEAMKRE, HEZOBEECLE
TR AR S 1 (8]

19 HH284], V85 F5 R R B TR /R A AR, b, < ROEIIE S B RIS ¥, ROk
MRTRIEIES ", — NRIRIE S R4 R AT 80, R4k Rnr NEARR RN, LeReitl 7 # 4
f “EE AW Big: CANNESPIEHES, MAERIEE S HFEN, s DREEES P
fMESEHECTRBORERBER N E%EE” . ‘G MESHOEE R TR (117,
AR HE S TR R R AR TR KIS, W2 3 N “IRR AR k.

N SR O T e oK R v R R 4 N 38 5 B 5N SE[H ., At AR X8 A BTk 32 BRELAE LA R =
Jithl. H—, M IRER TREIE S A A E B, UIAFER T 08 O ST 2%, XLk
TR T BRSO B AR R T . H =, AlSOR EIRREE e, AN RNE S R g5 b
X5, &F “RIE” 5 “JRIG" 2 [12]. K=, HElndidn EMiESin - - HEM BB ELE, B4l
—BWEES 0, MRS T2 RAE. ok, BEARIRIR RN T U s R SRS
FEFRIRH T B SRR 58 T ARSI RIES .

FEA RGN E T, 5 SO TIRR RIIE M. T LA, AR R R 8 & WA % i BRI 5200
fbdR AU A EE R WA b, T R B AR TR AERE B 5 2P, R EE S I EE
RBEMHE TR, BEERERNY (3], FLlb, “Bscth R AR bR T E R T E R )
BE A ENB]. EARWN, BEEAMORRIEBLENFE, e HAMLANEE . BAT T B2
THA R HIEWBIEA Y, TRkERIESEWRARISE, RATGES IR d e 7ROt A1
Jie BEARIIRAE T E S X R4 R, AR CBEARUR < IRRR” RGN —, &
TRIR R XA R FLIE 1 A AR AR T3, 2B URR “IRIRRABUL”

MEERR A 38 5 2 LIARAN WL ACTE FOVRLR . BI4ERIE “SCibRIxtie” © e “IEERB4ET A
MEE” « B/RER “BEFWR TN AR RAGE” « dREN “BE R0, BRI
[ AR EE S AR B RS SR T 20287 BEARI “BUSCIE R T 5 e 17, SRRk
B BYENITAR H, —BkAEA.

3. 3 “IRRERRU” HUIRIE

FRORUAE LT LR AR R, H—, IEFREESMHEN I RANEE, ESRER
(linguistic determinism); £, & FFHF FE R EES &M AR, BIE A 8 (linguistic
relativity); H =, JR/RFMISAETG NFE RN T fwsmfd, B, A AN,  “RRKRER” &
ETIESRERANE S, SRR SR (strong form)F1 “553A 40 ” (weak form) [13]. F3CKHE M
FRRKRIMEZ IR gt f EFYJuEwR” S, AR BT 5 C55Ru o BIAA
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N, CRIRKARU” FRARRR RIS, M, B R T IRRRSCHIRBHAT R DT FU RO 45251, T AN
HESHE X [14]. BN RA LT, HIFSLER 1320 BIE TR R BRI I A8 .

3.1. RiSEM

S {E JSTOR (W 301 1) 42 3L ) L “Whorf Hypothesis” A %1, R IUIX — AR I8 H O H 2%
FKJefas 1953 ﬁjii%ﬁﬁ (RIETEF FHh i) —3C. 30, Al AEH hypothesis — 148 LK /K
KREJE S A IR, RRRCHHZ 4, ol WS AEIR R RAE . RMEWILL, hypothesis # 1R % 2
BHTRAN, FFHISIR T “RBUL” N 55U 2 o, ATRR KRB SR T SR SO e T

B S AR RN TR R BRI RRRAE “RPFANE S AT —0hE REEE| TR
SHXS RN, AR “IESHXE RN (linguistic relativity principle) [15]. A N BT R
BB F A TR, BB EB 5 SR 8 DX ), AR U 75 2 S 3 AT UE SEBE Dy, 1 3 T IR
W WIR/RRILARE, A2 2] 20 204 22 RIT I 52 W AR 18 Bk, Sl ML S F
FHAGH S S AR X — . R, YRR RN —dalmdE AR, R )R Al B R B R
Yt 515 F AR FE R .

3.2. “EBY” M O“SHHH”

Wil oy, AAME TGN “g93 i, 048 “amBL” o TR, RRRRIE S B YEIL R it
Oy BB M “35F U7 BB T URR R BAR, o S o SR AL AT A, i E R T R 1

ROHE R BT HEAT (10— DDA Sl AN B ) o

Yo, BHMESRAES NG, &7 E MM 5 5B E T, R
Ful” A CggFA UL AR AR AM. SR, WEBMIE, TR amBu” , g 5B
Y7, HAZOWTEONE T e, XATETRmZ K/, rTRAUL,  “5533L7 E8 7T BT,
MM “BRFBYL” 2 T PRI .

HR, RIRRMKREMSIE S e BLEMIRE. 58 b, 21008 8 DUEB AR I A B[R AR o 1) 5
BYL” o ABTE IR, ATASIES MR R E, IRV SCHTINE T Z A 1T 1
GHIK 7 o TE CAENREIEEMIE S T b, 51, CRXARULIXFNEE T BT (caused)BHA A,
R%%WT@wmaﬂ%”oE“mm%ﬁﬁ”$,@%i%%i%ﬁ \AERRTIHEME,  “H A RBAE
FMIES, EEME X FREREZR NSRRI, XN BoR. RO RE
RAMNGEN Z ATH R L TFHR” [15].

4. 3 “RRKRRE” BEIAIR
4.1. “RIRREBWR” HEERR

DORRINTE S BAEW AT ARBUR AN = 56—, ANMTEEIRE S IER T Ut 58, AFH
BRI AR =, AFERES A E . Hiw 2 S AR AT SR A LA
= RS T AT E A AR

B, RURKRAE “Bl2SIEE27 PR, REIBREBATME, RADG “U7 HA ML, A
U AR “RIE” BATBRIER —V, SLhr b, SE M E SRR B B REN R # 4 — 2 2 T
BHERIH127. FAVEHIE S IHABERAATIRE A H, A DS AT X ) 0 AL, “ REORPN
FATHIEHE R E Wk, AR B 5 DY) 70 B E RS A NE 7 [15]. tinid, KBRS
SETAMAEYY, EE R R RATRAEAF G AR i, BATR RGNy “FHd” , FFREX 2T
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Fofh “mide” , “FROM R MARRIEAR BRAKGAAAER], TR LKA AR . Ik
IRFANA, RPN AR KRR FE I T — AN 322, BORATI T2 i) B [ ik 2 g LIX AR 7 =K
HLER, R eRmEE T TRAMMES M F . U, X —RARRMEN, e, HER
TR KA A LR LRy R BATA 5 T RUE KT R AN 232607 30, R TEVEJT D ke
[15]. IXBCUhH# 5l AR Y “omdsa” MR, BT XIRRR R ZIAHA . JAFHE=EM, 1EHfH
IS AT FH B0 R 5 T o 1R AT e B O A, SRS I SR A, AN AT I 5 SRS AR R
HEF ISR HALTRIK R SR K2 LAY TR 20 E 15 5 2 A M. sl e AR AEE
HEEFEI, WA R e At 2 21 LR HE T TEACASTE I SRR . 15 3 03 3 I R R ) 2 e SR 1) L 58
LI, G AEER T REER . SR b, BRI R e TR — 0, TR AL N
TR L, AR ERE R E 17 X BAR, A A

HATHEREFTE R Z) 7> B8, TH&, X ERIRIHT B TR E RRERIEE, S FHE S AR 77K
RI7r BAR . JFEESRAE TR AR SRR — A Hetnid, ASERE S AT E RIS A E, 0T A E R
B IX AL B AR U 39 FiAN RISkt [RIAEHD, FRATAT LA —ANE “5 7 SREER NS AR IS, 1
Xof T 5% i B N\ SR I ME VR R I, AT IR BRE T AT AR B A LA R T “ 57 (44 0] DUX 73 & Fh SRR
T Jigh, EEKIET, FoR CR7 ZXEMNEWLEEAEE, BRAASY A TR, el ‘I
FEBTLREIT” [15]. FELE, XRGRR[MRIDPESME T PIRRAAEZESR . i, DUERARX YT “%&
7L CFRIRT L CRERT L CRAT WURMEIEICR, MAESETEFIXIIE AT LA “cousin” — iR RAEAL.

WG, URFEEREAFKIES, B TARKRES 7 A R AR . FRR KRR
W, AU RAFEREERN, 2R AT TEEA F WA A E AT N, AL AME M E24T 9
WA ARG Bk, EAMEEMATRAXNER), WAL/ A AR EA R R [15].
B ve, ARKTE S BT EYE, Wi A E B YER A, XA T ANE AR 1T
PAUE, A B OGS e — N RIE R — /M MLt . G AR SRR Rid 5 K
TS ZFA BRI, S2br b, IRORREM s b AT — BRI EE S 2 . WEZET T LB,
RIRRAESRIAE T Z 7R, R B0 50 MYER e AR ANV, T2 B R R

o, EEARSEAE TR, HEEE, B AR KRR B E 5 AR 5 R LAl
Fo TORRIRF, HALTIESNH. FFoERmE AR BB REMFER), ATBA0
AP A BEAT S R R B RAE G, A BE AR — ARt W . AT DAHEWT, ARV et S
Fe NN RIE ST B B 7=, B AT B2 SR AT A HERYT, A Sos I 22 B8 . AT 75 R X A
PR FOUGATEIE . ¥ AMSuE, S S KK — B E, EREREERH AN, EEb2
AW ARG, AR, FATAT LS, Qs e R 3% TIRKRIIER . B, TRORKUE,
WHE “REZm T (colored)Bl#” [15],

FR, RIRR P S & LI ARAE RIS R AT T S B B 4 . TRR KR 2R, ES & —
PSSR, BT HARM—5r, UER AR VERA S, BT R IR e BRI . TRORRA—
ANZAW) RPN B AR, ATHEFET AR 2% Ah /N O T I, TAE “ IR i
FEUCRH O oR BB SR . 7 BN “AEE. &g ” I GE, REE LR,
L b, AR N S R E A, ST EL AR SE N S K[ 15]. BB ET L, 18 E T RAE — e R B
Ferh 2 5 (R K B TS SRR TR BB it S e A5 FH 28 1) AR RIAT R J7 2 16] o IR EE Tl e A5 BARAE 1 41 T8
WHEW, Fm AT I e . WA B MEBUR AR, BATA SRR ENZIRIAFE. bl 34
MG K RFAFEIRTB], RN FFARRIMIAA T, AR A A URRE, IEiES
Xf EYE R 2R E R R T .
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4.2. “RARKREIHR" HOEPE

AR E R KRBT FRE, RARKRIIMARBERRE IR R AL 3o, FARKRIE S B4
WLE TR T 3 2 B A, TN B TE S MO R S, 2T BRI A A
FHE, DRISCAREL T HEH . X FRI%, BB S ok BB Y 2 16 2 KRR o e r . =, IR
IRFAGE 2 BB I AUMAE TR S 2R b, T T RS AEAnE, fIn s aas. M. 4
M, RHAE MBI, =, IR, RRFR AT SR 5 58 & A Z A
WeR, HERSIENSREE. Blin, FRESES 57 etk LSH Ry, SRR SIS A
VLI AELET i M0 T 1 40 ST AR A
5. B6&

B 5 BLECR B PR A LR, AWIRR IR TRIRKATE & BN XX — 07T
MR RE, F& T IZRENNE. RE “TRRRB” EMEARIE B ARSI m T, H
PO E B TTRRANE T2 TR 18 S AR IIAEAE, AT BLUR PR H—, TRURKREEANIEF A
FIRL AR 18 5 AUBLERI SR AR, ATHC T ATBMEXSTE F BRSO, Rils & R AR 7 2 5 B 4ESE [F 2
b, 3098 7SR R, JRRIFT T ITT [ FR A R AR . T, TRORRIE R
V5 A e 2 SCHOMERE . 513 AT E SR FR,  DLE A BERF IR 283858 frils 5 AL 2
FEME, X ORIIE B SO 2 T0E SCRA ERE X [15]

B, NN TREYE ST Z AR RPRZRIE AT Y, 155 RN SR B 4, H2
MNTHARELA Pl 5 2R 8RR 77, BRATN IERRE 50 ST PR A IR ), B AL 5k, A Iz
i, EMRIECIEMERYE, FIRPIRMES B4
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