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Language can be defined as the organization of signs and verbal components with the primary intention to pass a communication. Language is considered a system since its elements and features are related to one another in a complex and organized way (Kramsch, & Widdowson, 2018). Language is intentionally used for message conveyance, whereby people speak to pass information from one person to the other. However, communication is believed not to function as a language all through. Language can as well be used for internal monologue, for poetry, dreaming, and soliloquy.
The Concise Oxford Dictionary defines culture as "a particular time or people's civilizations, beliefs and activities." Generally, culture defines the way of life of a people. Indeed, it can be referred to as the total of the customs and morals that a definite individual adopts and treasures (Kramsch, & Widdowson, 2018). If morals are conduct forms, then traditions should be considered as behavioral standards. Culture is regarded as a product of the human mind, and through language, it is defined, propagated, and sustained. Unquestionably, the relationship between language and culture is symbiotic.
It is not possible to overcome the importance of language in our daily interactions. Chomsky's arguments suggest that in the human brain, there is a language faculty that allows a human child to learn any language within just four years. In contrast, different other scholars' arguments claim that there are no such faculties in the human brain since language derives from brain mechanisms of general-purpose (Hall, 2013). Current brain imaging experimentations, predominantly Positron Emission Tomography (PET) and Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging (fMRI) show that both arguments are not wholly unfounded. Whatsoever the discussion, in the developing human cognitive, both campsites distinguish the centrality of language. 
Language primarily works as an expression of culture in a given society, yet, the two are purely different. Language forms the base and the foundation of a particular region, ethnicity, the national, or international identity of a specific group. The thought of nationhood gears up the resonance of coming up and adopting the native language which a particular ethnic group will be using. For instance, there was a forceful adoption of the French language as their national language in France, which minimized the introduction and adoption of foreign regional dialects, which were more than ten. Such a decision made the current French people boast of their authentic national culture courageously.
Similarly, in Kenya and Tanzania, they adopted the Kiswahili language. For many years, their concept of nationhood has remained elusive due to the adoption of the foreign language and its ambivalent status, which is conferred to the people (Hall, 2013). Language gives the norms and values in a given community. For instance, various terms that a user in the language of a particular community refers to one specific event or activity; once the organization evolves and stops performing some of its activities, the terms used to refer to the abandoned action lose their meaning and become obsolete.

The concept of linguistic relativity
The concept of linguistic relativity is a part of relativism, referred to as the Sapir–Whorf concept.  Linguistic relativity is primarily a principle that claims that the language structure influences the speaker's world view; thus, it is concluded that people's perceptions are based on the language one speaks. Benjamin Lee Whorf borrowed the idea from German humanistic thinking by some American authors (Jeon, 2009). The principle was defined in two broad versions whereby the early linguists held the strong concept before World War II. At the same time, the weak idea was supported and maintained by modern scholars and linguists. The healthier concept version states that thought is determined by language, and those cognitive categories are constrained and defined by linguistic categories. Whereby the weak performance says that linguistic types and usage only influence thought and decisions. 

What is the difference between the strong and weak versions of linguistic relativity?
The people's language is critical to the way people think and interpret the world's view based on the healthy version of linguistic relativity. However, as per the weak performance, language does not determine fully or bar the way people think or view the world. It is claimed that people's ability to speak and learn many languages depends on the healthy version of linguistic relativity. For instance, a person can learn various languages, but the person's thoughts may not change (Berlin & Kay, 2019). Most of the anthropologists and linguists disprove the healthy version of linguistic relativity. Their critics claim that approximately all the languages have a standard structure; hence all people across the world similarly view the world. The weak version of linguistic relativity acts as a center of interest in many scholars in various fields and departments such as sociology, psychology, linguistic, and anthropology. To get practical evidence on the hypothesis, different scholars have used experiments. 




The experiments which were used were conducted by different scholars, including Kay and Kempton. During the experiments' attempt, the involved scholars used two groups of participants, whereby the groups were chosen as per the type of language they used. The groups selected were an English speaking group and a Tarahumara speaking group. It was realized that the Tarahumara lacked independent words that could be used to distinguish between the term blue and term green, but in English, the two words are distinguishable (Kay, 2014). It was found that a single word, "siyoname, generally refers to the two terms." When the two colors were exposed to different English speakers, they could distinguish between the two meanings that they had two additional terms that could refer to the two colors. 
Therefore, the experiment results confirmed the theory of linguistic relativity, whereby it was confirmed that language a significant influence on people's character and behavior from different communities and backgrounds. It is important to note that neither Whorf nor Sapir proposed the difference between linguistic relativity theories. It should be understood that the two scholars Sapir and Whorf, primarily criticized any attempt made by the other scholars to overemphasize the role played by language non-linguistic conduct, which supports the healthy version of linguistic relativity (Kay, 2014). In other words, the difference between the weak and intense performances of the linguistic relativity was in a less way addressed in their discussions. Therefore, an experiment was conducted to confirm the vulnerable version of the concept, which claims that the language people use can contribute to how the same people behave and act.
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