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How Does Language Shape What Is Accepted as Knowledge in Different
Areas of Knowledge?

Language 1s never a neutral carrier of 1deas. It frames questions, sets boundaries around meaning, and
influences what counts as a valid explanation. In the Theory of Knowledge context, language plays a
decisive role in shaping what is accepted as knowledge across different areas of knowledge. This essay
explores how language affects knowledge production and acceptance in the natural sciences and history,
focusing on how terminology, structure, and narrative influence interpretation, evidence, and trust. The
extent to which language shapes knowledge varies, but in both areas 1t strongly affects what 1s seen as

credible, authoritative, and meaningful.

In the natural sciences, language aims for precision, consistency, and replicability. Scientific knowledge
relies heavily on specialized terminology, mathematical symbols, and standardized definitions. These
linguistic tools allow scientists to communicate complex observations clearly and reduce ambiguity. For

example, 1n physics, terms such as ‘force,” ‘energy,” or ‘uncertainty’ carry precise meanings that differ

from everyday usage. This controlled language helps ensure that experiments can be repeated and

evaluated by others, which strengthens acceptance of scientific knowledge.

A useful example 1s Alexander Fleming’s discovery of penicillin. His early observation that mold could kall
bacteria did not immediately count as scientific knowledge. It gained acceptance only once 1t was
explained through the shared language of microbiology, using agreed terms and reporting methods.
Without that common framework, the finding would have stayed a curious observation rather than entering

established scientific knowledge.

However, this reliance on technical language also creates limitations. Scientific language can exclude non-
experts and give the impression of certainty even when doubt exists. Terms like ‘statistically significant’ or
‘theory’ may sound definitive, yet they often hide uncertainty and assumptions. A counterclaim, therefore,
1s that language in the natural sciences can mask doubt and discourage questioning. The structured style of
scientific writing can make provisional conclusions appear final, shaping what is accepted as knowledge

more through form than substance.

Despite this, the natural sciences maintain mechanisms such as peer review and replication that help
regulate language use. While language strongly influences how scientific knowledge 1s presented and
understood, acceptance ultimately depends on evidence and methodology. Language shapes access and

interpretation, but 1t does not entirely determine truth claims.
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In history, language plays an even more influential role. Historical knowledge 1s constructed through
narrative, interpretation, and selection. Unlike the sciences, history does not rely on universal terminology
or mathematical models. Instead, historians use language to interpret sources, explain causation, and assign
significance to events. Word choice can subtly alter meaning, turning the same event into an ‘uprising,’ a

‘revolution,’ or a ‘riot.” Each label carries different implications and values.

For instance, descriptions of colonial expansion may vary depending on language choices such as
‘exploration’ or ‘invasion.’ These terms influence how events are understood and remembered, shaping
what becomes accepted historical knowledge. Language here does not simply communicate facts; 1t
actively constructs meaning and perspective. This demonstrates that in history, acceptance of knowledge 1s

deeply tied to interpretation and narrative framing.

A claim 1n history 1s that careful, transparent language allows historians to present balanced accounts and
acknowledge uncertainty. By qualifying statements and referencing sources, historians show awareness of
perspective and bias. However, a counterclaim 1s that language can never fully escape subjectivity. Even
when evidence 1s shared, different historians may interpret it differently due to cultural context, values, or
intended audience. As a result, what 1s accepted as historical knowledge often reflects dominant narratives

rather than objective truth.

Unlike the natural sciences, history lacks experimental verification. Language therefore plays a greater role

in persuading readers of an interpretation’s validity. Acceptance depends on coherence, use of evidence,

and narrative plausibility. This makes historical knowledge more open to reinterpretation as language and

context change over time.

Comparing these two areas of knowledge reveals important differences. In the natural sciences, language
functions primarily as a tool for precision and communication, shaping how knowledge 1s accessed but less
so what 1s ultimately accepted. In history, language acts as a framework that shapes interpretation itself.

Both areas rely on language, but to different extents and for different purposes.

This comparison suggests that language shapes accepted knowledge most strongly where interpretation
outweighs measurement. Where evidence can be quantified and tested, as in science, language supports
knowledge production. Where meaning and context dominate, as in history, language becomes inseparable

from knowledge 1tself.

In conclusion, language significantly shapes what is accepted as knowledge, but its influence varies across

areas of knowledge.
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In the natural sciences, language structures communication and credibility while remaining anchored to

empirical evidence. In history, language actively constructs meaning and shapes interpretation, making it

central to knowledge acceptance. This analysis highlights that understanding knowledge requires attention
not only to evidence, but also to the language through which that evidence is presented. Recognizing this

relationship encourages more critical engagement with knowledge claims across disciplines and a deeper

awareness of how meaning 1s formed.
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