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1. Abstract:

The relationship between language and ecology is the growth area of interdisciplinary research,

and it is considered a way to form and reflect the interaction between the world of nature and
the human interaction. This article discusses the role of language on the impact of environmental
ideology and environmental behavior, and promotes or undermines stability. Through the prism
of ecological linguistics,this article analyze show words, metaphors and narratives contribute to
environmental harmony or fall. This also emphasizes the importance of rethinking language to
support environmental perception and action. This study, which examines the harmful and useful
discourses found in media, education and everyday communication, emphasizes the power of
language as a tool for environmental change and stability.
Introduction:
Given the growing environmental crisis, the need to examine the role of h uman language in
designing relationships with nature is always urgent. The field of language and ecology, often
refer red to as ecolintri, examines the complex relationships between language practice and
ecological thinking. We examine how language affects the perception of the environment,
narratives that support or underbminesustain ability, and how communication contributes to
ecological destruction and promotes ecological perception.

Language is more than just a means of communication. It is a powerful medium for building
ideology, values and world views. The words we use, the minorphor we accept, and the
discourse we deal with all of us play an important role in framing nature and our place
within it. For example, terms such as natural resources and ecosystem services enhance the
concept of nature in subtle ways, increasing the politics and attitudes where exploitation is
often exploited b efore presentation. It uncovers the underlying assumptions and power
structures embedded in language. At the same time, ecolinguistic studies seeks to promote
alternative forms of representation, such as indigenous knowledge systems and ecological
narratives that promote respect, balance and sustainability.

3. Literature Review:

Scientists have learned the role of language better inenvironmental thinking and acting
design, so inrecent decades of inter disciplinary studies between language and ecological
system have gained epidemiology. The origin of ecological language may be associated with
the work of Einar Haugen(1972), which suggests the concept of language ecology and
emphasizes the network between language, speakers and environments. Its main idea was
the basis for understanding language as an isolated system, but was used as part of a greater
environment and social context. The stibbes frame includes studies on stories living in
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language through the dominant cultural story that affects environmental behavior.
Forexample, metaphors that form nature with “machines” or “resources” support the
operation situation, while natural metaphors promote the manager and “mother”.
Hallidiaurgedto translate it in to an environmentally friendly language in education and
discourse. Similarly, Alwin Fill and Peter MgelHander (2001) studies how other languages
and culture encode environmental knowledge, showing that indigenous people and
minorities often contain natural systems of sustainable thinking. For example, CARMEN
CALDAS-COULTHARD and Rick ledema (2008) emphasize how environmental problems
occur in mass communication. This corresponds to the work of Norm ann Farclau, and the
approach of critical discourse (CDA) os often used to identify hidden balance and ideology
distortion of force in environmental text. Researchers argue that text books and educational
discourses should include environmental values, the dominant paradigm of human -
centeredism and consumption.

4. Methodology:

This study embraces aqualitative and discourse analysis approach that examines the
relationship between language and environmental accidents, based on the principles of
ecological linguistics and critical discourse (CDA). This study focuses on identifying and
interpreting linguistic features that shape social perceptions of the environment and influence
environment al relations and behavior, and persuasive models.

4.1 Data acquisition

Data including the following data is collected from several authentic texts: It relates to
environmental issues related to environmental issues in e nvironmental items and magazines
and environmental issues related to environmental issues, as well as environmental issues
related to online content for green products, such as blogs and messages from social
networks to naturally preserve.

4.2 Analytical Structure

Analysis was led by the Oko-spru structure developed by Arran Stebbe (2015). The story we
live in: Ide ntifyingthe main stories ofdiscourse and ideology.Face and Philosophe r: An
analysis of how environmental issues are designed linguistically. Cleaning and Importance:
Research that emphasizes or hides environm ental reflection elements. Evaluation Language:
Observation of emotional and ideological positions provided by the language. Fairclough
Critical D iscourse (1995) was also used to examine the relationships between disc ourse,
power, and ideology in environmental communication.

4.3 Procedure

All texts are coded to repeat topics, metaphors and evaluation depictions related to nature,
stability, consumption, and responsibility. Discourses were then categorized as follows:
destructive (environmental damage, consumer consumers, contribution to operations) or
useful (contributes to environmental awareness, stability, and harmony with nature).These
lection of text is not contingent, but rather tries to explain trends and patterns, not to measure
frequency.

5. Analysis:

Analyzing individual text in various fields of media, education, political discourse and
advertising indicates an important model by reflecting the configuration of voice and
environmental values. Using the ecological language structure proposed by Arrans tibbe
(2015), discourse was investigated by ideological structure, specific expressions and
evaluations of the worlof nature.

5.1. The dominant metaphor and frame

744


http://guman.com.pk/
https://portal.issn.org/resource/ISSN/2709-4022

~ AL-AASAR Journal Vol. 2, No. 1 (2025)
Quarterly Research Journal Online ISSN: 3006-693X

0 8 www. al-aasar.com Print ISSN: 3006-6921
Repeated political and media text models are ideas for nature through mechanical and ethnic
minorities. Terms such as natural resources, environmental products, control, controlor used
ecosystem services. This creation supports the ideology that aims for people, which is the
priority of economic growth from environmental perfection. On the contrary, some educational
materials and Aboriginal stories used specific pours such as"Mother District and the System of
Life.

5.2. Description and importance

In many commercial and main text, important environmental details have

been removed or minimized. For example, discussions on development

projects often impatient or neglect the environmental impacts that focus on

economic advantages. This expressionof the electionforms public

understanding and recognizes the urgency of the environmental crisis. The

text often used emotionally claimedlanguage to pay attention to

environmental damage and encourage changes in behaviour.

5.3. Ideological results

Analysis shows the tension between environmental destructive and profitable discourse.
Political and corporate basic languages often contribute to rules, consumption and short- term
benefits. This discourse does not normalize stable practices, but contributes to the decline. They
provide bizarre values such as balance, interdependence and long-term responsibility. This
discourse can remember environmental thinking and contribute to sustainable behavior.

5.4. Language strength in environmental changes

Theresultssupportnot only the language but also the performance of the way people think, feel,
and action the environment. Thanks to the identification and promotion of the favorable
discourse, Ecointrul helps to change the public's perception in the direction ofstability.
Inessence, it can playa subtle but powerful role in the environment by bypassing objective terms
and promoting chan gesin every day languages, such as the introduction of integrated and
respected expressions.

6. Finding: Analyzing
various texts of media, education, politicians and advertising show some major conclusions
about interactions between language and environment. 6.1. The

domination of human centered discourse

An important part of the main discourse is to form an environment in human centered and
practical terms, emphasizing the economic value of nature, notinternal values. The terms such
as"resources", "capital”, "development” and "development™ often reflect the idea of placing
people over nature and justifying exploitation.

6.2. The environmentally harmful metaphoris wide spread

Natsally, such as “nature as a machine” or “environment as a warehouse of goods,” was
common in political and corporate languages. Such metaphors contribute to control,
predictability and consumption, which are replaced by environmental stability.

6.3. Alternatives, eco - centered discourses, but alienated.

Despite the fact that the reareeco -friendly and over all discourses, such as "Mother- Art",
"Internet Life", "Living Planet", it was less often discovered in te rms of indigenous people,
environmental activities and education. This discourse contributes toharmony, respect and
coexistence, but remains in major communication.

6.4. Language impact on environmental perceptions and actions

This study confirms that language employees affect how people recognize environmental
problems. When destructive discourse dominates, there are often cold stories or justification
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for environmental damage. If auseful language based on value is used, it has greater potential
for behavior in recognition, emotional participation and stability.
6.5. To erase environmental impacts in economic stories
In many texts that dis cuss development and progress, they miss environmental results and
create afantasy of growth without cost. This linguistic deletion reduces public knowledge of
environmental deterioration and delays the necessary
environmental inter vention.
6.4. The potential of language as a tool for rest oring the environment
Despite negative patterns, this study finds strong potential in language strategic use to promote
environmental value. Talking at the community level, which takes educational materials, mass
campaigns and environmentally useful languages, can effectively challenge the dominant
ideology andpromote stable life. 7. Conclusion:
The relationship between language and ecologyisalso deepand powerful. As we can see in this
study, language is active and understanding the en vironment. In particular, dominant discourse
in politics, media and busines s is often a number of resources for human use, which contributes
to pe opleandnature. This language contributes to the decline in the environment and improves
the ideology of control, consumption and separation from the natural world. Nevertheless, the
existence of environmental awareness in the knowledge systems of Indigenous peoples,
environmental education, and mass movements offers a compelling option. This discourse
contributes to values such as respect, interdependence, and stability. They show that changes
in the way we talk about the environment can lead to changes in the way we communicate. As
a result, ecological linguistics play an important role in promoting narratives about identifying
harmful thinking models that are embedded in language and support environmental rewards. If
you know the stories welivein, society can advance in amorestable and polite relationship with
the planet. If language can contribute to environmental damage, this can be a powerful tool for
environmental healing. Promotion of environmentally friendly language in public discourse,
education and everyday communication is important to raise awareness of the environment,
responsibility and long-term stability.
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