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In this presentation, I wish to question the absence of the language sciences in 
contemporary debates in social anthropology and biology that question the Modern divide 
between nature and society, between the natural and social sciences. Those debates follow 
the seminal work of scholars such as Philippe Descola (2013), Bruno Latour (1993) or 
Donna Haraway (1991) on the various types of worlds that humans inhabit, questioning the 
assertion that culture is a mere perspective on a single world, and proposing instead that 
different ontologies shape different worlds. According to those scholars, our own naturalist 
ontology, which comes about with the advent of Modernity as a historical period, separates 
radically interiorities and exteriorities into categories which came to be known as nature and 
society (and later, culture). 
Bauman & Briggs (2003), however, have argued that in his conceptualizations of Modernity 
as separating the two domains of nature and society, Latour forgets language—the third 
province of knowledge according to Locke’s Essay Concerning Human 
Understanding (1690)—reducing it to mere cement between the other two domains. But if 
language was constituted as a separate domain of knowledge, and if languages had to be 
thought as entities, and as decontextualizable ones at that for the purpose of science and 
later for politics, can current efforts to reunite natural and social sciences afford to leave out 
a reflection on language and ideologies of language, without missing part of the point which 
they are seeking to make? 
The anthropological approaches mentioned above have given rise to a number of works 
which seek to redefine society as encompassing non-humans (Kohn, 2013; Tsing, 2015; 
Tsing, Swanson, Gan, & Bubandt, 2017), in ways which conflate Modernity with a new 
geological era, defined by human’s essential influence on the climate and increasingly on 
geological formations (Latour, 2015). Those works imply that we rethink not only society but 
connections at large between beings on Earth, interactions as well as intra-actions (Barad, 
2003) and more broadly politics (Stengers, 2007). This presentation argues that all political 
and societal regimes have relied on specific linguistic and semiotic regimes, and thus argues 
that the language sciences, and sociolinguistics or linguistic anthropology in particular, have 
a central role to play in formulating new questions for our period—be it known as the 
Anthropocene, the Capitalocene or the Chthulucene (Haraway, 2016). 

In order to do this however, our disciplines need to rethink some of their central tenets, not 
only regarding what language is and how we should approach ideologies of language, but 
also regarding what society is, and who or what it includes or excludes. 
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