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The current study systematically reviewed selected literature on background, 
current conceptualization, and direction of the issues of linguistic and cultural 
imperialism in publications of applied linguistics and language teaching to determine 
themes in the field. To do this, based on the inclusion/exclusion criteria, provided 
in the PRISMA Chart, 30 most updated and recent articles (mainly since 2020) 
were selected from the 5 main publications in the field through the advanced 
search engines. Then, two raters used coding books to screen and code necessary 
quantitative and qualitative data based on which, a total of 989 general coding 
schemes and categories were elicited from the coding of the main themes, trends, 
and findings of linguistic and cultural imperialism. Overall, the main themes of the 
study were provided in the form of the concepts and perspectives of linguistic 
and cultural imperialism, informed by the historical directions and the influence 
of the colonial era. Moreover, the role of power relations and prevailing linguistic 
dominance in supporting dominant languages and the influence of linguistic 
and cultural imperialism on L1 acquisition were presented and discussed. Since 
language imperialism can impact L1 language acquisition by marginalizing local 
languages and threatening them, each community needs to follow its practical 
language policy and plans to revitalize and support its languages and cultures. It 
was suggested that the intersection of linguistic and cultural imperialism impacts 
social and language identity which can lead to neo-imperialism, colonization, 
and language hierarchization. The study puts forward some recommendations 
and suggests future directions to reinforce language rights through different 
parties with the integration of a human rights perspective in language preservation 
efforts as the main actions that can be done to improve language awareness 
of the people. Policy-makers and language decision-makers can follow these 
guidelines to preserve the legal aspects of the language and cultural identity and 
utilize foreign languages in more rational and non-threatening ways.
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Introduction

Language learning is not a neutral process per se, since through learning the language, 
some linguistic and cultural concepts are transmitted as the by-products of the language 
learning process. The intersection of linguistic and cultural imperialism through political and 
economic hegemony is evident in the dominance of English as a tool for imposing Western 
ideologies and culture on non-English-speaking populations (Phillipson, 2008). Many 
languages in the world are impacted by issues like linguistic and cultural imperialism which 
can change the way they are taught, regarded in the world, and even transferred to the next 
generation. Linguistic imperialism is the way some dominance can take place among languages 
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due to power relations which can often result in discrimination and 
inequality (Phillipson, 2012). Due to linguistic and cultural 
imperialism, some languages become minority and even endangered 
languages which can lead to their disappearance.

Though linguistic imperialism has been debated for over two 
decades in language policy fields, it has always shown its impact on 
language acquisition and learning and how it is prioritized (Yamada, 
2023). For example, the way the English language has gained 
prominence and become the dominant language of the world has 
been investigated from different perspectives on language planning 
or merely incidental to colonialism and globalization (Spolsky, 
2019). Edwards and Edwards (2011) also discussed the way 
linguistic imperialism impacted L1 language acquisition in light of 
issues like the preference for English over Gaelic and challenges 
faced by non-native English speakers. Another prominent case of 
linguistic and cultural imperialism comes from McCain and 
McCain (2018) who argued that local officials in the Napoleonic 
state acted as cultural intermediaries, advocating for linguistic 
particularism amidst imperial pressures and they promoted 
standard French over regional languages, associating the latter with 
lower status. However, Phillipson (2012) seems to be  more 
concerned with the nature of language imperialism and argues it is 
not a mere conspiracy, but an entity underpinned by explicit or 
implicit language policies that intentionally advantage certain 
languages at the expense of others.

Linguistic imperialism needs careful attention and immediate 
action from the part of the different parties to preserve language and 
culture as Astanina and Kuznetsov (2020) stated that the dominance 
of more powerful languages (particularly English) can impact L1 
language acquisition by potentially overshadowing native cultural 
values and heritage and resulting in different kinds of language shift 
and death. One prominent example of linguistic imperialism comes 
from Rose and Conama (2018) in the treatment of Irish Sign Language 
(ISL) where users face discrimination and inequality due to policies 
and practices (e.g., linguicism, audism, and the denial of linguistic 
rights) that fit the linguistic imperialism paradigm. Linguistic 
imperialism paradigm includes several components as structural 
inequality, historical context, linguicism, cultural and educational 
impact, globalization effects resistance and critique (Phillipson, 1992). 
Therefore, ISL’s rules and regulations are overshadowed by more 
dominant languages (in this case English) which control its policies, 
rules, and resources.

Linguistic imperialism is not limited to specific contextual, 
cultural, linguistic, and historical contexts. Within the contemporary 
world, many cases of linguistic and cultural imperialism show that 
major languages negatively impact minority languages (Pujasari and 
Hikmatullah, 2023). There is much evidence of linguistic and cultural 
imperialism even in some countries which give enough support and 
care to their national languages and may seem not to be  directly 
affected by the dominance of more dominant languages (Ahmed et al., 
2023; Guo, 2020; Montrul, 2022; White et al., 2023). These studies 
show that linguistic and cultural imperialism can impact linguistic 
shift and identity formation within a nation which can have negative 
consequences on the future of the nation, including the national and 
local languages. El-Haddad (2022) believes that acknowledging 
diverse languages and cultures fosters unity and resilience against 
crises. Such socio-cultural and linguistic stance is believed to affect 
EFL learners’ language proficiency (Amir Abadi and Razmjoo, 2022). 

Therefore, more plans and policies are needed to protect the languages 
of the world and their sociocultural resources.

The way national and local languages can jeopardize minor 
languages and endanger them can also be  highlighted. Many 
nationalistic movements within a country emphasize linguistic 
homogeneity within nation-states which can eventually disadvantage 
speakers of minority languages (Van Dongera et  al., 2017). For 
example, the rise of nationalism across Europe and elsewhere has led 
to local or national linguistic imperialism, where political leaders 
prioritize the dominant ethnic or linguistic group’s language, often at 
the expense of minority languages.

Due to these issues, linguistic and cultural imperialism remain as 
valid constructs, affecting minority languages through discriminatory 
policies and practices. Cultural imperialism is associated with different 
negative outcomes which can eventually lead to the identity loss of the 
speakers of a language and its ultimate shift (Du Bois et  al., 2024) 
Therefore, researchers continue to explore their impact, emphasizing the 
need for equitable language policies that recognize and support linguistic 
diversity. The current study performs a review study to explore the 
background, current conceptualization, and direction of the issues of 
linguistic and cultural imperialism and their impact on language 
acquisition and their future themes, alongside the gaps, findings, and the 
following trends in the field which are going to determine the themes in 
the field to provide some suggestions and recommendations in the field. 
Therefore, more studies are needed in the field since the cohesive reviews 
of this particular nature are currently lacking which can recapitulate the 
main trends of linguistic and cultural imperialism and their impact on 
language acquisition in the literature as well as the main findings on the 
impact of linguistic and cultural imperialism on language acquisition.

Drawing upon the cited gap in our knowledge of idea of linguistic 
and cultural imperialism and their impact on language acquisition, as a 
review study, the current study utilizes the information coming from 
multiple sources and different phases of the study to shed light on the 
main themes to address the gaps to present the findings and the following 
trends in the field which are going to determine the themes in the field 
and finally present some suggestions and recommendations in the field 
to improve the global understanding about the issues of linguistic and 
cultural imperialism and their impact on language acquisition. Therefore, 
the study answers the following main research question:

RQ1: What are the main trends and findings of the impact of the 
linguistic and cultural imperialism on language acquisition in 
the literature?

Methodology

The current study systematically reviewed the related literature on 
background, current conceptualization, and direction of the issues of 
linguistic and cultural imperialism to come up with the main themes 
to address the gaps review the findings, and shed light on the future 
trends in the field which are going to determine the themes in the field 
and provide some suggestions and recommendations in the field. 
Following the queries on main journals of the field, and those that 
publish language imperialism articles, and strategies for inclusion and 
exclusion, the final 30 articles were selected from among the most 
important and relevant findings, and the common themes of these 
studies were explored and presented in the study.
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Search strategy

Based on keywording and mapping, the search was done on some 
main publications of applied linguistics and language teaching (e.g., 
WoS, Springer, Elsevier, Sage Publication, Taylor and Francis, and 
other related journals that publish language imperialism articles). To 
do this, 30 articles were selected from among 75 papers in these 
databases through the advanced search engines of these main 
publications in the field of applied linguistics and language teaching 
using the following Keywording and mapping strategies of the study, 
based on utilizing AND option, in order to ensure the 
comprehensiveness of the search findings on linguistic or cultural 
imperialism and through the options provided in their search engines:

 1 Linguistic Imperialism
 2 Cultural Imperialism
 3 Theoretical Examination
 4 Language Acquisition
 5 Language Learning

Inclusion/exclusion criteria

Due to the large number of studies in the field, the reviewed 
studies had some basic criteria and considerations to be included in 
the study as follows:

 1 limiting the literature to only studies in the English language
 2 selecting the most updated and recent literature
 3 studying the linguistic imperialism and cultural imperialism of 

dominant and imperialist languages (e.g., English) and their 
impact on minor languages

 4 selecting from among the main journals and book chapters in 
the field and related journals that publish language imperialism 
articles based on some major considerations like the quality of 

the journal, the novelty and comprehensive design of the 
article, their investigation of the language and cultural 
imperialism as the main themes of the study, and also how they 
added to the findings of the study

 5 not excluding articles based on their methodologies (i.e., both 
quantitative and qualitative studies were included in the study 
and only a types of article, namely meta-analysis, was excluded)

Based upon these criteria, 30 articles were randomly selected from 
among those papers published in the main journals and book chapters 
in the field that investigated language and cultural imperialism and 
how they impacted the language. According to Zou et  al. (2020), 
limiting journals to high-quality and trusted ones will lead to more 
robust and reliable results. These articles were mainly published since 
2020, as some studies covered the trends and developments in the field 
before that time (e.g., Golonka et al., 2014; Macaro et al., 2012; Philips, 
1987; Kalyaniwala and Ciekanski, 2021). However, in cases where 
there were influential studies that had a great impact on the field, they 
were included in the study (e.g., Phillipson’s work and some main 
book chapters). The articles were selected based on the quality of the 
journals, the novelty and comprehensive design of the article, their 
investigation of the language and cultural imperialism as the main 
themes of the study, and also how they added to the findings of 
the study.

These criteria were applied to the articles based on the 
scrutinization and analysis of 75 articles by two researchers and the 
final 30 articles were included to be  reviewed in the study. The 
PRISMA chart (Figure 1. originally adopted from Moher et al., 2009) 
represents processes for the creation of the report pool in this study.

Coding

The final 30 articles selected for the review were coded by two 
coders through a categorization scheme that was developed based on 

FIGURE 1

The PRISMA Chart of the processes for the creation of the report pool (originally adopted from Moher et al., 2009).
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the keywording (as the process of assigning keywords or key phrases 
to data to make it ready to analyze) and mapping strategies (the 
process of creating a structured representation of keywords related to 
a content area to organize keywords thematically), previously 
explained in the search strategy and Prisma Chart (Figure 1). Then, 
the raters used coding books to screen and code necessary quantitative 
and qualitative data based on which, a total of 989 general coding 
schemes and categories were elicited from the coding of the main 
themes and conceptualizations of linguistic and cultural imperialism 
and their different trends and findings and the major themes which 
represented the issue from different perspectives (See Table 1). The 
coding book listed all the codes used in the analysis along with their 
definitions and examples and served to maintain consistency among 
researchers to apply coding methods effectively and transparently and 
provided clarity on how to apply each code to systematically identify 
and interpret patterns in their data, enhancing the reliability of their 
findings. The codebook helps researchers 37. Then, to ensure 
consistency in the coding and interpretation of the data, inter-coder 
reliability coefficients were performed which showed an acceptable 
reliability coefficient of 84.1 for the emergent themes. This is well 
beyond 0.70 as the conventional threshold level (Bos, 1989). Based on 
the coding of the two coders, the following emergent themes and 
conceptualizations of linguistic and cultural imperialism were 
formulated (Table 1). According to the table, correlating themes refer 
to themes that exhibit a relationship or connection with one another 
which were kept by the researchers. On the other hand, non-correlating 
themes are those that do not show a significant relationship or 
connection with each other. These non-correlating themes were 
omitted from among the available data.

Results

Here, major themes regarding the current conceptualization and 
issues of linguistic and cultural imperialism and their impact on L1 

acquisition are going to be presented and discussed through analysis 
of selected key papers. These emergent themes were presented in 
Table 1. as a general coding scheme and they will be elaborated in the 
subsequent parts.

Concepts and perspectives of linguistic 
and cultural imperialism

By definition, linguistic imperialism refers to the dominance of 
one language over others, often driven by economic, political, and 
cultural power dynamics (Rose and Conama, 2018). Linguistic 
imperialism can have severe consequences on languages and it can 
lead to language shift through the erosion of indigenous languages. 
When a dominant language (often associated with power and prestige) 
infiltrates a community, speakers gradually abandon their native 
language in favor of the dominant one. Moreover, it can end in the loss 
of linguistic diversity. As dominant languages spread, minority 
languages face endangerment or extinction. This loss affects cultural 
heritage and identity. There should be  some guiding rules for 
maintaining languages and efforts to maintain and revitalize 
endangered languages become crucial to counter linguistic 
imperialism (Rose and Conama, 2018).

Cultural Imperialism is closely related to linguistic imperialism 
and it involves the imposition of one culture’s norms, values, and 
practices on another culture and it often accompanies linguistic 
imperialism (Du Bois et al., 2024). Du Bois et al. (2024) stated that 
cultural imperialism disrupts traditional practices, beliefs, and 
customs. Individuals may experience a sense of disconnection from 
their cultural roots which is known as identity fragmentation. 
Exposure to dominant cultures leads to hybrid identities. People 
navigate between their indigenous culture and the influences of the 
dominant culture. Cultural imperialism marginalizes minority 
cultures, leading to feelings of exclusion and powerlessness. Moreover, 
as Du Bois et al. (2024) declared, dominant cultural norms may shape 

TABLE 1 The main themes and conceptualizations of linguistic and cultural imperialism.

General coding 
scheme

Total categories Correlating Non-correlating Inter-coder 
reliability

Concepts and perspectives of 

linguistic and cultural 

imperialism

266 217 49 81.5

The influence of the colonial 

era on L1 acquisition

202 170 32 84.1

The Role of power in 

determining Dominant 

Languages

147 122 19 82.9

Prevailing linguistic 

dominance

93 75 18 80.6

The intersection of linguistic 

and cultural imperialism 

impacts social and language 

identity

58 44 14 75.8

Neo-imperialism and 

language policy

35 27 8 77.1
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educational systems, affecting how history, literature, and art are 
taught which can perpetuate identity crises.

The literature on language and cultural identity includes several 
striking studies which not only used methodologically and 
theoretically robust and sound procedures but also presented full 
discussion and informative conclusions about the topic. Among these 
studies is the case study of Nigerian languages and identity crises by 
Udoh and Emmanuel (2020) in Nigeria with over 500 languages facing 
linguistic and identity challenges. The researcher concluded that in 
Nigeria, English as the official language coexists with major indigenous 
languages (e.g., Hausa, Yoruba, Igbo) and numerous minor languages. 
In this setting, linguistic, political, ethnic, and educational identity 
crises arise due to this linguistic diversity.

Another study contributing to the field is the study on the Malakar 
identity shift in Kerala (Mannathukkaren, 2023). In this setting, 
language and cultural shifts endanger communities. It was concluded 
that minor changes in practices and verbal repertoires can lead to a 
complete transformation of community identity. As the researcher 
found that bilingual or multilingual speech communities experience 
language shifts, he  put forward some general guidelines. These 
guidelines focus on understanding the complexities of identity, 
consumption, and social differentiation within the context of Kerala’s 
socio-economic landscape to reduce the negative effects the language 
and cultural imperialism.

Historical directions of linguistic and cultural 
imperialism

Linguistic and cultural imperialism have historically been 
prevalent phenomena, with English often playing a dominant role. It 
was through the groundbreaking works of Phillipson (1992, 2009, 
2012, 2014) that linguistic imperialism flourished as an independent 
and multidimensional field of study. Phillipson’s work highlights the 
ongoing issue of linguistic imperialism, where English’s global 
dominance perpetuates Western ideologies. This dominance can lead 
to negative attitudes towards native languages, as seen in the case of 
Assamese speakers feeling inferior due to English’s influence (Ahmed 
et al., 2023).

Different studies have shown that due to the dominant nature of 
linguistic and cultural imperialism, can significantly impact L1 
acquisition in various ways (Phillipson and Kabel, 2024). It can 
be done through language hierarchizing and changing social values. 
Aydinli and Aydinli (2024) believed that linguistic imperialism refers 
to the dominance of one language over others. For instance, English 
and French have historically been propagated as dominant languages 
in colonized countries and more recently in many European nations. 
Moreover, the social value of a language can influence its learning. 
Generally, languages associated with power, academia, or international 
communication are often prioritized. Conversely, minority languages 
may be marginalized, affecting L1 acquisition.

Recently, various theoretical approaches, such as neo-imperialist, 
colonial, and postcolonial discourse and cultural imperialism shed 
light on the complexities of modern imperialism, including linguistic 
imperialism (Yazovskaya and Gudova, 2020). The spread and retention 
of English’s power in communication, business, academia, and 
education further reinforced its imperialistic nature (Lai, 2021). These 
dynamics underscore the need to preserve local languages alongside 
English to counter the impacts of linguistic neo-imperialism. These 
studies can focus on more recent trends and ideas like language shift, 

death, and hierarchizing languages in a way that such concepts would 
lead to the development of knowledge, competence, and skills among 
the language users to try to protect local languages as treasures which 
can add to the current global body of knowledge. To minimize the 
impact of linguistic and cultural imperialism on minority languages, 
Ayixiren and Zhao (2024) stated that there should be more language 
policies and integration to support the dominant languages. For 
example, national language policies play a crucial role in supporting 
the languages since some policies prioritize dominant languages and 
they may hinder L1 maintenance. Many policies including integration 
models should recognize multilingualism and promote L1 alongside 
L2 learning (Rose and Conama, 2018).

The role of power in determining dominant 
languages

Different studies have shown that linguistic and cultural 
imperialism and the power of more dominant languages can 
significantly impact L1 language acquisition (Ahmed et  al., 2023; 
Fauzan, 2023; Saba and Siddiqui, 2023; Schlechtweg et al., 2023; Zeng 
et al., 2023). The dominance of English as an imperialist language in 
various global domains can lead to the prioritization of English over 
local languages in education (Saba and Siddiqui, 2023). Saba and 
Siddiqui (2023) stated that this phenomenon, known as “English 
fever,” reflects a strong desire to learn English, potentially 
overshadowing the importance of acquiring one’s native language. The 
perpetuation of English as a global lingua franca can create social 
inequalities between English speakers and non-speakers (Schlechtweg 
et  al., 2023). Additionally, the global dominance of English can 
influence societal norms, values, and beliefs, particularly among 
younger generations exposed intensively to English (Zeng et al., 2023). 
Understanding linguistic imperialism and its effects on cultural 
identity is crucial in evaluating its impact on L1 language acquisition.

Evidences of language dominance on different 
languages

There are many different cases of major and more dominant 
language dominance and imperialism which can harm other 
languages. These studies have shown that the dominance of languages 
like English can lead to a negative attitude towards native languages, 
such as Assamese in India, potentially endangering them in the future 
(Ahmed et al., 2023). Linguistic and cultural imperialism can have a 
severe negative influence on native languages. Exposure to an L2 can 
negatively impact specific areas of L1 grammar. For instance, Kelly 
(2023) indicated that L1 influence can be negative due to differences 
in linguistic properties between languages, and not all languages share 
the same structures, making L2 learning challenging. However, other 
mediating factors (e.g., gender and providing feedback) are also 
known to be important in the ultimate grammatical performance of 
the learners (Izadpanah et al., 2023; Shokri, 2022). White et al. (2023) 
also asserted that such an impact can be  seen on L1 Afrikaans 
children’s acquisition of negation. Furthermore, the spread and 
retention of English as a global lingua franca can perpetuate linguistic 
neo-imperialism, reinforcing its dominant position in various 
domains, including education. Overall, these influences highlight the 
complex interplay between linguistic imperialism and L1 
language acquisition.
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Consequences of language imperialism
Regarding its consequences as studied by different researchers 

(Kamusella and Ndhlovu, 2018; Lai, 2021; Nitisakunwut et al., 2023; 
Soto-Molina and Méndez, 2020; Yamada, 2023), linguistic imperialism 
raises concerns about the impact on L1 language acquisition due to 
the dominance of English. Soto-Molina and Méndez (2020) contended 
that the spread of English as an imperialist language can compromise 
the cultural integrity of non-native speakers. In Indonesia, the 
overwhelming desire to learn English has led to policies promoting 
English-only instruction in schools, potentially affecting the 
acquisition of the first language (Nitisakunwut et al., 2023). Scholars 
advocate for cultural awareness and intercultural competence to 
counter linguistic imperialism and emphasize the importance of 
recognizing cultural diversity in English language teaching (Kamusella 
and Ndhlovu, 2018; Lai, 2021; Nitisakunwut et al., 2023; Soto-Molina 
and Méndez, 2020; Yamada, 2023). The global dominance of English 
can lead to social inequalities and reshape cultural identities, 
highlighting the need for efforts to address these issues (Kamusella 
and Ndhlovu, 2018; Yamada, 2023). Ztf (2017) also asserted that 
language imperialism can impact L1 language acquisition by 
marginalizing local languages. Cultural imperialism through language, 
as it was evidenced in this study, also influenced how individuals 
acquire their first language.

The intersection of linguistic and cultural 
imperialism

As Phillipson (2008) truly pointed out, the intersection of 
linguistic and cultural imperialism is evident in the dominance of 
English as a tool for imposing Western ideologies and culture on 
non-English speaking populations. He  further pointed out that 
English as the official language of over 60 countries, plays a crucial role 
in establishing political and economic hegemony, reminiscent of 
political imperialism. The complex relationship between standardized 
languages and regional dialects highlights the tension between cultural 
particularism and conformity to dominant linguistic norms.

Linguistic imperialism through educational 
reinforcement

This linguistic imperialism is further reinforced through 
educational materials, like textbooks, which promote the socio-
cultural ideologies of English-speaking nations while alienating local 
cultures which is prevalent within the literature (Nitisakunwut et al., 
2023; Wang, 2017). These studies mainly review the challenges of 
socio-cultural and vernacular influences on L1 learners acquiring 
English (L2) in different contexts, suggesting practical solutions for 
language learning issues.

In the Iranian context, Arab and Rastgou (2022) explored the 
textbook Prospect 3 to detect different kinds of language and cultural 
inconsistencies based on a critical analysis by Nation and Macalister’s 
Four-Strand Framework.

Linguistic and cultural imperialism have been investigated 
through different lenses as the study of migration and diaspora, 
policies on bilingualism and multilingualism, technological impact, 
historical lens analysis, and issues like policy effects, cultural identity, 
language subordination, coordination, language shift, and even 
language death.

Such studies can be  done through different themes and 
methodologies like case studies analysis, theoretical frameworks, 
language proficiency studies, ethnographies, or even document 
analysis and deep interviews with informed people through 
phenomenology and grounded theories.

Impacts on social, economic, and language 
identity

The impact of language and cultural dominance on language 
identity can be evidenced in the disappearance of native languages 
in different parts of the world. For example, such power relations 
leading to the subordination of languages and cultures can be seen 
in former British colonies’ education systems (Zeng and 
Yang, 2024).

Social Identity Theory (SIT) is an idea closely related to the notion 
of language imperialism and identity maintenance. Proposed by Tajfel 
and Turner (2004), SIT explains how group membership influences 
individual identity. Recognizing diverse identities is essential for unity. 
Moreover, implementing dual-language programs at the basic 
education level can promote linguistic and cultural diversity which 
can lead to more informed language learners through improved 
understanding of social, cultural, and language identity. These 
programs should empower all language communities.

Linguistic Shifts and Identity crises are among the major 
consequences of language imperialism among different nations. The 
relationship between language loss and identity crises amongst 
indigenous communities is generally studied by different researchers 
to become a trend in the field (Huang and Chan, 2024). among these 
studies, some major studies have addressed the ideas of language 
endangerment and death and Factors contributing to the extinction 
of indigenous languages.

These studies can address some societal implications like civic 
engagement impacts on improving the level and quality of the 
languages, economic status which can be seen as a way to improve the 
position of the language and culture, and social cohesion effects to 
preserve the languages and cultures of a country.

Prevailing linguistic dominance

Different studies have addressed the role of dominant languages 
and cultures in the manifestation of different ideas like colonization, 
neo-imperialism, and language subordination processes throughout 
the world. Among the most important studies in the field of language 
and cultural dominance is the case study of Nigerian languages and 
identity crises by Onanuga (2024) in Nigeria with over 500 languages 
facing linguistic and identity challenges. The researcher concluded 
that in Nigeria, English as the official language coexists with major 
indigenous languages (e.g., Hausa, Yoruba, Igbo) and numerous 
minor languages. In this setting, linguistic, political, ethnic, and 
educational identity crises arise due to this linguistic diversity. 
Moreover, the study in Malakar Identity Shift in Kerala showed that 
language and cultural shifts endanger communities. It was concluded 
that minor changes in practices and verbal repertoires can lead to a 
complete transformation of community identity. As the researcher 
found that bilingual or multilingual speech communities experience 
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language shifts, he put forward some general guidelines to reduce the 
negative effects the language and cultural imperialism.

Studies on the way major dominant languages of the world have 
impacted minor languages can be  acknowledged to address such 
power relations leading to language subordination and dominance. 
Among these studies, we  can refer to the impact of English 
colonization on Native American languages (Almas and Mazhar, 
2024), the influence of French language in African countries (Ball 
et al., 2024), the impact of English language policy in international 
schools on L1 (Liu et al., 2024), and the influential study on how 
American pop-culture influences English language learning 
worldwide (Foner, 2024) tried to address such unequal and 
dominating language relationships.

The dominance of English over indigenous languages and the 
problems raised in acquiring the native languages of the people is 
another main issue in the field, addressed by different researchers 
(Mathew, 2022; Saba and Siddiqui, 2023; Pujasari and Hikmatullah, 
2023; El-Haddad, 2022). This dominance can lead to the 
marginalization of indigenous languages and cultures, affecting the 
acquisition and preservation of L1 languages (Pujasari and 
Hikmatullah, 2023). This phenomenon raises concerns about 
compromising cultural integrity and perpetuating Anglo-American 
hegemony (Mathew, 2022). The perceptions of speakers of English as 
a Second and Foreign Language regarding linguistic imperialism 
highlight the need for changes to prevent discrimination and uphold 
linguistic human rights (Pujasari and Hikmatullah, 2023). For 
instance, in the context of Indonesia, the removal of English language 
programs from elementary school curricula due to fears of hindering 
L1 development sparks debates among scholars and educators, 
emphasizing the importance of English learning for empowerment in 
a globalized world (Pujasari and Hikmatullah, 2023). Moreover, in 
post-market reform India, the desire for English schooling as a result 
of social mobility shifts highlights how linguistic imperialism reshapes 
language learning patterns (El-Haddad, 2022). Overall, linguistic 
imperialism can impact L1 language acquisition and usage by 
influencing language policies, societal and cultural perceptions, and 
educational practices in diverse cultural contexts (Lai, 2021).

Studies addressing English dominance on 
local and national languages and cultures

The use of English alongside local languages can lead to cultural 
imperialism, as seen in Hyderabad, India (Singh and Gaur, 2020), 
Indonesia (Sugiharto, 2024), Hong Kong (Lai, 2021), Iran (Khodadady 
and Shayesteh, 2016), Turkey (Işık, 2008), and many other countries. 
For example, some case studies in Indonesia (Ztf, 2017; Fauzan, 2023; 
Sugiharto, 2024) found that the arbitrary combination of national and 
local languages (e.g., Bahasa) and English led to a form of language 
imperialism that perpetuates cultural dominance.

Neo-imperialism, neo-colonialism, and 
language policy

Neo-imperialism in language policy is evident through the spread 
and dominance of English globally, impacting various domains like 
communication, business, academia, and education (Zeng et  al., 

2023). While some view English as a tool for empowerment and 
globalization, others criticize its imposition on local languages and 
cultures (Lai, 2021). As Sah and Fang (2024) declared, the adoption of 
English as an official language in former colonies has reinforced the 
political and economic hegemony of English-speaking nations over 
non-English-speaking populations. Additionally, neo-nationalist 
ideologies in countries like the United States advocate for monolingual 
English policies, reflecting a hyper-focus on internal homogeneity and 
border maintenance (Sah and Fang, 2024). These dynamics highlight 
the complex interplay between language, power, and imperialism in 
shaping contemporary language policies and practices globally.

Zeng et al. (2023) studied globalization effect intertwined with 
English linguistic neo-imperialism. It was suggested that English 
linguistic neo-imperialism can impact language policies in periphery 
countries, influencing education, communication, and business. 
Moreover, it was found to reinforce English dominance and also 
potentially marginalize local languages. However, as the researcher 
pointed out, some further studies were needed to support or challenge 
the findings. The study ended with some implications for preserving 
local languages through providing enough support for them.

Educational plans and policies against 
imperialistic views on language and culture

Pujasari and Hikmatullah (2023) investigated new paradigms on 
language imperialism and highlighted the role of student-teachers’ 
voices on English language learning. The study drew upon Phillipson’s 
ideas on English spread through colonialism and neo-colonialism. She 
believed that English student-teachers in Indonesia view English 
teaching as empowerment, not imperialism. She also asserted that 
these student-teachers acknowledged the activities to promote local 
cultures and languages globally, challenging the notion of language 
imperialism. She talked in favor of arguments for promoting English 
which include intrinsic, extrinsic, and functional aspects. The study 
provided an alternative perspective on English language and the 
globalized role of imperialism.

The next study by Lai (2021) speculated the role of English 
linguistic neo-imperialism in Hong Kong. He  also acknowledged 
Phillipson’s (2012) warning about English linguistic neo-imperialism 
which could severely impact minority languages. The study provided 
insightful findings about beneficial ways of English language teaching 
in global settings whereby local and minority languages and cultures 
can be respected and preserved, meanwhile, the role of more powerful 
languages in bringing about positive international changes and 
collecting the common treasures of the different nations of the world 
can also be acknowledged. However, the study warned about English 
linguistic neo-imperialism and how to use English in more justifiable 
and non-threatening ways.

The next study by Singh and Gaur (2020) elaborated on English 
linguistic imperialism in neo-imperialism and politics of language and 
countering colonialism which can reinforce political and economic 
dominance, impacting language policies in former colonies like 
Amitav Ghosh’s The Shadow Lines. It was suggested that linguistic 
imperialism and political imperialism are analogous in that English 
linguistic imperialism can establish political and economic hegemony. 
These findings are also supported by the critical discourse analysis of 
public discourse of Meadows’ study of neo-nationalism in the 
United States. The study advocated monolingual English use in US 
and provided some insightful findings about the language policy and 
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how it can result in more equal and just consequences towards less 
threatening and non-hegemonic and non-imperialist ideas.

Discussion

Based on the findings of the study and analysis of the most 
relevant literature, several themes related to the language and cultural 
imperialism regarding the L1 acquisition were postulated. A main 
theme was related to the influence of colonial and neo-imperialist 
perspectives on L1 acquisition. Based on the review of the most 
important studies, the influence of the colonial era on L1 acquisition 
is significant, especially in developing countries where the colonial 
language is favored for education (Zeng et al., 2023). Children in these 
regions may struggle with literacy if they are not proficient in the 
language used for instruction, leading to difficulties in learning and 
interacting with educational content (Yook, 2012). Additionally, the 
role of L1 in second language learning, or language transfer, remains 
crucial in a globalized world where multilingualism is common 
(Hussain, 2023). Studies have shown that L1 can impact the learning 
order and accuracy of L2 morphemes, challenging the notion of a 
universal order of acquisition (Murakami and Alexopoulou, 2016). 
However, provided that language learning follows plans and strategies 
to minimize the effect of language imperialism, it can have some 
benefits to improve cross-cultural and multi-lingual identity and 
understanding of the language learners. Therefore, each community 
needs to follow its language policy in order to save the minority 
languages and also improve the language awareness of the nation to 
keep them both competent, culturally-aware, meanwhile 
independent nation.

Regarding the role of power in determining dominant languages, 
different researchers studied its consequences on language learners 
(Kamusella and Ndhlovu, 2018; Lai, 2021; Nitisakunwut et al., 2023; 
Soto-Molina and Méndez, 2020; Yamada, 2023) and it was found that 
linguistic imperialism raises concerns about the impact on L1 
language acquisition due to the dominance of English. It was 
contended that the spread of English as an imperialist language can 
compromise the cultural integrity of non-native speakers (Soto-
Molina and Méndez, 2020). Nitisakunwut et al. (2023) stated that the 
overwhelming desire to learn English can lead to policies promoting 
English-only instruction in schools, potentially affecting the 
acquisition of the first language. Therefore, it was concluded that 
cultural awareness and intercultural competence are necessary for 
language learners to counter linguistic imperialism and emphasize the 
importance of recognizing cultural diversity in English language 
teaching (Kamusella and Ndhlovu, 2018; Lai, 2021; Nitisakunwut 
et al., 2023; Soto-Molina and Méndez, 2020; Yamada, 2023).

Another major theme was attributed to the influence of linguistic 
and cultural imperialism on L1 language acquisition. Yook (2012) 
studied ESL learners’ learning of English ditransitive constructions 
with a focus on semantically comparable English and Chinese 
structures and constructions. Hussain (2023) studied FL influence on 
second language learning. It was suggested that children find second 
language learning easier compared to adults and L1 helps in improving 
language learning and skill development through facilitating 
communication and peer revision among ESL learners. The next study 
by Murakami and Alexopoulou (2016) on L1 influence on the 
acquisition order of English grammatical morphemes, using 

contrastive analysis hypothesis and error analysis approaches, Thao 
(2020) studied the role of L1  in L2 learning. Mizza (2014) also 
provided a Model of Literacy Instruction through comparing L1 and 
L2. Alonso (2016) focused on recent perspectives like linguistic 
relativity and cognitive linguistics. Oviedo (2017) in another review 
study of the approaches and theories in L1/L2 acquisition research, 
investigated the theoretical Paradigms on L1 Acquisition. Diaubalick 
et al. (2023) explored L2 transfer of imperfective meaning from one 
Romance language to another and it studied the influence of L1/L2 
linguistic knowledge.

Overall, it can be  stated that due to the prevailing globalized 
linguistic and cultural dominance accompanied with English language 
and culture, social, economic, and cultural inequalities can reshape 
cultural identities and opportunities for the access to the knowledge 
of the world and maintaining the independence of the country, which 
highlights the need for more studies to address these issues (Kamusella 
and Ndhlovu, 2018; Yamada, 2023). Furthermore, language 
imperialism can impact L1 language acquisition by marginalizing 
local languages and threatening them through language shift and even 
death (Ztf, 2017). However, in order to keep the minority languages 
alive and also improve the language awareness of the nation to keep 
them culturally-aware and independent nation, each community 
needs to follow its language policy and plans to revitalize the minority 
languages and support them as the gates to the treasure of language, 
culture, and livelihood of the nation. Hence, language boundaries and 
the differences among the languages should be regarded as socially 
constructed rather than natural and traditional constructs and 
harmful terminology in linguistic theory in favor of language 
hierarchization, native-speakerism, and monolingualism which may 
lead to supremacy and domination of specific languages and groups 
should be  avoided (Cheng et  al., 2021; Namboodiripad and 
Henner, 2022).

It is important to note that the global dominance of English can 
not only lead to social inequalities and reshape cultural identities 
through marginalizing local languages and threatening them, but it 
can also lead to educational neo-imperialism and colonialism in the 
way that local and national languages are threatened. Therefore, 
alongside teaching English language and culture, language learners 
should gain multi-dimensional literacy and be more alert regarding 
the different ways that language learning can lead to social, political, 
and cultural domination of more dominant languages, and how to 
keep such impact at minimum. This can happen by crediting the value 
of the local and national languages and specifying educational plans 
and strategies to allocate their protection within the educational 
objectives. However, more studies on language subordination and 
hierarchization fields are needed to show how the dominant languages 
have impacted them socio-politically and globally and threaten their 
linguistic and cultural treasures.

Conclusion

Imperialistic and hegemonical sides of English Language teaching in 
presenting a multi-dimensional dominative and superior language to the 
public has highlighted the role of power relations and prevailing linguistic 
dominance in supporting dominant languages and how they influence L1 
acquisition. Undoubtedly, linguistic and cultural imperialism impact L1 
acquisition by shaping language hierarchies and marginalizing local 
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languages, affecting language policies, and influencing individual identity. 
Efforts to preserve and value diverse languages are essential for a more 
inclusive linguistic landscape. It was suggested that the intersection of 
linguistic and cultural imperialism impacts on social and language 
identity which can lead to neo-imperialism, colonization, and language 
hierarchization. Each community needs to follow its practical language 
policy and plans to revitalize and support its languages and cultures. 
Different strategies and solutions in the form of policy reforms can 
be determined by policy-makers in order to minimize the negative effects 
of linguistic and cultural imperialism on language learners. It can include 
prioritizing the importance of language preservation policies in 
linguistically diverse nations. Moreover, through raising awareness of the 
language members of the society, they can be more aware about their roles 
in preserving their heritage and mother languages. This can be done 
through emphasizing the role of media and education in promoting 
linguistic diversity, especially within the young generations who may 
be vulnerable to lose their language identities easily.

In fact, addressing linguistic and cultural imperialism in language 
learning can nurture the development of critical consciousness and 
literacy of foreign language learners and can lead to more freedom to 
form a dialogical realm with native speakers based on equal stances. 
Through such promoted stances, they can critically analyze self-other 
relationships and discourses and work towards the pursuit of social 
justice by challenging their marginalized status and the underlying 
causes of oppression and inequality and hence, they can learn 
languages to preserve the linguistic and cultural heritages and 
ultimately propel them towards the path of liberation and justice. This 
may happen by addressing the tenets of social justice and language in 
future studies where the ideas of native speakerism, elitisms, and the 
so called prestigious inner circle languages are elaborated in future 
studies in a way that such ideas are no longer viewed as advantageous, 
unless they lead to the development of knowledge, competence, and 
skills among the other groups.

Future studies in the field can address language and cultural 
imperialism originating from more powerful local and national 
languages within the nation in order to see how less dominant 
languages are impacted and shifted due to the power relations exerted 
by sibling and some related languages. This can be done to improve 
language awareness of the people to take more care of their language 
and cultural identities and utilize foreign languages in more rational 
and non-threatening ways. These actions can be  done by policy-
makers and language decision makers to preserve the legal aspects of 
the language identity to improve their autonomy to utilize their local 
and national languages and save the rights of minority groups as well 

as nations’ and state’s roles. Moreover, through addressing power 
dynamics and respecting ethical implications of these reviewed 
studies, local and minor languages can be given more privilege to 
be transferred to the next generations without being threatened or 
endangered and the impact of language and cultural imperialism on 
indigenous and endangered languages can be efficiently addressed.
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