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Interaction Between Lexicographic Discourse and Society:
A Diachronic Analysis of Illustrative Examples in New English-Chinese Dictionary
Chen Wen-ge' , Wu Jian- ping2

(1.2. College of Foreign Languages and Cultures, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China; 1. Faculty of International Languages,
Xiamen Univesity of Technology, Xiamen 361024, China)

Abstracts: Regarding lexicographic discourse as a re-contextualizing practice, and integrating Fairclough’ s interae-
tive view toward discourse and society and van Dijk’ s socie- cognitive approach, this paper makes a diachronic analysis of
illustrative examples in two editions of New English-Chinese Didionary . It reveals language use co-varies with society and
that didionaries and society mutually construct each other. This paper proposes tha seeing dictionaries as discourse and
studying them within the franework of critical discourse analysis helps to develop and improve dictionary criticism theory.
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