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Abstr act

The synony ns* relation” and*“ relationship” are very confusing for English learners and this paper
deli beratel y chooses this pair of synony ns as the investigatory case The investigating scope covers four
dictionaries for advanced | earnersin non native English speaki ng countries They are kford Advanced Lear ner s
Dctionary 4th edition 1989 QALDA Oxford Advanced Learner s Dctionary 6th edition QAL D6
2000 Longman Dictionary of Contenporary English  3rd edition 1995 L DCE3 and Qllins Cobuil d
English Dictionary 2ndedition 1995 CCED2 Inthispaper the author first makes acomparativestudy of
this pair of synonynsinthe four dictionaries The focusisfixed upon four aspects nanely the numbers of
word entries and senseitens countability coll ocations and usage notes Then wththe help of the evidences
from Lancaster QGlo Bergen Corpus LOB and Feiburg LCB Corpus of British English FLOB  the author
delves into these four aspects and eval uates their treat ment in the four dictionaries It is found out that
dictionaries based on corpora reflect better the actual use of |anguage and provide more accurate and usef ul
infor mation for |earners
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1 Introduction

The word* dictionary” is al ways associ ated with authority learning and accuracy However words
are not dealt with completely consistentlyin different dictionaries partly because of the subtle ambiguity
of word senses and usages and partly because of dictionary compilers preference In this article the
aut hor first makes a comparative study of the synony nms“ relation” and“ relationshi p” in four advanced
learner s dictionaries They are xford Advanced Learner s Dictionary 4th edition 1989 QALD
Oford Advanced Learners Dictionary 6th edition QALD6 2000 Longman Dictionary of
Contemporary English 3rd edition 1995 L DCE3 Collins Cobuild English Dictionary 2nd edition
1995 CCED2 The four aspects which are focused uponin the discussion are the numbers of word
entries and senseitens countability collocations and usage notes Then wththe help of the evidences
from Lancaster Glo Bergen Corpus LOB and Freiburg LOB Corpus of British Engish FLOB the
aut hor delvesinto these four aspects and evaluatestheir treat ment inthe four dictionaries

2 A brief survey

The publication of the above mentioned dicti onari es has been well received by |earners and has also
caught lexicography researchers attention Li Mng and Zhou Jinghua 2001 Yang X aojun and Li
Sai hong 2003 Yuan Kele 1997 and so on have made a lot of comments on them As |earners
dictionaries theysharesomefeatures Frst thevocabularyisrelatively small rangingfrom50thousand
to 80 thousand They are all commonly used words Coll ocations and idions are also included and paid
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special attentionto Second about twotothreethousand words are used to define senseitens Third
examples provided arerich practical andtypical andthey are usually collected from corpora Fourth
there are detailed labels about grammatical and usage information Fnally there are beautiful
illustrations and various appendices which are found practical and convenient for | earners

Anot her characteristicthat is worth mentioning hereisthe exploitation of computational corporain
| exi cographical work QALD4 has not made use of computational corpora QOALD6 is based on the
Okford Corpus Collection and the British National Corpus BNC LIDCE3 has usedthreecorpora which
arethe BNC the Longman Lancaster Corpus and the Longman Learner s Corpus CCED2 has used the
Bank of English

The followingtableis acomparison of“ relation” and“ relati onship” inter ns of t he number of word
entries sense itens and examples The marks + and x indicate respectively the existence and
nonexistence of separate usage notesinthe four dictionaries

Table1l A comparison of relation and relationshipinthe four dictionaries

word entry senseitem example usage note
relati on 4 11 y,
QAL
relati onship 3 6
relation 3 18 %
QAL D6
relati onship 4 12
relation 5 15 %
CCED2
relati onship 3 5
relation 4 7
L DCE3 relati ons 2 6 v
relati onship 3 4

3 Aninvestigation of relation and relationshipinthe LOB and FLCB

The reason whythe LOBand FLOBare choseninthisinvestigationisthat thefour dictionaries were
published approxi matelyin the last decade of the 20th century and based on British English It is well
known that the LCOB was completedinthe 1970s In order toremovethe worry that it cannot represent
current English the FLOB has been chosen as a co mplement becauseit represents British Englishinthe
1990s Anditis worth mentioning that LOB and FLOB are approxi mately of the same size and they can
also matchinterns of registers Here are some findings

Table 2 Frequency of relation s and relationship s inthe LOB and FLOB

Cor pus total relation relations rel ationship relati onshi ps
LCB 261 82 31 4 91 359 65 24 9 23 8 8
FLOB 358 88 24 6 60 16 8 164 45 8 44 12 3

3 1 The numbers of word entries and senseitens

As for the number of word entries itisveryinterestingtofindthat the four dictionaries deal wth
these words quite differently Both CCED2 and QALD6 havetwo entries onefor relation andthe other
for relationship QOALD4 and LIDCE3 formtwo extremes The for mer has only one entry that is
relation Relationship is placed wthin as a derivative The latter has three entries wth relation
relati ons and rel ati onship treated respectively as a separate one Table 2 shows that the occurrence of
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relation s 82 91 is much higher thanthat of relationship s 65 23 inthe LOB However the
oppositeistrue in the FLCOB The occurrence of relation s is 148 i e 88 60 while that of
relationship s is208 i e 164 44 The diachronic changes of frequencyinthet wo corpora can verify
the treat ment of relation and relationship as separate word entries Therefore it is cheerful to seethe
modificationin QALD6 Wthregardto LDCE3 itisreally unnecessaryto havethreeseparate entries It
IS quite reasonable for relationsto for manindependent senseitem of relationinthe dictionary but not
anindependent word entry Fortunately LDCE 4th edition 2003 has madethe same modification as
QAL D6

A careful i nspection of everytoken of relation s and relationship s inthe LOBand FLOBreveals
t hat all senses are covered by the four dictionaries The numbers of senseitens are approxi mately the
same Andtheranking orderis arranged accordingtothe frequencyin corpora Someslight differences
about sense itens are still found among the dictionaries For instance the third item of relationin
LDCE3 whichsays® U of fmltheact of tellingastory” isnot foundinthe LOBor FLOB Sinceit
Issorareinuse theother three dictionariesjust excludeit |Itis understandable forlearner s dictionaries
todoso In QALD4 theidiom have sexual relations wthsb together within wthrelationtosb
sthisimproperly established as an i ndependent senseitem Thereis not enough evidence found inthe
LB and FLOBto support thisarrangement Fortunately QALD6 has correctedthistreat ment

3 2 Countahility

Countability isa very complicated grammatical category in English not because English nouns have
many i nflecti onal for ns but becauseitis hard evenfor native speakers tojudge whenthey are countable
or uncountable Nevertheless native speakers haveintuitionto resort to Non native speakers haveto
turn to dictionaries for help Therefore it is necessary for learner s dictionaries to give sufficient
infor mati on about the countability of English nouns A glance of Table 2 can |lead one to a definite
decision that is relation and relationship are both countable CCED2 indeed marks them only as
countabl e nouns But the caseis not sosi mple Both relation and relati onship can be used as uncountabl e
nouns In LOB and FLOB theinstances wherethetwo words are modified by little or much can easily
be found especially in such sentence patterns as bear no little much relation relationshipto
thereislittlerelation relationshipto In QALD4 it isfound unusual that thesenseitens of relation
are given clear | abels about countability whereasthose of relationship are given none This may indicate
that the compiler of QALD4 is not so sure about the countability of relationship because QALD4 is not
corpus based QGCED2 though corpus based providestoosi mpleinformation QOALD6 and LDCE3 have
done better in thisrespect

3 3 Collocations

Coll ocations or idions are paid high attentiontointhe process of dictionary compilation The study
of collocations beganinthe 1920s and 1930s Harold E Pal mer and A S Hornby are representatives
Accordingto Pal mer what English learners find difficult lies not in word senses but in grammatical
structures and coll ocations A S Hornbylays great stress on coll ocations Thisis obviously manifestedin
his QALD where alarge number of coll ocations can be found Asfor relation the highest coll ocati on
frequencyisthe prepositional phrase inrelationto Inthe LGB wthin 82 occurrences of relation half
are inrelationto Inthe FLOB thefrequencyisstill higher Wthin 88 occurrences of relation 61 are
inrelationto How should dictionaries deal wth so frequent a collocationin corpora CCED2 hasset a
good example This collocationis highlightedinsuch adegreethatit occupiestwosenseitens ne means
“ compared with” andthe other means* concerning” “inconnection with” Inthis way thelearner can
get much helpin consultingthe dictionary

The collocation withrelationto which appearsin QALD4 and LDCE3 but does not in CCED2 or
QALD6 isnot found in the two corpora So the deletion of this collocationin CCED2 or QALDG is
justified Inthe other words thecorpora have madeit clear that the coll ocation with relationto becomes
outdated soit should be omttedincurrentlearner sdictionaries |fthecompiler does wantto keepit a
usage note for example* dated” is needed
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3 4 Usage notes

Providing usage notesis a striking feature of current learner s dictionaries Usage notes play an
I mportant role in helping learners to distinguish correct and incorrect usages Since the rising of
pragmaticsinthe 1970s |exicographers have paid close attention not onlyto grammatically correct use of
language but alsotoitstactful use There are 200 usage notesin QALD4 and the number rises sharplyto
420in QALD6 LDCE3 contains 400 In CCED2 a special column though too brief is deliberately
designed to provide grammatical and pragmatic infor mation Al these show the i mportance of usage
notes However a peculiar phenomenonis noticedin QALD6 On the one hand the number of usage
notesincreases greatly from 200in QALD4 to 420in QALD6 On the other hand the usage noteto
relation relationship and relations which appearsin QALD4 disappearsin QALD6 How should this
phenomenon be explained The expl anation can be found nowhere but in corpora

Beforeturningto corpora lets have alook at H W Fower s observation Fower 1957 Near |y
half a century ago he noticedtheintricate uses of relation and relationship Accordingto hi m relation
started as an abstract noun meaning relationship i e thestate of beingrelated connected but being
transferred fromthe abstract tothe concrete cameto denote a person Sothere aretwo names relative
and relation for the same thing only so far different as relativeis something of a formal word and
relationthe domnant term Asfor the evolution of relationshipfrom relation Fower alsosays

The word relation has many senses most of which are abstract It approachesthe concreteinthe
rat her raresense astory or narrative itisfully concreteinthe very common sense arelated person
I e asonor mother or cousin or aunt or thelike Now sonship cousinship c being wordsfor
which there is a use it is entirely natural that ship should be affixed also to the word that
summarizesthem sonshipthe being ason relationshipthe being arelation —wth the extension
dueto the generalizing sense of relation into*“ the being this that or the other relation” or
“ degree of relatedness” Tothat use of relationship then thereis noobjection Buttoaffix shipto
relationin any of its other or abstract sensesis against all analogy the use of shipisto provide
concretes friend horseman clerk lord wth correspondi ng abstracts but relation except when
it means related person is already abstract one mght as well make connexionship
correspondenceship or associationship as relationshipfrom relationin abstract senses

Fow er 1957 492 493

The extract aboveindicates clearly Fow er s objectionto extending the use of relationshipto mean
t hose abstract senses which relation originally means Tosupport hisidea he also givessome examples

1 The king was therefore not necessarily of royal blood though usually he was the son of the
precious Pharaoh the relation of Tut ankh Amento his predecessor is not known

2 \My notleavethe relationsof landlord far mers as well asthose of far mers |abourers tothe
beneficial effects of the policy WMyis atribunal necessaryinthe onecase notinthe other if
mut ual frankness will adjust all relati onships

3 She declared that she her husband had no busi ness relationships

4 Aready a wholesome change has begun to operatein the relationship bet ween this country
France

5 Hs attacks upon the Napoleonic tradition are well known but we are not aware that his
relationshiptoit has ever been so carefully traced

ibid 493

Of the above examples the first Fower argues showsthat if relationship rather than relationis
used the meaning can be more precise The second suggests by the witer s shifting from one to the
other that relationshipinthei mproper sense has no superiority whatever to relation or relations And

3 5 show how need esslythelong variant i e relationship is oftenresortedto

I nspite of such evaluation correction or criticismas Fow er s the change of word senses does not
stopitsstep Though relation started as an abstract noun most of its senses have become concrete
Peopl e haveto use rel ationshipto meanthe abstract sense By and by rel ati onshi p has begunto obtainthe
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concrete sense Thistrend of changeis shown clearly inthe statistics fromthe LOB and reinforcedin
thosefromthe FLOB see Table2 Inthe process of this change the various uses of relation s and
relationship s aresureto overlap A large number of instances can be foundin the two corpora for
example

6 humanrelation relations relationships social relations rel ati onships
personal relation relations relati onships economc rel ations relati onships
sexual relations relationship relationships adult child relati onship relati onships
Arerican Soviet rel ati ons relati onship famly relations relationships

Sincethe uses of relation s and relationship s intermngleso much any generalization of their
si mlarities or diff erences mght have exceptions This may partly explain whythe usage noteto relation
relationship and relationsis deleted in QALD6 VWWats more the original note in QALD4 does not
provide much additional infor mation However wthout any adequateinfor mation about usages |earners
can easily get confused Take QALDG for exampl e

7 relation 1 bet ween A and B withsb sth the wayin which two people groups or
countries behavet owards each other or deal with each ot her
relationship 1 bet ween A and B with sb the wayin which two people groups or
countries behavet owards each other or deal with each ot her

8 relation 2 bet ween A and B tosth the way in which two or more things are
connect ed
relationship 3 bet ween A and B tosth the wayin which two or morethings are
connect ed

7 isthefirst senseitemof relation and relationship and 8 istheseconditemof relation andthe
thirditemof relationship Sincetheinformation wthin 7 and 8 isrespectivelyidentical or al most so
|learners will naturally ask “ Wiat is the difference bet ween the first senseitens of both relation and
relationship ” “ Watisthe difference betweenthethirdsenseitem of relationship andthe second sense
item of relation ” These questions really deservelexicographers further attention

4 Concl usion

From what have beenfoundinthe four dictionaries and thetwo corpora the follow ng conclusions
can be drawn Frst in such collocations as in wth relation to and such sentence patterns as bear no
little etc relation relationshipto thereislittle no etc relation relationshipto relation
and relationship are used as an uncountabl e noun Second only relation can be usedtorefer to a person
whoisinthesame famly as somebody else Inthis case it is countable and synonymous with relative
Third for all other usages such as mentionedin 7 and 8 relation and relationship can be used as
both a countabl e and an uncountable noun andthey canrepl ace each ot her
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