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The Diachronic Corpus of Hong Kong English (DC-HKE) was first designed parallel to the LOB-
family corpora to ensure comparability, both regarding the periods and the genres included, to 
British and American English and other historical corpora following the same design. Thus, the 
DC-HKE covers four main periods (1928-1932, 1958-1962, 1988-1992, 2018-2022) and integrates 
diverse genres, including press (reportage, editorials, and reviews), academic writing, and fiction. 
This initial focus on comparability, however, poses various challenges regarding representativeness 
and genre delineation. In terms of representativeness, the genres initially selected for LOB are not 
necessarily those that have been produced in English throughout colonial and postcolonial history 
(such as fiction). For Hong Kong, we decided to include business correspondence as a genre 
present from the beginnings of the colony and important point of sociolinguistic contact between 
British expats and Chinese locals. However, the absence of this genre from the LOB-family means 
that additional data of the parental variety has to be collected for projects investigating variety-
specific developments, especially since the genre itself is highly dynamic and has changed 
considerably over time. 
 
The question of genre development, delineation and specification in historical corpora of world 
Englishes also arises for material traditionally included in such corpora, such as newspaper writing. 
The three-fold distinction between press reports, editorials and reviews present in LOB seems to 
have been intuitive for the compilers, but the inclusion of corresponding material for Hong Kong, 
especially in earlier periods, is less straightforward: As articles are not necessarily externally marked 
accordingly, the classification would have to be based on linguistic features instead, which, 
however, bears the danger of circularity when the corpus is used for register analyses.   
 
Finally, the restriction to certain periods and pre-defined genres might lead to the exclusion of 
material that is either unique to the concrete sociohistorical context in which it was produced, or 
whose preservation is due to some chance circumstance. In both cases, comparable material might 
not be readily available for other varieties, but its exclusion would mean to neglect valuable sources 
for research. For Hong Kong, for instance, we have access to the issues of the school magazine of 
Queen’s College dating from 1899 to 2009. Thus, a different approach for building historical 
corpora is to consider any source instead of trying to fill up pre-defined categories, which would, 
however, run counter to the idea of comparability. Our approach currently entails both: On the 
one hand, we are compiling, processing and annotating material fitting the LOB categories, as far 
as available, even though we extended or modified the genres included to better fit the Hong Kong 
context. On the other hand, we also curate additional material, regarding both additional periods 
and additional text types, based on project-specific research questions. Information on such 
material regarding period, genre and available metadata could be fed into an international database 
to facilitate locating (potentially comparable) material in other varieties and inspire collaborations.  




