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The Chicago Manual of Style for Anthropology: A Comprehensive Guide

chicago manual of style for anthropology serves as the cornerstone for
academic writing in this discipline, providing essential guidelines for
citation, formatting, and overall scholarly presentation. Navigating these
rules ensures clarity, consistency, and credibility in anthropological
research papers, theses, dissertations, and publications. This guide will
delve into the intricacies of applying Chicago style to anthropological
works, covering everything from bibliographic entries to in-text citations
and the nuances of presenting ethnographic data. Understanding and
implementing these principles is crucial for any anthropologist aiming to
communicate their findings effectively to the academic community and beyond.
We will explore how Chicago style facilitates rigorous scholarship and
upholds the standards of the field.
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Understanding the Chicago Manual of Style for



Anthropology
The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) is a widely respected style guide that
offers comprehensive instructions for writing and formatting academic and
professional documents. For anthropologists, adhering to Chicago style is not
merely a matter of following arbitrary rules; it is about establishing a
standardized framework that promotes clear communication, ensures proper
attribution of sources, and lends authority to scholarly work. The manual
addresses a vast array of writing and citation concerns, from basic grammar
and punctuation to complex issues like the presentation of visual materials
and the ethical considerations of quoting sources.

Anthropological research often involves intricate data, diverse theoretical
frameworks, and a commitment to engaging with a wide range of scholarly
literature. Chicago style's flexibility, particularly its dual citation
systems (notes-bibliography and author-date), makes it adaptable to the
varied needs of the discipline. Whether documenting ethnographic interviews,
analyzing archaeological findings, or discussing linguistic patterns, the
systematic approach advocated by CMOS ensures that readers can easily follow
the author's line of reasoning and verify the evidence presented. Its
detailed explanations provide the necessary guidance for even the most
specific citation challenges encountered in anthropological writing.

Why Chicago Style is Prevalent in Anthropology
The enduring popularity of the Chicago Manual of Style within anthropology
stems from its thoroughness and adaptability. Many leading anthropological
journals and university presses have adopted CMOS as their preferred style
guide, making it the de facto standard for publication in the field. This
widespread acceptance means that familiarity with its conventions is
essential for aspiring and established anthropologists alike. The manual's
detailed advice on documentation, in particular, is crucial for
anthropologists who frequently cite a broad spectrum of sources, including
historical documents, ethnographic accounts, scientific studies, and oral
traditions.

Furthermore, Chicago style's emphasis on clarity and precision aligns
perfectly with the goals of anthropological scholarship. By providing clear
guidelines for presenting arguments, citing evidence, and structuring
manuscripts, it helps authors communicate their complex ideas to a diverse
readership. The notes-bibliography system, which allows for extensive
explanatory notes, is particularly well-suited for ethnographic research
where supplementary details or tangential discussions might enrich the
primary argument without disrupting its flow. This comprehensive approach
ensures that the integrity of the research is maintained and that the
author’s contributions are accurately credited.



Core Components of Chicago Style for
Anthropologists
At the heart of applying Chicago style to anthropological work lies
understanding its core components, which primarily revolve around how sources
are referenced and integrated into the text. This includes both in-text
citation methods and the construction of comprehensive bibliographies. The
accuracy and consistency in these areas are paramount for academic integrity.

In-Text Citations in Anthropological Research
In anthropological writing, clear and concise in-text citations are vital for
directing readers to the full bibliographic information of cited sources.
Chicago style offers two primary systems for this purpose, each with its own
advantages depending on the specific publication venue or personal
preference. The most crucial aspect is that once a system is chosen, it must
be applied consistently throughout the entire document.

Notes-Bibliography System: The Standard Approach
The notes-bibliography system is the most common and generally preferred
method in anthropology when using Chicago style. This system involves placing
a superscript number within the text that corresponds to a numbered footnote
or endnote. These notes contain not only the citation information but can
also include supplementary commentary, definitions, or elaborations that
might otherwise interrupt the main narrative. For example, when discussing a
particular ethnographic observation, a footnote might provide additional
context about the informant or the setting without derailing the paragraph's
focus.

The structure of a footnote or endnote citation will vary depending on the
source type, but generally includes the author's name (first name first),
title of the work, publication details, and specific page number(s). The
corresponding bibliography at the end of the paper will list all cited
sources alphabetically by author’s last name, with full publication details.
This dual system provides both immediate reference within the text and a
complete, organized list for further research by the reader.

Author-Date System: An Alternative for Some Journals
While less common in traditional anthropological monographs and books, the
author-date system is employed by some anthropological journals. In this
system, the in-text citation consists of the author's last name and the year
of publication enclosed in parentheses, along with the specific page
number(s) if a direct quote or specific information is being referenced. For
instance, (Geertz 1973, 45) would indicate a citation to page 45 of a work by
Geertz published in 1973.



The bibliography in an author-date system is also arranged alphabetically by
author’s last name and year. This method can be more efficient for authors
and readers who prefer a streamlined in-text reference and a less visually
interrupted text. However, it sacrifices the ability to embed explanatory
notes directly within the citation, requiring authors to find other ways to
integrate supplementary material into their main text.

Crafting Bibliographic Entries for
Anthropological Sources
The bibliographic entries are the backbone of any academic paper, providing a
complete record of all sources consulted and cited. For anthropologists, this
means carefully documenting a wide array of materials, from classic
ethnographic texts to contemporary digital ethnographies and archival
documents. Precision in these entries is crucial for academic integrity and
for enabling readers to locate the original sources.

Books and Edited Volumes
Citing a book in Chicago style requires specific elements in a precise order.
For a standalone book, the format typically includes the author's full name
(Last, First), title of the book (italicized), place of publication,
publisher, and year of publication. For example: Geertz, Clifford. 1973. The
Interpretation of Cultures. New York: Basic Books.

For edited volumes, the entry will typically list the editor(s) first,
followed by the title of the collection, and then information about the
individual chapter's author and its pagination within the larger work. For
instance: Rosaldo, Renato, ed. 1980. Culture & Power: Semiotic Essays.
Austin: University of Texas Press.

Journal Articles and Chapters
Citing journal articles involves providing the author's name, the article
title (in quotation marks), the journal title (italicized), the volume and
issue numbers, and the year of publication, often with page range. Example:
Abu-Lughod, Lila. 1991. “Writing Like a Anthropologist.” American
Anthropologist 93 (2): 491-501.

Citing a chapter in an edited book follows a similar pattern, identifying the
chapter author, chapter title, the title of the edited book, the editor(s),
and the pagination of the chapter within the book. For instance: Appadurai,
Arjun. 1988. “Putting Big Men on the Global Stage.” In The Anthropology of
Leadership, edited by Jonathan B. Friedman and Matti Bunzl, 279-301. Santa
Fe: School of American Research Press.



Dissertations and Theses
Dissertations and theses, especially those found in university repositories,
require specific citation formats. The entry typically includes the author's
name, the title of the dissertation (italicized), the degree sought (e.g.,
PhD dissertation, MA thesis), the university, and the year of completion. If
available, the identifier for its inclusion in a digital repository like
ProQuest should also be included. Example: Smith, John. 2015. “The Social
Life of Markets in Urban Peru.” PhD dissertation, University of California,
Berkeley. ProQuest Dissertations Publishing.

Archival Materials and Field Notes
Documenting primary source materials such as archival documents and personal
field notes is critical in anthropological research. For archival materials,
the citation should include the collection name, box and folder numbers, the
name of the archive or repository, and its location. For example: Malinowski,
Bronislaw. Field Notes, Box 42, Folder 3. Bronislaw Malinowski Papers,
National Anthropological Archives, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C.

Personal field notes, if intended to be cited, should be described clearly,
indicating the date(s) of the fieldwork, the location, and any identifying
information about the notes themselves. This ensures transparency and allows
others to understand the basis of the author's insights.

Multimedia and Digital Resources
In contemporary anthropology, citing digital resources, films, and other
multimedia content is increasingly common. For websites, include the author
or organization, the title of the specific page or document (in quotation
marks), the website name (italicized), the publication or last updated date
(if available), and the URL, along with the date of access. Example: National
Geographic. “Ancient Maya Cities.” National Geographic Website. Accessed June
15, 2023.
https://www.nationalgeographic.com/history/ancient-civilizations/maya-cities/
.

For films or documentaries, include the director's name, the title of the
film (italicized), and distribution information such as the production
company, year, and format (e.g., DVD, streaming). Example: Cannibal Tours.
Directed by Dennis O'Rourke. 1988. Island Films.

Formatting Anthropological Manuscripts
According to Chicago Style
Beyond citation, Chicago style provides detailed guidance on the physical
layout and organization of an anthropological manuscript. Proper formatting



enhances readability and professionalism, ensuring that the scholarly content
is presented in an accessible and consistent manner.

Title Page and Preliminary Matter
The title page should include the full title of the work, the author's name,
and affiliation. Subtitles should be clearly separated from the main title.
Preliminary matter, such as the table of contents, acknowledgments, and lists
of figures or tables, should be organized logically and presented before the
main body of the text. Page numbering for these sections typically begins
with Roman numerals.

Organizing and Presenting Data
Anthropological manuscripts often involve the presentation of complex data,
including statistical information, interview transcripts, or ethnographic
observations. Chicago style recommends clear and logical organization.
Headings and subheadings should be used effectively to break up the text and
guide the reader through different sections of the argument. The use of
subheadings allows for a hierarchical structure that clarifies the
relationship between different parts of the research.

Tables, Figures, and Illustrations
Tables and figures (which include graphs, charts, maps, and photographs) must
be clearly labeled and captioned. Each table and figure should be numbered
sequentially and have a descriptive title. The caption should provide enough
information for the visual element to be understood independently of the main
text, and a source line should be included if the data or image is not
original. Placement of tables and figures can be either within the text near
where they are first referenced, or grouped at the end of the manuscript or
in an appendix, depending on the publication’s requirements.

Footnotes and Endnotes: Purposes and Best Practices
Footnotes and endnotes in the notes-bibliography system serve multiple
purposes in anthropological writing. They provide citations, offer
supplementary information or digressions, define key terms, and sometimes
acknowledge permissions. When using extensive notes, it is important to
ensure they add value rather than simply making the text cumbersome. Each
note should be concise and directly relevant to the point being made in the
main text or to the source being cited.



Handling Specialized Anthropological Terminology and
Quotations
Anthropological discourse often involves specialized terminology, indigenous
terms, and quotations from informants or texts. Chicago style provides
guidance on how to present these elements clearly. Indigenous terms should be
italicized upon first use and followed by a brief definition or explanation.
Long quotations (typically exceeding 400 characters) should be formatted as
block quotes, indented from the left margin, without quotation marks, and
properly cited.

Short quotations should be integrated into the text and enclosed in quotation
marks. When quoting directly, it is essential to ensure accuracy and to
represent the original source faithfully. Any omissions or alterations to the
original text should be indicated using ellipses (...) or bracketed
explanations.

Consistency and Accuracy: The Pillars of
Chicago Style Compliance
Ultimately, the success of applying the Chicago Manual of Style in
anthropological writing hinges on two fundamental principles: consistency and
accuracy. Every element, from the smallest punctuation mark to the most
complex citation, must be rendered according to the established rules, and
this application must be uniform throughout the entire document.

Inconsistencies can undermine the credibility of an author's work, making it
appear less polished and professional. Whether it's using different date
formats for similar sources, varying the capitalization of titles, or
inconsistently applying the rules for presenting ethnographic data, any
deviation can distract the reader and raise questions about the author's
attention to detail. A meticulous review process, often involving multiple
proofreads, is essential to catch and correct any such errors before
submission.

Best Practices for Anthropologists Using
Chicago Style
To effectively utilize the Chicago Manual of Style in anthropological
research, several best practices can significantly streamline the process and
improve the quality of the final output. First, it is advisable to have a
recent edition of the CMOS readily available, as guidelines are periodically
updated to reflect changes in publishing and scholarship. Familiarize
yourself with the specific requirements of the journal or publisher you are
targeting, as they may have minor variations or preferences within the
broader CMOS framework.

When beginning a new project, establish a consistent citation management



strategy. Tools like Zotero, EndNote, or Mendeley can be invaluable for
organizing sources and automatically formatting bibliographies according to
CMOS guidelines, though it is always crucial to manually check the output for
accuracy. For ethnographic fieldwork, develop a system for recording metadata
about your field notes and recordings to facilitate precise citation later.
Regularly review your in-text citations against your bibliography to ensure
they match perfectly.

Common Pitfalls and How to Avoid Them
Several common pitfalls can trip up anthropologists when applying Chicago
style. One frequent error is inconsistency in the presentation of foreign or
indigenous terms; remember to italicize these and provide definitions upon
first use. Another is misapplying the rules for block quotes versus inline
quotations. Ensure long quotes are correctly formatted as indented blocks
without quotation marks.

Errors in bibliographic entries are also common, often involving incorrect
order of elements, missing punctuation, or improper formatting of titles.
Double-checking the specific requirements for book chapters versus standalone
books, or journal articles versus edited collections, is vital. When citing
archival materials, the temptation is to be too brief; be precise with
collection names, box and folder numbers, and repository details. Finally,
don't underestimate the importance of proofreading for simple typographical
errors in both citations and the main text, as these can detract from the
professionalism of even the most rigorous anthropological research.

Resources for Further Guidance
While this article provides a comprehensive overview, the definitive resource
for mastering the Chicago Manual of Style for anthropology remains the manual
itself. The University of Chicago Press website also offers a wealth of
online resources, including a Q&A section that addresses common style queries
and errata for the manual. Many university writing centers provide style
guides and workshops specifically tailored to Chicago style. Consulting with
experienced editors or senior colleagues in your department can also offer
invaluable practical advice and feedback on your manuscript's adherence to
CMOS standards.

For specific anthropological contexts, some specialized style guides or
recommended practices from prominent institutions might exist. However, the
foundational principles laid out in CMOS are universally applicable. By
diligently applying its rules and seeking clarification when needed,
anthropologists can ensure their scholarship is presented with the clarity,
rigor, and professionalism it deserves.



Q: What is the primary citation system recommended
for anthropological works using the Chicago Manual
of Style?
A: The primary citation system recommended for anthropological works using
the Chicago Manual of Style is the notes-bibliography system. This system
utilizes footnotes or endnotes for in-text citations and includes a
comprehensive bibliography at the end of the document.

Q: Can anthropologists use the author-date system
with the Chicago Manual of Style?
A: Yes, anthropologists can use the author-date system with the Chicago
Manual of Style, although it is less common in book-length publications and
more frequently adopted by specific journals. It is crucial to be consistent
with whichever system is chosen for a particular project.

Q: How should indigenous terms or foreign languages
be handled in anthropological writing according to
Chicago style?
A: Indigenous terms or foreign languages should generally be italicized upon
their first use in the text. It is also considered good practice to provide a
brief definition or explanation of these terms either in the text or in a
footnote, depending on their significance to the argument.

Q: What is the Chicago Manual of Style's guidance on
citing archival materials and field notes in
anthropology?
A: Chicago style requires detailed citations for archival materials and field
notes. This typically includes the collection name, box and folder numbers,
the name of the repository, and its location. For personal field notes,
specific dates and locations of fieldwork are essential.

Q: How does the Chicago Manual of Style address the
presentation of multimedia and digital resources
relevant to anthropological research?
A: The Chicago Manual of Style provides guidelines for citing a wide range of
multimedia and digital resources, including websites, films, and digital
archives. This involves including information such as author/creator, titles,
publication details, URLs, and access dates, tailored to the specific type of
media.



Q: What is the recommended format for block
quotations in anthropological texts following
Chicago style?
A: Block quotations, typically for passages longer than four lines of text,
should be set apart from the main text by indenting them from the left
margin. They do not require quotation marks and should be followed by the
appropriate citation.

Q: Why is consistency so important when applying the
Chicago Manual of Style in anthropological research?
A: Consistency is paramount because it ensures clarity, professionalism, and
academic rigor. Inconsistent application of style rules can distract readers,
undermine the author's credibility, and make the scholarship appear less
polished.

Q: Where can anthropologists find additional
resources or clarification on using the Chicago
Manual of Style for their specific needs?
A: Additional resources include the official Chicago Manual of Style itself,
the University of Chicago Press website (which offers an online Q&A and
errata), and university writing centers. Consulting with editors or
experienced colleagues is also highly beneficial.
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