
chicago manual of style for
linguistics

The Chicago Manual of Style is a widely recognized and respected authority in
academic and professional writing, and its application in the field of
linguistics is particularly nuanced and essential. This comprehensive guide
delves into the specific recommendations and standards set forth by the
Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) for linguistic research and scholarship,
covering everything from citation practices and formatting of linguistic
examples to the presentation of data and the ethical considerations inherent
in scholarly communication. Understanding these guidelines is crucial for
linguists aiming to produce clear, consistent, and credible work that adheres
to the highest academic standards. We will explore how CMOS addresses the
unique demands of linguistic notation, phonetic transcription, and the
citation of linguistic resources, ensuring that your research is both
accurate and easily understood by your peers and the broader academic
community.
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Understanding Chicago Style for Linguistic
Research

The Chicago Manual of Style provides a robust framework for academic writing
that is adaptable to the specific needs of linguistics. While the manual
offers general principles for clarity, consistency, and correctness, its
application in linguistics often requires careful interpretation and the
adoption of discipline-specific conventions. Linguists frequently engage with
complex data, specialized terminology, and diverse methodologies, all of
which necessitate a clear and standardized approach to presentation. CMOS, in
its 17th edition and previous iterations, offers guidance that, when applied
thoughtfully, can significantly enhance the rigor and readability of
linguistic scholarship.

The core tenets of Chicago style—prioritizing clarity, accuracy, and reader
comprehension—resonate deeply with the goals of linguistic research. Whether
documenting endangered languages, analyzing syntactic structures, or
exploring the evolution of language, precision in presentation is paramount.
CMOS assists by offering a consistent system for handling everything from
footnotes and bibliographies to the formatting of linguistic examples,
ensuring that even the most intricate details are communicated effectively.
This systematic approach helps to build trust and credibility within the



linguistic community, allowing for a more focused engagement with the
research itself rather than potential distractions caused by inconsistent
formatting or unclear references.

Citation and Referencing in Linguistics

Accurate and consistent citation is a cornerstone of scholarly integrity, and
for linguists, this often involves referencing a wide array of sources, from
foundational theoretical works to field recordings and linguistic corpora.
Chicago style offers two primary systems for citation: the notes-bibliography
system and the author-date system. For linguistics, the notes-bibliography
system, utilizing footnotes or endnotes, is generally preferred, as it allows
for detailed annotations and the inclusion of extensive bibliographic
information without disrupting the flow of the main text. This is
particularly useful when discussing specific linguistic features or citing
particular instances within a source.

The Notes-Bibliography System for Linguistic Sources

When employing the notes-bibliography system in linguistics, meticulous
attention must be paid to the details of each citation. Footnotes or endnotes
should clearly identify the author, title, publication details, and specific
page number for direct quotations or paraphrased ideas. For linguistic works,
it is often beneficial to include more specific information within the note
itself, such as the specific phonetic transcription or syntactic construction
being referenced, if it aids clarity. The bibliography, appearing at the end
of the work, provides a comprehensive list of all sources consulted, allowing
readers to easily locate and verify the information presented.

Citing Linguistic Fieldwork and Data

Referencing linguistic fieldwork and the data collected presents unique
challenges. CMOS provides guidance that can be adapted to this context. When
citing a specific recording, interview, or informant’s contribution, it is
crucial to provide enough information for retrieval. This might include the
name of the informant (if appropriate and ethically permissible), the date
and location of the recording, and a clear identifier for the specific
segment of the recording. For published linguistic corpora or datasets,
follow the standard bibliographic format for edited volumes or digital
resources, ensuring all access information and version details are included.

Handling Unpublished and Archival Materials

Unpublished manuscripts, archival documents, and personal communications are
common in linguistic research, particularly in historical or sociolinguistic
studies. CMOS offers specific guidelines for citing these types of materials.
For unpublished works, include the author's name, the title of the work, and
its status (e.g., "unpublished manuscript"). For archival materials, provide
the name of the archive, the collection title and number, and the specific



item or folder. Personal communications should be cited in the notes only,
providing the communicator's name and the date of the communication.

Formatting Linguistic Examples and Data

The clear presentation of linguistic data is critical for the validity and
comprehension of linguistic arguments. Chicago style, while not having a
dedicated chapter solely for linguistics, provides principles for clear
formatting that can be applied to linguistic examples, phonetic
transcriptions, and syntactic structures. The goal is to ensure that these
elements are presented in a manner that is both accurate and easily
distinguishable from the main prose.

Presenting Phonetic and Phonological Examples

Phonetic and phonological transcriptions require specialized characters and
precise formatting. CMOS advises using italics for linguistic examples when
they are embedded within the text, but for phonetic transcriptions
themselves, it is customary to use square brackets for phonetic and slashes
for phonemic transcription. When these transcriptions appear as standalone
examples, they should be set off from the text, often in a separate line, and
italicized. Consistency in the chosen transcription system (e.g., IPA) and
its representation is paramount. For example, a simple word in phonetic
transcription might appear as: [ˈpʰɪn].

Formatting Syntactic Structures and Glosses

Syntactic examples often involve showing word order, grammatical relations,
and sometimes morphological analysis. CMOS suggests using italics for all
linguistic examples presented as block quotes or set off from the main text.
For illustrating syntactic trees or hierarchical structures, plain text or
specialized software output can be used, but consistency in presentation is
key. When glossing morphemes within a word or sentence, it is standard
practice to use bold or italics for the glosses and to align them with the
word or phrase they explain. For instance:

man-PL climb-PAST tree

man-PL climb-PAST tree

Representing Morphological and Lexical Data

When discussing morphology or presenting lexical items, clear differentiation
is essential. CMOS recommends using italics for individual words or morphemes
when they are being discussed as linguistic objects. Hyphens are commonly
used to indicate the juncture between morphemes within a word, especially in
examples showing affixation. For instance, the plural marker might be



represented as "-s", and a word like "cats" could be analyzed morphologically
as "cat-s". When discussing lexical items in a general sense, italics are
also appropriate, such as when referring to the word cat.

Special Considerations for Phonetics and
Phonology

The field of phonetics and phonology relies heavily on precise notation and
standardized representations of speech sounds. CMOS offers general principles
of clarity and consistency that are invaluable here, though linguists often
adopt specific conventions within their subfield. The consistent use of the
International Phonetic Alphabet (IPA) is a hallmark of phonetic and
phonological research, and CMOS supports this need for standardization.

IPA Transcription and Formatting

When incorporating IPA transcriptions into your work, adhere to CMOS
guidelines for presenting linguistic examples. Standalone transcriptions
should generally be italicized and enclosed in square brackets for phonetic
detail or slashes for phonemic representation. For example, the word "pin"
could be represented phonetically as [pʰɪn] and phonemically as /pɪn/. Ensure
that the specific symbols used are accurate and that your chosen
transcription system is clearly identified, perhaps in a note or the
introduction, if it deviates from standard practice or requires special
explanation.

Representing Prosodic Features

The representation of prosodic features, such as stress, tone, and
intonation, also requires careful notation. CMOS does not dictate specific
prosodic notation systems but emphasizes the need for consistency and
clarity. Linguists typically employ established conventions for marking
stress (e.g., with an apostrophe before the stressed syllable) or tone (e.g.,
with diacritics or numerical superscripts). Whichever system is used, it must
be applied uniformly throughout the manuscript and, ideally, explained or
referenced.

Syntax and Morphology: CMOS Applications

The analysis of syntactic and morphological structures often involves complex
diagrams, tree structures, and detailed breakdowns of word formation. CMOS
provides a flexible framework for presenting these elements in a clear and
organized manner, ensuring that the reader can follow the logical progression
of the analysis.



Diagramming Syntactic Structures

While CMOS does not offer specific templates for syntactic trees, its
principles of clarity and proportion apply. Any diagrams used to represent
syntactic structures should be clean, well-labeled, and consistently
formatted. Ensure that the labels for nodes and constituents are unambiguous.
If using specialized software for generating tree diagrams, ensure the output
is legible and integrates well with the overall document design. Avoid overly
complex or cluttered diagrams that can obscure the intended analysis.

Illustrating Morphological Processes

When illustrating morphological processes, such as affixation, compounding,
or reduplication, clear segmentation of morphemes is crucial. CMOS recommends
using hyphens to separate morphemes within a word in examples. For instance,
a plural noun might be shown as "dog-s" to highlight the noun stem and the
plural suffix. When discussing the meaning or function of a morpheme, it is
common practice to provide a gloss, often in italics or small caps, aligned
with the morpheme it represents. For example, "dogg-PL" where "PL" is the
gloss for the plural morpheme.

Semantics and Pragmatics: Presentation of
Meaning

In semantics and pragmatics, the focus shifts to the interpretation of
meaning, both literal and contextual. CMOS guidance on clarity and precision
in language is particularly relevant here, as linguistic examples must
accurately reflect the nuances of meaning being discussed.

Quoting and Referencing Semantic Theories

When discussing semantic theories or quoting scholars in semantics and
pragmatics, adhere to standard CMOS citation practices. Ensure that direct
quotations are accurately transcribed and attributed. For paraphrased ideas
or summaries of theoretical positions, proper citation in footnotes or
endnotes is essential. The bibliography should include all seminal works in
the field, as well as any specific articles or books that are central to your
argument.

Presenting Examples of Meaning and Usage

Examples used to illustrate semantic or pragmatic phenomena must be carefully
constructed and presented. CMOS suggests italicizing linguistic examples
embedded in text. When demonstrating subtle differences in meaning or
pragmatic inference, it is often helpful to present pairs of sentences or
short dialogues. Ensure that any annotations or explanations accompanying
these examples are clear and concise, directly addressing the semantic or



pragmatic point being made.

Historical Linguistics and Etymology: Style
Points

Historical linguistics and etymology often involve tracing the evolution of
words and sounds over time, which necessitates the clear presentation of
comparative data and historical forms. CMOS principles of accuracy and
organization are vital for making these complex historical relationships
understandable.

Comparing Historical Forms

When comparing reconstructed proto-forms or historical cognates, consistency
in transcription and formatting is paramount. Use consistent phonetic or
phonemic notation across all forms being compared. Tables can be an effective
way to present comparative data, allowing for a clear side-by-side view of
related forms from different languages or time periods. Ensure that any
reconstructed forms are clearly indicated, perhaps with an asterisk (), as is
standard in historical linguistics.

Citing Etymological Sources

The citation of etymological dictionaries and historical linguistic studies
requires careful attention to bibliographic detail. Ensure that the full
publication information for each source is provided in your bibliography.
When referencing specific etymologies, use footnotes or endnotes to cite the
source directly, including the specific entry or page number. This allows
readers to verify the etymological claims made in your work.

Sociolinguistics and Dialectology: Representing
Variation

Sociolinguistics and dialectology are concerned with language variation
across different social groups and geographical regions. The presentation of
this variation requires careful handling of transcribed speech, dialectal
features, and statistical data.

Transcribing Dialectal Speech

When transcribing dialectal speech, it is important to use a phonetic
transcription system that can accurately capture the specific features of the
dialect being studied. CMOS does not mandate a specific system but emphasizes
the need for consistency and transparency. If using a specialized
transcription system or a modified version of the IPA, it should be clearly



explained in a note or appendix. The goal is to represent the speech
accurately while ensuring it is comprehensible to readers familiar with
linguistic transcription.

Presenting Sociolinguistic Data

Sociolinguistic studies often involve presenting quantitative data, such as
frequency counts of linguistic variables or results from surveys. CMOS
advises using tables and figures to present data clearly and efficiently.
Ensure that all tables and figures are well-labeled, have descriptive
captions, and are referenced in the text. When discussing dialectal
boundaries or areas of linguistic overlap, maps can be a valuable tool for
visualization, and CMOS principles of clear and uncluttered design should be
applied to their creation.

Computational Linguistics and Corpus Studies

Computational linguistics and corpus studies involve the analysis of language
data using computational methods and large text collections. The presentation
of findings from these areas requires clarity in describing methodologies and
presenting extracted data.

Describing Methodologies and Algorithms

When describing computational methods or algorithms used in your research,
clarity and precision are essential. CMOS emphasizes the importance of
defining technical terms and providing sufficient detail for replication. If
referring to specific software or programming languages, mention them
accurately. For complex algorithms, consider including pseudocode or
flowcharts, ensuring they are formatted clearly and consistently with the
rest of your document.

Presenting Corpus Data and Findings

Presenting findings from corpus studies often involves statistical summaries,
frequency lists, or examples of word usage extracted from the corpus. Use
tables to present statistical data effectively. When providing examples of
language use from a corpus, it is good practice to indicate the source of the
example (e.g., the corpus name and a unique identifier) and to ensure the
examples are representative of the phenomena being discussed. CMOS principles
of clear formatting will ensure these extracted examples are easily
distinguishable from your own analysis.

Ethical Considerations in Linguistic Writing

Beyond formatting and citation, ethical considerations are paramount in



linguistic research. CMOS, while not a treatise on research ethics,
implicitly supports responsible scholarship through its emphasis on accuracy,
transparency, and respect for sources.

Informed Consent and Anonymity

When working with human participants, particularly in sociolinguistics or
fieldwork, obtaining informed consent is an ethical imperative. CMOS
principles of clear communication extend to how this is handled in your
writing. If participant anonymity is promised, ensure that names, locations,
and any identifying details are changed or omitted. When discussing sensitive
topics, ensure that the presentation is respectful and does not inadvertently
cause harm or distress.

Attribution and Avoiding Plagiarism

Adherence to CMOS citation standards is the primary defense against
plagiarism. Always give credit where credit is due, whether for ideas,
theories, data, or direct quotations. Plagiarism undermines the integrity of
scholarship and can have serious academic consequences. Carefully review your
footnotes, endnotes, and bibliography to ensure that every source is properly
acknowledged according to CMOS guidelines.

Representing Endangered Languages and Communities

Linguistic work on endangered languages and vulnerable communities carries a
special ethical responsibility. This includes ensuring that the research
benefits the community, that intellectual property rights are respected, and
that the representation of the language and its speakers is accurate and
respectful. CMOS can guide the clear and respectful presentation of such
work, ensuring that the linguistic details are accurate and that the broader
context is handled with sensitivity.

FAQ

Q: What is the primary citation style recommended by
The Chicago Manual of Style for linguistic research,
and why?
A: The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) primarily recommends the notes-
bibliography system for linguistic research. This system utilizes footnotes
or endnotes, along with a comprehensive bibliography. It is preferred in
linguistics because it allows for detailed annotations and the inclusion of
extensive bibliographic information without disrupting the flow of the main
text, which is particularly useful for complex linguistic examples or
references.



Q: How does The Chicago Manual of Style advise on
formatting phonetic transcriptions in linguistic
texts?
A: The Chicago Manual of Style advises that phonetic transcriptions should be
presented clearly and consistently. While CMOS does not mandate specific
phonetic symbols, it emphasizes using established systems like the
International Phonetic Alphabet (IPA). Transcriptions embedded within running
text are often italicized, while standalone examples are typically set off
from the text, italicized, and enclosed in square brackets for phonetic
detail or slashes for phonemic representation.

Q: What are the key considerations for citing
linguistic fieldwork and data according to Chicago
style principles?
A: When citing linguistic fieldwork and data, Chicago style principles
emphasize providing sufficient information for retrieval and verification.
This includes details such as the informant's name (with ethical
considerations), the date and location of recording or data collection, and a
clear identifier for the specific data segment. For published corpora or
datasets, standard bibliographic formats for edited volumes or digital
resources are applicable.

Q: How should syntactic structures and tree diagrams
be presented in a work following The Chicago Manual
of Style?
A: The Chicago Manual of Style emphasizes clarity and consistency in
presenting syntactic structures. While it does not provide specific templates
for tree diagrams, it advises that any diagrams used should be clean, well-
labeled, and consistently formatted to ensure legibility and comprehension.
The goal is to make the hierarchical relationships and constituent structures
easily understandable to the reader.

Q: What are the general principles The Chicago Manual
of Style offers for presenting linguistic examples,
such as words, phrases, or sentences?
A: The Chicago Manual of Style generally recommends italicizing linguistic
examples when they are embedded within running text. For examples that are
set off from the main text, such as block quotes or standalone illustrations,
italics are also typically used. The primary focus is on ensuring that these
examples are clearly distinguishable from the surrounding prose and are
presented accurately.

Q: How does The Chicago Manual of Style address the
citation of unpublished materials, which are common



in linguistic research?
A: For unpublished materials such as manuscripts or personal communications,
The Chicago Manual of Style provides specific guidelines. Unpublished
manuscripts should be cited with the author's name, title, and status (e.g.,
"unpublished manuscript"). Personal communications are generally cited only
in the notes, including the communicator's name and the date of the
communication.

Q: What is the recommended approach for presenting
comparative data in historical linguistics, according
to Chicago style?
A: The Chicago Manual of Style stresses consistency and clarity in presenting
comparative data in historical linguistics. This involves using consistent
phonetic or phonemic notation across all cognates and reconstructed forms,
often marked with an asterisk. Tables are recommended for presenting this
data clearly, allowing for side-by-side comparisons of related forms from
different languages or historical periods.

Q: How should glosses for morphemes be presented in
linguistic analyses following The Chicago Manual of
Style?
A: While The Chicago Manual of Style does not prescribe a single method for
glossing, it encourages clarity and consistency. It is common practice in
linguistics, and consistent with CMOS principles, to use italics or small
caps for glosses and to align them directly with the morpheme or word they
explain. Hyphens are often used to separate morphemes within a word in
examples, followed by their corresponding gloss.
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