
chicago manual of style political
science interviews
chicago manual of style political science interviews are a crucial component
for scholars navigating the rigorous demands of academic publishing and
research. Ensuring adherence to the guidelines set forth by the Chicago
Manual of Style (CMOS) is paramount, especially when presenting interview
data or transcripts within political science research. This comprehensive
article delves into the intricacies of applying CMOS to political science
interviews, covering citation, formatting, ethical considerations, and best
practices for integrating interview material into scholarly work. We will
explore how to properly introduce, cite, and present interviewees, as well as
discuss the importance of maintaining academic integrity when using
qualitative data. Furthermore, this guide will touch upon the specific
challenges and solutions related to quoting, paraphrasing, and anonymizing
interview subjects according to CMOS standards, empowering researchers to
produce polished and credible political science scholarship.
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Understanding the Chicago Manual of Style for
Political Science

The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) is a widely respected and comprehensive
style guide used across many academic disciplines, including political
science. Its detailed instructions cover everything from manuscript
preparation and citation to grammar and punctuation. For political science
scholars, understanding CMOS is not merely about following rules; it's about
ensuring clarity, consistency, and credibility in their research
presentations. The manual's flexibility allows for adaptation to specific
disciplinary needs, making it a robust tool for researchers dealing with
diverse forms of data, including qualitative interviews.

Political science, by its nature, often relies on the analysis of complex
human interactions, policy decisions, and political processes. Interviews
serve as a primary method for gathering firsthand accounts, insights, and
perspectives from individuals involved in or affected by these phenomena.



Consequently, the accurate and ethical presentation of interview data is
critical for the validity and impact of political science research. CMOS
provides the framework for this rigorous presentation, ensuring that
interview material is integrated seamlessly and credibly into academic
discourse.

Key Principles of CMOS Relevant to Political Science
Research

Several core principles of CMOS are particularly relevant to political
science research involving interviews. These include a commitment to accuracy
in representing sources, clarity in presentation, and a consistent approach
to formatting and citation. The manual champions both the notes-bibliography
system and the author-date system, offering researchers flexibility in how
they attribute their sources. For interview data, this means carefully
considering how to best credit informants while also safeguarding their
anonymity when necessary, all within the established CMOS framework.

The emphasis on clear and precise language in CMOS is also crucial for
political science. When quoting or paraphrasing interviewees, researchers
must ensure that the original meaning and nuance are preserved. This requires
a meticulous approach to transcription and interpretation, supported by
proper citation practices that allow readers to trace the source of
information. The goal is to build trust with the reader by demonstrating a
thorough and transparent engagement with the data.

Adaptability of CMOS to Qualitative Data

While CMOS originated with a focus on traditional textual sources, it has
evolved to accommodate the growing use of diverse research methodologies,
including qualitative interviews. The manual provides guidance on how to cite
various types of unpublished materials, which often includes interview
transcripts. Political scientists can leverage these guidelines to
effectively present their interview data, ensuring it is treated with the
same rigor as published sources. This adaptability is a significant advantage
for a field that frequently ventures into primary data collection through
direct engagement with subjects.

The challenge often lies in interpreting and applying the general principles
to the specific context of interview data. CMOS does not offer a single
prescriptive format for every conceivable type of interview transcript, but
rather provides the underlying logic for systematic and transparent
attribution and presentation. Researchers are empowered to adapt these
principles thoughtfully, ensuring their interview material is presented in a
manner that is both compliant with CMOS and appropriate for the specific



demands of their political science inquiry.

The Role of Interviews in Political Science
Research

Interviews are a cornerstone of qualitative research in political science,
offering unparalleled depth and context that quantitative methods might miss.
They allow scholars to explore the motivations, experiences, and perceptions
of political actors, citizens, policymakers, and activists. Through direct
conversation, researchers can uncover nuances in opinion, understand
decision-making processes, and gain insights into the lived realities of
political phenomena. The richness of interview data is invaluable for
developing theories, testing hypotheses, and providing a human dimension to
abstract political concepts.

The utility of interviews extends across various subfields of political
science, from comparative politics and international relations to American
politics and political theory. For instance, scholars studying elite
decision-making might interview government officials, while those examining
social movements might engage with grassroots organizers and participants.
The common thread is the reliance on individual voices to illuminate broader
political trends and structures. Properly integrating these voices into
research, with adherence to academic standards like CMOS, is therefore
essential.

Types of Interviews in Political Science

Political science research employs a spectrum of interview types, each
serving distinct analytical purposes. Structured interviews, with pre-
determined questions, allow for greater comparability across respondents.
Semi-structured interviews offer a blend of control and flexibility, enabling
exploration of emergent themes. Unstructured interviews, often more
conversational, are ideal for in-depth exploration of complex topics where
the researcher seeks to understand the interviewee's perspective without
imposing a predefined framework.

The choice of interview method directly influences how the data is collected,
transcribed, and presented. Regardless of the type, the ethical implications
of recording and using personal testimonies remain paramount. Political
scientists must be mindful of how their interview practices and subsequent
reporting align with established ethical guidelines and academic reporting
standards, such as those implicitly supported by CMOS through its emphasis on
accuracy and attribution.



Benefits of Using Interview Data

The primary benefit of using interview data in political science is the
unparalleled depth of understanding it provides. Interviews offer a window
into the subjective experiences and interpretations of individuals, allowing
researchers to move beyond surface-level observations. This qualitative
richness can reveal the "why" behind political actions and attitudes,
providing crucial context for theoretical development and empirical analysis.
Furthermore, interview data can uncover unexpected insights and challenge
existing assumptions, leading to more nuanced and robust research findings.

By engaging directly with individuals, political scientists can also build
rapport and trust, leading to more candid and informative responses. This
direct engagement humanizes political processes and demonstrates the impact
of policies and political events on individual lives. The ability to ask
follow-up questions and probe for clarification ensures that the collected
data is as precise and relevant as possible, contributing to the overall
rigor of the research. These benefits, however, must be balanced with
meticulous attention to presentation and citation, areas where CMOS provides
indispensable guidance.

Formatting Interview Transcripts and Data
According to CMOS

Properly formatting interview transcripts and related data is crucial for
maintaining the scholarly integrity of political science research. The
Chicago Manual of Style offers guidelines that, while not always explicitly
tailored to interview transcripts, provide a strong foundation for organizing
and presenting this type of qualitative data. The overarching principle is to
ensure that the material is clear, accessible, and accurately attributed to
its source, allowing readers to evaluate the evidence presented.

When dealing with interview transcripts, researchers often need to decide
whether to include full transcripts as appendices, excerpt key quotes within
the main text, or provide summarized accounts. CMOS principles of clarity,
consistency, and proper citation inform these decisions. The goal is to
present the interview material in a way that supports the research argument
without overwhelming the reader or compromising the confidentiality of
participants.

Presenting Interview Excerpts in the Main Text

Integrating direct quotes from interviews into the main body of a political
science paper requires careful attention to both content and formatting. CMOS



offers guidance on the use of quotation marks for shorter passages and block
quotes for longer selections. When using interview excerpts, it is essential
to introduce the quote clearly, providing context about who is speaking and
what the quote signifies in relation to the research argument. Following the
quote, a citation should be provided according to CMOS standards, identifying
the interviewee and the source (e.g., interview date, identifier).

It is also important to ensure that the selected excerpts are representative
and do not distort the interviewee's overall message. The length and
frequency of direct quotations should be balanced with the researcher's own
analysis and interpretation. Over-reliance on direct quotes can make the
paper appear as a collection of statements rather than a cohesive scholarly
argument. CMOS’s emphasis on clear prose and logical argumentation guides the
effective integration of these elements.

Formatting Interview Transcripts as Appendices

For political science research that relies heavily on interview data,
including full or partial interview transcripts as appendices can be highly
beneficial. Appendices allow readers to examine the raw data, assess the
researcher’s interpretations, and conduct their own analyses. CMOS suggests
that appendices be clearly labeled (e.g., Appendix A, Appendix B) and that
each appendix begin with a title or brief description. For interview
transcripts, this might include a title such as "Interview Transcripts with
Participants" or "Selected Interview Data."

Within the appendix, each transcript should be clearly delineated, perhaps by
interviewee identifier and date of interview. Formatting conventions should
be consistent throughout the appendix. This might include using a clear font,
adequate line spacing, and consistent labeling of speakers if multiple
individuals are involved in a single interview. Ensuring that the appendix is
referenced in the main text is also crucial, guiding readers to this
supplementary material.

Anonymization and Pseudonymization Guidelines

When interviewees are granted anonymity or pseudonymity, this must be handled
with utmost care and consistency, aligning with ethical research practices
and CMOS’s demand for transparency. If pseudonyms are used, they should be
introduced clearly, perhaps in a footnote or introductory note to the
appendix, explaining their purpose. For example, "All names of participants
have been changed to pseudonyms to protect their privacy." CMOS’s principles
of accurate representation support the use of pseudonyms as a method of
safeguarding identity while still allowing for the attribution of statements.



The use of identifiers for anonymized participants should be consistent
throughout the research. Instead of real names, identifiers such as
"Participant A," "Respondent 1," or specific roles like "District Manager"
might be used. It is vital that these identifiers are clearly defined at the
outset of the research presentation, typically in an introductory section or
a dedicated note. This ensures that readers can follow the attribution of
quotes and data without confusion, upholding the ethical commitment to
confidentiality.

Citing Interviews in Political Science Papers

Accurate and consistent citation of interviews is fundamental in political
science research to acknowledge the contributions of interviewees, allow for
verification by readers, and avoid plagiarism. The Chicago Manual of Style
provides flexible guidelines that can be adapted to various interview formats
and publication contexts. Whether using the notes-bibliography system or the
author-date system, the core objective is to provide enough information for
readers to locate or understand the source of the information derived from
the interview.

Political scientists often grapple with how to cite interviews, particularly
when they are unpublished and may not have formal publication details. CMOS
addresses this by offering guidance on citing unpublished materials, which
interview transcripts generally fall under. The key is to provide sufficient
descriptive information so that the source is clearly identified and
contextually understood within the research.

Citing in the Notes-Bibliography System

In the notes-bibliography system, interviews are typically cited in footnotes
or endnotes and then listed in the bibliography. For a footnote or endnote,
the citation usually includes the interviewee's name, the title of the
interview (if applicable), the date of the interview, and the location where
the interview took place or the repository where the transcript is held (if
applicable). For example, a note might read: "Interview with Jane Doe, May
15, 2023, Washington D.C." If the interview is archived, additional
information about the archive would be included.

In the bibliography, interviews are listed alphabetically by the
interviewee's last name. The format would be similar to the note, but
typically more condensed. For instance, "Doe, Jane. Interview by
[Interviewer's Name]. May 15, 2023." If pseudonyms are used, the bibliography
would list the pseudonyms. The aim is to provide a clear and concise
reference that allows readers to identify the source of the interview
material.



Citing in the Author-Date System

When employing the author-date system, interviews are cited parenthetically
within the text and then listed in the reference list at the end of the
paper. The in-text citation typically includes the interviewee's last name
and the year of the interview. For example, "(Doe 2023)." If multiple
interviews with the same person occurred in the same year, distinguishing
information such as a date or an identifier might be added: "(Doe, May 15,
2023)" or "(Doe, Interview A)."

The reference list would then provide more detailed information about each
interview. Similar to the bibliography in the notes-bibliography system, the
entry would include the interviewee's name (or pseudonym), the type of source
("interview"), and the date. For example, "Doe, Jane. Interview. May 15,
2023." For unpublished interviews that are part of a research project, the
reference list entry might include information about where the data is held
or accessible, if applicable, while respecting any confidentiality
agreements.

Special Cases: Archival Interviews and Published
Transcripts

Citing interviews that are held in archives or have been published as part of
a collection requires slightly different approaches. For archival interviews,
the citation should include details about the archive and the collection. For
example, "Interview with John Smith, conducted by [Interviewer's Name],
October 20, 1998, John Smith Papers, Box 5, Folder 12, University Archives."
The bibliography entry would reflect this archival information.

If an interview has been published, such as in a collection of oral histories
or a transcribed interview published as a book or article, it should be cited
as a published work. This would involve providing the author(s) of the
published work, the title, publication details (publisher, year, page
numbers), and any relevant archival information if it was originally an
archival source. Adhering to CMOS for published sources ensures consistency
and allows readers to access the published material.

Ethical Considerations in Presenting Interview
Data

The ethical presentation of interview data in political science research is
as important as adhering to stylistic guidelines. Scholars have a
responsibility to protect the privacy and safety of their interviewees,



ensure informed consent, and accurately represent the information provided.
CMOS, while primarily a style guide, implicitly supports ethical research
through its emphasis on accuracy, transparency, and proper attribution, which
are foundational to ethical scholarly practice.

When conducting interviews, researchers must be acutely aware of the power
dynamics involved and the potential impact of their research on participants.
Ethical considerations are not an afterthought but an integral part of the
research design and execution process, guiding every step from participant
recruitment to the final dissemination of findings. This is particularly true
when dealing with sensitive political topics or vulnerable populations.

Informed Consent and Confidentiality

Obtaining informed consent is a non-negotiable ethical prerequisite before
conducting any interview. This involves clearly explaining the purpose of the
research, how the data will be used, the participant's right to refuse to
answer any question or withdraw from the study at any time, and how their
anonymity or confidentiality will be protected. CMOS’s principles of accurate
representation underscore the importance of upholding these agreements, as
misrepresenting how data will be used or protected would be a violation of
research integrity.

Confidentiality and anonymity are often paramount concerns for interviewees,
especially when discussing political matters that could have repercussions.
Researchers must clearly outline their plan for anonymization (e.g., using
pseudonyms) or confidentiality (e.g., storing data securely and only
reporting aggregated findings). Adherence to these promises is critical for
maintaining trust with participants and the broader research community. Any
breach of confidentiality can have severe consequences for individuals and
damage the reputation of the researcher and their institution.

Accuracy and Truthfulness in Representation

Scholars have an ethical obligation to present interview data accurately and
truthfully. This means ensuring that transcriptions are faithful to the
original spoken words, that quotations are not taken out of context in a way
that distorts meaning, and that the researcher’s interpretations are
supported by the evidence. CMOS’s emphasis on clear and precise language
supports this ethical imperative by guiding researchers to present
information faithfully and avoid ambiguity that could lead to
misinterpretation.

When analyzing interview data, it is crucial to avoid cherry-picking quotes
that solely support a preconceived argument while ignoring contradictory



evidence. The researcher’s narrative should reflect the complexity and
nuances of the interviewee’s responses. If an interviewee expresses
uncertainty or ambiguity, this should be conveyed in the representation of
their statements, rather than presenting it as a definitive stance.
Truthfulness in representation builds credibility and ensures that the
research contributes meaningfully to the field.

Protecting Vulnerable Populations and Sensitive
Topics

Political science research may involve interviewing individuals from
vulnerable populations or discussing highly sensitive political topics.
Ethical considerations are amplified in such cases. Researchers must take
extra precautions to ensure the safety and well-being of participants. This
might involve modifying interview methods, providing resources for emotional
support, or taking additional steps to guarantee anonymity and prevent
potential harm.

When dealing with sensitive topics, such as political persecution,
corruption, or human rights abuses, researchers must be extremely cautious
about the questions they ask and how they present the information. They
should be aware of the potential risks to participants if their identities
are revealed, even inadvertently. CMOS’s requirement for clear and accurate
citation, when adapted for anonymized data, supports the researcher’s ability
to present compelling information while still fulfilling their ethical duty
to protect those who have shared their stories.

Best Practices for Integrating Interview
Material

Successfully integrating interview material into political science research
goes beyond mere citation and formatting; it involves strategically weaving
qualitative insights into the broader analytical framework of the paper. The
goal is to use interview data to enhance arguments, illustrate concepts, and
provide rich empirical support, rather than as standalone anecdotes. CMOS
provides the structural and stylistic scaffolding for this integration,
ensuring it is done in a clear, coherent, and scholarly manner.

Effective integration requires thoughtful planning and execution. Researchers
should consider how interview data complements other evidence, how to best
introduce and explain its significance, and how to maintain a consistent
voice throughout the paper. The principles of good writing and clear
argumentation, championed by CMOS, are essential for this process.



Contextualizing Interview Data

Before presenting an interview excerpt or summarizing interview findings, it
is crucial to provide sufficient context for the reader. This includes
identifying the interviewee (or their pseudonym/identifier), their role or
position relevant to the research topic, and the circumstances under which
the interview was conducted. CMOS's emphasis on clarity and completeness in
citation supports this need for contextualization. For example, instead of
simply presenting a quote, a researcher might introduce it by stating, "When
asked about the impact of the new legislation, a long-time community
organizer noted, '...'."

The context should also explain why this particular interview or excerpt is
relevant to the specific point being made in the paper. How does it support
or complicate the argument? What unique insight does it offer? Providing this
foreground information helps the reader understand the significance of the
interview material and how it contributes to the overall scholarly discourse.
This thoughtful introduction ensures that the interview data serves as
evidence rather than mere illustration.

Using Quotes Effectively

Direct quotes from interviews can be powerful tools for bringing research to
life and conveying the authenticity of participants' voices. However, their
use should be deliberate and judicious. CMOS offers guidance on when to use
short quotations integrated into the text and when to use block quotations
for longer passages. The decision should be based on whether the exact
wording offers unique insight, a compelling expression, or a particularly
nuanced perspective that cannot be effectively paraphrased.

When selecting quotes, political scientists should aim for those that are
concise, impactful, and directly relevant to the argument at hand. Long,
rambling quotes can disrupt the flow of the paper and may not add significant
value. It is also important to ensure that the quote is not taken out of
context. The surrounding text in the paper should clearly connect the quote
to the argument being made, explaining its significance and how it supports
the researcher's claims.

Synthesizing Interview Findings

Often, the most effective way to present interview data is not through
extensive direct quotations, but by synthesizing the findings across multiple
interviews or across different parts of a single interview. This involves
identifying common themes, patterns, divergences, and significant insights
that emerge from the conversations. CMOS’s principles of clear organization



and logical flow support the presentation of synthesized findings through
well-structured paragraphs and thematic discussions.

When synthesizing, researchers should still attribute the ideas to their
sources, even if not quoting directly. This might involve phrases like,
"Several participants expressed concern about..." or "According to one
respondent, the primary challenge was..." This approach allows for a more
cohesive analysis that draws on the collective wisdom of the interviewees
while maintaining a clear authorial voice. Synthesizing helps to build a
robust argument supported by a broad range of perspectives.

Common Challenges and Solutions for CMOS and
Interviews

Navigating the application of the Chicago Manual of Style to interview data
in political science research can present unique challenges. Researchers may
encounter ambiguities in applying general CMOS rules to specific interview
scenarios, particularly concerning citation, formatting, and the ethical
handling of data. However, by understanding the underlying principles of CMOS
and applying them thoughtfully, these challenges can be effectively
addressed.

The dynamic nature of qualitative data, especially when dealing with spoken
language and the need for participant protection, requires a flexible yet
principled approach to style and citation. Being aware of common pitfalls can
help political scientists produce polished and compliant research. The
following sections outline some of these common challenges and offer
practical solutions.

Ambiguity in Citation of Unpublished Material

One common challenge is the ambiguity surrounding the citation of unpublished
interviews. CMOS provides extensive guidelines for published works, but
unpublished materials, including personal correspondence and interviews,
require a slightly different approach. Researchers may be unsure about the
level of detail required or how to handle interviews conducted as part of
ongoing research projects that are not yet archived.

The solution lies in adhering to CMOS's principles for citing unpublished
materials. This generally involves providing enough descriptive information
so that the source is identifiable. For an interview, this typically means
including the interviewee's name (or identifier), the date of the interview,
and if applicable, the interviewer's name, and the location where the
interview was conducted or where the transcript is held. If the interview is



part of a larger dataset that is accessible or will be archived, this
information should be clearly stated, respecting any confidentiality
agreements.

Consistency in Formatting and Pseudonymization

Maintaining consistency in formatting and the application of pseudonyms
across a lengthy research project or a manuscript with numerous interviews
can be challenging. Inconsistencies can confuse readers and detract from the
professionalism of the work. CMOS emphasizes consistency in style and
presentation throughout a document. Therefore, establishing clear rules at
the outset is crucial.

To ensure consistency, researchers should develop a style sheet or a detailed
protocol for their interview data. This protocol should outline how
interviewees will be identified (e.g., consistent pseudonym conventions), how
dates will be formatted, and how quotes will be presented. For example, if
using pseudonyms, the protocol might dictate that each interviewee receives a
unique, gender-neutral pseudonym (e.g., "Participant 1," "Respondent Alpha").
This protocol should be applied rigorously to all interview data presented in
the paper and its appendices, aligning with CMOS's demand for uniformity and
order.

Balancing Detail with Readability

Another challenge is balancing the need for detailed information about
interviews with the readability of the main text. Including too much
information about each interview in the main body can interrupt the flow of
the argument. Conversely, providing too little information can leave readers
questioning the source and context of the data.

The solution involves strategic use of different presentation methods. Key
excerpts or summarized findings can be integrated into the main text,
supported by concise citations as per CMOS. Full transcripts or detailed
interview metadata can be relegated to appendices. This allows the main
narrative to remain focused and engaging while providing readers with access
to the underlying data if they wish to delve deeper. The structure of the
paper, guided by CMOS principles, facilitates this balance, ensuring that the
reader's journey through the research is both informative and smooth.

Advanced CMOS Application for Interview-Based



Research

For political science scholars whose research heavily relies on interview
data, a more advanced understanding and application of CMOS can elevate the
quality and impact of their work. This involves not only mastering the basic
citation and formatting rules but also employing CMOS principles to
articulate complex methodological justifications, handle nuanced ethical
dilemmas, and present sophisticated qualitative findings with clarity and
authority.

Moving beyond the fundamentals means recognizing how CMOS can be a tool for
methodological rigor and scholarly communication. It allows researchers to
present their interview-based work in a manner that is both compliant with
established academic standards and maximally effective in conveying their
research contributions. This advanced application is particularly relevant
for dissertations, book manuscripts, and articles intended for highly
competitive peer-reviewed journals.

Methodological Appendices and Explanations

In advanced political science research, particularly for dissertations or
book projects, a detailed methodological appendix or section can be
invaluable. This is where researchers can elaborate on their interview
protocols, sampling strategies, and data analysis techniques. CMOS, while not
dictating the specific content of such sections, supports their clear and
organized presentation. A well-structured appendix, perhaps using subheadings
and bullet points as suggested by CMOS, can effectively detail the nuances of
the interview process.

This section is crucial for justifying the methodological choices made,
including the decision to use interviews, the types of interviews conducted,
and the criteria for selecting participants. It provides transparency and
allows reviewers to assess the validity and reliability of the research. The
clear, logical organization encouraged by CMOS ensures that this important
methodological information is readily accessible and understandable to the
reader.

Integrating Interview Data with Theoretical
Frameworks

A hallmark of strong political science research is the ability to integrate
empirical findings, such as those from interviews, with theoretical
frameworks. Advanced CMOS application involves ensuring that the presentation
of interview data supports and illuminates theoretical discussions. This



means that quotations or synthesized findings should not stand alone but
should be explicitly linked to the theoretical concepts being explored.

CMOS's emphasis on clear transitions, logical argumentation, and precise
language aids in this integration. Researchers can use interview data to
exemplify theoretical points, challenge existing theories, or develop new
theoretical insights. The careful contextualization and analysis of interview
material, as guided by CMOS principles, ensure that the empirical evidence
meaningfully contributes to the theoretical development of the field.

Preparing Interview Data for Archiving and
Replication

For researchers committed to open science and the replicability of their
findings, preparing interview data for archiving is an increasingly important
consideration. While CMOS doesn't directly address data archiving protocols,
its emphasis on meticulous record-keeping and clear documentation indirectly
supports this practice. When preparing data for archival, researchers must
ensure that all necessary contextual information, consent forms, and
anonymization procedures are clearly documented, following the principles of
good scholarly practice.

This involves creating metadata that accurately describes the interview data,
including interview dates, durations, participant demographics (if
permissible), and any relevant contextual information. The clear organization
and labeling encouraged by CMOS principles are essential for creating a well-
documented archive that can be understood and utilized by other scholars,
thereby contributing to the cumulative advancement of political science
knowledge.

In conclusion, the Chicago Manual of Style provides an indispensable
framework for political scientists engaged in interview-based research. By
meticulously adhering to its guidelines for formatting, citation, and
presentation, scholars can ensure the clarity, credibility, and ethical
integrity of their work. The thoughtful application of CMOS principles not
only enhances the scholarly rigor of political science research but also
respects the invaluable contributions of interview participants. As the field
continues to embrace diverse methodologies, the adaptability and
comprehensiveness of CMOS remain critical for producing impactful and
trustworthy scholarship.

Q: How do I cite an interview conducted via Zoom
using the Chicago Manual of Style?
A: When citing a Zoom interview using the Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS),
treat it similarly to an in-person interview. In the notes-bibliography



system, your note would typically include the interviewee's name, the phrase
"interview by [Interviewer's Name]," the date of the interview, and specify
the medium, such as "via Zoom." For example: "Interview with Jane Doe,
conducted by John Smith, May 15, 2023, via Zoom." In the bibliography, it
would be listed similarly, e.g., "Doe, Jane. Interview by John Smith. May 15,
2023. Via Zoom." If the interview was recorded, you might also mention the
recording's availability or format.

Q: What is the best way to handle anonymized
interview data when citing according to CMOS?
A: When anonymizing interview data for citation according to CMOS,
consistency is key. Decide on a clear system of pseudonyms or identifiers
(e.g., "Participant A," "Respondent 1") at the outset of your research. State
this system clearly in an introductory note, a footnote, or within your
methodology section. Ensure that these pseudonyms or identifiers are used
consistently throughout your text, notes, and any appendices or
bibliographical entries. For example, a note might read: "All participant
names have been replaced with pseudonyms to protect their privacy."

Q: Should I include full interview transcripts in an
appendix when following CMOS for political science
papers?
A: Including full interview transcripts in an appendix is a common practice
in political science research, especially for dissertations or books. CMOS
supports the use of appendices for supplementary material. Clearly label your
appendix (e.g., "Appendix A: Interview Transcripts") and ensure it is
referenced in the main body of your text. Within the appendix, each
transcript should be clearly identified by interviewee pseudonym/identifier
and date. This allows readers to examine the primary data while keeping the
main text focused on analysis.

Q: How does CMOS address quoting from interviews
where the speaker uses colloquial language or non-
standard grammar?
A: CMOS emphasizes accuracy and clarity when quoting. If an interviewee uses
colloquial language, dialect, or non-standard grammar, you should generally
reproduce it as spoken to accurately represent their voice and perspective.
However, if a particular utterance is unclear or unintelligible and crucial
to your argument, you may use ellipses (...) to indicate omissions or include
a brief clarification in brackets [ ]. If a word is misspelled or
grammatically incorrect but its meaning is clear, it's often best to
reproduce it as is to maintain authenticity.



Q: When citing an interview that was part of a
research project and not formally published, what
information is essential according to CMOS?
A: For unpublished interviews conducted as part of a research project, CMOS
requires sufficient detail to identify the source. Essential information
includes the interviewee's name (or pseudonym/identifier), the interviewer's
name, the date of the interview, and the location where it took place or the
method used (e.g., in person, via phone, via Zoom). If the interview
materials (e.g., transcripts, recordings) are archived, include information
about the archive and the specific collection or file. If they are part of
your private research data, indicate that clearly.

Q: How should I format block quotes from interviews
in my political science paper using CMOS?
A: According to CMOS, block quotes (typically 5 or more lines of prose)
should be formatted by indenting the entire quote from the left margin,
usually by half an inch. Do not use quotation marks around a block quote; the
indentation itself signifies that it is a direct quotation. Place the
citation immediately after the block quote, often in parentheses if using the
author-date system, or as a footnote/endnote number if using the notes-
bibliography system, following the closing punctuation of the quote.

Q: What are the ethical implications of using
interview data in political science research, and
how does CMOS indirectly address them?
A: Ethical implications include ensuring informed consent, protecting
interviewee confidentiality and anonymity, and accurately representing the
data. CMOS indirectly addresses these by demanding accuracy, transparency,
and proper attribution. By adhering to CMOS's emphasis on clear citation and
precise representation, researchers are better positioned to uphold their
ethical obligations. For instance, consistent anonymization and clear
attribution practices, facilitated by CMOS, are crucial for protecting
participants' identities and their trust in the research process.

Q: Is there a difference in how to cite a recorded
interview versus a transcribed-only interview in
political science using CMOS?
A: Yes, there can be a difference. If the interview is recorded, CMOS
guidelines suggest noting the medium. In a note or bibliography entry, you
might indicate "audio recording" or "video recording." For example:
"Interview with Jane Doe, conducted by John Smith, May 15, 2023, audio



recording." If the recording is archival, include archival information. If
you are citing a specific point within the recording, you might also include
a timestamp if it's available and relevant for verification, similar to
citing a specific point in a video or audio file.
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