CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE PREHISTORY

TITLE: NAVIGATING THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE FOR PreHISTORY: A COMPREHENSIVE GUIDE

CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE PREHISTORY SERVES AS AN INDISPENSABLE GUIDE FOR SCHOLARS, RESEARCHERS, AND WRITERS
GRAPPLING WITH THE UNIQUE STYLISTIC AND CITATION DEMANDS OF THIS FASCINATING FIELD. UNDERSTANDING HOW TO
CORRECTLY PRESENT EVIDENCE, STRUCTURE ARGUMENTS, AND CITE SOURCES RELATED TO HUMAN ORIGINS AND EARLY HUMAN
SOCIETIES IS CRUCIAL FOR ACADEMIC CREDIBILITY. THIS ARTICLE DELVES INTO THE SPECIFIC CONSIDERATIONS AND BEST
PRACTICES RECOMMENDED BY THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE (CMOS) WHEN DEALING WITH PREHISTORY , EXPLORING
EVERYTHING FROM TERMINOLOGY AND DATING CONVENTIONS TO REFERENCING ARCHAEOLOGICAL FINDINGS AND ETHNOGRAPHIC
PARALLELS. WE WILL UNPACK THE INTRICACIES OF DOCUMENTING A DISCIPLINE THAT OFTEN RELIES ON INFERENTIAL EVIDENCE AND
COMPLEX CHRONOLOGIES, ENSURING YOUR WORK ADHERES TO THE HIGHEST ACADEMIC STANDARDS.
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UNDERSTANDING THE SCoPE OF PreHISTORY IN CMOS

THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE PROVIDES A ROBUST FRAMEWORK FOR SCHOLARLY WRITING ACROSS NUMEROUS DISCIPLINES,
AND WHILE IT DOESN'T HAVE A DEDICATED CHAPTER SOLELY FOR PREHISTORY, ITS PRINCIPLES ARE BROADLY APPLICABLE.
PREHISTORY/ AS A FIELD OF STUDY, ENCOMPASSES THE VAST SPAN OF HUMAN EXISTENCE BEFORE THE ADVENT OF WRITTEN
RECORDS. THIS INHERENTLY MEANS THAT THE EVIDENCE BASE IS OFTEN FRAGMENTED, REQUIRING CAREFUL INTERPRETATION AND
PRESENTATION. CMOS OFFERS GUIDANCE ON HOW TO LOGICALLY ORGANIZE COMPLEX INFORMATION, MAINTAIN CLARITY IN
PROSE, AND METICULOUSLY DOCUMENT ALL FORMS OF EVIDENCE, WHETHER THEY BE ARTIFACTUAL, FOSSIL, OR COMPARATIVE.
W/RITERS MUST UNDERSTAND THAT THEIR INTERPRETATIONS, WHILE INFORMED BY SCIENTIFIC METHODOLOGY, ARE OFTEN
RECONSTRUCTIONS AND SHOULD BE PRESENTED WITH APPROPRIATE NUANCE.

WHEN APPLYING CMOS TO PREHISTORY, IT'S IMPORTANT TO RECOGNIZE THE INTERDISCIPLINARY NATURE OF THE FIELD. |T
DRAWS HEAVILY FROM ARCHAEOLOGY, PALEOANTHROPOLOGY, GENETICS, GEOLOGY, AND CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY.
THEREFORE, THE STYLE GUIDE'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR REFERENCING DIVERSE SOURCE TYPES, INCLUDING SCIENTIFIC JOURNALS,
MUSEUM REPORTS, EXCAVATION RECORDS, AND THEORETICAL WORKS, ARE PARTICULARLY RELEVANT. THE EMPHASIS ON
PRECISION IN LANGUAGE AND CLARITY IN ARGUMENT IS PARAMOUNT WHEN DISCUSSING TOPICS SUCH AS TOOL TECHNOLOGY,
EARLY HOMININ BEHAVIOR, MIGRATION PATTERNS, AND THE ORIGINS OF SYMBOLIC THOUGHT, ALL OF WHICH ARE CENTRAL TO
PREHISTORY.

Key STYLISTIC CONSIDERATIONS FOR PREHISTORY

SEVERAL STYLISTIC ELEMENTS REQUIRE PARTICULAR ATTENTION WHEN WRITING ABOUT PREHISTORY WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF
THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE. THESE INCLUDE THE CONSISTENT USE OF TERMINOLOGY, THE APPROPRIATE HANDLING OF
SCIENTIFIC NAMES, AND THE CLEAR DELINEATION OF SPECULATIVE VERSUS CONFIRMED FINDINGS.

TERMINOLOGY AND JARGON

PREHISTORY UTILIZES A SPECIALIZED VOCABULARY , OFTEN DERIVED FROM ARCHAEOLOGY, ANTHROPOLOGY, AND BIOLOGY.
CMOS ADVOCATES FOR CLARITY AND CONSISTENCY. W/HEN INTRODUCING SPECIALIZED TERMS, ESPECIALLY THOSE THAT MIGHT
BE UNFAMILIAR TO A BROADER ACADEMIC AUDIENCE, WRITERS SHOULD CONSIDER PROVIDING BRIEF DEFINITIONS OR CONTEXTUAL
EXPLANATIONS. FOR INSTANCE, TERMS LIKE “LITHIC REDUCTION,” “STRATIGRAPHY,” “ ASSEMBLAGE,” OR “RADIOCARBON
DATING” SHOULD BE USED WITH PRECISION AND THEIR MEANING EVIDENT FROM THE CONTEXT OR EXPLICITLY STATED. AVOID
OVERLY TECHNICAL JARGON WHERE SIMPLER LANGUAGE SUFFICES, BUT DO NOT SHY AWAY FROM ACCURATE SCIENTIFIC



TERMINOLOGY WHEN IT IS NECESSARY FOR PRECISION.

ScienTIFic NAMES AND CLASSIFICATIONS

\W/HEN REFERRING TO EXTINCT HOMININ SPECIES OR OTHER PREHISTORIC FAUNA AND FLORA, ADHERING TO SCIENTIFIC NAMING
CONVENTIONS IS CRUCIAL. CMOS FOLLOWS STANDARD BIOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE, MEANING GENUS NAMES ARE CAPITALIZED
AND SPECIES NAMES ARE LOWERCASE, WITH BOTH ITALICIZED (E.G., Homo ERECTUS, AUSTRALOPITHECUS AFARENSIS).
CONSISTENCY IN THIS PRACTICE THROUGHOUT THE TEXT IS ESSENTIAL. THIS ENSURES THAT THE SCIENTIFIC LINEAGE AND
CLASSIFICATION ARE ACCURATELY REPRESENTED, WHICH IS FUNDAMENTAL IN PALEOANTHROPOLOGICAL DISCUSSIONS.

DELINEATING SPECULATION AND EVIDENCE

A SIGNIFICANT CHALLENGE IN WRITING ABOUT PREHISTORY IS THE RELIANCE ON INFERENTIAL REASONING. CMOS ENCOURAGES
WRITERS TO BE PRECISE ABOUT THE NATURE OF THEIR CLAIMS. DISTINGUISHING BETWEEN DIRECT EVIDENCE (E.G., AN EXCAVATED
ARTIFACT) AND INTERPRETATIONS OR HYPOTHESES (E.G., THE FUNCTION OF A TOOL, THE SOCIAL STRUCTURE OF A GROUP) IS
VITAL. USING PHRASES THAT INDICATE THE LEVEL OF CERTAINTY—SUCH AS “EVIDENCE SUGGESTS,” “IT IS HYPOTHESIZED
THAT,” OR “MAY INDICATE”—HELPS MAINTAIN ACADEMIC INTEGRITY AND AVOIDS PRESENTING SPECULATION AS FACT. THIS

CAREFUL CALIBRATION OF LANGUAGE IS A CORNERSTONE OF RESPONSIBLE SCHOLARLY WRITING IN PREHISTORY.

CITATION PRACTICES FOR PREHISTORIC EVIDENCE

PROPERLY CITING THE DIVERSE FORMS OF EVIDENCE USED IN PREHISTORY IS A COMPLEX BUT CRITICAL ASPECT OF ADHERING TO
THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE. WHETHER YOU ARE REFERENCING PUBLISHED ARCHAEOLOGICAL REPORTS, EXCAVATION DATA,
GENETIC STUDIES, OR EVEN MUSEUM COLLECTIONS, ACCURATE DOCUMENTATION IS KEY TO PROVIDING TRANSPARENCY AND
ALLOWING READERS TO VERIFY YOUR CLAIMS.

REFERENCING PUBLISHED LITERATURE

THE MOST COMMON FORM OF CITATION IN PREHISTORY INVOLVES PUBLISHED ACADEMIC WORKS. CMOS OFFERS TWO MAIN
SYSTEMS: THE NOTES-BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM AND THE AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM. FOR MOST HISTORICAL AND HUMANISTIC
DISCIPLINES, INCLUDING PREHISTORY, THE NOTES-BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM IS OFTEN PREFERRED DUE TO ITS ABILITY TO
ACCOMMODATE EXTENSIVE EXPLANATORY NOTES AND DETAILED SOURCE INFORMATION. W/HEN CITING JOURNAL ARTICLES,
BOOKS, AND BOOK CHAPTERS, FOLLOW THE SPECIFIC FORMATTING GUIDELINES FOR EACH SOURCE TYPE, PAYING CLOSE
ATTENTION TO DETAILS LIKE ARTICLE TITLES, JOURNAL NAMES, VOLUME AND ISSUE NUMBERS, PAGE RANGES, AND PUBLICATION
DATES.

CiTinGg UnpuBLISHED DATA AND FIELD NOTES

PREHISTORIC RESEARCH OFTEN RELIES HEAVILY ON UNPUBLISHED DATA FROM EXCAVATIONS, FIELDWORK, AND LABORATORY
ANALYSES. CMOS PROVIDES GUIDANCE ON CITING ARCHIVAL MATERIALS AND UNPUBLISHED DOCUMENTS. THIS MIGHT INCLUDE
REFERENCING EXCAVATION REPORTS, FIELD NOTEBOOKS, RAW DATA SETS, OR CORRESPONDENCE. IT IS IMPORTANT TO PROVIDE
AS MUCH IDENTIFYING INFORMATION AS POSSIBLE, INCLUDING THE AUTHOR(S) OF THE MATERIAL, THE DATE OF CREATION, AND
ITS ARCHIVAL LOCATION OR REPOSITORY. IF THE DATA IS NOT PUBLICLY ACCESSIBLE, IT IS ALSO GOOD PRACTICE TO NOTE
THIS.

ACKkNOWLEDGING MUSEUM COLLECTIONS AND ARTIFACTS

MUSEUMS ARE REPOSITORIES FOR INVALUABLE PREHISTORIC ARTIFACTS. \WHEN REFERENCING SPECIFIC ARTIFACTS, CMOS
GUIDELINES FOR CITING OBJECTS IN A COLLECTION SHOULD BE FOLLOWED. THIS TYPICALLY INCLUDES THE NAME OF THE
INSTITUTION, THE COLLECTION NAME OR ACCESSION NUMBER, A DESCRIPTION OF THE OBJECT, AND ITS PROVENANCE (IF KNO\X/N).
For EXAMPLE, A CITATION MIGHT REFER TO A SPECIFIC STONE TOOL FROM A PARTICULAR ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE HOUSED AT A
NATIONAL MUSEUM, INCLUDING ITS UNIQUE CATALOG NUMBER.



HANDLING DATES AND CHRONOLOGIES

CHRONOLOGY IS FUNDAMENTAL TO UNDERSTANDING PREHISTORIC SEQUENCES, AND THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE PROVIDES
GUIDANCE ON HOW TO REPRESENT DATES AND TIME PERIODS CLEARLY AND ACCURATELY, ESPECIALLY WHEN DEALING WITH THE
VAST SCALES OF PREHISTORY.

DATING MeETHODS AND CONVENTIONS

PREHISTORIC CHRONOLOGIES ARE ESTABLISHED USING VARIOUS SCIENTIFIC DATING METHODS, SUCH AS RADIOCARBON DATING,
THERMOLUMINESCENCE, POTASSIUM-ARGON DATING, AND STRATIGRAPHIC ANALYSIS. W/HEN REFERENCING DATES DERIVED FROM
THESE METHODS, IT IS IMPORTANT TO BE PRECISE ABOUT THE METHOD USED AND ANY ASSOCIATED ERROR MARGINS. FOR
INSTANCE, A RADIOCARBON DATE IS TYPICALLY PRESENTED AS A RANGE, OFTEN WITH A STANDARD DEVIATION. CMOS
ENCOURAGES CLARITY IN SPECIFYING WHETHER DATES ARE CALIBRATED OR UNCALIBRATED, AND WHETHER THEY ARE EXPRESSED
AS Berore Present (BP), Berore CHrIST (BC), or ANNo DoMini (AD). THE CONVENTION OF USING BP FOR SCIENTIFIC DATES
PRIOR TO 1950 IS WIDELY ACCEPTED AND SHOULD BE USED CONSISTENTLY.

V AST TIME SCALES AND EPOCHS

PREHISTORY SPANS MILLIONS OF YEARS, ENCOMPASSING MAJOR GEOLOGICAL AND BIOLOGICAL EPOCHS SUCH AS THE
PLEISTOCENE AND THE HOLOCENE. \W/HEN DISCUSSING THESE VAST TIME SCALES, IT IS IMPORTANT TO PROVIDE CONTEXT.
CMOS EMPHASIZES CLARITY, SO INTRODUCING GEOLOGICAL PERIODS OR ARCHAEOLOGICAL STAGES (E.G., PALEOLITHIC,
MEeSOLITHIC, NEOLITHIC) WITH BRIEF EXPLANATIONS OR CHRONOLOGICAL MARKERS IS BENEFICIAL. USING CONVENTIONAL
TERMINOLOGY FOR THESE PERIODS, SUCH AS “LOWER PALEOLITHIC” OR “LLATE NEOLITHIC,” AND CONSISTENTLY APPLYING THEM
IS CRUCIAL FOR READER COMPREHENSION. THE GUIDE ALSO STRESSES THE IMPORTANCE OF CLEARLY DEFINING ANY REGIONAL OR
PERIOD-SPECIFIC CHRONOLOGIES THAT DEVIATE FROM GENERAL CONVENTIONS.

REFERENCING ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND ANTHROPOLOGICAL SOURCES

THE INTERDISCIPLINARY NATURE OF PREHISTORY MEANS THAT RESEARCHERS DRAW FROM A WIDE ARRAY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL
AND ANTHROPOLOGICAL SOURCES. THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE OFFERS GUIDELINES FOR CITING THESE VARIED MATERIALS,
ENSURING ACADEMIC RIGOR.

ExcAVATION REPORTS AND SITE DATA

PUBLISHED EXCAVATION REPORTS ARE PRIMARY SOURCES FOR MUCH OF OUR UNDERSTANDING OF PREHISTORIC SITES. THESE
REPORTS OFTEN CONTAIN DETAILED DESCRIPTIONS OF STRATIGRAPHY, ARTIFACT ASSEMBLAGES, AND PALEOENVIRONMENTAL
DATA. WHEN CITING THESE, FOLLOW THE STANDARD BOOK OR JOURNAL ARTICLE CITATION FORMATS, ENSURING ALL
PUBLICATION DETAILS ARE PRESENT. |F REFERENCING SPECIFIC DATA TABLES OR FIGURES WITHIN THESE REPORTS, ENSURE THEY
ARE CLEARLY IDENTIFIED IN YOUR CITATION AND TEXT.

ETHNOGRAPHIC PARALLELS AND ANALOGUES

PREHISTORIANS OFTEN USE ETHNOGRAPHIC PARALLELS—STUDIES OF LIVING OR HISTORICALLY DOCUMENTED SOCIETIES—TO
INFER BEHAVIORS, SOCIAL STRUCTURES, OR TECHNOLOGIES OF PAST PEOPLES. W/HEN CITING ETHNOGRAPHIC STUDIES, TREAT
THEM AS ANY OTHER SCHOLARLY BOOK OR ARTICLE. BE MINDFUL OF THE POTENTIAL FOR ANACHRONISM OR OVERSIMPLIFICATION
WHEN DRAWING THESE PARALLELS. CMOS’s EMPHASIS ON PRECISE LANGUAGE IS PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT HERE, TO AVOID
PROJECTING MODERN CONCEPTS ONTO ANCIENT SOCIETIES WITHOUT SUFFICIENT EVIDENCE.

THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL W ORKS

THE INTERPRETATION OF PREHISTORIC EVIDENCE IS DEEPLY ROOTED IN THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS AND METHODOLOGICAL
APPROACHES. REFERENCING KEY THEORETICAL TEXTS IN ARCHAEOLOGY AND ANTHROPOLOGY IS ESSENTIAL. WHETHER YOU ARE
DISCUSSING PROCESSUAL ARCHAEOLOGY, POST-PROCESSUAL CRITIQUES, OR SPECIFIC ANALYTICAL METHODS FOR LITHICS OR
FAUNAL REMAINS, ENSURE THESE SEMINAL WORKS ARE CITED CORRECTLY ACCORDING TO CMOS GUIDELINES, WHETHER THEY ARE



JOURNAL ARTICLES, BOOKS, OR EDITED VOLUMES.

ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS IN W/RITING ABOUT PREHISTORY

BEYOND STYLISTIC CONVENTIONS, THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE IMPLICITLY SUPPORTS ETHICAL SCHOLARSHIP, A VITAL
COMPONENT WHEN DEALING WITH THE STUDY OF PAST HUMAN SOCIETIES, OFTEN INVOLVING THE REMAINS OF ANCESTORS.

ResSPECTFUL REPRESENTATION OF ANCESTORS

WRITING ABOUT EARLY HUMAN ANCESTORS CARRIES A SIGNIFICANT ETHICAL RESPONSIBILITY. WHILE CMOS DOESN'T DICTATE
CULTURAL PROTOCOLS, IT EMPHASIZES ACCURATE AND RESPECTFUL REPRESENTATION. THIS MEANS AVOIDING SENSATIONALISM
OR SPECULATIVE NARRATIVES THAT MIGHT MISCHARACTERIZE OR TRIVIALIZE THE LIVES OF PAST PEOPLES. W/ HEN DISCUSSING
HUMAN REMAINS OR CULTURAL PRACTICES, AN ATTITUDE OF RESPECT AND SCHOLARLY INTEGRITY IS PARAMOUNT. THIS EXTENDS
TO ACKNOWLEDGING THE DIVERSITY OF INTERPRETATIONS AND THE POTENTIAL FOR MULTIPLE VALID PERSPECTIVES ON
PREHISTORIC EVIDENCE.

ACKNOWLEDGING INDIGENOUS PERSPECTIVES

IN MANY REGIONS, PREHISTORIC SITES AND ARTIFACTS ARE OF PROFOUND CULTURAL AND ANCESTRAL SIGNIFICANCE TO
INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES. ETHICAL SCHOLARSHIP INCREASINGLY REQUIRES ACKNOWLEDGING AND, WHERE APPROPRIATE,
INCORPORATING INDIGENOUS KNOWLEDGE AND PERSPECTIVES. WHILE CMOS PRIMARILY FOCUSES ON STYLISTIC AND CITATION
STANDARDS, RESPONSIBLE WRITING DEMANDS SENSITIVITY TO THESE CULTURAL CONTEXTS. IF DRAWING ON OR REFERENCING
INDIGENOUS TRADITIONS OR ORAL HISTORIES, ENSURE THEY ARE HANDLED WITH RESPECT AND PROPER ATTRIBUTION, EVEN IF
THEY FALL OUTSIDE CONVENTIONAL ACADEMIC CITATION FORMATS.

THE PRACTICE OF PREHISTORY IS A CONTINUOUS PROCESS OF DISCOVERY AND INTERPRETATION. BY DILIGENTLY APPLYING THE
PRINCIPLES OF THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE, WRITERS CAN ENSURE THEIR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THIS FIELD ARE CLEAR,
CREDIBLE, AND ADHERE TO THE HIGHEST STANDARDS OF ACADEMIC DISCOURSE. THE METICULOUS ATTENTION TO DETAIL IN
CITATION, TERMINOLOGY, AND THE CLEAR PRESENTATION OF EVIDENCE ALLOWS FOR ROBUST SCHOLARLY ENGAGEMENT AND THE
ADVANCEMENT OF OUR COLLECTIVE UNDERSTANDING OF THE HUMAN PAST.

FAQ

Q: WHAT IS THE PRIMARY CHALLENGE IN APPLYING THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE
TO PREHISTORY?

A: THE PRIMARY CHALLENGE LIES IN THE NATURE OF THE EVIDENCE. PREHISTORY RELIES HEAVILY ON INDIRECT, INFERENTIAL, AND
OFTEN FRAGMENTED DATA (ARTIFACTS, FOSSILS, ENVIRONMENTAL EECORDS), WHICH REQUIRE CAREFUL INTERPRETATION.
CMOS’s EMPHASIS ON CLARITY AND PRECISE DOCUMENTATION IS CRUCIAL FOR PRESENTING THESE INTERPRETATIONS
RESPONSIBLY, DISTINGUISHING THEM FROM DIRECT EVIDENCE.

Q: Does THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE OFFER SPECIFIC RULES FOR DATING
PREHISTORIC ARTIFACTS?

A: WHILE CMOS DOES NOT PROVIDE SPECIALIZED RULES FOR EVERY DATING METHOD, IT EMPHASIZES CLARITY AND
CONSISTENCY. WRITERS SHOULD CLEARLY STATE THE DATING METHOD USED (E.G., RADIOCARBON, THERMOLUMINESCENCE), ANY
ASSOCIATED ERROR MARGINS (E.G., STANDARD DEVIATIONS), AND THE CONVENTION FOR EXPRESSING DATES (E.G., BP, BC,
CALIBRATED VS. UNCALIBRATED).



Q: HoW SHOULD | CITE UNPUBLISHED FIELD NOTES OR EXCAVATION DATA IN MY
PREHISTORY PAPER ACCORDING TO CMOS?

A: CMOS PROVIDES GUIDELINES FOR CITING ARCHIVAL MATERIALS AND UNPUBLISHED DOCUMENTS. FOR FIELD NOTES OR
EXCAVATION DATA, YOU SHOULD INCLUDE THE AUTHOR(S)/ THE DATE OF CREATION, THE TYPE OF MATERIAL (E.G./ FIELD
NOTEBOOK, RAW DATA FILE), AND ITS LOCATION OR REPOSITORY IF AVAILABLE. CLARITY ABOUT ACCESSIBILITY IS ALSO
IMPORTANT.

Q: WHAT IS THE RECOMMENDED APPROACH FOR HANDLING SPECIALIZED TERMINOLOGY IN
PREHISTORY WHEN USING CMOS?

A: CMOS ADVOCATES FOR CLARITY AND CONSISTENCY. W/HEN USING SPECIALIZED TERMS COMMON IN ARCHAEOLOGY OR
PALEOANTHROPOLOGY (E.G., “LITHIC REDUCTION,” “STRATIGRAPHY "), ENSURE THEIR MEANING IS CLEAR FROM CONTEXT OR
PROVIDE A BRIEF DEFINITION UPON FIRST USE. AVOID EXCESSIVE JARGON WHERE SIMPLER LANGUAGE SUFFICES, BUT USE PRECISE
TERMINOLOGY WHEN NECESSARY FOR ACCURACY.

Q: How poes CMOS ADDRESS THE USE OF ETHNOGRAPHIC PARALLELS IN PREHISTORY?

A: CMOS PROVIDES STANDARD CITATION FORMATS FOR ETHNOGRAPHIC STUDIES, TREATING THEM AS ANY OTHER SCHOLARLY
SOURCE. HO\X/EVER/ THE MANUAL’S OVERALL EMPHASIS ON PRECISION IN LANGUAGE MEANS WRITERS SHOULD BE CAUTIOUS AND
CLEAR ABOUT THE EXTENT TO WHICH ETHNOGRAPHIC PARALLELS ARE USED TO INFER PAST BEHAVIORS, AVOIDING
OVERSIMPLIFICATION OR ANACHRONISM.

Q: Is THERE A SPECIFIC GUIDELINE IN CMOS FOR ITALICIZING SCIENTIFIC NAMES OF
EXTINCT HOMININS?

A: Yes, CMOS FOLLOWS STANDARD BIOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE. GENUS NAMES OF EXTINCT HOMININS (E.G., HOMO) ARE
CAPITALIZED AND ITALICIZED, AND SPECIES NAMES (E.G., ERECTUS) ARE LOWERCASE AND ITALICIZED, AS IN HOMO ERECTUS.
CONSISTENCY IN THIS PRACTICE IS ESSENTIAL.
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