CHICAGO STYLE AUTHORSHIP ETHICS

CHICAGO STYLE AUTHORSHIP ETHICS FORMS THE BEDROCK OF RESPONSIBLE SCHOLARSHIP AND PUBLICATION, PARTICULARLY
WITHIN ACADEMIC AND RESEARCH COMMUNITIES. ADHERING TO THESE PRINCIPLES ENSURES THE INTEGRITY OF PUBLISHED WORK
AND FOSTERS TRUST BETWEEN AUTHORS, PUBLISHERS, AND READERS. THIS COMPREHENSIVE GUIDE DELVES INTO THE INTRICATE
ASPECTS OF CHICAGO STYLE AUTHORSHIP ETHICS, COVERING ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS SUCH AS PROPER ATTRIBUTION, THE
PREVENTION OF PLAGIARISM, THE COMPLEXITIES OF COLLABORATIVE WORK, AND THE CRUCIAL ROLE OF TRANSPARENCY.
(UNDERSTANDING AND IMPLEMENTING THESE ETHICAL GUIDELINES IS NOT MERELY A MATTER OF FOLLOWING A STYLE MANUAL; IT IS
FUNDAMENTAL TO MAINTAINING ACADEMIC RIGOR AND INTELLECTUAL HONESTY IN THE DISSEMINATION OF KNOWLEDGE.
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UNDERSTANDING THE CORE PRINCIPLES OF AUTHORSHIP ETHICS

THE FOUNDATION OF ETHICAL AUTHORSHIP, ESPECIALLY WHEN GUIDED BY THE CHICAGO MANUAL of STYLE (CMOS), ResTS
ON PRINCIPLES OF HONESTY, INTEGRITY, AND INTELLECTUAL RESPECT. THESE PRINCIPLES DICTATE HOW CREDIT IS ASSIGNED, HOW
RESEARCH IS PRESENTED, AND HOW POTENTIAL CONFLICTS ARE MANAGED. AT ITS HEART, AUTHORSHIP ETHICS AIMS TO ENSURE
THAT ALL CONTRIBUTORS RECEIVE APPROPRIATE RECOGNITION FOR THEIR WWORK AND THAT THE PUBLISHED RECORD ACCURATELY
REFLECTS THE GENESIS AND EVOLUTION OF IDEAS AND RESEARCH FINDINGS. THIS INVOLVES A DEEP COMMITMENT TO ACCURACY
AND A PROACTIVE STANCE AGAINST ANY FORM OF ACADEMIC DISHONESTY.

THE OVERARCHING GOAL IS TO BUILD A TRUSTWORTHY ACADEMIC ECOSYSTEM. \WHEN AUTHORS ADHERE TO ETHICAL
STANDARDS, THEY CONTRIBUTE TO THE COLLECTIVE PURSUIT OF KNOWLEDGE BY PROVIDING RELIABLE AND VERIFIABLE
INFORMATION. THIS TRUST IS PARAMOUNT FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ANY FIELD, AS IT ALLOWS RESEARCHERS TO BUILD UPON
PREVIOUS WORK WITH CONFIDENCE. CONVERSELY, BREACHES OF ETHICAL CONDUCT CAN HAVE DEVASTATING CONSEQUENCES,
UNDERMINING INDIVIDUAL CAREERS AND DAMAGING THE REPUTATION OF INSTITUTIONS.

DEFINING AUTHORSHIP IN CHICAGO STYLE

WHILE THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE PRIMARILY FOCUSES ON CITATION AND FORMATTING, ITS UNDERLYING PHILOSOPHY
STRONGLY SUPPORTS ETHICAL AUTHORSHIP PRACTICES. IN THE CONTEXT OF ACADEMIC AND SCHOLARLY WRITING, AUTHORSHIP
IS TYPICALLY ATTRIBUTED TO THOSE WHO HAVE MADE SIGNIFICANT INTELLECTUAL CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE WORK. THIS
INCLUDES CONCEPTUALIZING THE RESEARCH, DESIGNING THE METHODOLOGY, COLLECTING AND ANALYZING DATA, AND CRITICALLY
REVISING THE MANUSCRIPT FOR IMPORTANT INTELLECTUAL CONTENT. MERE PROVISION OF FUNDING OR ROUTINE TECHNICAL
ASSISTANCE GENERALLY DOES NOT QUALIFY FOR AUTHORSHIP, THOUGH ACKNOWLEDGEMENT IN A SEPARATE SECTION IS
APPROPRIATE.

DETERMINING WHO QUALIFIES AS AN AUTHOR REQUIRES CAREFUL CONSIDERATION AND OPEN COMMUNICATION AMONG ALL
INVOLVED PARTIES. THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE, WHILE NOT EXPLICITLY DICTATING AUTHORSHIP CRITERIA FOR ALL
DISCIPLINES, EMPHASIZES THE IMPORTANCE OF CLARITY AND ACCURACY IN PRESENTING RESEARCH. THEREFORE, THE GENERALLY
ACCEPTED CRITERIA FOR AUTHORSHIP SHOULD BE APPLIED DILIGENTLY, ENSURING THAT ALL INDIVIDUALS WHOSE INTELLECTUAL
INPUT WAS SUBSTANTIAL ARE RECOGNIZED. THIS PROACTIVE APPROACH PREVENTS DISPUTES AND ENSURES THAT THE PUBLISHED
W ORK ACCURATELY REFLECTS THE COLLECTIVE EFFORT.



CRITERIA FOR AUTHORSHIP

SEVERAL WIDELY RECOGNIZED CRITERIA CAN GUIDE THE DETERMINATION OF AUTHORSHIP. THESE ARE OFTEN ADAPTED AND
APPLIED WITHIN SPECIFIC DISCIPLINARY CONTEXTS BUT SHARE A COMMON EMPHASIS ON INTELLECTUAL CONTRIBUTION. THE
CHICAGO STYLE'S INSISTENCE ON CLEAR AND ACCURATE REPRESENTATION OF SOURCES IMPLICITLY SUPPORTS THESE CRITERIA
BY PROMOTING TRANSPARENCY ABOUT THE ORIGIN OF IDEAS.

® SUBSTANTIAL CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE CONCEPTION OR DESIGN OF THE WORK; OR THE ACQUISITION, ANALYSIS, OR
INTERPRETATION OF DATA FOR THE WORK.

® DRAFTING THE WORK OR REVISING IT CRITICALLY FOR IMPORTANT INTELLECTUAL CONTENT.
® FINAL APPROVAL OF THE VERSION TO BE PUBLISHED.

e AGREEMENT TO BE ACCOUNTABLE FOR ALL ASPECTS OF THE WORK IN ENSURING THAT QUESTIONS RELATED TO THE
ACCURACY OR INTEGRITY OF ANY PART OF THE WORK ARE APPROPRIATELY INVESTIGATED AND RESOLVED.

THE NUANCES OF ETHICAL ATTRIBUTION

ETHICAL ATTRIBUTION IS A CORNERSTONE OF CHICAGO STYLE AUTHORSHIP ETHICS. |T GOES BEYOND SIMPLY CITING SOURCES;
IT INVOLVES A DEEP RESPECT FOR THE INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY OF OTHERS AND A COMMITMENT TO ACKNOWLEDGING ALL
SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTIONS. THIS MEANS METICULOUSLY DOCUMENTING \WHERE IDEAS, DATA, AND PHRASES HAVE BEEN
BORROWED, ENSURING THAT THE ORIGINAL AUTHORS ARE CREDITED APPROPRIATELY. FAILURE TO DO SO NOT ONLY
CONSTITUTES PLAGIARISM BUT ALSO ERODES THE FOUNDATION OF SCHOLARLY DISCOURSE.

THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE PROVIDES EXTENSIVE GUIDANCE ON CITATION FORMATS, WHICH ARE INSTRUMENTAL IN
ACHIEVING PROPER ATTRIBUTION. \WHETHER EMPLOYING THE NOTES-BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM OR THE AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM, THE
GOAL IS TO PROVIDE READERS WITH SUFFICIENT INFORMATION TO LOCATE THE ORIGINAL SOURCE MATERIAL. THIS DETAILED
APPROACH TO REFERENCING UNDERSCORES THE IMPORTANCE OF GIVING CREDIT WHERE CREDIT IS DUE, REFLECTING A PROFOUND
RESPECT FOR INTELLECTUAL LABOR.

ACKNOWLEDGING ALL CONTRIBUTORS

BEYOND FORMAL AUTHORSHIP, IT IS ETHICALLY IMPERATIVE TO ACKNOWLEDGE INDIVIDUALS WHO HAVE PROVIDED SIGNIFICANT
ASSISTANCE BUT DO NOT MEET THE CRITERIA FOR AUTHORSHIP. THIS CAN INCLUDE TECHNICAL SUPPORT, DATA COLLECTION, OR
PRELIMINARY ANALYSIS. PROPER ACKNOWLEDGEMENT IN A DEDICATED SECTION OF THE PUBLICATION DEMONSTRATES A
COMPREHENSIVE APPROACH TO RECOGNIZING ALL FORMS OF CONTRIBUTION, REINFORCING THE COLLABORATIVE NATURE OF
RESEARCH AND SCHOLARSHIP.

PLAGIARISM: A CrITICAL ETHICAL BREACH

PLAGIARISM IS PERHAPS THE MOST EGREGIOUS VIOLATION OF AUTHORSHIP ETHICS. |T INVOLVES PRESENTING SOMEONE ELSE'S
WORK, IDEAS, OR WORDS AS ONE’'S OWN WITHOUT PROPER ATTRIBUTION. IN THE CONTEXT OF CHICAGO STYLE, THIS IS A
DIRECT CONTRAVENTION OF THE MANUAL'S EMPHASIS ON METICULOUS SOURCING AND INTELLECTUAL HONESTY. PLAGIARISM CAN
MANIFEST IN VARIOUS FORMS, FROM DIRECT COPYING OF TEXT TO PARAPHRASING WITHOUT CITATION, OR EVEN APPROPRIATING
UNIQUE IDEAS OR DATA.

THE CONSEQUENCES OF PLAGIARISM ARE SEVERE AND FAR-REACHING. THEY CAN INCLUDE REPUTATIONAL DAMAGE, ACADEMIC
SANCTIONS, RETRACTION OF PUBLISHED WORK, AND EVEN LEGAL REPERCUSSIONS. THEREFORE, A THOROUGH UNDERSTANDING OF
WHAT CONSTITUTES PLAGIARISM AND A STEADFAST COMMITMENT TO AVOIDING IT ARE ESSENTIAL FOR ANY AUTHOR OPERATING
WITHIN SCHOLARLY OR PROFESSIONAL ENVIRONMENTS THAT VALUE ETHICAL CONDUCT, AS PROMOTED BY THE PRINCIPLES
UNDERLYING CHICAGO STYLE.



TYPES OF PLAGIARISM

AUTHORS MUST BE AWARE OF THE DIFFERENT FORMS PLAGIARISM CAN TAKE TO EFFECTIVELY AVOID THEM. RECOGNIZING THESE
SUBTLE DISTINCTIONS IS CRUCIAL FOR MAINTAINING ETHICAL INTEGRITY IN ALL WRITTEN \WORK.

® DIRECT PLAGIARISM: \/ ORD-FOR-WORD COPYING OF TEXT WITHOUT QUOTATION MARKS OR CITATION.

o Mosalic PLAGIARISM (PATCHWRITING): BLENDING COPIED TEXT WITH ORIGINAL WORDING WITHOUT ADEQUATE
ATTRIBUTION, OFTEN CHANGING A FEW WORDS OR SENTENCE STRUCTURES.

e PARAPHRASING PLAGIARISM: RESTATING SOMEONE ELSE'S IDEAS IN ONE'S OWN WORDS BUT WITHOUT PROPER CITATION.

¢ SELF-PLAGIARISM: REUSING ONE'S OWN PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED WORK WITHOUT PROPER CITATION OR
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT.

* IDEA PLAGIARISM: PRESENTING SOMEONE ELSE'S UNIQUE IDEAS, THEORIES, OR CONCEPTS AS ONE'S OWN.

CoLLABORATIVE AUTHORSHIP AND |TS ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS

MUCH SCHOLARLY WORK TODAY IS CONDUCTED COLLABORATIVELY, MAKING THE ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS SURROUNDING
SHARED AUTHORSHIP PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT. IN A COLLABORATIVE PROJECT, ALL AUTHORS ARE GENERALLY EXPECTED TO
HAVE MADE SUBSTANTIAL CONTRIBUTIONS AND TO SHARE RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE INTEGRITY OF THE WORK. OPEN
COMMUNICATION AND CLEAR AGREEMENTS FROM THE OUTSET ARE VITAL TO PREVENT MISUNDERSTANDINGS AND ENSURE THAT
AUTHORSHIP IS ATTRIBUTED FAIRLY.

CHICAGO STYLE'S EMPHASIS ON ACCURACY AND COMPLETENESS IMPLICITLY SUPPORTS A STRUCTURED APPROACH TO
COLLABORATIVE AUTHORSHIP. \W/HEN MULTIPLE AUTHORS CONTRIBUTE, THERE MUST BE A CLEAR UNDERSTANDING OF ROLES,
RESPONSIBILITIES, AND THE ORDER OF AUTHORSHIP. THIS ORDER SHOULD IDEALLY REFLECT THE MAGNITUDE OF EACH AUTHOR'S
CONTRIBUTION, ALTHOUGH ALPHABETICAL ORDER OR OTHER AGREED-UPON CONVENTIONS MAY BE USED IN SOME DISCIPLINES.

EsSTABLISHING AUTHORSHIP ORDER

THE ORDER IN WHICH AUTHORS ARE LISTED CAN BE A SENSITIVE ISSUE. TYPICALLY, THE FIRST AUTHOR IS CONSIDERED TO HAVE
MADE THE MOST SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION, WITH SUBSEQUENT AUTHORS LISTED IN DESCENDING ORDER OF CONTRIBUTION.
HO\WEVER, IN SOME FIELDS, ALPHABETICAL ORDER IS THE NORM. IT IS ESSENTIAL FOR COLLABORATORS TO DISCUSS AND AGREE
UPON THE AUTHORSHIP ORDER BEFORE THE WORK IS SUBMITTED FOR PUBLICATION, ENSURING TRANSPARENCY AND PREVENTING
POTENTIAL CONFLICTS.

TRANSPARENCY AND DISCLOSURE IN CHICAGO STYLE

TRANSPARENCY AND DISCLOSURE ARE FUNDAMENTAL TO ETHICAL AUTHORSHIP. THIS MEANS BEING OPEN ABOUT THE METHODS
USED, THE SOURCES OF DATA, AND ANY POTENTIAL BIASES OR LIMITATIONS OF THE RESEARCH. THe CHICAGO MANUAL OF
STYLE, WITH ITS RIGOROUS DEMANDS FOR CLEAR AND PRECISE CITATION, INHERENTLY PROMOTES TRANSPARENCY BY ENABLING
READERS TO TRACE THE ORIGINS OF INFORMATION AND ASSESS THE RELIABILITY OF THE PRESENTED ARGUMENTS.

Bevonp SOURCING, TRANSPARENCY ALSO EXTENDS TO DISCLOSING ANY POTENTIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST. THIS INCLUDES
FINANCIAL INTERESTS, AFFILIATIONS, OR RELATIONSHIPS THAT COULD BE PERCEIVED TO INFLUENCE THE RESEARCH OR ITS
INTERPRETATION. BY DISCLOSING SUCH POTENTIAL CONFLICTS, AUTHORS DEMONSTRATE THEIR COMMITMENT TO OBJECTIVITY
AND UPHOLD THE INTEGRITY OF THEIR WORK, ALIGNING WITH THE CORE VALUES OF ETHICAL SCHOLARSHIP THAT THE CHICAGO
STYLE SUPPORTS.



DiscLOSURE OF FUNDING AND AFFILIATIONS

[T IS ETHICALLY REQUIRED TO DISCLOSE ANY SOURCES OF FUNDING THAT SUPPORTED THE RESEARCH. SIMILARLY, AN AUTHOR'S
INSTITUTIONAL AFFILIATIONS, WHICH CAN SOMETIMES BE RELEVANT TO THE RESEARCH CONDUCTED, SHOULD BE CLEARLY
STATED. THIS PRACTICE ENSURES THAT READERS HAVE A COMPLETE PICTURE OF THE CONTEXT IN WHICH THE RESEARCH WAS
UNDERTAKEN AND CAN MAKE INFORMED JUDGMENTS ABOUT THE W ORK.

REDUNDANT PUBLICATION AND SELF-PLAGIARISM

REDUNDANT PUBLICATION, OFTEN REFERRED TO AS SELF-PLAGIARISM, OCCURS WHEN AN AUTHOR REPUBLISHES THEIR OWN
PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED WORK, IN WHOLE OR IN PART, WITHOUT APPROPRIATE CITATION AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT. WHILE AN
AUTHOR HAS RIGHTS TO THEIR OWN INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY , REPUBLISHING MATERIAL WITHOUT CLEAR INDICATION CAN
MISLEAD READERS INTO BELIEVING THEY ARE ENCOUNTERING NEW RESEARCH. THIS PRACTICE UNDERMINES THE NOVELTY AND
ORIGINALITY THAT ARE VALUED IN ACADEMIC AND SCHOLARLY PUBLISHING, AND IS CONSIDERED AN ETHICAL LAPSE.

THe CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE'S EMPHASIS ON CITING ALL SOURCES, INCLUDING ONE’S OWN PRIOR WORK, DIRECTLY
ADDRESSES THIS ISSUE. AUTHORS MUST BE DILIGENT IN REFERENCING ANY MATERIAL THAT HAS APPEARED ELSEWHERE, EVEN IF
THEY ARE THE ORIGINAL AUTHOR. THIS ENSURES THAT THE CURRENT PUBLICATION IS PRESENTED WITH FULL TRANSPARENCY
REGARDING ITS RELATIONSHIP TO PREVIOUS WORK, MAINTAINING THE INTEGRITY OF THE ACADEMIC RECORD.

GUIDELINES FOR REPUBLISHING OWN W ORK

IF AN AUTHOR WISHES TO REUSE THEIR OWN MATERIAL, CERTAIN ETHICAL GUIDELINES SHOULD BE FOLLOWED. THESE PRACTICES
ENSURE THAT THE ORIGINAL PUBLICATION IS NOT MISREPRESENTED AND THAT THE NEW PUBLICATION ADDS DISTINCT VALUE.

e CLEARLY INDICATE THAT THE MATERIAL HAS BEEN PUBLISHED PREVIOUSLY.

e PROVIDE A FULL CITATION FOR THE ORIGINAL PUBLICATION.

ENSURE THAT THE NEW WORK OFFERS SUBSTANTIAL NEW ANALYSIS, INTERPRETATION, OR DATA.

e OBTAIN PERMISSION FROM THE ORIGINAL PUBLISHER IF REQUIRED BY COPYRIGHT LAW OR PUBLISHER POLICIES.

COoNFLICTS OF INTEREST AND ETHICAL REPORTING

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST CAN ARISE FROM FINANCIAL RELATIONSHIPS, PERSONAL CONNECTIONS, OR PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS
THAT MIGHT BIAS THE WAY RESEARCH IS CONDUCTED, INTERPRETED, OR REPORTED. ETHICAL AUTHORSHIP DEMANDS THAT SUCH
CONFLICTS BE DISCLOSED FULLY AND TRANSPARENTLY. THE CHICAGO STYLE, INITS PURSUIT OF ACCURACY AND OBJECTIVITY,
IMPLICITLY SUPPORTS THIS PRINCIPLE BY ADVOCATING FOR A CLEAR AND UNCOMPROMISED PRESENTATION OF RESEARCH FINDINGS.

FAILING TO DISCLOSE A CONFLICT OF INTEREST CAN ERODE TRUST AND LEAD TO QUESTIONS ABOUT THE VALIDITY OF THE
RESEARCH. |T IS THE AUTHOR'S RESPONSIBILITY TO IDENTIFY AND REPORT ANY POTENTIAL CONFLICTS, EVEN IF THEY BELIEVE
THEY HAVE NOT INFLUENCED THE WORK. THIS PROACTIVE APPROACH IS CRUCIAL FOR MAINTAINING THE CREDIBILITY OF BOTH THE
AUTHOR AND THE PUBLICATION VENUE.

TypPes oF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

AUTHORS SHOULD BE AWARE OF VARIOUS SITUATIONS THAT COULD CONSTITUTE A CONFLICT OF INTEREST. RECOGNIZING
THESE POTENTIAL ISSUES IS THE FIRST STEP IN ADDRESSING THEM ETHICALLY.

* FINANCIAL TIES, SUCH AS STOCK OWNERSHIP OR CONSULTING FEES FROM COMPANIES RELATED TO THE RESEARCH.



® EMPLOYMENT BY OR SIGNIFICANT GRANTS FROM ORGANIZATIONS THAT HAVE A VESTED INTEREST IN THE RESEARCH
OUTCOME.

® PERSONAL RELATIONSHIPS WITH INDIVIDUALS OR ORGANIZATIONS INVOLVED IN THE RESEARCH.

e ACADEMIC RIVALRIES OR COLLABORATIONS THAT MIGHT INFLUENCE OBJECTIVITY.

MAINTAINING ETHICAL STANDARDS IN DIGITAL ENVIRONMENTS

THE DIGITAL AGE PRESENTS NEW CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES FOR ETHICAL AUTHORSHIP. THE EASE OF COPYING AND
SHARING INFORMATION ONLINE CAN INCREASE THE RISK OF PLAGIARISM, WHILE THE PERVASIVE NATURE OF DIGITAL MEDIA
REQUIRES CAREFUL CONSIDERATION OF COPYRIGHT AND FAIR USE. AUTHORS MUST REMAIN VIGILANT IN UPHOLDING ETHICAL
STANDARDS, ENSURING THAT ALL DIGITAL CONTENT IS USED AND ATTRIBUTED APPROPRIATELY, IN LINE WITH THE PRINCIPLES OF
CHICAGO STYLE AUTHORSHIP ETHICS.

THE PRINCIPLES OF CITATION AND ATTRIBUTION REMAIN PARAMOUNT, EVEN IN DIGITAL FORMATS. AUTHORS MUST ENSURE THAT
ALL ONLINE SOURCES ARE CITED CORRECTLY AND THAT ANY MATERIAL USED IS EITHER PROPERLY LICENSED, FALLS UNDER FAIR
USE, OR IS USED WITH EXPLICIT PERMISSION. THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE PROVIDES GUIDANCE THAT CAN BE ADAPTED TO
DIGITAL CONTEXTS, REINFORCING THE NEED FOR ACCURACY AND INTEGRITY IN ALL FORMS OF SCHOLARLY COMMUNICATION.

DiGITAL ATTRIBUTION BEST PRACTICES

NAVIGATING THE DIGITAL LANDSCAPE REQUIRES SPECIFIC STRATEGIES TO ENSURE ETHICAL ATTRIBUTION AND COPYRIGHT
COMPLIANCE.

e ALWAYS CITE ONLINE SOURCES METICULOUSLY, PROVIDING FULL URLS AND ACCESS DATES WHERE APPROPRIATE.
e |UNDERSTAND THE TERMS OF USE AND COPYRIGHT ASSOCIATED WITH ONLINE CONTENT.
® SEEK PERMISSION BEFORE USING IMAGES, VIDEOS, OR EXTENSIVE TEXT EXCERPTS FROM ONLINE SOURCES.

® BE MINDFUL OF THE PERMANENCE OF ONLINE PUBLICATIONS AND THE POTENTIAL FOR MISINTERPRETATION OR MISUSE OF
CONTENT.

THE RoLE oF EbiTors AND PUBLISHERS IN UPHOLDING ETHICS

EDITORS AND PUBLISHERS PLAY A CRITICAL ROLE IN UPHOLDING CHICAGO STYLE AUTHORSHIP ETHICS. THEY ARE RESPONSIBLE
FOR REVIEWING MANUSCRIPTS FOR ETHICAL COMPLIANCE, ENSURING THAT PLAGIARISM CHECKS ARE CONDUCTED, AND
FACILITATING FAIR AUTHORSHIP DECISIONS WHEN NECESSARY. THEIR OVERSIGHT HELPS TO MAINTAIN THE INTEGRITY OF THE
PUBLICATION PROCESS AND TO PROTECT THE REPUTATION OF BOTH THE AUTHORS AND THE PUBLISHING HOUSE.

FURTHERMORE, EDITORS AND PUBLISHERS OFTEN DEVELOP THEIR OWN SPECIFIC GUIDELINES THAT COMPLEMENT BROADER ETHICAL
FRAMEWORKS LIKE THOSE IMPLIED BY THE CHICAGO STYLE. THESE GUIDELINES ADDRESS ISSUES SUCH AS PEER REVIEW, CONFLICT
OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE, AND THE HANDLING OF ETHICAL VIOLATIONS. BY WORKING COLLABORATIVELY WITH AUTHORS, THEY
HELP TO FOSTER A CULTURE OF ETHICAL SCHOLARSHIP THAT BENEFITS THE ENTIRE ACADEMIC COMMUNITY.

PUBLISHER RESPONSIBILITIES

® ESTABLISHING CLEAR AUTHORSHIP AND SUBMISSION POLICIES.



CONDUCTING THOROUGH REVIEWS FOR PLAGIARISM AND ETHICAL CONCERNS.

® INVESTIGATING ALLEGATIONS OF ETHICAL MISCONDUCT.
® ENSURING THE ACCURACY AND INTEGRITY OF PUBLISHED CONTENT.

¢ UPHOLDING COPYRIGHT AND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS.

FAQ SecTionN

Q: WHAT IS THE PRIMARY ETHICAL RESPONSIBILITY OF AN AUTHOR WHEN USING
CHICAGO STYLE?

A: THE PRIMARY ETHICAL RESPONSIBILITY OF AN AUTHOR WHEN USING CHICAGO STYLE IS TO ENSURE INTELLECTUAL HONESTY
AND INTEGRITY, WHICH INCLUDES ACCURATE AND COMPLETE ATTRIBUTION OF ALL SOURCES, PREVENTION OF PLAGIARISM, AND
TRANSPARENT REPORTING OF RESEARCH.

Q: How poes CHICAGO STYLE ADDRESS THE ISSUE OF PLAGIARISM?

A: WHILE CHICAGO STYLE PRIMARILY OFFERS FORMATTING AND CITATION GUIDELINES, ITS DETAILED REQUIREMENTS FOR CITING
ALL SOURCES IMPLICITLY PROMOTE THE AVOIDANCE OF PLAGIARISM. BY MANDATING METICULOUS DOCUMENTATION, IT
ENCOURAGES AUTHORS TO GIVE PROPER CREDIT TO THE ORIGIN OF IDEAS AND \WORDS.

Q: W/HO SHOULD BE CONSIDERED AN AUTHOR ON A CHICAGO-STYLE MANUSCRIPT?

A: IN CHICAGO STYLE, AUTHORSHIP IS GENERALLY RESERVED FOR INDIVIDUALS WHO HAVE MADE SUBSTANTIAL INTELLECTUAL
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE WORK, SUCH AS CONCEPTUALIZING THE RESEARCH, DESIGNING THE METHODOLOGY, ANALYZING DATA,
AND CRITICALLY REVISING THE MANUSCRIPT. MERE TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE OR FUNDING PROVISION TYPICALLY DOES NOT
QUALIFY FOR AUTHORSHIP.

Q: \WHAT ARE THE ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR COLLABORATIVE AUTHORSHIP IN A
CHICAGO-STYLE PUBLICATION?

A: FOR COLLABORATIVE AUTHORSHIP IN CHICAGO STYLE, ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS INCLUDE CLEAR COMMUNICATION ABOUT
CONTRIBUTIONS, AGREEMENT ON AUTHORSHIP ORDER, SHARED RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE WORK'S INTEGRITY, AND ENSURING THAT
ALL AUTHORS HAVE APPROVED THE FINAL VERSION TO BE PUBLISHED.

Q: How SHOULD AN AUTHOR DISCLOSE POTENTIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST IN A
CHICAGO-STYLE PUBLICATION?

A: AUTHORS SHOULD DISCLOSE POTENTIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST TRANSPARENTLY, USUALLY IN A DEDICATED SECTION OF
THE MANUSCRIPT OR AS REQUIRED BY THE PUBLISHER. THIS INCLUDES FINANCIAL INTERESTS, AFFILIATIONS, OR ANY
RELATIONSHIPS THAT COULD BE PERCEIVED TO INFLUENCE THE RESEARCH OR ITS INTERPRETATION, ALIGNING WITH THE CHIcAGO
STYLE'S EMPHASIS ON ACCURACY AND OBJECTIVITY.

Q: IS IT ETHICAL TO REUSE ONE'S OWN PUBLISHED WORK IN A NEW CHICAGO-STYLE
PUBLICATION?

A: T IS ETHICALLY PERMISSIBLE TO REUSE ONE'S OWN PUBLISHED WORK, BUT IT IS CONSIDERED SELF-PLAGIARISM IF NOT
PROPERLY DISCLOSED. AUTHORS MUST CLEARLY CITE THEIR PREVIOUS WORK, INDICATE THAT IT HAS BEEN PUBLISHED BEFORE,



AND ENSURE THE NEW PUBLICATION OFFERS SUBSTANTIAL NEW ANALYSIS OR CONTENT.

Q: WHAT ROLE DO EDITORS AND PUBLISHERS PLAY IN UPHOLDING CHICAGO STYLE
AUTHORSHIP ETHICS?

A: EDITORS AND PUBLISHERS ARE CRUCIAL IN UPHOLDING CHICAGO STYLE AUTHORSHIP ETHICS BY REVIEWING MANUSCRIPTS FOR
PLAGIARISM AND ETHICAL COMPLIANCE, ESTABLISHING CLEAR SUBMISSION POLICIES, INVESTIGATING ALLEGATIONS OF
MISCONDUCT, AND ENSURING THE OVERALL INTEGRITY OF THE PUBLISHED RECORD.
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