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Chicago Style for Linguistics Conference

Proceedings: A Comprehensive Guide

chicago style for linguistics conference proceedings is a critical element for ensuring clarity,

consistency, and scholarly rigor in academic writing. When submitting papers or presenting research at

linguistic events, adhering to a standardized citation and formatting style is paramount. This guide will

delve into the intricacies of applying the Chicago Manual of Style to the unique demands of linguistics

conference proceedings, covering everything from in-text citations and bibliographies to specific

linguistic conventions. We will explore the nuances of note-based versus author-date systems, how to

properly cite various linguistic sources, and the importance of meticulous formatting for figures and

tables. Understanding these elements will not only enhance the presentation of your research but also

contribute to the overall credibility and discoverability of your work within the academic community.
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Understanding the Chicago Manual of Style for Linguistics

The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) is a widely respected authority on writing, grammar, and

citation, and its principles are frequently adopted or adapted by academic disciplines, including

linguistics. For linguistics conference proceedings, the CMOS provides a robust framework that allows

scholars to present complex data and theoretical arguments with precision. Its flexibility is a key

advantage, as it can accommodate the diverse needs of linguistic research, from phonetics and syntax

to sociolinguistics and historical linguistics.

While the CMOS itself is comprehensive, specific linguistics conferences may issue their own style

sheets or guidelines that build upon or modify CMOS principles. It is therefore crucial for authors to

consult the particular requirements of the conference they are targeting. These conference-specific

guidelines often address unique aspects of linguistic notation, such as the representation of phonetic

symbols, the formatting of syntactic trees, or the citation of specialized corpora.

Core Elements of Chicago Style in Linguistics Proceedings

At its heart, applying Chicago style to linguistics conference proceedings involves mastering two

primary citation systems and understanding how to construct a comprehensive bibliography. The

choice between the notes-and-bibliography system and the author-date system often depends on the



specific demands of the field or the preferences of the editorial board of the proceedings. Both

systems aim for clarity and traceability of sources, enabling readers to easily locate and verify the

information presented.

Beyond citations, consistent formatting of the manuscript is vital. This includes guidelines for headings,

subheadings, pagination, and the presentation of linguistic data. These elements contribute to the

overall readability and professional appearance of the submitted work, ensuring that the focus remains

on the research itself.

The Notes-and-Bibliography System

The notes-and-bibliography system, often favored in the humanities, uses endnotes or footnotes for

citations. When a piece of information or a direct quote is used from a source, a superscript numeral is

placed in the text. This numeral corresponds to a numbered note at the end of the paper or on the

page, providing full bibliographic details of the source. For subsequent citations of the same source, a

shortened form of the note is typically used.

This system can be particularly useful in linguistics when extensive discussion or commentary on a

source is needed within the text. The notes can accommodate supplementary information,

methodological clarifications, or tangents that might disrupt the flow of the main argument. For

linguistics conference proceedings, this allows for detailed explanations of theoretical underpinnings or

historical context without cluttering the main body of the paper.

The Author-Date System

The author-date system, more common in the sciences and social sciences, uses parenthetical in-text

citations that include the author's last name and the year of publication (e.g., Chomsky 1981). If page

numbers are relevant, they are also included (e.g., Chomsky 1981, 25). This system is generally



considered more concise for in-text referencing.

For linguistics, the author-date system can be efficient, especially in subfields that rely heavily on

empirical data or experimental results where direct references to specific findings are frequent. It

allows readers to quickly identify the origin of claims and the time frame of research, which can be

important for tracing the development of linguistic theories or the evolution of findings.

In-Text Citations: Notes vs. Author-Date

The choice between the notes-and-bibliography system and the author-date system for linguistics

conference proceedings is a significant one. Both have distinct advantages and are employed based

on established academic traditions and the specific focus of the proceedings. It is imperative for

authors to determine which system is mandated by the conference organizers.

In the notes-and-bibliography system, superscript numerals in the text direct the reader to

corresponding notes. These notes provide the source information. For linguistics, this might look like:

"The concept of Universal Grammar has been a cornerstone of generative linguistics1." Note 1 would

then provide the full bibliographic details of the relevant work.

In contrast, the author-date system streamlines in-text referencing. For example, the same concept

might be cited as: "(Chomsky 1981, 25)." This immediately tells the reader who is credited with the

idea and when it was published, along with the specific page number if applicable. This method is

often preferred for its directness and economy of space.

Handling Specific Linguistic Data in Citations

Linguistics often involves citing data from specific texts, corpora, or even individual informants. When



using the notes-and-bibliography system, the notes should clearly identify the source of the data. For

example, a note might read: "Data from the British National Corpus (BNC), spoken section, file A04." If

using the author-date system, it might be incorporated as: "(British National Corpus, spoken section,

A04, 2015)." The year of the corpus version or access date is crucial.

When citing linguistic examples that are illustrative rather than directly quoted from a specific published

work, the convention is often to present them in italics or within slashes, followed by an explanation or

a citation to the theoretical framework they represent. For instance, a linguist might write: "The

sentence John might be going illustrates a modal auxiliary. (See Quirk et al. 1985 for analysis)."

Page Numbers and Specificity

Whether using notes or author-date, precision with page numbers is essential, especially when

referencing specific theories, definitions, or data points. If a conference proceedings guideline

emphasizes conciseness, the author-date system with page numbers is often more efficient. For

example, "The concept of phonemic contrast was first detailed by Trubetzkoy (1939, 65)."

When direct quotes are used, the page number is mandatory in both systems. In notes, it would be:

"1. Roman Jakobson, Fundamentals of Language (The Hague: Mouton, 1956), 7." In author-date:

"(Jakobson 1956, 7)." This ensures readers can locate the exact passage being referenced.

Crafting the Bibliography or Reference List

A well-organized bibliography or reference list is the backbone of any scholarly work, and for linguistics

conference proceedings, it must accurately reflect all cited sources. The structure of this list will

depend on whether the notes-and-bibliography system or the author-date system is employed.



If using the notes-and-bibliography system, a "Bibliography" section will appear at the end of the

paper. This list is typically arranged alphabetically by author's last name, regardless of the order in

which they appear in the notes. Each entry provides full publication details, allowing readers to identify

and locate the sources without needing to consult the notes.

When using the author-date system, the concluding section is usually titled "References." This list is

also alphabetized by author's last name, but the format of each entry mirrors the in-text citations,

primarily highlighting the author and year. This structure reinforces the connection between the in-text

citations and the full source details.

Alphabetical Order and Author Names

Regardless of the chosen citation system, the bibliography or reference list in Chicago style is always

alphabetized by the author's last name. For single-author works, this is straightforward. For multiple

authors, specific rules apply, such as listing multiple authors with their names reversed, or using "et

al." for more than a certain number of authors (usually three or more in Chicago style, though

conferences may specify otherwise).

For linguistics, citing works with multiple authors is common, especially in collaborative research or

edited volumes. For example, a reference might appear as: Smith, John, and Mary Jones. 2020.

Syntax of Modern English. London: Academic Press. Or, if using author-date: Smith, John, and Mary

Jones. 2020. Syntax of Modern English. London: Academic Press.

Entry Format: Books, Articles, and Journals

The specific format for each entry in the bibliography or reference list is crucial for maintaining

consistency and accuracy. For books, the standard format includes the author's name (last name first),

the title of the book (italicized), the place of publication, the publisher, and the year of publication.



Example (Notes-Bibliography): Smith, John. 2018. Phonetics for All. New York: Cambridge

University Press.

Example (Author-Date): Smith, John. 2018. Phonetics for All. New York: Cambridge University

Press.

For journal articles, the format typically includes the author(s), the article title (in quotation marks), the

journal title (italicized), the volume number, the issue number (if applicable), and the year of

publication. Page numbers for the entire article are also included.

Example (Notes-Bibliography): Doe, Jane. 2021. "The Semantics of Aspect in French." Linguistic

Inquiry 52, no. 3: 450–80.

Example (Author-Date): Doe, Jane. 2021. "The Semantics of Aspect in French." Linguistic Inquiry

52, no. 3: 450–80.

Citing Edited Volumes and Chapters

Linguistics often involves contributions to edited volumes. When citing an entire edited volume, the

editor(s) are listed first, followed by the title of the volume. If citing a specific chapter within an edited

volume, the author of the chapter, the chapter title, the editor(s), the title of the volume, and the page

range of the chapter are all included.

Example (Notes-Bibliography): Brown, Alice, ed. 2019. Studies in Comparative Syntax. Berlin:



De Gruyter.

Example (Notes-Bibliography - Chapter): White, Peter. 2019. "Cross-Linguistic Variation in

Determiner Order." In Studies in Comparative Syntax, edited by Alice Brown, 112–45. Berlin: De

Gruyter.

Example (Author-Date - Chapter): White, Peter. 2019. "Cross-Linguistic Variation in Determiner

Order." In Studies in Comparative Syntax, edited by Alice Brown, 112–45. Berlin: De Gruyter.

Citing Linguistic Sources: Specific Examples

Linguistics is a diverse field, and the sources cited can range from foundational theoretical texts and

empirical studies to specialized software, corpora, and field notes. Chicago style provides frameworks

for these diverse sources, but authors must be precise in how they adapt these frameworks to

linguistic content.

One of the most common types of sources will be books and journal articles, as discussed previously.

However, linguistic research often draws heavily on other materials. This section provides specific

guidance on citing these less common but equally important linguistic resources.

Citing Corpora and Databases

Linguistic corpora and large databases are integral to modern linguistic research. When citing a

corpus, it is important to identify the specific corpus, the version or year, and how it was accessed or

used. For author-date systems, the year of the corpus is paramount. For note-based systems, this

detail can be expanded upon in the note.



Example (Notes-Bibliography): The British National Corpus (2011 version). Accessed June 1,

2023. http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/.

Example (Author-Date): British National Corpus. 2011. Accessed June 1, 2023.

http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/.

If a specific subset or search query within a corpus is being referenced, this detail should also be

included for clarity.

Citing Software and Tools

Specialized software used for linguistic analysis, such as phonetic transcription software or corpus

query tools, also needs to be cited. The citation should include the name of the software, the version

number, the developer or company, and the year of release.

Example (Notes-Bibliography): Praat, version 6.3.07. Developed by Paul Boersma and David

Weenink. 2021.

Example (Author-Date): Praat. 2021. Version 6.3.07. Developed by Paul Boersma and David

Weenink.

This ensures that other researchers can identify and potentially replicate the analytical methods used.



Citing Language Examples and Field Notes

When presenting language examples not directly from a published source, but perhaps from personal

field notes or elicited data, the citation needs to be clear about the origin. In the notes-bibliography

system, this would be detailed in the note. In the author-date system, it might be parenthetically noted

as "field notes" with a date, or a separate section explaining the data collection.

For example, if presenting an example from fieldwork conducted in 2022 with speaker "A.B.":

Example (Notes-Bibliography): 12. Field notes, June 15, 2022, Speaker A.B. (personal

communication).

Example (Author-Date): (Field notes, June 15, 2022, Speaker A.B.)

If the example is from a language not extensively documented, a brief description of the speaker and

the context might be necessary in the main text or a footnote.

Formatting Guidelines for Linguistics Conference Proceedings

Beyond the intricacies of citation, the visual presentation of a paper submitted to linguistics conference

proceedings is crucial. Adhering to formatting guidelines ensures that the manuscript is professional,

easy to read, and meets the publisher's or conference organizer's standards. These guidelines often

extend to the use of fonts, margins, headings, and the presentation of linguistic data.

The Chicago Manual of Style provides a solid foundation for these formatting requirements. However,

specific conferences will always have their own detailed style sheets that authors must follow



meticulously. These can include specific instructions on line spacing, font type and size, and the layout

of the title page.

Headings and Subheadings

Clear and hierarchical headings and subheadings are essential for organizing complex linguistic

arguments. Chicago style offers a standard structure for these. Typically, the main title of the paper is

centered and in a larger font size. First-level headings might be centered and bolded, while second-

level headings could be flush left and italicized.

For linguistics conference proceedings, the specific levels and formatting of headings will be dictated

by the conference's style guide. For instance:

Main Title (Centered, Large Font)

Introduction

(Flush Left, Bold)

Background

(Flush Left, Italics)

Research Questions

(Flush Left, Bold)



It is important to maintain consistency in the formatting of all headings and subheadings throughout the

entire document.

Presentation of Linguistic Data

Linguistic data, such as phonetic transcriptions, syntactic structures, or lexical examples, requires

special formatting. Chicago style, and by extension, linguistics conference proceedings, will often

specify how these should be presented to ensure clarity and avoid ambiguity.

Phonetic symbols are typically enclosed in square brackets for narrow phonetic transcriptions and in

slashes for phonemic transcriptions. For example: [ˈpʰɹaɪs] (phonetic) vs. /praɪs/ (phonemic).

Syntactic structures are often represented using tree diagrams, which will have their own specific

formatting requirements, usually generated by specialized software.

Italicization is commonly used for individual words or phrases being discussed as linguistic objects,

especially in languages other than English, or when discussing etymology. For example, "The French

word maison means 'house'."

Tables and Figures

Tables and figures, including linguistic diagrams and charts, must be clearly labeled and referenced in

the text. Each table and figure should have a number and a concise title or caption. Chicago style

generally places tables and figures either within the text where they are first mentioned or at the end of

the manuscript, depending on the publisher's preference.

For linguistics conference proceedings, figures might include:



Phonetic charts

Syntactic tree diagrams

Timelines of language change

Graphs illustrating frequency data

Maps showing dialectal variations

Consistent formatting of these elements, including font sizes, line weights, and spacing, is essential for

their legibility.

Ensuring Adherence and Final Checks

Before submitting your manuscript to linguistics conference proceedings, a thorough review process is

essential to ensure that all Chicago style requirements and specific conference guidelines have been

met. Overlooking details in formatting or citation can lead to rejection or requests for extensive

revisions, which can be time-consuming.

The final check should involve meticulously going through the entire document, comparing it against

the conference's style sheet. This is not just about grammar and spelling, but about the adherence to

every specified convention. A checklist can be an invaluable tool during this final review stage.



Self-Review and Peer Feedback

A comprehensive self-review is the first line of defense against errors. After completing the draft, step

away from it for a day or two and then approach it with fresh eyes. Focus specifically on citation

accuracy, bibliography formatting, and adherence to all structural and stylistic guidelines provided by

the conference. Reading the paper aloud can help catch awkward phrasing or missed inconsistencies.

Seeking feedback from colleagues or mentors who are familiar with Chicago style and linguistics

conference proceedings can provide invaluable insights. They may spot errors or inconsistencies that

you have overlooked. It is particularly helpful if they are familiar with the specific conference's

expectations, if possible.

Utilizing Style Checkers and Tools

While no software can replace careful human review, various tools can assist in identifying potential

issues. Word processing software often has built-in style checkers that can flag inconsistencies in

headings, spacing, and font usage. Citation management software, such as Zotero or EndNote, can

help ensure that citations and bibliographies are formatted correctly according to Chicago style, though

manual verification is always necessary.

For specialized linguistic formatting, such as IPA symbols or tree diagrams, ensure that the software

used to generate these elements is configured correctly and that the output adheres to the specified

style guide. Consistency in character encoding is also important, especially when dealing with a wide

range of linguistic characters.

Final Compliance with Conference Guidelines



The most critical step is to ensure complete compliance with the specific guidelines issued by the

linguistics conference organizers. These guidelines are often found on the conference website,

typically in a section for authors or submissions. They may include specific requirements for word

count, abstract length, file format, and even preferred word processing software.

Pay close attention to any deviations from standard Chicago style that the conference may mandate.

For instance, a conference might prefer a specific order for bibliographic entries, or a unique way to

abbreviate journal titles. Double-checking that every single requirement on the conference's checklist

has been met is the final, non-negotiable step before submission.

Adhering to Chicago style for linguistics conference proceedings is a nuanced but achievable task. By

understanding the core principles, meticulously applying them to linguistic sources, and paying close

attention to formatting and final checks, authors can present their research with the clarity and

professionalism that the academic community expects. The goal is always to facilitate the

dissemination of knowledge and foster robust scholarly discussion within the field of linguistics.

Frequently Asked Questions about Chicago Style for Linguistics

Conference Proceedings

Q: What is the primary difference between the notes-and-bibliography

and author-date systems in Chicago style for linguistics conferences?

A: The primary difference lies in how sources are cited within the text and presented in the final

bibliography. The notes-and-bibliography system uses numbered footnotes or endnotes for citations,

with a full bibliography at the end. The author-date system uses parenthetical citations in the text (e.g.,

(Chomsky 1981)) and a reference list at the end that mirrors this format.



Q: Are there specific rules in Chicago style for citing phonetic symbols

or linguistic examples?

A: Chicago style itself doesn't dictate specific linguistic notation, but it provides a framework. For

phonetic symbols, it's standard practice to use IPA symbols enclosed in square brackets for narrow

transcriptions and slashes for phonemic transcriptions. Linguistic examples being discussed as objects

are typically italicized. Conference guidelines often provide more detailed instructions on these specific

formatting needs.

Q: How should I cite a linguistic corpus in a Chicago-style bibliography

for conference proceedings?

A: When citing a corpus, you should include the name of the corpus, the version or year it was

accessed, and if applicable, the URL or database where it can be found. For example, in a

bibliography: British National Corpus. 2011. Accessed June 1, 2023. http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/.

Q: What is the correct way to format a reference to a chapter in an

edited volume for linguistics conference proceedings using Chicago

style?

A: To cite a chapter in an edited volume, you typically list the author of the chapter, the chapter title in

quotation marks, followed by "In," the editor(s) of the volume, the title of the volume in italics, and the

page range of the chapter. For example: White, Peter. 2019. "Cross-Linguistic Variation in Determiner

Order." In Studies in Comparative Syntax, edited by Alice Brown, 112–45. Berlin: De Gruyter.

Q: If a linguistics conference specifies its own style guide, should I still



refer to the Chicago Manual of Style?

A: Yes, absolutely. Even if a conference provides its own style guide, it is usually an adaptation or

extension of a major style manual like the Chicago Manual of Style. You should always consult the

conference's specific guide first, and if it is silent on a particular issue, then refer to the relevant

section of the CMOS for guidance.

Q: How do I ensure my in-text citations accurately reflect the specific

linguistic data I am referencing?

A: For direct quotes, always include the page number. For paraphrased ideas or discussions of

theories, refer to the most relevant pages or the section where the concept is introduced. If citing a

specific example from a source, identify the page number where that example appears. When citing

data from your own fieldwork, clearly indicate the source, date, and informant if applicable, following

the conference's conventions.

Q: What are the general rules for alphabetizing entries in a Chicago-

style bibliography for linguistics conference proceedings?

A: Entries in a Chicago-style bibliography are always alphabetized by the author's last name. If there

are multiple works by the same author, they are arranged chronologically by publication year, with the

earliest work appearing first. If an entry has no author, it is alphabetized by the first significant word of

the title.

Q: Is there a specific Chicago style format for citing unpublished

manuscripts or conference papers?

A: Yes. For unpublished manuscripts, you would typically include the author's name, the title of the

manuscript (italicized), and a description such as "unpublished manuscript" followed by the date. For



citing other conference papers or presentations, you'd include the author, title of the paper (in

quotation marks), the name of the conference, the location, and the date. Specific formatting details

would be in CMOS or the conference's style sheet.
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