
chicago style linguistics examples
Exploring Chicago Style Linguistics Examples in Practice

chicago style linguistics examples are crucial for understanding the nuances
of linguistic research and documentation, particularly for those adhering to
the widely respected Chicago Manual of Style. This comprehensive article
delves into the practical application of Chicago style principles within the
field of linguistics, offering detailed explanations and illustrative
examples. We will explore how to cite linguistic data, theoretical
frameworks, and specific scholarly works, ensuring accuracy and clarity in
academic discourse. Furthermore, this exploration will cover various citation
formats, from footnotes and endnotes to bibliography entries, and address
common challenges faced by linguists when applying these stylistic
conventions. By examining real-world scenarios, this guide aims to equip
researchers, students, and academics with the knowledge to effectively
present their linguistic findings in a manner consistent with Chicago style.
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Understanding the Chicago Manual of Style in
Linguistics

The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) is a widely adopted style guide in
academia, known for its flexibility and comprehensiveness. For linguists,
adhering to CMOS ensures consistency and credibility in presenting research
findings, theoretical arguments, and empirical data. Its guidelines are
particularly valuable for structuring academic papers, theses, dissertations,
and journal articles within the diverse subfields of linguistics, from
phonetics and syntax to sociolinguistics and historical linguistics. The
manual provides a framework for clear communication, enabling readers to
easily follow the sources and methodologies employed by the researcher.

Linguistics, as a discipline, often deals with complex data sets, intricate
theoretical models, and a vast array of source materials, including primary
texts, fieldwork recordings, and specialized databases. The Chicago Manual of
Style offers robust mechanisms for managing this complexity, particularly in
its dual citation system: the notes-bibliography system and the author-date
system. While the notes-bibliography system is often preferred in humanities



and some social sciences, including many areas of linguistic scholarship, the
author-date system also finds application, especially in empirical or data-
heavy subfields. Understanding which system to use, and how to apply it
consistently, is the first step for any linguist aiming for Chicago-style
adherence.

Key Elements of Chicago Style for Linguistic
Citations

When applying Chicago style to linguistic examples, several key elements
require careful attention. These include the proper formatting of author
names, titles of works, publication details, and the specific conventions for
citing various types of linguistic resources. The goal is always to provide
sufficient information for a reader to locate the original source without
ambiguity, while maintaining a clean and professional presentation of the
text. This involves understanding the distinction between citing a published
book, a journal article, a conference paper, or even raw linguistic data.

Citing Books and Book Chapters
Books and book chapters are fundamental sources in linguistics. In the notes-
bibliography system, a footnote or endnote for a book typically includes the
author's full name, the book's title (italicized), publication city,
publisher, year of publication, and specific page numbers cited. For a
chapter within an edited volume, the chapter author's name, the chapter title
(in quotation marks), the book title (italicized), the editor(s), and the
pagination for the chapter are all essential.

For example, a footnote citing a book might look like this:

No. 1. Edward Sapir, Language: An Introduction to the Study of Speech
(New York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1921), 34.

And for a chapter in an edited volume:

No. 2. Dell Hymes, "The Ethnography of Speaking," in Readings in the
Sociology of Language, ed. Joshua A. Fishman (The Hague: Mouton, 1968),
110.

The bibliography entry would follow a similar structure but would omit the
specific page numbers unless citing a collected works or a specific edition.



Citing Journal Articles
Journal articles are a staple in linguistic research, and their citation
requires specific formatting. A typical footnote or endnote includes the
author's full name, the article title (in quotation marks), the journal title
(italicized), the volume and issue numbers, the year of publication, and the
page range of the article, followed by the specific page(s) referenced. The
bibliography entry will omit the specific page referenced but will include
the full page range of the article.

An example of a footnote citation for a journal article:

No. 3. Noam Chomsky, "Syntactic Structures," The Linguistic Review 1,
no. 1 (1981): 6.

The corresponding bibliography entry would appear as:

Chomsky, Noam. "Syntactic Structures." The Linguistic Review 1, no. 1
(1981): 1–10.

Citing Online Resources
In contemporary linguistics, online resources, digital corpora, and
electronic publications are increasingly common. Chicago style provides
guidelines for citing these, often requiring the URL and a date of access.
For journal articles accessed online, the citation may include the journal's
original print details along with the URL and access date. For websites or
specific online documents, the author (if available), title, website name,
publication date (if available), and the access date are crucial.

Footnotes and Endnotes in Linguistic Research

The notes-bibliography system, utilizing footnotes or endnotes, is a
cornerstone of Chicago style, and it is particularly useful in linguistics
for several reasons. Footnotes and endnotes allow for the insertion of
supplementary information, detailed explanations of linguistic phenomena,
extended grammatical examples, or references to specific data points without
disrupting the flow of the main text. This is invaluable when discussing
complex grammatical structures, phonetic transcriptions, or historical sound
changes.

For instance, a linguist might use a footnote to provide a full transcription
of a spoken utterance or to elaborate on the theoretical implications of a
particular dialectal feature being discussed. Endnotes serve the same purpose
but are collected at the end of the chapter or document. The consistent
application of the Chicago style for numbering and formatting these notes is



essential for clarity and professional presentation. Each note should contain
all the necessary bibliographic information for the source, formatted
according to CMOS guidelines, and the first reference to a source in notes is
typically more complete than subsequent references.

Bibliography Formatting for Linguistic Works

The bibliography is an indispensable component of any Chicago-style document,
providing a comprehensive list of all sources cited. For linguistic works,
the bibliography must be meticulously organized and formatted to ensure all
essential bibliographic details are present. The primary goal is to enable
readers to easily identify and retrieve the sources consulted. Alphabetical
order by author's last name is the standard, and entries are typically
formatted with a hanging indent for readability, where the first line of each
entry is flush left, and subsequent lines are indented.

The level of detail in bibliography entries is consistent with the notes, but
generally omits specific page numbers for general references, focusing
instead on the full publication details. This allows for a clear overview of
the scholarly landscape informing the research. For linguistic works,
ensuring the accurate representation of titles, special characters (like
phonetic symbols), and publication information from diverse sources is
paramount.

Citing Specific Linguistic Data and Corpus
Evidence

A significant aspect of linguistic research involves the use of data, whether
from fieldwork, existing corpora, or annotated texts. Chicago style provides
guidance for citing such materials, ensuring that the source of the data is
clearly attributed and verifiable. This is particularly important in
empirical linguistics, where the strength of an argument often rests on the
evidence presented.

When citing a linguistic corpus, it is important to identify the corpus by
name, its creators or curators, the version or edition (if applicable), and
the location or access method. If specific data points or examples are drawn
from a corpus, these should be referenced clearly, often with a unique
identifier within the corpus or a descriptive note of the context. For
example, a citation might refer to a specific text file, a database entry, or
a set of search results.

Here's an example of how corpus data might be referenced in a note:

No. 4. British National Corpus (BNC), text "ABCDEF," spoken section,
10.1.



In the bibliography, the entry would provide details about the corpus itself:

British National Corpus (BNC). Accessed October 26, 2023.
http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/.

The precise format will depend on the nature of the corpus and the specific
guidelines provided by the publication venue.

Referencing Theoretical Frameworks and Models

Linguistic research is deeply intertwined with theoretical frameworks and
models that shape how phenomena are analyzed. Citing these theoretical
underpinnings is crucial for situating one's work within the broader
scholarly conversation. When referencing a foundational text that introduced
a particular theory or model, the citation should point directly to that
source.

For instance, when discussing generative grammar, a citation might point to
Chomsky's seminal works. Similarly, research in phonology would reference key
papers and books that laid out the principles of phonological analysis. The
formatting for these theoretical sources follows the standard Chicago style
for books and articles, ensuring that the origin of the theoretical concepts
is clear to the reader.

If a theoretical framework has evolved over time and has multiple key
proponents or significant revisions, it is important to cite the specific
formulations or texts that the researcher is engaging with. This precision
ensures that the attribution of theoretical ideas is accurate and that the
reader can trace the intellectual lineage of the presented arguments.

Handling Diverse Linguistic Sources

Linguistics draws upon a wide array of source types, including historical
documents, dictionaries, grammars, dissertations, conference proceedings, and
even unpublished manuscripts. Chicago style offers principles that can be
adapted to accommodate these diverse materials, emphasizing the provision of
enough detail to allow for unambiguous identification.

For unpublished materials, such as dissertations or conference papers, the
citation should include the author, title, type of document, institution or
conference name, and the year. If the work is available online through a
repository, the URL and access date should also be included. This ensures
that even ephemeral or less formally published works are properly credited.

When citing historical linguistic texts, particular care must be taken with
archaic spelling, original publication details, and any modern editions or
translations that are being used. The goal is to represent the source
faithfully, whether it is an original manuscript or a scholarly edition of an



ancient text. Consistent application of CMOS rules, even with challenging
source materials, upholds the integrity of the research.

Common Challenges and Solutions

Applying Chicago style to linguistic examples can present unique challenges.
One common issue is the consistent representation of specialized linguistic
notation, such as phonetic symbols, IPA transcriptions, and grammatical
notations, within citations. The Chicago Manual of Style advises on general
principles for handling such special characters, often suggesting the use of
Unicode or specific typographical conventions. When in doubt, it is advisable
to consult the latest edition of CMOS or the specific style guidelines of the
journal or publisher.

Another challenge is citing works that exist in multiple editions or
versions. For instance, a foundational text might have undergone significant
revisions. Chicago style dictates that the edition used by the researcher
should be cited. If different editions are being compared, both the original
publication date and the date of the edition being cited should be indicated.

Furthermore, the integration of direct linguistic examples within notes
requires careful formatting to avoid confusion with the bibliographic
information. Clear typographical distinctions, such as the use of italics or
different indentation for linguistic examples within notes, can help maintain
readability. When faced with ambiguity, consulting the Chicago Manual of
Style's specific examples or seeking clarification from an editor or mentor
is the most effective solution.

FAQ

Q: What is the primary difference between the notes-
bibliography system and the author-date system in
Chicago style for linguistics?
A: The notes-bibliography system uses footnotes or endnotes to cite sources
within the text, providing detailed bibliographic information on first
mention, with shorter citations for subsequent references. The bibliography
at the end lists all cited sources alphabetically. The author-date system
uses parenthetical in-text citations (Author Year, Page) and a reference list
at the end, which is similar to the bibliography but typically includes only
works cited. For many humanities and linguistics fields, the notes-
bibliography system is more commonly preferred.



Q: How should I cite a phonetic transcription in a
footnote or endnote when using Chicago style?
A: If the phonetic transcription is part of a larger quoted text or example,
it should be presented within the quotation marks or as a distinct linguistic
example, following standard practices for presenting linguistic data. The
citation itself would then follow the standard Chicago style for the source
of that transcription. If the transcription is being introduced as primary
data, it might be presented in a footnote with a clear label indicating it is
a transcription, followed by the source citation.

Q: Is it necessary to include URLs and access dates
for all online linguistic resources cited in Chicago
style?
A: Yes, it is generally recommended to include URLs and access dates for
online linguistic resources, especially if they are not part of a stable or
regularly updated platform like a published journal or a well-established
digital archive. This helps readers locate the specific version of the
resource you consulted, as online content can change frequently.

Q: How do I cite a linguistic atlas or a dialect
survey using Chicago style?
A: When citing a linguistic atlas or survey, you should treat it like any
other book or collection of data. Include the title of the atlas or survey,
the names of the editor(s) or compiler(s), the publication information
(publisher, year), and any relevant volume or plate numbers. If you are
referencing specific maps or data points, provide those details. In the
bibliography, the entry would list the entire atlas or survey.

Q: What is the best practice for citing a personal
communication, such as an interview with a linguist,
in Chicago style?
A: For personal communications like interviews, Chicago style typically
recommends citing them in the notes only, not in the bibliography. The note
should include the name of the person, their title or affiliation (if
relevant), the date of the communication, and the method (e.g., "interview by
author," "email correspondence"). For example: "Personal communication with
Dr. Eleanor Vance, Professor of Phonetics, November 15, 2023."



Q: How should I handle citations of ancient or
historical linguistic texts in Chicago style,
especially if they are in a different language or
have complex textual traditions?
A: When citing historical texts, it's crucial to provide the full citation
for the specific edition you are using, including the original author, title,
and publication details of that edition. If the text is in a foreign
language, provide the original title and, if necessary, a translation of the
title. For critical editions or texts with extensive commentary, you may need
to cite both the original text and the commentary. Consult the Chicago Manual
of Style for specific guidance on citing classical and medieval texts.

Q: If I am using a Chicago author-date system for my
linguistics paper, how do I cite a source that has
no author listed?
A: In the author-date system, if a source has no author, you use the title of
the work in place of the author's name. The title is usually shortened if it
is long, and it is italicized if it is a standalone work (like a book or
website) or enclosed in quotation marks if it is a shorter work (like an
article). The parenthetical citation would then be (Shortened Title Year,
Page).

Q: What if I need to cite a specific sound or a
phoneme in my linguistic analysis within a Chicago
style note?
A: If you are referring to a specific sound or phoneme as part of your
linguistic example in a note, you would typically present that notation using
standard linguistic conventions (e.g., IPA symbols in slashes for phonemes,
in square brackets for phones). The citation for the source of that
linguistic information would follow the standard note format. For instance:
"The phoneme /p/ in English has several allophones [pʰ], [p], [b]." Cited in
Smith 2020, 15.

Q: Can I use abbreviations for frequently cited
linguistic sources in my Chicago style
footnotes/endnotes?
A: Yes, Chicago style allows for the use of abbreviations for frequently
cited sources after the first full citation. This is particularly useful for
classic works or extensive corpora in linguistics. The abbreviation should be
defined in a special note at the beginning of the notes section or in the



bibliography. For example, after the first full citation of "Chomsky, Noam.
Syntactic Structures. The Hague: Mouton, 1957," subsequent references could
simply be "Chomsky, Syntactic Structures, 78" or a pre-defined abbreviation
like "(SS, 78)".

Q: How should I cite software used for linguistic
analysis, such as a corpus analysis tool or a
transcription program, in Chicago style?
A: When citing software, treat it similarly to any other published work.
Include the software name, the developer or company, the version number, and
the year of release. If the software is accessed online, include the URL and
access date. For example, in a note: "Analysis conducted using AntConc
(version 3.5.8; Laurence Anthony, 2019)." In the bibliography: "Anthony,
Laurence. AntConc. Version 3.5.8. 2019. Accessed October 26, 2023.
http://www.laurenceanthony.net/software."
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