chicago style for pragmatics

The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) is a widely respected style guide that offers comprehensive
recommendations for academic and professional writing. When it comes to the nuanced field of
pragmatics, understanding and applying Chicago style is crucial for clarity, consistency, and
scholarly rigor. This article delves into the specific ways Chicago style informs the citation,
formatting, and general presentation of work in pragmatics, covering everything from in-text
citations to bibliographical entries and stylistic considerations for linguistic terminology. We will
explore how Chicago style's flexibility allows for adaptation to the unique demands of pragmatic
research, ensuring that scholars can effectively communicate their findings. Furthermore, we will
address common challenges and provide detailed guidance on best practices for adhering to Chicago
style in pragmatic studies, making it an indispensable resource for anyone engaging with this
discipline.
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Understanding Chicago Style's Flexibility for
Pragmatics

The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) is celebrated for its adaptability, a quality that makes it
particularly well-suited for diverse academic disciplines, including pragmatics. Unlike some more
rigid style guides, Chicago offers two primary systems: the author-date system and the notes and
bibliography system. This dual approach empowers researchers in pragmatics to choose the method
that best aligns with their specific research context, publication venue, or personal preference, while
still maintaining scholarly integrity and clarity. The nuances of pragmatic research, which often
involve extensive quotation, analysis of conversational data, and references to theoretical
frameworks, are well-accommodated by Chicago's guidelines.

Pragmatics, as a field that examines language in use and its social context, frequently requires
detailed referencing of spoken or written interactions, theoretical texts, and experimental findings.
Chicago style's comprehensive approach to both in-text citations and bibliography construction
ensures that these references are presented clearly and consistently. This allows readers to easily
trace the sources of information, verify claims, and delve deeper into the foundational literature of
pragmatic studies. The ability to integrate theoretical discussions with empirical data seamlessly is a
hallmark of effective pragmatic research, and Chicago style provides the framework to achieve this.



Citation Styles in Chicago: Author-Date vs. Notes and
Bibliography

Chicago style offers two distinct citation systems, each with its own advantages for researchers in
pragmatics. The choice between them often depends on the conventions of a particular journal,
publisher, or academic department, as well as the nature of the work itself. Both systems aim for
clarity and accuracy in attributing sources.

The Author-Date System

The author-date system, often favored in the social sciences, uses parenthetical citations in the text
that include the author's last name and the year of publication. For example, a citation might appear
as (Grice 1975) or (Austin 1962, 24). This system is efficient for works with a large number of
citations, as it keeps the text uncluttered by placing the publication details directly within the
narrative flow. In pragmatics, where extensive referencing to seminal works like Grice's "Logic and
Conversation" or Austin's work on speech acts is common, this system can be highly effective for
maintaining readability while providing immediate source attribution.

The Notes and Bibliography System

The notes and bibliography system, more traditional in humanities disciplines, uses superscript
numbers in the text that correspond to footnotes or endnotes. These notes provide the full
bibliographic information upon first citation and can include commentary or supplementary
material. Subsequent citations of the same source are typically shortened. This system is valuable in
pragmatics when detailed explanations or elaborations on sources are necessary without disrupting
the main text. It also allows for extensive quoting or referencing of specific passages from complex
theoretical works, offering readers immediate access to the source details.

In-Text Citations for Pragmatic Research

Regardless of the chosen system, accurate in-text citation is paramount in pragmatic research. The
goal is to clearly and unambiguously point the reader to the source material being discussed. This is
especially important when dealing with complex theoretical arguments or specific examples of
language use.

Citing Specific Utterances or Examples

When analyzing specific utterances or examples from corpora or transcripts, it is crucial to cite the
source accurately. This might involve referencing the corpus itself, the transcript of a conversation,
or a specific published work where the example is presented. For instance, in the author-date
system, one might cite (Gumperz 1982, 58) if an example of contextualization cues is taken from
Gumperz's work on discourse. In the notes and bibliography system, a footnote would provide the
full details, possibly including line numbers or participant designations if relevant.



Referencing Theoretical Concepts

Pragmatics draws heavily on theoretical frameworks from linguistics, philosophy, and sociology.
When introducing or discussing these concepts, attributing them to their originators is essential. For
example, when discussing implicature, referencing Grice (1975) is standard. Chicago style provides
clear guidelines for how to integrate such references smoothly into the text, whether by mentioning
the author's name in the sentence (e.g., "As Austin (1962) argued...") or by using parenthetical
citations.

Crafting Bibliographies and Works Cited Lists

The bibliography or works cited list is the cornerstone of academic integrity, providing a
comprehensive record of all sources consulted and cited in a work. Chicago style offers detailed
instructions for formatting this crucial section, ensuring consistency and comprehensibility for
readers. In pragmatics, this list will often include a diverse range of materials.

Formatting Books and Articles

Books are typically listed with the author's full name, the title of the book (italicized), the place of
publication, the publisher, and the year of publication. Journal articles follow a similar pattern:
author's name, article title (in quotation marks), journal title (italicized), volume and issue numbers,
and page numbers. For example, a reference to a foundational text might look like this: Levinson,
Stephen C. 1983. Pragmatics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Including Corpus Data and Websites

Modern pragmatic research often utilizes linguistic corpora and online resources. Chicago style
provides guidance for citing these as well. For corpus data, details about the corpus name, its
compilers, and accessibility (e.g., URL and access date) are typically included. Similarly, for online
articles or reference materials, the author (if available), title, website name, URL, and access date
are necessary. This ensures that researchers can locate the data or resources used in the study.

Formatting Linguistic Data and Examples

Presenting linguistic data and examples clearly is critical in pragmatics. Chicago style offers
guidelines to ensure these elements are formatted in a way that is easily understood by the reader
and integrated smoothly into the text.

Using Quotation Marks and Italics

Direct quotations from texts are enclosed in quotation marks. For examples of spoken language or
utterances being analyzed, Chicago style generally recommends using quotation marks. Italics are
typically reserved for linguistic terms being defined or discussed, or for the titles of works. For

instance, an example might be presented as: The speaker said, "I'll be there soon." The term deixis



refers to words and phrases that point to the circumstances of their utterance.

Presenting Transcription Data

When dealing with transcribed conversations, Chicago style encourages consistency and clarity.
While there isn't a single prescribed transcription system mandated by Chicago, it does emphasize
the need to describe the system used and apply it uniformly. For pragmatic research, this might
involve using standard phonetic or phonemic symbols if necessary, indicating pauses, intonation
contours, or overlaps, and clearly labeling speakers. Any such specialized notation should be
explained in a preface or a dedicated section if it is extensive.

Stylistic Considerations for Pragmatic Terminology

The field of pragmatics utilizes a specialized vocabulary. Chicago style provides general guidance on
consistent terminology, but pragmatics researchers must also ensure their specific usage aligns with
common practices within the field.

Defining Key Terms

When introducing key pragmatic terms such as implicature, presupposition, speech act, or
relevance, it is good practice to define them clearly for the reader. Chicago style supports this by
encouraging authors to be explicit and consistent in their definitions. This can be achieved through
parenthetical definitions, separate sentences, or as part of a glossary if the work is extensive.

Consistency in Usage

Maintaining consistency in the application of terms throughout a paper or book is crucial. For
example, if the term felicity conditions is used, it should be used consistently to refer to the same set
of criteria. Chicago style's emphasis on clarity and precision extends to the consistent use of
specialized terminology, helping to avoid reader confusion and enhance the credibility of the
research.

Common Challenges and Solutions in Chicago Style for
Pragmatics

While Chicago style is robust, researchers in pragmatics may encounter specific challenges that
require careful attention to detail and application of the manual's principles.

Citing Unconventional Data Sources

One common challenge is citing unconventional data sources, such as raw interview transcripts,
social media interactions, or field notes. Chicago style's flexibility allows for adaptation. For



unpublished data, the citation should include as much identifying information as possible, such as
the date of collection, the source (e.g., interviewee initials, social media platform), and any relevant
accession numbers or file names. For online interactions, providing the URL and access date is
essential.

Managing Large Numbers of Examples

Pragmatic analyses often rely on numerous examples to support claims. When these examples are
extensive, their presentation within the text can become cumbersome. Chicago style encourages the
use of lists and clear formatting to break up dense passages of examples. If the number of examples
is exceptionally large, it may be appropriate to place them in an appendix, with references in the
main text directing readers to the appendix.

Here are some common elements often cited in pragmatic research:

e Theoretical works on speech acts
¢ Seminal papers on conversational implicature

e Corpus linguistics studies

Published transcripts of conversations

Research articles on discourse analysis

Books on politeness theory

Studies in cross-cultural pragmatics

Ensuring Clarity in Complex Theoretical Discussions

Discussions in pragmatics can involve intricate theoretical debates. Chicago style's emphasis on
clear prose and well-structured arguments is vital. This means ensuring that transitions between
different theoretical points are smooth, that citations are placed precisely where they are needed to
support specific claims, and that any specialized notation or terminology is explained
comprehensively to the reader.

Concluding Thoughts on Chicago Style for Pragmatics

Adhering to Chicago style for pragmatics research is not merely a matter of following a set of rules;
it is about ensuring the clarity, precision, and credibility of your scholarly work. By understanding
and applying the principles outlined in the Chicago Manual of Style, researchers can effectively
present their analyses of language in use, cite their sources meticulously, and contribute
meaningfully to the ongoing discourse in pragmatics. The flexibility of the Chicago system, coupled
with its detailed guidance, empowers pragmatists to navigate the complexities of their field with



confidence and academic rigor.

FAQ

Q: What is the primary advantage of using Chicago style for a
paper on pragmatics?

A: The primary advantage of using Chicago style for a paper on pragmatics is its flexibility, offering
both an author-date and a notes-and-bibliography system, allowing researchers to choose the format
that best suits their specific needs and publication venue while maintaining a high standard of
academic rigor and clarity.

Q: How does Chicago style handle the citation of linguistic
corpora in pragmatics research?

A: Chicago style provides guidelines for citing unconventional data sources, including linguistic
corpora. Researchers should include the corpus name, its compilers, and accessibility information
such as the URL and access date to ensure readers can locate and verify the data used.

Q: When presenting transcribed conversational data in a paper
on pragmatics, what are Chicago style's recommendations?

A: Chicago style emphasizes consistency and clarity when presenting transcribed data. While it does
not mandate a specific transcription system, it requires authors to describe their chosen system and
apply it uniformly, explaining any specialized notation used to ensure reader comprehension.

Q: Is there a specific way Chicago style prefers to format
pragmatic terminology like "implicature” or "speech act"?

A: Chicago style recommends defining key terms clearly and using them consistently. For pragmatic
terminology, this means providing definitions, perhaps parenthetically or in a dedicated section, and
employing the terms uniformly throughout the work to maintain clarity and precision.

Q: Can the notes and bibliography system in Chicago style
accommodate extensive quotations from theoretical texts
common in pragmatics?

A: Yes, the notes and bibliography system is well-suited for accommodating extensive quotations or
detailed discussions of theoretical texts, as footnotes or endnotes allow for supplementary
information and precise referencing without disrupting the flow of the main text.



Q: How should I cite a specific utterance or example from a
published work in pragmatics using Chicago style?

A: When citing a specific utterance or example, you should attribute it to its source using either the
author-date parenthetical citation or a footnote/endnote. Include the author, year, and page number
(e.g., (Grice 1975, 50) or a corresponding footnote). If the example is from a transcript, additional
details like speaker and line number might be necessary, explained within the citation system.

Q: What if my pragmatic research uses data from social
media? How would Chicago style address this?

A: For social media data, Chicago style would require detailed attribution. This includes the platform
name, the specific post or thread (if identifiable), the username of the author, and the date and time
of the post, along with a URL if possible and the date you accessed it.

Q: Are there any specific rules in Chicago style about
formatting phonetic or phonemic transcriptions used in
pragmatics?

A: Chicago style does not enforce a single transcription system but stresses the importance of
consistency and clear explanation. If using phonetic or phonemic transcriptions common in
linguistics, ensure your system is described in a preface or introduction, and apply it uniformly
throughout the text.
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