
chicago style for presenting findings
linguistics
The Chicago Manual of Style is a cornerstone for academic and professional
writing, and when it comes to presenting linguistic findings, adherence to
its guidelines ensures clarity, consistency, and credibility. Understanding
how to format data, cite sources, and structure arguments within the Chicago
style framework is crucial for linguists aiming to communicate their research
effectively. This comprehensive guide delves into the nuances of chicago
style for presenting findings linguistics, covering everything from citation
methods to data visualization and the specific considerations unique to the
field of linguistics. We will explore the importance of the author-date
system versus the notes-bibliography system, how to incorporate linguistic
examples, and best practices for referencing specialized linguistic databases
and software. Mastering these elements will not only enhance the scholarly
rigor of your work but also make your complex findings accessible to a
broader academic audience.
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Introduction to Chicago Style in Linguistics

chicago style for presenting findings linguistics provides a robust and
widely accepted framework for academic discourse. Within the field of
linguistics, where intricate theories and empirical data are paramount, a
standardized approach to presentation is not merely a matter of convention
but a necessity for clear communication and rigorous scholarship. This guide
aims to demystify the application of The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) to
linguistic research, ensuring that your findings are presented with precision
and professionalism. We will examine the core principles of Chicago style,
focusing on how they intersect with the unique demands of linguistic
analysis, from phonetic transcriptions to the citation of linguistic corpora.

The importance of consistent formatting and citation cannot be overstated in
academic disciplines. In linguistics, where research often builds upon
previous work and relies on specific theoretical frameworks, accurate
referencing is critical for intellectual honesty and for allowing readers to
trace the origins of ideas and data. The Chicago Manual of Style offers two



primary systems – author-date and notes-bibliography – each with its own
advantages depending on the specific requirements of a journal, publisher, or
academic institution. This article will explore both, highlighting their
application to linguistic research and providing practical advice on how to
implement them effectively.

Understanding Chicago Style: Author-Date vs.
Notes-Bibliography

The Chicago Manual of Style offers two distinct citation systems, and
linguists must choose the one most appropriate for their publication venue.
Both systems are designed to attribute sources accurately and allow readers
to locate the original material, but they differ in their implementation and
emphasis.

The Author-Date System

The author-date system is often preferred in the social sciences and some
fields of linguistics because it is concise and allows for easy in-text
referencing. In this system, the author's last name and the year of
publication are placed in parentheses within the text, immediately following
the borrowed information or idea. For example, a researcher might write:
"This phenomenon has been extensively documented (Smith 2018)." If the
author's name is part of the sentence, only the year is placed in
parentheses: "Smith (2018) argues that this phenomenon is prevalent."

A corresponding reference list, alphabetized by author's last name, is
provided at the end of the work, detailing full bibliographic information for
each source cited. This system is particularly useful for empirical studies
where immediate context for claims is beneficial. In linguistic research,
this might involve citing foundational theories or the statistical data from
specific studies.

The Notes-Bibliography System

The notes-bibliography system, conversely, uses footnotes or endnotes to cite
sources. Each citation is assigned a superscript number in the text, which
corresponds to a numbered note at the bottom of the page (footnote) or at the
end of the chapter or book (endnote). The first time a source is cited, the
note contains full bibliographic information. Subsequent citations of the
same source can be shortened to include the author's last name, a shortened
title, and the page number.



This system is often favored in the humanities and some areas of linguistic
theory where extensive explanation or commentary may be integrated into the
notes. For example, a linguistic theorist might use a note to provide a
detailed explication of a philosophical concept that underpins their
argument, or to offer an alternative interpretation of a particular
linguistic example without disrupting the main text's flow. A comprehensive
bibliography, listing all sources used, also accompanies the text.

Formatting Linguistic Data and Examples

The presentation of linguistic data requires meticulous attention to detail,
and Chicago style offers guidance on how to integrate this specialized
information seamlessly into your writing. This includes phonetic
transcriptions, grammatical examples, and corpus data.

Phonetic and Phonological Representations

When presenting phonetic or phonological data, it is crucial to use the
correct symbols and conventions, often following the International Phonetic
Alphabet (IPA). Chicago style recommends italicizing or enclosing phonetic
transcriptions in square brackets for narrow phonetic transcription and in
slashes for phonemic transcription. For example, the English word "cat" could
be transcribed phonetically as [kʰæt] and phonemically as /kæt/. Consistency
in the use of these symbols and conventions throughout the manuscript is
paramount.

It is also good practice to define any non-standard symbols or abbreviations
used in your transcriptions, either in a dedicated appendix or in the first
instance they appear in the text, perhaps within a footnote or a
parenthetical explanation. This ensures that your readers, regardless of
their specific expertise, can accurately interpret the phonetic data you are
presenting.

Grammatical Examples and Sentence Structures

Presenting grammatical examples, such as sentences illustrating a particular
syntactic structure or morphological feature, requires clear formatting to
distinguish them from the main text. Chicago style generally advises setting
such examples apart, often by indenting them as block quotes or presenting
them on a separate line with appropriate numbering if they are part of a
series. Each example should be clearly labeled, and any glosses (short
explanations of morphemes or words) should be provided directly below the
example, aligned with the corresponding words or morphemes.



For instance, a linguistic analysis of a particular verb construction might
include an example like this:

(1) John eats apples.

John eat-s apple-PL

'John eats apples.'

The numbers in parentheses are for reference, and the gloss provides a
morpheme-by-morpheme breakdown, which is standard practice in many linguistic
subfields. Clear alignment and consistent formatting of glosses are vital for
readability.

Corpus Data and Statistical Presentation

When reporting findings derived from linguistic corpora or statistical
analyses, Chicago style emphasizes clarity and precision. Tables and figures
are essential tools for summarizing and visualizing such data. Tables should
be clearly titled, and each column and row should be appropriately labeled.
Figures, such as graphs or charts, should also have informative titles and
legends. Every table and figure referenced in the text must be numbered
sequentially.

It is important to ensure that any statistical measures reported are
accompanied by context, such as sample sizes or measures of variability. When
citing specific datasets or corpora, it is essential to provide full
bibliographic details in your reference list or bibliography, including the
name of the corpus, the compiler or institution responsible, the date of
access or publication, and any relevant URLs or DOI identifiers.

Citing Linguistic Sources and Databases

Accurate citation is fundamental to scholarly integrity, and The Chicago
Manual of Style provides detailed guidelines for referencing a wide array of
sources, including those specific to linguistics. This includes books,
journal articles, and specialized linguistic resources.

Referencing Books and Journal Articles

The citation format for books and journal articles in Chicago style, whether
using author-date or notes-bibliography, follows specific rules for titles,



publication information, and page numbers. For books, the format typically
includes the author's full name, the title (italicized), the place of
publication, the publisher, and the year of publication. For journal
articles, it includes the author's name, the article title (in quotation
marks), the journal title (italicized), the volume and issue numbers, and the
year of publication, along with specific page numbers or a range.

For example, in the notes-bibliography system, a footnote might appear as:
1. Noam Chomsky, Syntactic Structures (The Hague: Mouton, 1957), 45.

In the author-date system, this would be cited in the text as (Chomsky 1957,
45) and appear in the reference list as:

Chomsky, Noam. 1957. Syntactic Structures. The Hague: Mouton.

Citing Specialized Linguistic Databases and Corpora

Linguistic research often relies on specialized databases and corpora, such
as the British National Corpus, the Corpus of Contemporary American English,
or specific lexical resources. Chicago style requires that these resources be
cited with sufficient detail to allow readers to locate them. This typically
involves providing the name of the database or corpus, the responsible
institution or individuals, the version or date of access, and a URL or DOI
if available.

For instance, a reference entry for the British National Corpus might look
like this:

Aston, Gill, and Lou Burnard, eds. 1998. The British National Corpus: User
Guide. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

When citing data extracted from the corpus, the in-text citation or footnote
would reference the user guide or the corpus itself, depending on the context
and the specific requirement of the publication venue. It is always advisable
to check with the specific repository of the corpus for their recommended
citation practices, as these can sometimes be more specific than general CMOS
guidelines.

Software and Lexical Resources

The citation of linguistic software, such as parsing tools or statistical
analysis packages, and lexical resources, like dictionaries or thesauri, also
follows CMOS guidelines. For software, include the name of the software, its
version number, and the developer or company. For lexical resources, provide
the title, editor or author, publication details, and edition. The key is to
provide enough information for the reader to identify and, if possible,
access the resource.



Structuring Your Linguistic Findings with
Chicago Style

The structure of a linguistic research paper or presentation significantly
impacts how effectively findings are communicated. Chicago style, while not
dictating the exact sequence of your research sections, provides a framework
for organizing them logically and presenting information clearly.

Introduction and Literature Review

The introduction of a linguistic paper should clearly state the research
question, outline the scope of the study, and briefly present the main
findings. Following the introduction, a literature review contextualizes your
research within the existing scholarship. This section demonstrates your
engagement with previous work and highlights the gap your study aims to fill.
When using Chicago style, ensure all sources cited in the introduction and
literature review are meticulously referenced in either the in-text citations
and reference list (author-date) or the notes and bibliography (notes-
bibliography).

Methodology and Data Presentation

A well-defined methodology section is crucial for the reproducibility and
credibility of linguistic research. This section should detail the data
collection methods, the linguistic data analyzed (e.g., corpus data,
experimental data, elicited data), and the analytical framework employed. As
discussed previously, The Chicago Manual of Style provides guidelines for
presenting tables, figures, and examples that effectively convey your
linguistic data.

When presenting findings, it is often beneficial to intersperse textual
explanations with tables, figures, and linguistic examples. This approach
allows readers to follow your arguments while simultaneously examining the
evidence. The use of numbering for examples, tables, and figures, as
recommended by CMOS, ensures that readers can easily refer back to specific
pieces of evidence.

Analysis and Discussion

The analysis section is where you interpret your findings and connect them
back to your research question and theoretical framework. This is where you
explain what the data means and how it contributes to linguistic theory or



understanding. The discussion section elaborates on the implications of your
findings, discusses limitations, and suggests avenues for future research.
Throughout these sections, maintain a consistent citation style and ensure
that all claims are supported by evidence and properly attributed.

Key Considerations for Specialized Linguistic
Research

Certain subfields within linguistics have specific conventions that need to
be integrated with Chicago style. Awareness of these nuances ensures the
highest level of professionalism and clarity in your research.

Dialectology and Sociolinguistics

Researchers in dialectology and sociolinguistics often deal with variations
in language across different geographic regions and social groups. When
presenting data, this might involve transcribing speech samples with careful
attention to regional phonetic features or reporting on surveys of language
use. Chicago style's principles of clear formatting for transcriptions and
data visualization are directly applicable here. When citing fieldwork or
interviews, ensure that participant anonymity is maintained and that your
citation practices respect ethical guidelines, often using pseudonyms and
providing general descriptions of participant groups rather than specific
identifiers.

Computational Linguistics and Corpus Linguistics

For those working in computational or corpus linguistics, the use of
software, programming scripts, and large datasets is common. Chicago style
acknowledges the citation of software and datasets. When referencing code, it
is important to specify the programming language, the script's function, and
where it can be accessed. For corpus data, as previously detailed, provide
comprehensive information about the corpus itself. If you develop new
software or scripts for your research, consider how to cite these as original
contributions.

Historical Linguistics and Philology

Historical linguists and philologists often work with texts from different
historical periods and in various ancient or modern languages. Presenting
archaic spellings, grammatical structures, or textual variations requires



careful attention to formatting. While Chicago style provides general rules
for presenting foreign language material, it's advisable to consult specific
style guides for the languages or periods you are studying, if available, and
integrate these with CMOS. Ensure that the provenance and dating of
historical sources are clearly stated.

Conclusion: Elevating Your Linguistic
Scholarship

Adhering to chicago style for presenting findings linguistics is more than
just a mechanical process; it's about enhancing the clarity, credibility, and
impact of your research. By meticulously following the guidelines for
citation, data formatting, and structural organization, you ensure that your
complex linguistic analyses are accessible and understandable to your peers
and a wider academic audience. Whether you choose the author-date system for
its conciseness or the notes-bibliography system for its discursive
flexibility, consistency and precision are paramount. Mastering these
stylistic elements empowers you to present your linguistic discoveries with
the scholarly rigor they deserve, contributing effectively to the ongoing
discourse in the field.

Q: What is the primary difference between the
author-date and notes-bibliography systems in
Chicago style for linguistic research?
A: The author-date system uses parenthetical citations within the text
(Author Year) and a reference list at the end, while the notes-bibliography
system uses footnotes or endnotes for citations and a bibliography at the
end. The choice often depends on the discipline and publication requirements,
with author-date often favored for its conciseness in empirical studies.

Q: How should phonetic transcriptions be formatted
according to Chicago style when presenting
linguistic findings?
A: Chicago style recommends using the International Phonetic Alphabet (IPA)
and enclosing narrow phonetic transcriptions in square brackets [ ] and
phonemic transcriptions in slashes / /. Consistency in symbol usage and clear
definition of any non-standard symbols are crucial.



Q: What are the best practices for citing
specialized linguistic databases and corpora in a
Chicago-style document?
A: When citing linguistic databases and corpora, provide the name of the
resource, the responsible institution or individuals, the version or date of
access, and a URL or DOI if available. This allows readers to locate and
verify the data source.

Q: Is it necessary to indent grammatical examples
when presenting them in Chicago style?
A: Yes, Chicago style generally advises setting grammatical examples apart
from the main text, often by indenting them as block quotes or presenting
them on a separate line with appropriate numbering. This improves readability
and clearly distinguishes linguistic data.

Q: How should glosses for linguistic examples be
presented in Chicago style?
A: Glosses should be provided directly below the linguistic example they
explain, aligned with the corresponding words or morphemes. A clear and
consistent format for glossing is essential for comprehension.

Q: Can I use both author-date and notes-bibliography
systems within the same linguistics paper?
A: No, you must choose one system and use it consistently throughout your
entire document. Mixing the two systems is not permitted by Chicago style and
will lead to confusion.

Q: What information should be included when citing
linguistic software in a Chicago-style paper?
A: When citing linguistic software, include the name of the software, its
version number, and the developer or company. If the software is online or
has a specific access point, include a URL or DOI.

Q: How does Chicago style address the citation of



fieldwork data in sociolinguistics?
A: Chicago style guidelines, when applied to sociolinguistic fieldwork,
emphasize ethical considerations. Citations should maintain participant
anonymity, often using pseudonyms, and provide general descriptions of
participant groups rather than specific identifiers, while still offering
enough detail for transparency.
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