CHICAGO STYLE FOR SCHOLARLY WORKS IP

THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE IS A CORNERSTONE FOR ACADEMIC AND SCHOLARLY WRITING, OFFERING A COMPREHENSIVE
GUIDE FOR PRODUCING CLEAR, CONSISTENT, AND PROFESSIONAL DOCUMENTS. W/HEN ENGAGING WITH IP-RELATED MATTERS,
UNDERSTANDING THE NUANCES OF CHICAGO STYLE FOR SCHOLARLY WORKS IP IS PARAMOUNT. THIS GUIDE DELVES INTO THE
SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS FOR CITING INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY, INCLUDING PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, AND COPYRIGHTS, WITHIN
ACADEMIC RESEARCH. WE WILL EXPLORE THE INTRICACIES OF IN-TEXT CITATIONS, BIBLIOGRAPHY ENTRIES, AND THE UNIQUE
CONSIDERATIONS FOR DIFFERENT TYPES OF |P, ENSURING ACCURACY AND ADHERENCE TO SCHOLARLY STANDARDS. MASTERING
THESE ELEMENTS IS CRUCIAL FOR RESEARCHERS AIMING FOR PRECISION IN THEIR \WORK.
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UNDERSTANDING CHICAGO STYLE FOR SCHOLARLY WoRksS IP

CHICAGO STYLE FOR SCHOLARLY WORKS |P ENCOMPASSES THE SPECIFIC GUIDELINES FOR DOCUMENTING INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
WITHIN ACADEMIC RESEARCH PAPERS, THESES, DISSERTATIONS, AND OTHER SCHOLARLY PUBLICATIONS. INTELLECTUAL
PROPERTY, BY ITS VERY NATURE, INVOLVES RIGHTS AND OWNERSHIP THAT MUST BE METICULOUSLY CREDITED. W/HETHER A
RESEARCHER IS REFERENCING A GROUNDBREAKING PATENT, A DISTINCTIVE TRADEMARK, OR THE PROTECTED EXPRESSION OF AN
AUTHOR, PROPER CITATION ENSURES ACADEMIC INTEGRITY AND AVOIDS PLAGIARISM. THe CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE
(CMOS) PROVIDES A ROBUST FRAMEWORK FOR THIS, DISTINGUISHING BETWEEN DIFFERENT TYPES OF IP AND OFFERING DETAILED
INSTRUCTIONS FOR BOTH IN-TEXT CITATIONS AND BIBLIOGRAPHIC ENTRIES.

THE IMPORTANCE OF ACCURATE |P CITATION CANNOT BE OVERSTATED IN SCHOLARLY DISCOURSE. |T ACKNOWLEDGES THE
CONTRIBUTIONS OF CREATORS AND INVENTORS, ALLOWS READERS TO VERIFY SOURCES AND FURTHER INVESTIGATE THE IPIN
QUESTION, AND UPHOLDS THE ETHICAL STANDARDS OF RESEARCH. FOR SCHOLARS DEALING WITH FIELDS SUCH AS LAV,
BUSINESS, TECHNOLOGY, OR CREATIVE ARTS, WHERE IP 1S A CENTRAL THEME, A DEEP UNDERSTANDING OF THESE CITATION RULES
IS NON-NEGOTIABLE. THIS SECTION WILL LAY THE GROUNDWORK FOR UNDERSTANDING THE GENERAL APPROACH CMOS TAKES
TOWARDS INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY.

Core PrINCIPLES OF CHICAGO STYLE FOR INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

THE FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES GUIDING CHICAGO STYLE FOR SCHOLARLY WORKS IP ARE ROOTED IN CLARITY, CONSISTENCY,
AND ATTRIBUTION. W/HEN DEALING WITH INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY, THE GOAL IS TO PROVIDE ENOUGH INFORMATION FOR A
READER TO LOCATE THE SPECIFIC IP AT ISSUE AND UNDERSTAND ITS CONTEXT. THIS TYPICALLY INVOLVES IDENTIFYING THE
TYPE OF |P, THE RELEVANT PARTIES (INVENTORS, APPLICANTS, O\X/NERS), IDENTIFYING NUMBERS OR REGISTRATION DETAILS, AND
THE DATE OF CREATION, FILING, OR REGISTRATION. THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE PRIORITIZES PROVIDING SUFFICIENT DETAIL
WITHOUT OVERWHELMING THE READER.

TWO PRIMARY CITATION SYSTEMS ARE AVAILABLE IN CHICAGO STYLE: THE NOTES-BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM AND THE AUTHOR-
DATE SYSTEM. FOR SCHOLARLY WORKS, PARTICULARLY THOSE IN THE HUMANITIES AND SOME SOCIAL SCIENCES, THE NOTES-
BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM IS OFTEN PREFERRED. [HIS SYSTEM USES FOOTNOTES OR ENDNOTES FOR IN-TEXT CITATIONS, WITH A
CORRESPONDING BIBLIOGRAPHY AT THE END OF THE WORK. THE AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM, MORE COMMON IN THE SCIENCES AND
SOME SOCIAL SCIENCES, USES PARENTHETICAL CITATIONS IN THE TEXT FOLLOWED BY A REFERENCE LIST. REGARDLESS OF THE
SYSTEM CHOSEN, THE INFORMATION REQUIRED FOR CITING IP REMAINS LARGELY CONSISTENT, FOCUSING ON PROVIDING



UNAMBIGUOUS IDENTIFICATION.

NoTES-BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM FOR |IP

IN THE NOTES-BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM, IN"TEXT CITATIONS FOR INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ARE HANDLED THROUGH NUMBERED
FOOTNOTES OR ENDNOTES. EACH NOTE PROVIDES THE NECESSARY DETAILS TO IDENTIFY THE SPECIFIC PATENT, TRADEMARK, OR
COPYRIGHT. THE BIBLIOGRAPHY ENTRY THEN OFFERS A MORE COMPLETE BIBLIOGRAPHIC RECORD FOR EACH CITED IP. THIS
APPROACH ALLOWS FOR DETAILED EXPLANATIONS OR TANGENTIAL INFORMATION WITHIN THE NOTES WHILE MAINTAINING A
CLEAN AND ORGANIZED MAIN TEXT. FOR |P, THIS MEANS INCLUDING ALL RELEVANT IDENTIFIERS AND PARTIES.

AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM FOR IP

THE AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM, WHILE LESS COMMON FOR EXTENSIVE IP CITATION IN TRADITIONAL HUMANITIES SCHOLARSHIP,
OFFERS A CONCISE IN-TEXT CITATION. A BRIEF PARENTHETICAL REFERENCE, TYPICALLY INCLUDING THE AUTHOR (OR
APPLICANT/INVENTOR) AND A DATE, DIRECTS THE READER TO A REFERENCE LIST. For |P, THIS MIGHT INVOLVE ABBREVIATING
CERTAIN ELEMENTS OR FOCUSING ON THE MOST CRITICAL IDENTIFYING INFORMATION IN THE IN-TEXT CITATION, WITH THE FULL
DETAILS RESIDING IN THE REFERENCE LIST. THE KEY IS TO PROVIDE A CLEAR LINK BETWEEN THE IN-TEXT MENTION AND THE FULL
ENTRY.

CITING PATENTS IN SCHOLARLY W ORKS

CITING PATENTS IN SCHOLARLY WORKS REQUIRES PRECISION, AS PATENTS ARE LEGAL DOCUMENTS WITH SPECIFIC IDENTIFIERS
THAT MUST BE ACCURATELY RECORDED. W/HETHER REFERENCING GRANTED PATENTS, PATENT APPLICATIONS, OR PROVISIONAL
PATENTS, CHICAGO STYLE PROVIDES CLEAR GUIDELINES. THE PRIMARY GOAL IS TO ENABLE READERS TO FIND THE EXACT PATENT
DOCUMENT BEING DISCUSSED, WHICH OFTEN INVOLVES PROVIDING THE PATENT NUMBER, THE INVENTOR(S), THE ASSIGNEE (IF
ANY), AND THE DATE OF ISSUANCE OR PUBLICATION.

PATENT NUMBERS AND ISSUANCE DATES

THE PATENT NUMBER IS THE MOST CRUCIAL PIECE OF INFORMATION FOR IDENTIFYING A GRANTED PATENT. THIS NUMBER, ALONG
WITH THE ISSUANCE DATE, FORMS THE CORE OF THE CITATION. FOR EXAMPLE, A U.S. PATENT MIGHT BE CITED AS U.S. PATENT
1234567, 1ssuUep JANUARY 1, 2020. THE FORMAT FOR THESE NUMBERS CAN VARY BY COUNTRY, AND CMOS PROVIDES
GUIDANCE ON HOW TO PRESENT THEM CONSISTENTLY. ACCURACY IN RECORDING THESE ALPHANUMERIC IDENTIFIERS IS
PARAMOUNT TO PREVENT MISIDENTIFICATION.

INvENTOR(S) AND AssSIGNEE(S)

[DENTIFYING THE INVENTOR(S) IS ESSENTIAL FOR ACKNOWLEDGING THEIR CONTRIBUTION. |F THE PATENT HAS BEEN ASSIGNED TO A
COMPANY OR INSTITUTION, THIS INFORMATION, KNOWN AS THE ASSIGNEE, SHOULD ALSO BE INCLUDED. THIS PROVIDES CONTEXT
ABOUT THE OWNERSHIP AND POTENTIAL COMMERCIAL APPLICATION OF THE PATENTED TECHNOLOGY. IN THE NOTES-
BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM, THE INVENTOR(S) AND ASSIGNEE WOULD TYPICALLY APPEAR IN BOTH THE FOOTNOTE/ENDNOTE AND THE
BIBLIOGRAPHY ENTRY.



PATENT APPLICATIONS AND PUBLICATION DATES

SCHOLARLY WORKS MAY ALSO REFERENCE PATENT APPLICATIONS THAT HAVE BEEN PUBLISHED BUT NOT YET GRANTED. THESE
CITATIONS REQUIRE SIMILAR ELEMENTS, INCLUDING THE APPLICATION NUMBER (OFTEN REFERRED TO AS A PUBLICATION NUMBER
FOR PUBLISHED APPLICATIONS), THE INVENTOR(S), THE ASSIGNEE, AND THE PUBLICATION DATE. THE DISTINCTION BETWEEN A
PATENT NUMBER AND A PUBLICATION NUMBER IS CRITICAL FOR CLARITY. FOR EXAMPLE, A U.S. PATENT APPLICATION
PUBLICATION MIGHT BE CITED AS U.S. PATENT AppLICATION PusLICATION No. 2020/0001234 A1, PUBLISHED JANUARY 1,
2020.

CITING TRADEMARKS IN SCHOLARLY W ORKS

TRADEMARKS ARE DISTINCTIVE SIGNS USED BY BUSINESSES TO IDENTIFY THEIR PRODUCTS OR SERVICES AND DISTINGUISH THEM
FROM THOSE OF COMPETITORS. CITING TRADEMARKS IN SCHOLARLY WORKS OFTEN INVOLVES IDENTIFYING THE MARK ITSELF, THE
CLASS OF GOODS OR SERVICES IT IS ASSOCIATED WITH, AND ITS REGISTRATION STATUS OR JURISDICTION. THE GOAL IS TO
CLEARLY IDENTIFY THE SPECIFIC MARK AND ITS LEGAL STANDING.

IDENTIFYING THE TRADEMARK

THE TRADEMARK ITSELF SHOULD BE PRESENTED CLEARLY. IF IT IS A WORDMARK, IT IS TYPICALLY PRESENTED IN REGULAR TEXT. IF
IT IS A LOGO OR DESIGN, A DESCRIPTION OR A REFERENCE TO AN IMAGE (IF APPLICABLE AND PERMITTED) MIGHT BE NECESSARY,
THOUGH IN TEXT-BASED SCHOLARLY WORKS, A DESCRIPTIVE APPROACH IS MORE COMMON. SPECIAL CHARACTERS OR SYMBOLS
ASSOCIATED WITH THE TRADEMARK, SUCH AS (TRADEMARK) OorR ® (REGISTERED TRADEMARK), SHOULD BE USED JUDICIOUSLY
AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH CMOS GUIDELINES. TYPICALLY, THE ® SYMBOL IS USED ONCE FOR THE FIRST MENTION OF A
REGISTERED TRADEMARK.

REGISTRATION DETAILS AND JURISDICTION

\W/HEN REFERENCING A REGISTERED TRADEMARK, IT IS OFTEN IMPORTANT TO INCLUDE INFORMATION ABOUT ITS REGISTRATION.
THIS CAN INCLUDE THE TRADEMARK REGISTRATION NUMBER AND THE JURISDICTION (E.G., U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE,
EuroPEAN UNION INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY OFFICE). FOR UNREGISTERED TRADEMARKS, THE CITATION MIGHT FOCUS ON THE
GOODS OR SERVICES WITH WHICH THE MARK IS USED AND THE GEOGRAPHIC AREA OF USE. THE SPECIFIC DETAILS REQUIRED WILL
DEPEND ON THE CONTEXT AND THE IMPORTANCE OF THE TRADEMARK TO THE SCHOLARLY ARGUMENT.

CITING COPYRIGHTED MATERIAL IN SCHOLARLY W ORKS

COPYRIGHT PROTECTS ORIGINAL WORKS OF AUTHORSHIP, INCLUDING LITERARY, DRAMATIC, MUSICAL, AND CERTAIN OTHER
INTELLECTUAL WORKS. CITING COPYRIGHTED MATERIAL IN SCHOLARLY WORKS IS CRUCIAL FOR ACKNOWLEDGING THE SOURCE OF
QUOTES, IMAGES, DATA, OR ANY OTHER PROTECTED CONTENT. THE PRIMARY ELEMENTS FOR CITING COPYRIGHTED MATERIAL
TYPICALLY INCLUDE THE AUTHOR, TITLE OF THE WORK, PUBLICATION INFORMATION, AND THE SPECIFIC LOCATION WITHIN THE
\WORK WHERE THE MATERIAL IS FOUND.

CITING PuBLISHED W ORKS

\WHEN QUOTING OR REFERENCING PUBLISHED WORKS, SUCH AS BOOKS, ARTICLES, OR CHAPTERS, THE CITATION SHOULD FOLLOW
STANDARD BIBLIOGRAPHIC PRACTICES FOR THOSE TYPES OF SOURCES. THIS INCLUDES PROVIDING THE AUTHOR’S NAME, THE



TITLE OF THE WORK (ITALICIZED FOR STANDALONE WORKS, IN QUOTATION MARKS FOR SHORTER WORKS WITHIN A LARGER
COLLECTION), THE PUBLISHER, AND THE PUBLICATION DATE. THE PAGE NUMBERS WHERE THE COPYRIGHTED MATERIAL APPEARS
ARE ESSENTIAL FOR DIRECT QUOTATION.

CITING UNPUBLISHED W ORKS

CITING UNPUBLISHED WORKS, SUCH AS MANUSCRIPTS, LETTERS, OR PERSONAL CORRESPONDENCE, REQUIRES CAREFUL
CONSIDERATION. IN ADDITION TO THE AUTHOR AND TITLE (IF ANY), THE CITATION SHOULD SPECIFY THE NATURE OF THE
MATERIAL (E.G., MANUSCRIPT, LETTER) AND ITS LOCATION (E.G., NAME OF ARCHIVE, COLLECTION, OR REPOSITORY, AND ANY
SPECIFIC ITEM OR FOLDER NUMBERS). THE DATE OF CREATION OF THE UNPUBLISHED MATERIAL IS ALSO IMPORTANT. PERMISSION
MAY BE REQUIRED TO CITE OR REPRODUCE UNPUBLISHED MATERIAL.

PerMISSIONS FOR USE

WHiLE CMOS PROVIDES CITATION GUIDELINES, IT IS CRUCIAL TO REMEMBER THAT CITATION DOES NOT AUTOMATICALLY GRANT
PERMISSION TO USE COPYRIGHTED MATERIAL. FOR EXTENSIVE QUOTATIONS, IMAGES, OR OTHER PROTECTED CONTENT,
SCHOLARS MUST SECURE PERMISSION FROM THE COPYRIGHT HOLDER. THE CITATION ITSELF ACKNOWLEDGES THE SOURCE, BUT
LEGAL RIGHTS STILL GOVERN THE USE AND REPRODUCTION OF THE MATERIAL.

BesT PRACTICES FOR IP CiTATION IN CHICAGO STYLE

ADHERING TO BEST PRACTICES IN CHICAGO STYLE FOR SCHOLARLY WORKS |P ENSURES CLARITY, ACCURACY, AND ADHERENCE
TO ACADEMIC STANDARDS. CONSISTENCY IS KEY, ONCE A METHOD FOR CITING A PARTICULAR TYPE OF P s CHOSEN, IT SHOULD
BE APPLIED UNIFORMLY THROUGHOUT THE WORK. THIS MAKES THE DOCUMENT EASIER FOR READERS TO NAVIGATE AND
UNDERSTAND.

THOROUGHNESS IN CITATION IS ALSO PARAMOUNT. |T IS BETTER TO INCLUDE SLIGHTLY MORE INFORMATION THAN NOT ENOUGH,
ESPECIALLY WHEN DEALING WITH LEGAL OR TECHNICAL DOCUMENTS LIKE PATENTS. THIS MEANS ENSURING ALL RELEVANT
NUMBERS, DATES, AND PARTIES ARE ACCURATELY RECORDED. RESEARCHERS SHOULD CONSULT THE LATEST EDITION OF THE
CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE FOR THE MOST UP-TO-DATE AND SPECIFIC GUIDANCE, AS CITATION RULES CAN EVOLVE.

CONSISTENCY IN FORMATTING

MAINTAINING CONSISTENCY IN THE FORMATTING OF |P CITATIONS IS CRUCIAL FOR READABILITY. THIS INCLUDES THE CONSISTENT
USE OF ITALICS FOR TITLES, QUOTATION MARKS FOR SHORTER WORKS, AND THE CORRECT PRESENTATION OF NUMBERS AND
DATES. WHETHER USING THE NOTES-BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM OR THE AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM, THE PRESENTATION OF SIMILAR
TYPES OF |P SHOULD FOLLOW A PREDICTABLE PATTERN. FOR EXAMPLE, ALL U.S. PATENTS SHOULD BE CITED IN THE SAME
FORMAT, AND ALL TRADEMARK CITATIONS SHOULD ADHERE TO A UNIFIED STRUCTURE.

ACCURACY OF INFORMATION

THE ACCURACY OF THE INFORMATION PRESENTED IN [P CITATIONS IS NON-NEGOTIABLE. MISSPELLED NAMES, INCORRECT PATENT
NUMBERS, OR WRONG DATES CAN LEAD TO SIGNIFICANT CONFUSION AND UNDERMINE THE CREDIBILITY OF THE RESEARCH.
RESEARCHERS SHOULD DOUBLE-CHECK ALL DETAILS AGAINST THE ORIGINAL SOURCE DOCUMENTS OR RELIABLE DATABASES
BEFORE FINALIZING THEIR CITATIONS. THIS DILIGENCE IS ESPECIALLY IMPORTANT FOR LEGAL AND TECHNICAL DOCUMENTS WHERE
PRECISE IDENTIFICATION IS CRITICAL.



COoNSULTING THE LATEST CMOS EDITION

THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE IS REGULARLY UPDATED TO REFLECT CHANGES IN PUBLISHING PRACTICES AND CITATION
CONVENTIONS. RESEARCHERS SHOULD ALWAYS REFER TO THE MOST RECENT EDITION OF CMOS FOR DEFINITIVE GUIDANCE ON
CITING INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY. THIS ENSURES THAT THE CITATIONS ARE CURRENT AND ALIGN WITH CONTEMPORARY
SCHOLARLY EXPECTATIONS. ONLINE RESOURCES AND STYLE GUIDES OFTEN PROVIDE SUMMARIES, BUT THE PRIMARY SOURCE
REMAINS THE DEFINITIVE AUTHORITY.

CoMMON CHALLENGES AND SoLUTIONS IN CHICAGO STYLE IP CITATION

CITING INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY CAN PRESENT UNIQUE CHALLENGES DUE TO THE SPECIALIZED NATURE OF THESE DOCUMENTS AND
THEIR VARYING FORMATS ACROSS DIFFERENT JURISDICTIONS. ONE COMMON CHALLENGE IS DEALING WITH OLDER OR LESS
STANDARDIZED |P RECORDS. ANOTHER IS ENSURING THAT THE CITATION PROVIDES SUFFICIENT CONTEXT FOR READERS WHO MAY
NOT BE FAMILIAR WITH SPECIFIC |P LAWS OR SYSTEMS.

NAVIGATING THE COMPLEXITIES OF INTERNATIONAL |P RIGHTS ALSO ADDS ANOTHER LAYER OF DIFFICULTY. DIFFERENT COUNTRIES
HAVE DISTINCT PATENT AND TRADEMARK SYSTEMS, AND THEIR DOCUMENTATION CAN VARY SIGNIFICANTLY. SOLUTIONS INVOLVE
CAREFUL RESEARCH INTO THE SPECIFIC JURISDICTION AND CONSULTING CMOS FOR GUIDANCE ON PRESENTING INTERNATIONAL
INFORMATION CLEARLY AND CONCISELY. W/HEN IN DOUBT, ERRING ON THE SIDE OF PROVIDING MORE DETAIL, WHILE STILL AIMING
FOR CONCISENESS, IS GENERALLY ADVISABLE.

HANDLING INTERNATIONAL IP

CITING PATENTS OR TRADEMARKS FROM DIFFERENT COUNTRIES REQUIRES AN UNDERSTANDING OF INTERNATIONAL CITATION
PRACTICES. CMOS OFFERS GUIDANCE ON PRESENTING FOREIGN PATENT NUMBERS AND REGISTRATION DETAILS. IT IS IMPORTANT
TO CLEARLY INDICATE THE COUNTRY OF ORIGIN FOR EACH |P DOCUMENT. FOR INSTANCE, A EUROPEAN PATENT WILL HAVE A
DIFFERENT FORMAT AND IDENTIFICATION SYSTEM THAN A U.S. PATENT. RESEARCHERS SHOULD CLEARLY STATE THE ISSUING
AUTHORITY AND THE RELEVANT IDENTIFICATION NUMBERS FOR EACH INTERNATIONAL |P THEY CITE.

OBSCURE OR ARCHIVAL IP

SOMETIMES SCHOLARLY RESEARCH MAY INVOLVE CITING OBSCURE OR ARCHIVAL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY THAT LACKS EASILY
ACCESSIBLE FORMAL CITATIONS. IN SUCH CASES, THE PRINCIPLE OF PROVIDING ENOUGH INFORMATION FOR THE READER TO
LOCATE THE SOURCE REMAINS PARAMOUNT. THIS MIGHT INVOLVE DETAILED DESCRIPTIONS OF THE ARCHIVAL COLLECTION, THE
SPECIFIC DOCUMENT, AND ANY UNIQUE IDENTIFIERS OR DATES ASSOCIATED WITH IT. THE GOAL IS TO RECONSTRUCT A
TRACEABLE CITATION FROM THE AVAILABLE INFORMATION.

ENSURING CLARITY FOR A GENERAL AUDIENCE

W/HILE SCHOLARLY WORKS ARE READ BY EXPERTS, THE IP CITED MIGHT BE UNFAMILIAR TO SOME READERS. THE CITATION
SHOULD STRIVE FOR CLARITY THAT BALANCES SPECIFICITY WITH ACCESSIBILITY. THIS MEANS DEFINING TECHNICAL TERMS IF
NECESSARY AND ENSURING THAT ALL IDENTIFYING INFORMATION IS PRESENTED LOGICALLY. IF A PATENT OR TRADEMARK IS
CENTRAL TO THE ARGUMENT, A BRIEF EXPLANATION OF ITS SIGNIFICANCE OR FUNCTION MAY BE BENEFICIAL, EITHER IN THE TEXT
OR IN A FOOTNOTE.



FAQ

Q: WHAT ARE THE ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS FOR CITING A U.S. PATENT IN CHICAGO STYLE?

A: THE ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS FOR CITING A U.S. PATENT IN CHICAGO STYLE TYPICALLY INCLUDE THE PATENT NUMBER, THE
INVENTOR(S)’ NAMES, THE ASSIGNEE (IF APPLICABLE), AND THE ISSUANCE DATE. FOR EXAMPLE, IN A FOOTNOTE OR ENDNOTE:
U.S. PATENT 1234567, INVENTED BY JANE DOE AND JOHN SMITH, ASSIGNED TO INNOVATE CORP., ISSUED JAN. 1, 2020. THE
BIBLIOGRAPHY ENTRY WOULD MIRROR THIS INFORMATION.

QI How SHOULD | CITE A TRADEMARK THAT IS REGISTERED IN MULTIPLE COUNTRIES?

A: \WHEN CITING A TRADEMARK REGISTERED IN MULTIPLE COUNTRIES, CHICAGO STYLE SUGGESTS IDENTIFYING THE TRADEMARK,
ITS OWNER, AND THE SPECIFIC REGISTRATION DETAILS FOR EACH RELEVANT JURISDICTION. YOU WOULD TYPICALLY LIST THE
COUNTRY OF REGISTRATION, THE REGISTRATION NUMBER, AND THE DATE OF REGISTRATION FOR EACH. FOR EXAMPLE: APPLE
(LoGo), reGISTERED U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE, U.S. REGISTRATION No. 1234567, Jan. 1, 2010; EUROPEAN
UNION INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY OFFICE, REGISTRATION No. 987654, Fes. 1, 201 1.

Q: IS IT NECESSARY TO INCLUDE THE FULL TEXT OF A PATENT APPLICATION IN A
CHICAGO STYLE CITATION?

A:No, IT IS NOT NECESSARY TO INCLUDE THE FULL TEXT OF A PATENT APPLICATION. THE CITATION FOR A PUBLISHED PATENT
APPLICATION IN CHICAGO STYLE SHOULD INCLUDE THE PUBLICATION NUMBER, THE INVENTOR(S), THE ASSIGNEE (IF APPLICABLE),
AND THE PUBLICATION DATE. FOR INSTANCE: U.S. PATENT AppLICATION PusLICATION No. 2020/0012345 A1, FiLep BY
INVENTOR JOHN DOE, ASSIGNED TO TECH SOLUTIONS INC., PUBLISHED JAN. 1, 2020.

Q: WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN CITING A TRADEMARK AND A SERVICE MARK IN
CHICAGO STYLE?

A: WHILE BOTH ARE FORMS OF BRAND IDENTIFIERS, A TRADEMARK DISTINGUISHES GOODS, AND A SERVICE MARK DISTINGUISHES
SERVICES. CHICAGO STYLE GENERALLY TREATS THEM SIMILARLY IN CITATIONS, EMPHASIZING ACCURATE IDENTIFICATION OF THE
MARK, ITS OWNER, AND ITS REGISTRATION DETAILS. THE KEY IS TO CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER THE MARK IS ASSOCIATED WITH
GOODS OR SERVICES IF THAT DISTINCTION IS RELEVANT TO YOUR ARGUMENT.

Q: SHOULD | USE FOOTNOTES OR ENDNOTES FOR IP CITATIONS IN CHICAGO STYLE?

A: THE CHOICE BETWEEN FOOTNOTES AND ENDNOTES IN CHICAGO STYLE IS LARGELY A MATTER OF PREFERENCE AND THE
PUBLISHER’S REQUIREMENTS. BOTH ARE ACCEPTABLE FOR P CITATIONS. FOOTNOTES APPEAR AT THE BOTTOM OF THE PAGE,
WHILE ENDNOTES ARE COLLECTED AT THE END OF THE CHAPTER OR THE BOOK. THE CRUCIAL ASPECT IS CONSISTENCY IN THEIR
USE AND THE COMPLETE INFORMATION PROVIDED WITHIN THEM.

Q: How Do | CITE A COPYRIGHT FOR A PIECE OF SOFTWARE IN CHICAGO STYLE?

A: CITING SOFTWARE COPYRIGHT IN CHICAGO STYLE WOULD TYPICALLY INVOLVE IDENTIFYING THE SOFTWARE’S TITLE, THE
COPYRIGHT HOLDER (USUALLY THE DEVELOPER OR COMPANY), AND THE YEAR OF COPYRIGHT REGISTRATION OR PUBLICATION.
For ExAMPLE: © 2023 MIcRosoFT CORPORATION. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. |F QUOTING CODE, YOU WOULD ALSO PROVIDE THE
SPECIFIC LINE NUMBERS AND SOURCE. FOR A MORE FORMAL ENTRY IN A BIBLIOGRAPHY, YOU WOULD INCLUDE THE SOFTW ARE
DEVELOPER, TITLE, VERSION (IF APPLICABLE), AND PUBLICATION/COPYRIGHT YEAR.



QZ \W/HAT IF THE INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY |'M CITING IS VERY OBSCURE AND LACKS
STANDARD IDENTIFIERS?

A: |IF THE IP IS OBSCURE AND LACKS STANDARD IDENTIFIERS, CHICAGO STYLE EMPHASIZES PROVIDING THE MOST DESCRIPTIVE AND
TRACEABLE INFORMATION AVAILABLE. THIS MIGHT INCLUDE THE NAME OF THE INVENTOR OR CREATOR, THE TITLE OR DESCRIPTION
OF THE WORK, THE DATE OF CREATION OR DISCOVERY, AND THE LOCATION WHERE THE IP CAN BE FOUND (E.G., ARCHIVAL
COLLECTION, SPECIFIC HISTORICAL DOCUMENT). THE GOAL IS TO GIVE YOUR READER THE BEST POSSIBLE CHANCE TO LOCATE
THE SOURCE.
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