
chicago manual indirect quotation
guidelines

The Chicago Manual of Style offers clear directives for incorporating
indirect quotations, a vital skill for writers navigating academic,
professional, and creative pursuits. Understanding these indirect quotation
guidelines is crucial for maintaining academic integrity, ensuring clarity in
your prose, and adhering to stylistic conventions. This comprehensive article
will delve deep into the Chicago Manual's recommendations, exploring when and
how to use indirect quotations, the importance of attribution, and common
pitfalls to avoid. We will cover the nuances of integrating paraphrased
material, the role of the Chicago style in avoiding plagiarism, and best
practices for citing sources accurately when using this method of quotation.
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Understanding Indirect Quotations

An indirect quotation, often referred to as reported speech or paraphrase,
conveys the essence of another person's words or ideas without using their
exact phrasing. Unlike direct quotations, which are enclosed in quotation
marks and presented verbatim, indirect quotations are woven into the writer's
own sentences. The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) emphasizes clarity and
accuracy when employing this technique. It's a powerful tool for summarizing,
synthesizing, or elaborating on source material, allowing writers to
integrate information smoothly into their arguments while maintaining the
original meaning.

The primary function of an indirect quotation is to present information from
a source in a condensed or rephrased manner. This requires careful attention
to the source text to ensure that the paraphrased content accurately reflects
the original author's intent and meaning. Misrepresenting the source's ideas,
even unintentionally, can lead to serious academic and ethical issues.
Therefore, a thorough understanding of the source material is paramount
before attempting to paraphrase.

When to Use Indirect Quotations

Indirect quotations serve a variety of purposes in writing, making them a
versatile tool for authors. They are particularly useful when the exact
wording of the source is not as important as the idea being conveyed. For
instance, if you are summarizing a lengthy argument, a series of findings, or
a general concept, paraphrasing allows you to present this information more



concisely and efficiently. This can help to streamline your writing and keep
the reader focused on your overarching narrative rather than getting bogged
down in the minutiae of a direct quote.

Another common scenario for employing indirect quotations is when the
original phrasing is awkward, overly technical, or too lengthy for your
intended audience. By rephrasing, you can make the information more
accessible and relevant to your own discussion. Furthermore, when you want to
integrate a source's idea into your own sentence structure or style, indirect
quotation is the appropriate method. This allows for a more seamless flow of
ideas and demonstrates your ability to synthesize information from multiple
sources effectively.

To summarize key points from a source.

To condense lengthy passages without losing essential meaning.

To integrate source material into your own sentence structure.

To simplify complex or technical language for a broader audience.

To avoid overusing direct quotations and maintain your own voice.

Attributing Indirect Quotations in Chicago
Style

Attribution is a cornerstone of academic integrity and ethical writing, and
the Chicago Manual of Style provides clear guidelines for its proper
implementation. When you use an indirect quotation, you must attribute the
idea or information back to its original source. Failure to do so constitutes
plagiarism, a serious academic offense. The Chicago style prioritizes clear
and consistent referencing to give credit where it is due and to allow
readers to locate the original material.

The method of attribution typically involves mentioning the author and/or the
work from which the information is drawn. This can be done either within the
text of your writing or through a citation system, such as footnotes or
endnotes, as prescribed by the Chicago Manual. The key is to ensure that
there is no ambiguity about the origin of the paraphrased content. Readers
should be able to readily identify what ideas are yours and what ideas come
from external sources.

Methods of Attribution

Chicago style offers flexibility in how you attribute indirect quotations.
The most common methods include direct mentions of the source within your
prose or referencing through a citation system. When you introduce an
indirect quotation, you can explicitly name the author or the source. For
example, you might write, "According to Smith in his article 'The Future of
AI,' advancements in machine learning are rapidly accelerating." This



immediately signals to the reader that the subsequent information originates
from Smith's work.

Alternatively, and often in conjunction with in-text attribution, Chicago
style heavily relies on footnotes or endnotes for detailed citation. When you
paraphrase, you would typically place a superscript numeral at the end of the
sentence or clause containing the indirect quotation. This numeral
corresponds to an entry in your footnotes or endnotes, which provides the
full bibliographic details of the source. This system ensures that every
piece of borrowed information is meticulously accounted for.

When to Attribute

You must attribute any idea, fact, or piece of information that is not
considered common knowledge and that you have learned from a source. This
includes statistics, specific theories, opinions, unique arguments, and any
data that is not readily available in general encyclopedias or common
reference works. If you are unsure whether something constitutes common
knowledge, it is always safer to attribute it.

Even if you are paraphrasing extensively and significantly altering the
sentence structure, if the core idea originates from a specific source,
attribution is mandatory. The act of paraphrasing does not absolve you of the
responsibility to cite. The Chicago Manual emphasizes that the intellectual
content, not just the exact wording, requires acknowledgment.

Formatting Indirect Quotations

While indirect quotations do not involve quotation marks, their integration
into your text requires careful attention to grammatical flow and clarity.
The Chicago Manual of Style guides writers to present paraphrased material in
a manner that is both stylistically elegant and ethically sound. The goal is
to seamlessly blend the source's ideas into your own narrative without
disrupting the reader's comprehension or creating a sense of disjointedness.

The absence of quotation marks is the most significant formatting
distinction. This means you are free to incorporate the paraphrased content
within your own sentence structures, using your own vocabulary and syntax to
convey the original meaning. However, this freedom comes with the
responsibility of accurately representing the source's ideas and ensuring
proper attribution, which is paramount.

Integrating Paraphrased Content

When integrating paraphrased content, aim for fluency. Introduce the idea
clearly and then present your rephrased version. For example, instead of
quoting directly, you might state, "Jenkins (2021) argues that the economic
impact of the pandemic was more severe than initially projected." The
information that follows would then be the paraphrased substance of Jenkins'
argument. The sentence structure and wording should feel natural within your



own writing style.

It is essential to avoid simply rearranging the words of the original text.
True paraphrasing involves understanding the concept and then expressing it
entirely in your own words. This process helps to solidify your understanding
of the material and ensures that you are not inadvertently engaging in
plagiarism by producing a close paraphrase that is too similar to the
original. The Chicago Manual encourages a deep engagement with the source
material to achieve genuine rephrasing.

The Role of Citation

As previously discussed, citation is critical. Whether using footnotes,
endnotes, or an author-date system (though less common in humanities fields
that favor footnotes/endnotes), the Chicago Manual mandates that every piece
of information derived from an external source must be credited. For indirect
quotations, the citation will point the reader to the specific location in
the source where the idea can be found. This allows for verification and
further research by interested readers.

Paraphrasing vs. Direct Quotation

Choosing between paraphrasing and using a direct quotation is a strategic
decision that impacts the flow and emphasis of your writing. Both methods are
valid, but they serve different purposes and require different approaches to
integration and citation. Understanding the distinctions, as outlined by the
Chicago Manual of Style, is key to effective source integration.

A direct quotation is used when the precise wording of the source is
particularly significant, impactful, or memorable. This might be due to the
eloquence of the original phrasing, the importance of specific terminology,
or the desire to let the author's own voice shine through. Direct quotations
are always enclosed in quotation marks and are typically accompanied by a
citation that includes the page number.

When Direct Quotation is Preferred

Direct quotations are often employed when:

The original wording is exceptionally clear, concise, or persuasive.

The source uses unique or technical terminology that cannot be easily or
accurately paraphrased.

The author's specific phrasing is crucial to the argument being made.

You are analyzing the style, tone, or specific language choices of the
original author.



When using a direct quotation, it's important to introduce it smoothly and to
follow it with analysis or explanation. Simply dropping a quote into your
text without context or commentary is generally considered poor writing
practice. The Chicago Manual advises that direct quotes should serve a
purpose within your argument.

When Paraphrasing is Preferred

Paraphrasing is generally preferred when:

You need to summarize or condense information from a source.

The original wording is complex, verbose, or awkward.

You want to integrate an idea seamlessly into your own sentence
structure and style.

The specific wording is less important than the idea itself.

While paraphrasing offers more flexibility in terms of sentence construction,
it demands a deep understanding of the source to ensure accurate
representation. The Chicago Manual stresses that paraphrasing requires more
than just changing a few words; it necessitates a complete rephrasing of the
idea in your own voice.

Avoiding Plagiarism with Indirect Quotations

The risk of unintentional plagiarism is a significant concern when using
indirect quotations. Because you are not using quotation marks, it can be
tempting to present paraphrased material as your own thoughts. However, the
Chicago Manual of Style, like all reputable citation guides, is unequivocal:
any idea or information that originates from another source must be
attributed, whether it is a direct quotation or an indirect one.

Plagiarism occurs when you fail to give credit to the original author for
their intellectual contribution. This can happen through carelessness, lack
of understanding, or deliberate intent. For writers using indirect
quotations, vigilance in attribution is their primary defense against
accusations of plagiarism.

Strategies for Preventing Plagiarism

To avoid plagiarism when paraphrasing, adopt the following strategies, which
align with the spirit of the Chicago Manual's guidelines:

Understand the Source Thoroughly: Before you can paraphrase effectively,
you must fully comprehend the meaning and context of the original
material.



Write in Your Own Words: After understanding the source, put it aside.
Then, write down the idea in your own words without looking at the
original text. This helps ensure you are not merely rearranging words.

Attribute Every Piece of Information: Even if you feel you have
significantly rephrased an idea, if it originated from a specific
source, you must provide a citation.

Use a Consistent Citation Style: Adhere strictly to the Chicago Manual's
rules for footnotes, endnotes, or bibliography entries. Ensure your
citations are accurate and complete.

Distinguish Between Your Ideas and Source Ideas: Make it clear to your
reader where your original analysis begins and ends, and where
information from sources is being presented.

The Chicago Manual's emphasis on clear and meticulous citation is designed
precisely to prevent this ethical breach. By consistently following its
directives, writers can confidently incorporate the ideas of others into
their work without compromising academic integrity.

Common Errors in Indirect Quotations

Despite the perceived simplicity of paraphrasing, writers often fall into
common traps that can compromise the clarity and integrity of their work when
using indirect quotations. The Chicago Manual of Style implicitly guides
writers toward best practices by highlighting the importance of accuracy,
attribution, and original phrasing.

One of the most frequent errors is what is sometimes called "patchwriting" or
"close paraphrasing." This involves changing only a few words or rearranging
the sentence structure slightly while retaining the original phrasing and
structure too closely. Such attempts are often easily identifiable and are
considered a form of plagiarism because the original author's intellectual
property is not being adequately transformed or credited.

Oversight in Attribution

Perhaps the most critical error is the failure to attribute. Writers may
mistakenly believe that if they have paraphrased an idea extensively, it no
longer requires a citation. This is fundamentally incorrect. Any information,
concept, or data that is not common knowledge and that you have learned from
a source needs a citation, regardless of how thoroughly you have rephrased
it. The Chicago Manual is adamant about this.

Another related error is inconsistent or incomplete citation. Even when
attribution is attempted, it might be omitted for some paraphrased ideas or
the citation itself might be vague, lacking crucial details like page numbers
(if applicable and desired by the style). This makes it difficult for readers
to verify the information and undermines the credibility of the work.



Misrepresentation of Source Material

A subtler but equally damaging error is the misrepresentation of the source's
meaning. When paraphrasing, writers must ensure they are accurately conveying
the original author's intent. This can happen through a misunderstanding of
the source text, an oversimplification that distorts the original argument,
or by taking a statement out of its broader context and presenting it in a
way that changes its meaning. The Chicago Manual's focus on precision in
scholarly communication implicitly requires that paraphrased content be a
faithful rendition of the original idea.

Writers should always double-check their paraphrased content against the
original source to ensure accuracy. This meticulous review process is a
hallmark of professional writing and is essential for maintaining the
integrity of both the writer's work and the sources they engage with.

The Chicago Manual's Stance on Indirect
Quotations

The Chicago Manual of Style's approach to indirect quotations is
characterized by its emphasis on clarity, accuracy, and integrity. While it
doesn't offer rigid, prescriptive rules for every single scenario, it
provides a robust framework that prioritizes ethical scholarship and
effective communication. The manual's guidance on indirect quotation is
embedded within its broader principles of citation and prose style.

At its core, the Chicago Manual views indirect quotations as a valuable tool
for writers to integrate source material seamlessly. It encourages authors to
paraphrase when it serves the purpose of summarizing, synthesizing, or
adapting information into their own narrative voice. However, this
encouragement is always coupled with the absolute requirement of proper
attribution. The manual's stance is that the intellectual ownership of an
idea remains with the original author, regardless of how it is presented.

Emphasis on Clarity and Flow

The Chicago Manual advocates for prose that is clear and easy to follow. When
it comes to indirect quotations, this means integrating them smoothly into
the surrounding text. Writers are encouraged to use introductory phrases that
clearly signal the source of the information and to ensure that the
paraphrased content fits grammatically and stylistically within the writer's
own sentences. The goal is to create a cohesive reading experience where
borrowed ideas are presented as extensions of the writer's own argument, not
as abrupt intrusions.

The manual implicitly suggests that effective paraphrasing demonstrates a
writer's command of the source material and their ability to articulate
complex ideas in their own words. It's not just about restating information;
it's about engaging with it and making it your own within the context of your
work, while still giving credit.



Mandate for Attribution

The most crucial aspect of the Chicago Manual's stance on indirect quotations
is its unwavering mandate for attribution. The manual is explicit that
paraphrasing does not excuse the need for citation. Whether through
footnotes, endnotes, or a bibliography, every instance where an idea, fact,
or piece of information is drawn from an external source must be meticulously
documented. This principle is fundamental to preventing plagiarism and
upholding academic honesty.

The Chicago style's comprehensive citation system is designed to provide
readers with all the necessary information to locate and consult the original
sources. For indirect quotations, this means citing the author and work from
which the paraphrased material is derived, often with specific page
references to pinpoint the location of the idea within the source. This
thoroughness ensures that the writer's work is built on a foundation of
transparency and respect for intellectual property.

FAQ

Q: What is the primary difference between a direct
quotation and an indirect quotation according to the
Chicago Manual of Style?
A: The primary difference lies in the presentation of the source material. A
direct quotation uses the exact wording of the source, enclosed in quotation
marks. An indirect quotation, or paraphrase, conveys the essence of the
source's words or ideas in the writer's own language and sentence structure,
and is not enclosed in quotation marks.

Q: Must I cite an indirect quotation if I have
significantly rephrased the original text?
A: Yes, absolutely. The Chicago Manual of Style, and indeed all citation
styles, require that you cite any idea, information, or argument that is not
your own original thought or common knowledge, regardless of how extensively
you have rephrased it.

Q: Can I use indirect quotations to summarize a large
section of a source?
A: Yes, indirect quotations are ideal for summarizing or condensing
information from a source. They allow you to extract the core ideas and
integrate them concisely into your own writing, making your text more
streamlined and focused.



Q: What are the Chicago Manual's recommendations for
introducing an indirect quotation?
A: The Chicago Manual of Style suggests introducing indirect quotations with
clear attribution, often mentioning the author and the source (e.g.,
"According to Dr. Evans in her recent study..."). This signals to the reader
that the following information is paraphrased from a specific source.

Q: Is it acceptable to simply change a few words in a
sentence from a source and call it an indirect
quotation?
A: No, this practice, often referred to as patchwriting, is not acceptable
and can be considered plagiarism. True indirect quotation requires a complete
rephrasing of the idea in your own words and sentence structure,
demonstrating genuine understanding and synthesis.

Q: When should I choose to use a direct quotation
instead of an indirect quotation in Chicago style?
A: You should opt for a direct quotation when the original wording is
particularly impactful, memorable, precise, or when you wish to analyze the
author's specific language or style. If the exact phrasing is crucial to your
argument, a direct quote is often more appropriate.

Q: How do I handle citations for indirect quotations
in Chicago style?
A: Chicago style typically uses footnotes or endnotes for citations. When you
use an indirect quotation, you will place a superscript numeral at the end of
the sentence or clause containing the paraphrased material. This numeral
corresponds to a footnote or endnote entry that provides the bibliographic
details of the source, including the author, title, and publication
information, and often the page number.

Q: What is the main goal of using indirect quotations
according to Chicago Manual of Style principles?
A: The main goal is to effectively integrate source material into your own
writing by rephrasing ideas in your own voice, thereby demonstrating
comprehension and building your argument, while always maintaining clear and
accurate attribution to the original source.
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