chicago manual of style indirect quote
formatting

The Chicago Manual of Style indirect quote formatting is a crucial element for academic and
professional writers seeking to properly integrate paraphrased or summarized ideas from source
materials into their own work. Unlike direct quotations, which reproduce source text verbatim,
indirect quotations, also known as paraphrases or summaries, restate the author's ideas in your own
words. This article will delve deeply into the intricacies of Chicago style indirect quoting, covering
essential principles, common pitfalls to avoid, and best practices for maintaining academic integrity
and clarity in your writing. We will explore how to introduce indirect quotes, the necessity of
attribution, and how to distinguish between paraphrasing and summarizing. Understanding these
distinctions is vital for effective scholarly communication and avoiding plagiarism.
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Understanding Indirect Quotations in Chicago Style

Indirect quotations, in the context of the Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS), refer to the practice of
restating an author's ideas, arguments, or factual information in your own words and sentence
structure. This is a fundamental skill for scholarly writing, allowing you to synthesize information
from various sources, build upon existing knowledge, and demonstrate your comprehension of
complex topics. Unlike direct quotes, which require precise replication of the source text and
enclosing it in quotation marks, indirect quotes necessitate a thorough understanding and
rephrasing of the original material. The primary goal is to convey the essence of the source's point
without copying its exact phrasing. This process not only showcases your ability to process and
articulate information but also strengthens the flow and cohesion of your own writing.

The Chicago Manual of Style emphasizes that even when you use your own words, the original
author still holds the intellectual property rights to the ideas. Therefore, proper attribution is always
required, regardless of whether you are using a direct quotation or an indirect one. Failing to
attribute paraphrased or summarized material is considered plagiarism, a serious academic offense.
The manual provides detailed guidance on how to cite sources effectively, ensuring that your
readers can easily locate the original material and that you give credit where it is due. This
comprehensive approach to citation is a hallmark of Chicago style, promoting transparency and
intellectual honesty in academic discourse.



When to Use Indirect Quotations

Indirect quotations serve a variety of purposes in academic and professional writing, making them
an indispensable tool for researchers and authors. They are particularly useful when you want to
incorporate an author's idea or argument without disrupting the flow of your own prose with a block
of quoted text. For instance, if a particular point is less critical to emphasize with its original
wording, a paraphrase can smoothly integrate it into your narrative. Another common scenario is
when you need to present a general idea from a source that has been expressed at length.
Summarizing the core concept in a sentence or two can be far more efficient than quoting a lengthy
passage.

Furthermore, indirect quotations are crucial for demonstrating your understanding and
interpretation of source material. By rephrasing a concept, you show that you have processed the
information and can articulate it in a way that aligns with your own argument or thesis. This can be
particularly effective when synthesizing ideas from multiple sources; you can use paraphrases to
show how different authors' perspectives relate to one another. However, it is important to
remember that the emphasis remains on the idea of the original author, not on your unique phrasing
as the primary contribution. The original author's intellectual contribution must always be
acknowledged.

Key Principles of Chicago Style Indirect Quote
Formatting

The core principle of Chicago style indirect quote formatting is clarity and accuracy in attribution.
When you paraphrase or summarize a source, you must clearly indicate where that information
originated. This is typically achieved through in-text citations and a corresponding entry in your
bibliography or works cited list. Unlike direct quotes that require quotation marks, indirect quotes
do not use them, but the need for citation remains paramount. The goal is to inform your reader that
a specific idea or piece of information is not your original thought but rather comes from another
author.

Another key principle is to ensure that your paraphrase or summary accurately reflects the meaning
and intent of the original source. This means not misrepresenting the author's claims or taking them
out of context. Even though you are using your own words, the underlying meaning must remain
faithful to the original. This requires careful reading and comprehension of the source material. The
Chicago Manual of Style provides guidelines on how to achieve this fidelity, emphasizing that
paraphrasing is not merely changing a few words but involves a more significant restructuring of
sentences and ideas.

The Importance of Rephrasing

When creating an indirect quotation, simply changing a few words from the original source is
insufficient and can still be considered plagiarism. True paraphrasing involves understanding the



original text's meaning and then expressing that meaning entirely in your own words and sentence
structure. This requires a deep engagement with the material. You should aim to explain the concept
as if you were teaching it to someone else, using your vocabulary and grammatical constructions.
This thorough rephrasing ensures that you have truly internalized the information and are not just
subtly copying the original.

Maintaining Original Meaning

Accuracy is non-negotiable when paraphrasing. While you are encouraged to use your own words,
the core message and any nuances of the original author's argument must be preserved.
Misrepresenting an author's point, even unintentionally, can lead to misinformed readers and
damage your credibility. It is crucial to reread your paraphrase and compare it against the original
source to ensure that the meaning is identical and that no distortion has occurred. If the original text
contains a complex idea, your paraphrase should reflect that complexity accurately.

Attribution: The Cornerstone of Indirect Quoting

Attribution is arguably the most critical aspect of indirect quoting under the Chicago Manual of
Style. Every piece of information, idea, or argument that you borrow from a source, even when
rephrased in your own words, must be credited. This attribution serves two vital purposes: it
acknowledges the intellectual contributions of the original author, and it provides your readers with
the means to find and verify the source. Without proper attribution, you risk committing plagiarism,
which can have severe academic and professional consequences. Chicago style offers two primary
systems for citation: the notes-bibliography system and the author-date system. Both require
consistent and accurate referencing.

Within the Chicago style, particularly the notes-bibliography system, indirect quotations are typically
followed by a footnote or endnote. This note will contain the necessary bibliographic information to
identify the source. The exact format of the note depends on whether the source has been cited
before. For the first citation of a source, the note is usually more extensive, including author's name,
title, publication details, and page number(s). Subsequent citations of the same source can be
shortened to include only the author's last name, a shortened title, and the page number. Regardless
of the system used, the key is to ensure that every indirect quotation is unmistakably linked to its
origin.

The Role of Footnotes and Endnotes

In the notes-bibliography system, footnotes (appearing at the bottom of the page) or endnotes
(collected at the end of the document) are the primary means of providing in-text attribution for
indirect quotations. When you paraphrase or summarize a specific idea from a source, you insert a
superscript Arabic numeral in your text immediately following the paraphrased material. This
numeral corresponds to a numbered entry in your footnote or endnote section. The Chicago Manual
of Style provides meticulous guidelines on how to format these notes, including the order of names,



punctuation, and the inclusion of relevant details like chapter titles or specific URLs.

Author-Date Citation System

While the notes-bibliography system is prevalent in many humanities fields, the author-date system
is common in the sciences and some social sciences. In this system, indirect quotations are followed
by an in-text citation in parentheses, typically consisting of the author's last name and the year of
publication (e.g., (Smith 2020)). If you are referencing a specific part of the work, you may also
include the page number (e.g., (Smith 2020, 45)). Like the notes system, this parenthetical citation
directs the reader to a full bibliographic entry in a reference list at the end of the paper. The key is
consistency in applying the chosen citation style.

Integrating Indirect Quotes Smoothly

Seamlessly integrating indirect quotations into your writing is essential for maintaining a
sophisticated and engaging prose style. Simply dropping a paraphrase into your text without any
lead-in or context can feel abrupt and disjointed. To achieve smooth integration, you should
introduce the paraphrase with a signal phrase that attributes the idea to the source and often
provides a brief context for its relevance. These signal phrases act as bridges, connecting the
original author's thought to your own narrative and helping your reader understand the purpose of
the information you are presenting.

The nature of the signal phrase can vary depending on the content and the author's stance. For
example, you might use phrases like "According to Jones," "As argued by Brown," "Smith explains
that," or "In her analysis, Davis demonstrates that." These phrases not only credit the source but
also introduce the idea that follows, preparing the reader for the information. The goal is to make
the transition as natural as possible, so the reader perceives the borrowed idea as a valuable
addition to your argument, rather than an interruption. The placement of the signal phrase can also
vary; it can precede the paraphrase, follow it, or be embedded within the sentence.

Using Signal Phrases Effectively

Signal phrases are instrumental in weaving indirect quotations into your own writing. They act as
introductory or transitional elements that clearly identify the source of the paraphrased information
and often provide context. For instance, rather than just stating a paraphrased idea, you might begin
with "In his groundbreaking study, Chen argues that..." or "Contrary to popular belief, the research
indicates that..." These phrases not only give credit but also frame the information, helping the
reader understand its significance within your argument. The choice of verb in the signal phrase
(e.g., argues, suggests, claims, explains, demonstrates) can also convey subtle nuances about the
author's assertion.



Contextualizing the Paraphrase

Beyond just introducing the source, contextualizing the indirect quotation is crucial. This means
explaining why the information is relevant to your discussion. After presenting the paraphrase, you
might follow up with a sentence or two that elaborates on its significance, connects it to your own
thesis, or explains how it supports your points. This demonstrates your critical engagement with the
source material and shows your reader how you are using it to build your argument. Without proper
contextualization, even well-paraphrased and attributed ideas can appear disconnected from the rest
of your work.

Common Mistakes in Chicago Style Indirect Quoting

Despite the straightforward principles, writers often fall into common traps when dealing with
indirect quotations in Chicago style. One of the most frequent errors is insufficient paraphrasing,
where a writer merely substitutes a few words or changes the sentence order slightly without truly
rephrasing the original idea. This can still constitute plagiarism, as the core sentence structure and
many of the original words remain. Another significant mistake is failing to cite every instance of
borrowed material. Writers might assume that if an idea is common knowledge or if they have
already cited the source for a related point, further attribution is unnecessary, which is incorrect
under Chicago style guidelines.

A related pitfall is misrepresenting the original author's intent or meaning. This can happen due to a
misunderstanding of the source text or an attempt to twist the author's words to fit a predetermined
argument. It is vital to ensure that your paraphrase accurately reflects the original source's
meaning. Finally, inconsistent or incorrect citation formatting is a common issue. Even when
attribution is present, errors in the format of footnotes, endnotes, or parenthetical citations can lead
to confusion and detract from the professional presentation of your work. Adhering strictly to the
Chicago Manual of Style’s specific rules for each element of citation is essential.

Patchwriting and Close Paraphrasing

A prevalent error, often referred to as "patchwriting," occurs when a writer lifts phrases and
sentence structures directly from the source text and weaves them into their own writing with
minimal alteration. This is not true paraphrasing and is considered a form of plagiarism. True
paraphrasing requires a fundamental re-articulation of the original idea in your own distinct voice
and sentence construction. Close paraphrasing, where only a few words are changed, also falls into
this category of insufficient rephrasing and should be avoided.

Omission of Citations

Another frequent mistake is the omission of citations for paraphrased material. Writers might
mistakenly believe that if they have put the idea into their own words, no citation is needed.



However, Chicago style mandates citation for any information, idea, or argument that is not your
own original thought or common knowledge. This includes data, theories, and interpretations. Even
if you have cited the source earlier in the text, if you are presenting a distinct idea from that source
later on, it still requires its own citation to avoid ambiguity and ensure proper attribution.

Paraphrasing vs. Summarizing in Chicago Style

While both paraphrasing and summarizing involve restating source material in your own words, they
differ significantly in scope and purpose, and understanding these distinctions is crucial for effective
Chicago style indirect quoting. Paraphrasing involves restating a specific, often short, passage from
a source in your own words. The goal is to capture the exact meaning of that particular passage.
Paraphrases tend to be about the same length as the original text, or sometimes slightly longer, as
the rephrasing process can sometimes naturally expand on the original meaning.

Summarizing, on the other hand, involves condensing the main points or argument of a longer piece
of text, such as a chapter, an article, or an entire book, into a shorter, more concise statement. A
summary captures the essence of the source material but omits minor details and specific examples.
Summaries are significantly shorter than the original text. Both paraphrases and summaries require
accurate attribution in Chicago style, with the appropriate citation following the restated
information. The choice between paraphrasing and summarizing depends on what aspect of the
source material you wish to incorporate and the degree of detail required.

The Scope of Paraphrasing

Paraphrasing typically focuses on a discrete section of text, such as a sentence or a few sentences,
and aims to reproduce the original meaning faithfully using entirely new wording and sentence
structure. For instance, if a source states, "The economic downturn significantly impacted consumer
spending habits, leading to a sharp decline in retail sales," a paraphrase might be: "According to
economic data, the recession caused consumers to spend considerably less, resulting in a dramatic
drop in purchases at retail stores." The length of a paraphrase is generally similar to the original
passage.

The Scope of Summarizing

Summarizing involves distilling the core ideas of a larger work. If an entire article discusses the
intricate relationship between climate change and agricultural productivity, a summary might state
something like: "Research indicates a strong correlation between escalating global temperatures
and declining crop yields, posing significant challenges for food security worldwide." This captures
the overarching theme without delving into the specific data or methodologies presented in the
original article. A summary is a condensed overview, whereas a paraphrase is a detailed rephrasing
of a specific portion.



Advanced Considerations for Indirect Quotes

Beyond the basic principles of rephrasing and attribution, Chicago style indirect quoting involves
several advanced considerations that can enhance the quality and integrity of your writing. One such
consideration is how to handle nuanced arguments or complex terminology. When paraphrasing
sophisticated ideas, it is imperative to ensure that your rephrasing does not oversimplify or distort
the original meaning. If a particular term is essential and has no direct equivalent, it may be
acceptable to use the original term, but this should be done sparingly and with clear attribution. The
goal remains to convey the author's precise meaning.

Another advanced aspect involves integrating indirect quotations from multiple sources when they
express similar or contrasting ideas. This requires careful synthesis and clear attribution to each
source. You might introduce several paraphrased points in succession, ensuring that each is clearly
linked to its author. The clarity of your signaling phrases and the precision of your citations are
paramount in these complex scenarios. Furthermore, when paraphrasing material that has been
previously published or is widely known, it is still good practice to cite it, especially if you are
presenting it as a foundational concept for your argument.

Handling Nuance and Complex Terminology

When dealing with sources that employ specialized jargon or intricate arguments, paraphrasing
requires particular care. Simply changing words might obscure the original nuance or introduce
inaccuracies. In such cases, it is essential to deeply understand the concepts before attempting to
rephrase them. If a specific technical term is crucial and cannot be easily translated without losing
its precise meaning, it may be acceptable to retain the term, perhaps enclosing it in quotation marks
the first time it is used and providing a brief explanation. However, this should be done judiciously,
as the aim of indirect quotation is to use your own language.

Synthesizing Multiple Sources

Advanced writers often synthesize ideas from several sources within a single paragraph or section.
When presenting paraphrased or summarized information from multiple authors on a similar topic, it
is vital to clearly attribute each contribution. For example, you might write: "While Johnson (2018)
argues for the immediate implementation of renewable energy policies, Lee (2019) suggests a more
gradual transition, citing economic stability concerns. However, Chen (2020) offers a compromise,
proposing phased adoption with targeted subsidies." This approach demonstrates your ability to
integrate diverse perspectives while maintaining clarity regarding the origin of each idea.

Conclusion

Mastering Chicago Manual of Style indirect quote formatting is an indispensable skill for any writer
committed to academic rigor and ethical scholarship. By adhering to the principles of accurate



rephrasing, comprehensive attribution, and clear integration, you can effectively incorporate the
ideas of others into your work while maintaining your own voice and intellectual integrity.
Understanding the nuances between paraphrasing and summarizing, and avoiding common pitfalls
like patchwriting and citation omissions, will elevate the quality and credibility of your writing. The
Chicago Manual of Style provides a robust framework for navigating these practices, ensuring that
your research is both informative and ethically sound, enabling your readers to follow your
intellectual journey with confidence.

The commitment to proper indirect quoting extends beyond mere adherence to stylistic rules; it
reflects a deep respect for intellectual property and a dedication to transparent scholarship. By
carefully attending to the details of Chicago style, writers can build upon existing knowledge in a
responsible manner, contributing meaningfully to their fields of study. The process of learning and
applying these guidelines ultimately strengthens a writer's ability to engage critically with source
material and construct well-supported, original arguments.

Q: What is the primary difference between a direct quote and
an indirect quote in Chicago style?

A: In Chicago style, a direct quote reproduces the exact wording of the source material and is
enclosed in quotation marks. An indirect quote, also known as a paraphrase or summary, restates
the source material's ideas in your own words and sentence structure and does not use quotation
marks. Both require clear attribution.

Q: Do I need to cite an indirect quote in Chicago style even if I
put it in my own words?

A: Yes, absolutely. Chicago style mandates that all paraphrased or summarized ideas, information, or
arguments from a source must be cited, regardless of whether you have used your own words.
Failing to cite indirect quotes is considered plagiarism.

Q: When should I use a paraphrase versus a summary in my
Chicago style paper?

A: Use a paraphrase when you want to incorporate the specific meaning of a short passage or
sentence from a source into your text while maintaining its original nuance. Use a summary when
you want to condense the main points or the overall argument of a longer section, article, or book
into a shorter statement.

Q: How do I introduce an indirect quote in Chicago style?

A: You introduce an indirect quote using a signal phrase that names the author and often a verb
indicating their action (e.g., "According to Smith," "Jones explains that," "As argued by Lee"). This
phrase precedes or embeds the paraphrased material and is followed by the appropriate in-text
citation (footnote, endnote, or parenthetical).



Q: What is "patchwriting” in the context of Chicago style
indirect quotes?

A: Patchwriting occurs when a writer attempts to paraphrase by changing only a few words or
slightly altering the sentence structure of the original source. Chicago style considers this
insufficient rephrasing and a form of plagiarism; true paraphrasing requires a thorough
restructuring of the idea in entirely new words and syntax.

Q: Should I use page numbers when citing an indirect quote in
Chicago style?

A: Yes, it is highly recommended and often required to include page numbers when citing an indirect
quote in Chicago style, especially in the notes-bibliography system. This allows readers to pinpoint
the exact location of the original idea in the source material, even though it's not a direct quotation.

Q: How do I handle technical jargon or complex terms when
paraphrasing in Chicago style?

A: When paraphrasing complex or technical terms, ensure you fully understand their meaning. If a
term is essential and has no easy equivalent, you may retain it, perhaps using quotation marks the
first time and providing a brief explanation. However, the primary goal is to express the idea in your
own language as much as possible while preserving the original nuance and accuracy.

Q: What are the two main citation systems in Chicago style,
and how do they affect indirect quote formatting?

A: The two main Chicago style citation systems are the notes-bibliography system and the author-
date system. In the notes-bibliography system, indirect quotes are typically followed by a footnote or
endnote. In the author-date system, they are followed by a parenthetical citation (Author Year,

page).
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