
chicago manual of style quoting reviews

Title: Mastering the Chicago Manual of Style: Quoting and Citing Reviews with Precision

Introduction

chicago manual of style quoting reviews provides a critical framework for academic and professional

writers to accurately incorporate and attribute sourced material. This guide delves into the nuanced

practices of quoting from various review types, ensuring proper citation and avoiding common pitfalls.

Understanding these guidelines is essential for maintaining academic integrity and clarity in your

written work. We will explore the fundamental principles of quoting, the specific considerations for

citing different kinds of reviews—from book and film critiques to academic journal assessments—and

the consistent application of Chicago’s two primary citation systems: notes-bibliography and author-

date. Mastering these elements will empower you to integrate reviewer insights seamlessly, enhancing

your arguments with credible external commentary. This article will equip you with the knowledge to

navigate the complexities of quoting reviews, ensuring your references are both correct and effective.
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Common Challenges in Quoting Reviews

Understanding Chicago Style for Quoting Reviews

The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) is renowned for its comprehensive approach to citation and

formatting, offering a robust system for integrating quotations into scholarly and professional writing.

When it comes to quoting reviews, whether they are from literary journals, academic publications,

popular media, or online platforms, Chicago provides clear guidelines to ensure proper attribution and

avoid plagiarism. The core principle is to accurately represent the source material while giving full

credit to the original reviewer. This involves understanding how to format direct quotations,

paraphrases, and indirect references, all while adhering to the specific requirements of Chicago’s two

main citation styles: the notes-bibliography system and the author-date system.

For writers employing the notes-bibliography system, each quotation or significant reference will

necessitate a corresponding footnote or endnote. This note will contain detailed publication information,

which is then summarized in a comprehensive bibliography at the end of the work. The author-date

system, conversely, uses brief parenthetical citations within the text, followed by a reference list that

includes full publication details. Both systems demand meticulous attention to detail, particularly when

dealing with the varied formats and publication venues of reviews. The goal is to provide readers with

sufficient information to locate the original review easily, thereby supporting your own analysis and

claims.

Types of Reviews and Quoting Considerations

The nature of the review being quoted significantly influences how it should be cited in Chicago style.

Different platforms and publication types have distinct characteristics that impact the citation process.



For instance, quoting from a peer-reviewed academic journal article requires a different approach than

quoting from a blog post or a newspaper critique.

Academic Journal Reviews

Academic journal reviews, often found in scholarly publications, typically offer in-depth critiques of

books, articles, or other scholarly works. When quoting these, it is crucial to capture the precise

citation details, including the journal title, volume and issue numbers, publication date, and page range.

In the notes-bibliography system, this would involve a full citation in the footnote/endnote, including the

reviewer’s name (if known), the article title, the journal title, and the page number. The bibliography

entry would mirror this, organized alphabetically by the reviewer’s last name or the article title if the

reviewer is anonymous.

For the author-date system, the in-text citation would include the reviewer’s last name and the year of

publication. The reference list would then provide the complete bibliographic information. Accuracy

here is paramount, as these reviews are often part of a scholarly discourse, and misattribution can

have serious academic consequences. Consider the context of the review within the academic field,

and ensure your quotation accurately reflects the reviewer’s points without misrepresentation.

Book Reviews in Periodicals and Newspapers

Book reviews published in general-interest magazines, literary journals (that are not strictly academic),

or newspapers also fall under Chicago’s purview. The citation details will include the publication name,

date, and the specific page number(s) where the review appears. If the review is part of a larger issue

of a magazine or newspaper, you will need to identify it clearly. For online versions, a stable URL or

DOI is often included if available and persistent. The key is to provide enough information so that a

reader can find the exact review, even if it’s a physical copy.

When quoting a newspaper review, remember that page numbers might be less consistent than in

academic journals. If the review is online, note the website name, the publication date, and the URL. If



it’s a print edition, include the newspaper’s name, the date of publication, and the section and page

number (e.g., A12).

Online Reviews and Blog Posts

The landscape of online reviews is vast and can range from professional critiques on dedicated review

sites to personal blog posts. Chicago style adapts to this by requiring clear identification of the author

(if known), the title of the review or post, the name of the website or blog, and the publication date. For

online sources, the inclusion of a direct URL is highly recommended, along with an access date. This

is because online content can be dynamic and may change or disappear over time. The reliability of

the source should also be a consideration when deciding to quote from it.

When quoting an online review, be specific about its location. For a blog post, include the blog’s name

and the URL. For a review on a platform like Rotten Tomatoes or Goodreads, identify the specific

review and its author if possible, along with the platform’s name and the URL. The Chicago Manual of

Style emphasizes clarity and traceability, ensuring that your readers can access the source you are

referencing.

Film and Media Reviews

Reviews of films, television shows, music, or other media present their own set of citation challenges.

Similar to book reviews, the publication source is key. Whether the review appears in a print

magazine, a newspaper, or an online publication, the citation will follow the general principles for that

medium. For film reviews, you might also include directorial information or release dates to further

contextualize the work being reviewed, though this is not strictly a citation requirement for the review

itself, but rather for the work being discussed.

The crucial elements for quoting a media review remain the reviewer's name, the title of the review,

the publication where it appeared, the publication date, and the page number or URL. When citing a

film review, ensure you are clearly distinguishing between the film itself and the review of the film. For



instance, you might cite a review of "Inception" by Roger Ebert in the Chicago Tribune.

The Notes-Bibliography System for Reviews

The notes-bibliography system is a cornerstone of Chicago style, particularly favored in the humanities.

When quoting from reviews using this system, the process involves creating a footnote or endnote for

each quotation or significant reference. This note provides a detailed account of the source, allowing

readers to delve deeper if they wish. Following the notes, a comprehensive bibliography lists all cited

sources alphabetically.

Footnotes and Endnotes for Reviews

A typical footnote or endnote for a quoted review in Chicago style will include the reviewer’s name, the

title of the review (if it has one), the publication in which it appeared, the date of publication, and the

specific page number. For example, a footnote might read: “John Smith, ‘A Masterpiece of Modern

Cinema,’ Film Quarterly 45, no. 2 (Spring 2020): 15.” If the review is part of a larger work being

discussed, this is how you would document it. If the review is found online, the note would include the

website name and URL, along with the access date.

The crucial aspect is to provide enough identifying information so that the source can be readily found.

If the review is unsigned, you would begin the note with the title of the review or the publication. For

online reviews, the inclusion of a direct, stable URL is vital for traceability, as online content can be

ephemeral. The Chicago Manual of Style recommends using DOIs (Digital Object Identifiers) when

available for academic articles, as they provide a persistent link to the content.

The Bibliography Entry for Reviews

The bibliography entry for a quoted review in the notes-bibliography system complements the footnote



or endnote. It provides a concise, alphabetically arranged summary of all sources consulted and cited.

For a journal review, the bibliography entry would include the reviewer’s last name, first name, the title

of the review, the journal title, volume and issue numbers, the year of publication, and the page range.

For example: Smith, John. “A Masterpiece of Modern Cinema.” Film Quarterly 45, no. 2 (Spring 2020):

15–18.

For a newspaper or magazine review, the format would adapt to include the publication name, date,

and page numbers. For online reviews, it would include the website name and URL. The bibliography

should list sources in alphabetical order by the author’s last name. If the review is anonymous, it would

be alphabetized by the title of the review or the publication. Consistency in formatting across all

bibliography entries is a hallmark of good Chicago style.

The Author-Date System for Reviews

The author-date system, commonly used in the sciences and some social sciences, offers a more

streamlined approach to in-text citation. When quoting reviews, this system relies on parenthetical

citations within the body of your text, which are then fully elaborated in a reference list at the end of

your document.

In-Text Citations for Reviews

In the author-date system, an in-text citation for a quoted review typically includes the reviewer’s last

name and the year of publication, followed by a page number if applicable. For example: (Smith 2020,

15). If the reviewer’s name is mentioned in the sentence, only the year and page number are needed

in parentheses: Smith (2020, 15) argues that… This method keeps the text clean and allows readers to

quickly identify the source of the information.

For online reviews without page numbers, you would still include the author and year, and potentially a

paragraph or section number if it aids in locating the material. For instance: (Jones 2021). If the source



is anonymous, you might use the title of the review or the name of the website as the author, followed

by the year. The key is to provide a clear, albeit brief, reference that matches an entry in your

reference list.

The Reference List for Reviews

The reference list in the author-date system serves a similar purpose to the bibliography in the notes-

bibliography system, but it is structured differently and typically includes only the sources cited in the

text. Each entry provides the full publication details necessary for a reader to locate the original review.

For a journal review, the entry would include the reviewer’s last name, first name, the year of

publication, the title of the review, the journal title, volume and issue numbers, and the page range. For

example: Smith, John. 2020. “A Masterpiece of Modern Cinema.” Film Quarterly 45 (2): 15–18.

For online reviews, the reference list entry would include the author, year, title of the review, website

name, and URL, along with an access date. For example: Jones, Sarah. 2021. “Critique of New

Novel.” Literary Insights Blog. Accessed November 10, 2023.

https://www.literaryinsights.com/review123. Consistency in formatting, including the use of italics for

publication titles and the precise arrangement of elements, is crucial for the author-date system’s

effectiveness.

Best Practices for Quoting Reviews

To ensure your use of quoted reviews is both effective and compliant with Chicago style, several best

practices should be observed. These practices enhance the clarity of your writing, strengthen your

arguments, and uphold academic integrity.

Accuracy in Transcription: Always ensure that direct quotations are transcribed verbatim. Any

deviations, such as omissions or additions, must be clearly indicated using ellipses (...) for



omissions and square brackets ([ ]) for additions or clarifications. This meticulousness preserves

the original intent of the reviewer.

Contextualize Quotations: Do not let quotations stand alone. Introduce them with clear signal

phrases and follow them with an explanation of their relevance to your argument. Explain who

the reviewer is and why their opinion matters in the context of your discussion.

Paraphrase Appropriately: When paraphrasing a review, ensure that you accurately convey the

reviewer's meaning in your own words. Even when paraphrasing, a citation is always required to

acknowledge the original source and avoid plagiarism.

Selective Quoting: Choose quotations that are concise, impactful, and directly support your point.

Avoid lengthy excerpts that may dilute your own voice or bog down your narrative. The most

potent quotes are often short and sharp.

Proper Attribution: Meticulously follow the Chicago Manual of Style’s guidelines for either the

notes-bibliography or author-date system. Double-check all details—names, titles, dates, page

numbers, and URLs—for accuracy.

Evaluate Source Credibility: While Chicago style dictates how to cite, it does not endorse all

sources. Consider the reputation and expertise of the reviewer and the publication when

deciding which reviews to quote and how much weight to give their opinions.

Adhering to these practices will elevate the quality of your writing by demonstrating a sophisticated

understanding of source integration and academic rigor. The goal is to use reviews as a tool to

enhance your own analysis, not to replace it.



Common Challenges in Quoting Reviews

Writers often encounter specific challenges when quoting reviews, particularly with the nuances of

Chicago style. Addressing these issues proactively can prevent errors and ensure a polished final

product.

Identifying Anonymous Reviews

One common challenge is encountering reviews that are published without a named author. In such

cases, the Chicago Manual of Style directs you to begin the citation with the title of the review or the

name of the publication, depending on which provides a clearer identification. For instance, in the

notes-bibliography system, an unsigned book review in the New York Times Book Review might be

cited by its title or by the newspaper’s title if the review itself lacks a distinct heading. In the

bibliography, it would be alphabetized by the title or publication name.

Handling Online Reviews with Dynamic Content

The ephemeral nature of online content poses another significant hurdle. Websites can be updated,

links can break, and content can be removed without notice. To mitigate this, Chicago style strongly

recommends including a stable URL and an access date for all online sources. If possible, consider

downloading a PDF version or taking a screenshot of the review to preserve a record, especially for

sources that are particularly critical or difficult to find.

Distinguishing Primary vs. Secondary Sources

When quoting reviews, it is essential to remember that you are typically citing a secondary source (the

review) about a primary source (the work being reviewed). Ensure your citations clearly refer to the

review itself and not to the original work. For example, if you quote a film critic’s opinion on a movie,

your citation should point to the review article, not directly to the film’s production details, unless you



are also referencing those.

Variations in Publication Formats

Reviews appear in a multitude of formats—print journals, newspapers, websites, blogs, and social

media. Each requires a slightly different citation approach. The Chicago Manual of Style offers

guidance for each, but writers must pay close attention to the specific details of the publication

medium, such as volume and issue numbers for journals, edition details for newspapers, and the

specific platform for online content. Always consult the latest edition of the Chicago Manual of Style for

the most up-to-date guidelines on emerging publication types.

Ensuring Accurate Page Numbers

For print sources, accurate page numbers are critical. For online sources that lack traditional

pagination, Chicago recommends using paragraph numbers or section headings if they help readers

locate the cited material. If neither is present, you may need to describe the location, such as “the

section titled ‘Conclusion.’” The goal is always to facilitate easy retrieval of the source material.

FAQ

Q: How do I cite a book review that appears on a personal blog using

Chicago style?

A: When citing a book review from a personal blog using Chicago style, you should treat it as a blog

post. In the notes-bibliography system, your footnote or endnote would include the blogger’s name (if

known), the title of the review, the name of the blog, the date of publication, and the URL. The

bibliography entry would follow a similar structure. For the author-date system, the in-text citation

would be (BloggerLastName Year) and the reference list entry would provide full details including the

URL and access date.



Q: What if the review I want to quote is unsigned and published in a

newspaper?

A: If a review is unsigned and published in a newspaper using the notes-bibliography system, you

would typically begin the footnote or endnote with the title of the review itself. If the review has no

distinct title, you would start with the name of the newspaper. In the bibliography, this entry would be

alphabetized by the title of the review or, if none, by the name of the newspaper. For the author-date

system, you would use the title of the review or the newspaper name as the author in the in-text

citation and reference list.

Q: Can I quote from reviews found on social media platforms like

Twitter or Facebook using Chicago style?

A: Yes, you can quote from reviews posted on social media platforms. Following Chicago style, you

would cite the author (user name), the content of the post (the review), the name of the platform (e.g.,

Twitter, Facebook), the date of the post, and the specific URL. For footnotes/endnotes, include a

truncated URL if it’s very long. For the reference list, provide the full URL and access date. Be mindful

of the platform’s character limits and potential for content to be removed.

Q: How do I format a quotation from a film review that spans across

multiple pages in a magazine?

A: When quoting a film review that spans multiple pages in a magazine, you need to indicate all the

page numbers where the review appears. In the notes-bibliography system, your footnote or endnote

would list the range of pages, for example, “pp. 30–32.” In the bibliography entry, the page range

would also be included. For the author-date system, the in-text citation would include the reviewer’s

last name, year, and the primary page number from which the quote is taken, e.g., (Ebert 2010, 31).

The reference list entry would include the full page range.



Q: Is there a specific way to cite reviews published in online-only

journals using Chicago style?

A: Yes, reviews published in online-only journals are cited similarly to other journal articles but with the

addition of a URL. In the notes-bibliography system, the footnote or endnote will include the reviewer’s

name, review title, journal title, volume and issue numbers (if applicable), publication date, and the DOI

or URL. The bibliography entry will mirror this. For the author-date system, the in-text citation is

standard (Author Year, Page), and the reference list entry includes the journal title, volume, issue,

date, and DOI or URL.

Q: What is the difference between citing a review in the notes-

bibliography system versus the author-date system?

A: The primary difference lies in the placement and format of the citation. In the notes-bibliography

system, detailed citations are provided in footnotes or endnotes that appear at the bottom of the page

or end of the document, respectively, with a summarized entry in the bibliography. In the author-date

system, brief parenthetical citations are embedded within the text, followed by a complete reference list

at the end. Both systems aim to provide sufficient information for readers to locate the source, but they

achieve this through different mechanisms.
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