chicago manual style improper
paraphrasing

The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) is a widely respected style guide that
provides comprehensive rules for writing and citation. One critical aspect
often misunderstood is the proper execution of paraphrasing. Understanding
and adhering to CMOS guidelines for paraphrasing is essential for academic
integrity and clear communication. This article delves into the nuances of
chicago manual style improper paraphrasing, exploring its common pitfalls,
the ethical implications, and how to avoid them. We will examine what
constitutes improper paraphrasing according to CMOS, including issues like
patchwriting and insufficient alteration, and discuss the importance of
accurate attribution. Furthermore, we will outline best practices for
effective paraphrasing that aligns with Chicago's exacting standards.
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Understanding Paraphrasing in Academic Writing

Paraphrasing is a fundamental skill in academic writing, allowing writers to
integrate source material into their own work in a way that demonstrates
comprehension and avoids direct quotation. It involves restating the ideas of
another author in your own words and sentence structure. Effective
paraphrasing is not merely swapping out a few words; it requires a deep
understanding of the original text and the ability to re-express its core
meaning coherently and accurately. When done correctly, paraphrasing enriches
a text by providing context, supporting arguments, and showcasing the
writer's engagement with existing scholarship. It is a crucial tool for
building upon established knowledge and contributing to ongoing academic
discourse.

The goal of paraphrasing is to synthesize information, making it accessible
and relevant to your own argument or discussion. Unlike summarizing, which
condenses a larger body of work into a brief overview, paraphrasing focuses
on a specific passage or idea and presents it in detail, but in a new form.
This process demands careful consideration of both the meaning of the source
and the way in which it can be best conveyed within the writer’s own
narrative. Mastering this technique is vital for producing original work that



is both informative and ethically sound.

What Constitutes Improper Paraphrasing in
Chicago Style?

Chicago Manual of Style defines improper paraphrasing as any instance where a
writer presents another's ideas or expressions as their own without proper
attribution, or where the rephrased material too closely resembles the
original. This can manifest in several ways, all of which undermine the
integrity of the work. The core issue is a failure to give credit where
credit is due, or a failure to sufficiently transform the source material
into one's own intellectual property. Even unintentional lapses in these
areas can be considered improper.

According to CMOS guidelines, several specific actions fall under the
umbrella of improper paraphrasing. These include:

e Presenting a sentence or passage from a source with only minor changes
to word choice or sentence structure.

Failing to cite the original source of the paraphrased material.

Using a few words or phrases from the original source without quotation
marks, while changing the surrounding text.

Restructuring sentences but retaining the original order of ideas
without acknowledging the source.

Presenting the core argument or findings of a source without sufficient
original analysis or synthesis.

These actions collectively represent a form of plagiarism, even if the intent
was not malicious, because they misrepresent the origin of the ideas and
language used.

Patchwriting as Improper Paraphrasing

Patchwriting is a particularly insidious form of improper paraphrasing. It
involves weaving phrases or sentences from a source directly into one's own
text, often with minimal alterations. While the writer may believe they are
sufficiently rephrasing by changing a few words or rearranging sentence
components, the fundamental structure and significant portions of the
original wording remain intact. This technique is problematic because it
gives the illusion of original thought while essentially borrowing heavily



from the source without adequate acknowledgment. Chicago style, like all
reputable academic standards, regards patchwriting as a serious ethical
breach.

Insufficient Alteration of Source Material

Another common pitfall is insufficient alteration. This occurs when a writer
understands the source material but fails to adequately rephrase it into
their own voice and structure. For example, changing only the verb tense or a
few adjectives while keeping the sentence syntax and most of the vocabulary
the same does not constitute proper paraphrasing. The rephrased text must be
substantially different from the original in both wording and structure,
reflecting the writer's unique understanding and expression of the idea.
Simply rearranging the order of words or substituting synonyms is not enough
to escape the charge of improper paraphrasing.

Common Mistakes Leading to Improper
Paraphrasing

Several common mistakes contribute to unintentional or intentional improper
paraphrasing. Many students and novice writers fall into these traps due to a
lack of understanding of the principles of academic integrity and proper
attribution. Recognizing these pitfalls is the first step toward avoiding
them. These errors often stem from a rushed approach to research or a
misunderstanding of what constitutes genuine rephrasing.

One frequent mistake is the belief that simply changing a few words in a
sentence is sufficient. Writers might substitute synonyms for key terms or
alter the grammatical structure slightly, believing this is enough to make
the material their own. However, this approach often results in text that is
still too close to the original, falling into the category of patchwriting.
Another error is the failure to change the sentence structure significantly.
Even if synonyms are used, if the original sentence's framework is
maintained, the paraphrasing is likely insufficient.

Furthermore, many writers mistakenly believe that if they cite the source,
minor deviations from the original are acceptable. While citation is crucial,
it does not excuse inadequate rephrasing. The responsibility lies in both
accurately attributing the source and transforming the material into one's
own words and style. A lack of understanding of how to effectively integrate
source material without losing the thread of one's own argument also leads to
issues. Writers might be tempted to "stick close" to the original because
they fear misrepresenting the author's ideas, but this caution can
inadvertently lead to improper paraphrasing.



Reliance on synonym substitution without structural change.

Failure to break down complex sentences and rebuild them in a new form.

Over-reliance on the original sentence order.

Misunderstanding the difference between paraphrasing and summarizing.

Inadequate understanding of proper citation requirements alongside
paraphrasing.

Procrastination, leading to rushed and poorly executed paraphrasing
attempts.

Ethical and Academic Consequences of Improper
Paraphrasing

The consequences of improper paraphrasing can be severe, impacting a
student's academic career and a scholar's professional reputation. At its
core, improper paraphrasing is a form of academic dishonesty, akin to
plagiarism. Universities and academic institutions have strict policies
against such practices, and violations can lead to serious penalties.

The most immediate consequence for students is typically a failing grade on
the assignment, or even failure in the course. More severe cases can result
in suspension or expulsion from the institution. For established scholars,
the repercussions can be even more damaging. Discoveries of improper
paraphrasing can lead to the retraction of published articles, damage to a
researcher's credibility, and the loss of funding or academic positions. The
trust that is fundamental to the academic community is eroded when
individuals fail to uphold ethical standards of attribution and original
work.

Beyond institutional penalties, improper paraphrasing undermines the very
purpose of scholarly communication. It misrepresents the author's
contribution to knowledge, confuses readers about the origin of ideas, and
devalues the work of the original creators. Upholding academic integrity
through proper paraphrasing and citation is therefore not just a rule to be
followed, but a fundamental ethical obligation to the academic community and
to the pursuit of knowledge itself.



Mastering Chicago Style Paraphrasing: Best
Practices

Achieving mastery in Chicago style paraphrasing requires a systematic
approach that prioritizes comprehension, transformation, and accurate
attribution. The key is to fully understand the source material before
attempting to rephrase it. This involves reading the passage carefully,
identifying the main points, and grasping the author's intended meaning. Once
the meaning is clear, the writer can then proceed to express those ideas in
their own unique language and sentence structure.

A highly effective technique is to put the source material aside after
reading it and then attempt to write down the main ideas from memory. This
forces the writer to process the information and generate new phrasing. When
referring back to the source, it should be done to check for accuracy, not to
copy wording. This method ensures that the final paraphrased text is a
genuine reflection of the writer's understanding and not merely a slightly
altered version of the original.

Furthermore, practicing active reading can significantly improve paraphrasing
skills. This involves questioning the text, identifying the author's purpose,
and anticipating how the information might be used in your own work. By
engaging with the material on this deeper level, writers are better equipped
to articulate its core concepts in their own distinct voice. Remember that
the goal is not just to avoid plagiarism but to genuinely integrate and build
upon existing knowledge.

Developing Your Own Voice

Developing your own voice in academic writing is paramount to successful
paraphrasing. Your voice represents your unique perspective, writing style,
and intellectual engagement with a topic. When paraphrasing, your aim is to
weave the source material seamlessly into this established voice, rather than
having it sound like an imposition. This requires moving beyond simply
changing words and instead focusing on restructuring sentences and conveying
ideas in a manner consistent with your own writing patterns.

To cultivate your unique voice, read widely across different authors and
styles. Pay attention to how they structure their arguments, use vocabulary,
and create flow. Then, consciously practice incorporating these elements into
your own writing. When paraphrasing, think about how you would explain the
concept to a peer who has not read the original source. This internal
dialogue helps you to naturally rephrase complex ideas in a way that is both
clear and personal to your own understanding.



Synthesizing Information Effectively

Effective synthesis is a higher-order skill that builds upon accurate
paraphrasing. It involves not just restating individual ideas but also
connecting them, identifying relationships between different sources, and
forming your own overarching arguments. When paraphrasing for synthesis, you
should focus on the essence of the information and how it relates to other
ideas in your paper. This might involve comparing and contrasting different
viewpoints, showing cause and effect, or demonstrating how one idea supports
or contradicts another.

The process of synthesis requires you to go beyond simply reporting what
sources say. You must analyze, evaluate, and interpret the information,
integrating it into a cohesive narrative that advances your own thesis. This
often means combining insights from multiple sources into a single, newly
constructed statement. For instance, instead of paraphrasing two sources
separately, you might synthesize them by presenting their shared conclusions
or highlighting their points of divergence within a single, original sentence
or paragraph, always ensuring proper citation for each distinct idea drawn
from the original works.

The Role of Citation in Avoiding Improper
Paraphrasing

Citation is the bedrock of academic integrity and the primary defense against
improper paraphrasing. The Chicago Manual of Style provides detailed
guidelines for both parenthetical citations and notes-and-bibliography
systems, both of which serve to acknowledge the intellectual contributions of
others. Even when paraphrasing meticulously, failing to cite the original
source is a serious academic offense.

Proper citation not only gives credit to the original author but also allows
your readers to locate the source material themselves, enabling them to
verify your interpretations and explore the topic further. It demonstrates
your engagement with existing scholarship and builds credibility for your own
work. Think of citation as a signpost that directs your readers to the
origins of the ideas and information you are presenting, ensuring
transparency and ethical scholarship.

It is crucial to cite whenever you use information or ideas that are not your
own, regardless of whether you are quoting directly or paraphrasing. This
includes facts, statistics, theories, interpretations, and any unique
concepts developed by another. The Chicago Manual of Style offers specific
formats for different types of sources, and adherence to these formats is
essential for avoiding errors and maintaining consistency throughout your
document. When in doubt, it is always better to over-cite than to under-cite.



Understanding Chicago Style Citation Formats

Chicago style offers two primary citation systems: the notes-and-bibliography
system and the author-date system. For many humanities disciplines, the
notes-and-bibliography system, which uses footnotes or endnotes, is
preferred. This system allows for detailed explanatory notes while keeping
the main text uncluttered. When paraphrasing in this system, a concise note
is generated at the end of the sentence or clause containing the paraphrased
material, directing the reader to the source. This note typically includes
the author's last name, a shortened title of the work, and the page number(s)
from which the information was drawn.

The author-date system, more common in the sciences and social sciences, uses
in-text citations consisting of the author's last name and the year of
publication, often followed by a page number. For example, (Smith 2020, 45).
These in-text citations correspond to a comprehensive reference list at the
end of the document, which provides full bibliographic details for each
source. Both systems aim to clearly and accurately attribute sources, making
the distinction between your ideas and those of others unmistakable.

When and What to Cite

The rule of thumb for citation is to cite whenever you present information
that is not common knowledge or is not your own original thought. This
includes:

e Direct quotations, even short phrases.

e Paraphrased ideas, arguments, or summaries of another's work.
e Specific facts, statistics, or data.

e Theories, concepts, or methodologies developed by others.

e Interpretations or analyses of a subject that are not your own.

Common knowledge, such as widely accepted historical dates or basic
scientific principles understood by the general public, generally does not
require citation. However, if you are unsure whether something constitutes
common knowledge, it is always safer to cite the source. The aim is to be
transparent about the origins of all information and ideas that contribute to
your work, ensuring that you are not inadvertently presenting others' work as
your own.

In essence, every piece of information or idea that you incorporate from an
external source must be accompanied by a clear attribution according to



Chicago style guidelines. This meticulous practice is fundamental to avoiding
any form of improper paraphrasing and upholding the highest standards of
academic honesty and scholarly integrity. The clarity and thoroughness of
your citations directly reflect the quality and trustworthiness of your
research.

FAQ

Q: What is the primary difference between
paraphrasing and quoting according to Chicago Manual
of Style?

A: According to the Chicago Manual of Style, paraphrasing involves restating
an author's ideas in your own words and sentence structure without using
quotation marks. Quoting, on the other hand, involves using the exact wording
of the original source and enclosing it in quotation marks, followed by
appropriate citation. Both require proper attribution, but the level of
alteration to the original text differs significantly.

Q: How can I ensure my paraphrased text is
sufficiently different from the original to avoid
improper paraphrasing?

A: To ensure your paraphrased text is sufficiently different, focus on
understanding the core meaning of the source, then put the source material
aside and write down the idea in your own words and sentence structure. Avoid
simply swapping synonyms or rearranging a few words. If you find yourself
closely mirroring the original sentence structure, you likely need to
rephrase more significantly.

Q: Is it considered improper paraphrasing if I cite
the source but still use very similar wording to the
original?

A: Yes, even with a citation, using very similar wording to the original text
without quotation marks is considered improper paraphrasing and a form of
patchwriting. Chicago style requires that paraphrased material be
substantially altered in both wording and structure from the original source,
in addition to being properly cited.

Q: What are the consequences of improper



paraphrasing in academic settings?

A: The consequences of improper paraphrasing can be severe and range from
failing an assignment or course to academic suspension or expulsion. In
professional or published contexts, it can lead to the retraction of work,
damage to reputation, and loss of credibility.

Q: Does Chicago Manual of Style have specific rules
for paraphrasing when dealing with highly technical
or specialized terminology?

A: When dealing with specialized terminology, Chicago style generally advises
retaining key technical terms if they are essential to the meaning. However,
the surrounding sentence structure and explanatory phrasing should still be
your own. If the term itself is being explained or defined, you should still
paraphrase the definition in your own words and cite the source.

Q: How does the Chicago Manual of Style address the
issue of "common knowledge" and whether it needs to
be cited when paraphrased?

A: Chicago style, like most academic styles, suggests that common knowledge
does not require citation. However, the definition of common knowledge can be
subjective. If you are unsure whether a piece of information is considered
common knowledge, it is always best practice to cite the source to avoid any
potential issues with improper paraphrasing or plagiarism.

Q: What is the role of the bibliography or reference
list in conjunction with paraphrasing in Chicago
style?

A: The bibliography or reference list, used in conjunction with either the
notes-and-bibliography or author-date system respectively, provides the full
publication details for all sources cited in the text. While in-text
citations (footnotes, endnotes, or parenthetical citations) directly point to

the source of paraphrased material, the bibliography allows readers to locate
and consult the original works for further study.
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