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The Nuances of Chicago Style for Indirect
Quotes in Linguistics

chicago style for indirect quotes linguistics demands a precise understanding
of how to attribute spoken or written ideas without using the exact words of
the original source. This guide delves into the intricacies of employing the
Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) for indirect quotations, a crucial skill for
linguists and academic writers alike. We will explore the fundamental
differences between direct and indirect quotes, examine the stylistic
conventions of CMOS, and provide practical advice on correctly formatting and
citing these paraphrased ideas. Understanding these principles ensures
academic integrity and enhances the clarity of your research.
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Understanding Direct vs. Indirect Quotations

In academic writing, particularly within linguistics, accurately representing
the words and ideas of others is paramount. This often involves
differentiating between direct and indirect quotations. A direct quotation,
also known as a verbatim quote, presents the exact words of the original
source, typically enclosed in quotation marks. For example, Chomsky might
state, "Language is a faculty that is innate." An indirect quotation,
conversely, paraphrases or summarizes the original idea in the writer's own
words. The same idea paraphrased indirectly would read something like:



Chomsky proposed that language acquisition is facilitated by an inherent
faculty. Both methods serve to support an argument, but their application and
formatting differ significantly.

The Purpose of Paraphrasing and Summarizing

Paraphrasing and summarizing are essential tools in a linguist's arsenal.
They allow writers to integrate source material smoothly into their own
prose, avoiding an overreliance on direct quotations that can disrupt the
flow of an argument. Paraphrasing can clarify complex ideas, condense lengthy
passages, or adapt the original wording to better fit the context of the new
work. Summarizing, on the other hand, captures the main points of a longer
text or argument, providing a concise overview for the reader. Both are vital
for demonstrating comprehension and synthesizing information from various
sources.

Key Differences in Presentation

The most obvious difference lies in the use of quotation marks. Direct quotes
require them, while indirect quotes do not. However, the distinction extends
beyond mere punctuation. Indirect quotes demand that the writer rephrases the
original idea entirely, ensuring that it reflects their understanding and
integrates seamlessly with their own writing style. Failure to rephrase
adequately can lead to unintentional plagiarism, even if the source is cited.
The focus shifts from presenting precise wording to conveying the essence of
the original thought.

Chicago Manual of Style: The Basics of Indirect
Quotation

The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) provides clear guidelines for
incorporating indirect quotations into academic work. While less stringent in
terms of punctuation than direct quotations, the responsibility for accurate
representation and proper attribution remains just as critical. CMOS
emphasizes that even when not using the exact words, the source of the idea
must always be acknowledged. This is fundamental to maintaining academic
honesty and allowing readers to verify the information presented.

Attributing Ideas Without Exact Wording

CMOS dictates that when you paraphrase or summarize an author's idea, you are
still obligated to cite the original source. This attribution can be done



parenthetically within the text or through a footnote or endnote, depending
on the citation style chosen (notes-bibliography or author-date). The key is
that the reader must be able to trace the idea back to its origin. The
absence of quotation marks signals that the words are not verbatim, but the
underlying concept still belongs to the original author.

Avoiding Accidental Plagiarism

A common concern with indirect quotations is the risk of accidental
plagiarism. This occurs when a writer rephrases too closely to the original
wording, or when they fail to cite a paraphrased idea. CMOS guidance stresses
the importance of not only changing the words but also the sentence structure
of the original source. It is advisable to read the source material,
understand it fully, and then set it aside before attempting to rephrase it
in your own words. This process helps ensure genuine paraphrasing rather than
mere word substitution.

Formatting Indirect Quotes in Chicago Style

Chicago style’s approach to indirect quotations prioritizes clarity and
attribution over strict punctuation rules. Since quotation marks are not
used, the surrounding prose and the citation method become the primary
indicators of how the information is being presented. The goal is to
seamlessly weave the attributed idea into your own text.

The Absence of Quotation Marks

Unlike direct quotations, indirect quotations in Chicago style do not require
quotation marks. The phrasing of the sentence in your own words, along with
the accompanying citation, clearly signals that you are presenting an idea
derived from another source. For instance, instead of writing, "Smith argued
for the phonemic distinctiveness of the vowel sound," you would write: Smith
argued for the phonemic distinctiveness of the vowel sound. The citation
following this statement would then point to the specific source.

Integrating Paraphrased Content

Effective integration involves ensuring that the paraphrased idea flows
logically from your preceding sentences and leads smoothly into your
subsequent analysis or discussion. This often involves introductory phrases
that attribute the idea explicitly to the author, such as "According to
linguistics scholar Jane Doe," or "In her seminal work, Dr. Lee proposed
that..." followed by the paraphrased concept. This proactive attribution aids



readability and reinforces the source of the information.

Citing Indirect Quotes: Notes and Bibliography

Chicago style offers two primary systems for citation: the notes-bibliography
system and the author-date system. Both systems are equally effective in
attributing indirect quotations, but they differ in their placement and
format. Linguists often favor the notes-bibliography system for its ability
to provide detailed commentary and source information without disrupting the
main text.

The Notes-Bibliography System

In the notes-bibliography system, indirect quotations are typically cited
using footnotes or endnotes. A superscript numeral placed at the end of the
paraphrased sentence or clause directs the reader to a corresponding note at
the bottom of the page (footnote) or at the end of the document (endnote).
The first time a source is cited, the note will contain full bibliographic
information, including author, title, publication details, and page number(s)
where the idea can be found. Subsequent citations of the same source will use
a shortened form.

Full Note Example: 1. Noam Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax
(Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1965), 15.

Shortened Note Example: 2. Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, 28.

The bibliography at the end of the work then lists all sources cited,
providing complete bibliographic details for each.

The Author-Date System

The author-date system uses parenthetical citations within the text. These
citations typically include the author's last name, the year of publication,
and the page number(s). For example: (Chomsky 1965, 15). This system is often
preferred in scientific disciplines due to its conciseness and ease of
tracking source usage. A corresponding reference list at the end of the
document provides full bibliographic details for each cited work.



When to Use Indirect Quotes in Linguistic
Research

The decision to use an indirect quotation in linguistic research often hinges
on the writer's purpose and the nature of the information being conveyed.
While direct quotes offer the authority of the original phrasing, indirect
quotes provide flexibility and improve the narrative flow. Linguists
frequently employ indirect quotations when discussing theoretical frameworks,
summarizing research findings, or referring to established principles within
the field.

Summarizing Theoretical Frameworks

When introducing a particular linguistic theory, such as generative grammar
or functional linguistics, it is often more effective to use indirect
quotations to summarize its core tenets. This allows the writer to present
the theory in a way that is most relevant to their argument, distilling
complex ideas into a clear and concise form. For example, instead of quoting
lengthy passages defining Universal Grammar, a linguist might write:
Chomsky's theory of Universal Grammar posits that humans are born with an
innate, biological blueprint for language.

Discussing Research Findings

Research papers often present numerous findings from various studies.
Directly quoting every finding would make the text unwieldy. Indirect quotes
allow linguists to efficiently convey the essence of multiple research
outcomes. For instance: Several studies have demonstrated a correlation
between early exposure to bilingualism and enhanced cognitive flexibility
(Johnson 2010; Lee and Chen 2015). This approach efficiently synthesizes
information from multiple sources.

Referring to Established Principles

Established principles within linguistics, such as the concept of phonemic
distinctiveness or syntactic recursion, are commonly discussed using indirect
quotations. These are widely accepted ideas, and the focus is on their
application rather than the precise historical phrasing of their enunciation.
A sentence like: It is a fundamental principle in phonology that phonemes are
abstract representations of sounds that distinguish meaning (Martinet 1964),
effectively integrates this foundational concept.



Common Pitfalls in Chicago Style Indirect
Quotations

Despite the relative straightforwardness of indirect quotations, several
common pitfalls can undermine their effectiveness and accuracy. Awareness of
these issues is crucial for any linguist aiming to adhere to Chicago style
and maintain scholarly rigor.

Insufficient Paraphrasing

The most frequent error is insufficient paraphrasing, where the writer alters
only a few words from the original text, or merely rearranges the sentence
structure slightly. This constitutes patchwriting, a form of plagiarism. It
is essential to engage with the material deeply enough to express the idea
entirely in your own voice and sentence construction.

Inadequate Citation

Another significant pitfall is failing to cite an indirect quotation. Even
though quotation marks are absent, the idea or information originates from
another source and must be attributed. This can happen through oversight or a
misunderstanding of citation requirements. Every paraphrased or summarized
idea must have a corresponding citation, whether in a note or a parenthetical
reference.

Misrepresenting the Source Material

It is also possible to inadvertently misrepresent the original source when
paraphrasing. This can occur due to a misunderstanding of the original text
or by taking a statement out of its broader context. Careful reading and a
thorough grasp of the author's overall argument are necessary to avoid
distorting their meaning. Always ensure your indirect quotation accurately
reflects the original author's intent.

Over-Reliance on Indirect Quotations

While indirect quotes are valuable, an excessive number can dilute the impact
of direct evidence. Sometimes, the precise wording of an expert is crucial
for conveying authority or the specific nuance of a concept. Therefore, a
balanced approach, judiciously employing both direct and indirect quotations,
is generally recommended in academic writing.



Inconsistent Citation Practices

Within a single document, it is vital to maintain consistency in the chosen
citation style (notes-bibliography or author-date) and its application.
Mixing styles or inconsistently applying formatting rules for notes or
parenthetical citations can confuse readers and detract from the
professionalism of the work. Adhering strictly to the chosen CMOS system is
key.

Frequently Asked Questions

Q: What is the primary difference between a direct
and an indirect quote in linguistics when using
Chicago style?
A: The primary difference is that direct quotes use the exact words of the
original source, enclosed in quotation marks, while indirect quotes
paraphrase or summarize the source's ideas in the writer's own words, without
quotation marks.

Q: Does Chicago style require page numbers for
indirect quotes?
A: Yes, Chicago style strongly recommends, and often requires, page numbers
for indirect quotes, especially in the notes-bibliography system, to help
readers locate the specific passage where the idea is discussed. In the
author-date system, page numbers are typically included in the parenthetical
citation.

Q: How can I ensure I am not plagiarizing when using
indirect quotes in my linguistics paper?
A: To avoid plagiarism, you must rephrase the original idea entirely in your
own words and sentence structure, and always provide a clear citation for the
source of the idea. It's advisable to read the source, understand it, then
write your paraphrase without looking at the original text.

Q: Can I use introductory phrases to introduce
indirect quotes in Chicago style?
A: Absolutely. Using introductory phrases like "According to Dr. [Author's
Last Name]" or "In [Author's Work], [Author's Last Name] argues that..." is a



recommended way to integrate indirect quotes smoothly and attribute them
clearly within your text.

Q: When is it better to use a direct quote versus an
indirect quote in linguistics?
A: Direct quotes are best when the original wording is particularly
impactful, unique, or when the precise phrasing is critical to the argument.
Indirect quotes are more suitable for summarizing longer passages, explaining
complex theories concisely, or when the focus is on the idea itself rather
than its exact expression.

Q: What is the role of the bibliography or reference
list for indirect quotes in Chicago style?
A: The bibliography (for notes-bibliography system) or reference list (for
author-date system) provides complete bibliographic details for all sources
cited, including those used for indirect quotations. This allows readers to
find the original sources and verify the information.

Q: Are there any specific verb choices recommended
for introducing indirect quotes in linguistics?
A: While Chicago style doesn't mandate specific verbs, common and effective
choices in linguistics include "explains," "argues," "suggests," "proposes,"
"states," "contends," "posits," and "describes." The choice often depends on
the strength of the original author's claim.

Q: How do I cite an indirect quote from a source
that has no page numbers, like a website?
A: For online sources without page numbers, Chicago style typically
recommends citing the paragraph number (if clearly delineated) or using the
section heading and the author's name. If no specific location can be
identified, citing the author and year may suffice, but always consult the
latest edition of CMOS for definitive guidance on online resources.
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