
chicago style for paraphrasing
linguistics
The Chicago Manual of Style (CMS) is a widely respected style guide that
governs academic writing in many disciplines, including linguistics.
Understanding how to effectively paraphrase according to Chicago style is
crucial for researchers, students, and scholars working within this field.
This comprehensive guide delves into the intricacies of Chicago style for
paraphrasing linguistics, offering detailed explanations and practical
advice. We will explore the fundamental principles of accurate paraphrasing,
the specific citation requirements within the CMS framework, and common
pitfalls to avoid when rephrasing linguistic concepts and theories.
Furthermore, this article will provide insights into adapting Chicago style
for various linguistic contexts, from phonetics to sociolinguistics, ensuring
academic integrity and clarity in your scholarly work.
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Understanding Paraphrasing in Linguistics

Paraphrasing in linguistics involves restating a source's ideas, arguments,
or findings in your own words while retaining the original meaning. This
process is fundamental to academic discourse, allowing writers to integrate
existing research into their own work without direct quotation, thereby
demonstrating comprehension and analytical skill. For linguists, paraphrasing
is particularly important when dealing with complex theoretical frameworks,
intricate grammatical analyses, or nuanced experimental results. It’s not
merely about changing a few words; it requires a deep understanding of the
original text's core message and its implications within the broader field of
linguistic study.

Effective paraphrasing in linguistics requires careful attention to detail.
It involves identifying the key concepts presented by the original author and
expressing them in a manner that is both accurate and original in phrasing.
This is distinct from summarizing, which condenses a longer passage into a
shorter overview, or from quoting, which uses the exact wording of the
original source. When paraphrasing linguistic theories, for instance, one



must grasp the author’s specific terminology and conceptual distinctions and
then rearticulate them without losing that precision.

The Core Principles of Chicago Style Citation

Chicago style offers two primary systems for citing sources: the notes-
bibliography system and the author-date system. For linguistic research, both
are commonly used, with the choice often depending on the specific journal,
publisher, or instructor's preference. The fundamental goal of both systems
is to provide clear and unambiguous attribution to the original authors,
enabling readers to locate the sources for further investigation. Adhering to
these principles ensures academic honesty and contributes to the robust
scholarly conversation within linguistics.

When paraphrasing, the most critical aspect of Chicago style is the accurate
and consistent application of its citation mechanics. This means correctly
formatting footnotes, endnotes, or parenthetical citations to acknowledge the
origin of the paraphrased information. The system used will dictate the
specific format, but the underlying principle remains the same: giving credit
where credit is due and allowing readers to trace the intellectual lineage of
ideas discussed.

Notes-Bibliography System

In the notes-bibliography system, citations are primarily handled through
footnotes or endnotes, with a comprehensive bibliography appearing at the end
of the work. When you paraphrase a source, you must insert a superscript
number at the end of the sentence or clause containing the paraphrased
material. This number corresponds to an entry in your footnotes or endnotes,
which provides the full bibliographic details of the source. The first time a
source is cited, the note will be more extensive, including publication
details. Subsequent citations of the same source can be shortened.

The bibliography, on the other hand, lists all sources consulted and cited in
the paper, typically arranged alphabetically by the author's last name. Each
entry provides complete bibliographic information, allowing readers to find
the original works. For paraphrased material, the footnote or endnote serves
as the direct link, while the bibliography offers a consolidated overview of
all consulted literature.

Author-Date System

The author-date system, favored in some scientific disciplines and
increasingly adopted in others, uses parenthetical in-text citations to refer
to sources. When paraphrasing, you would include the author's last name and



the year of publication within parentheses, usually at the end of the
paraphrased sentence or clause. For instance, (Chomsky 1957). If a direct
quote is used, the page number is also included, such as (Chomsky 1957, 12).

Like the notes-bibliography system, the author-date system also requires a
reference list at the end of the paper. This reference list contains full
bibliographic details for all sources cited in the text, typically arranged
alphabetically by author's last name. The in-text citation acts as a brief
pointer to the full entry in the reference list.

Paraphrasing Specific Linguistic Concepts

Linguistics is rich with specialized terminology and complex theoretical
constructs, making accurate paraphrasing a nuanced task. When you paraphrase
concepts such as transformational grammar, phonological rules, semantic
change, or sociolinguistic variation, it is imperative to capture the precise
meaning intended by the original author. Misinterpreting or misrepresenting
these core ideas can lead to significant inaccuracies in your own analysis
and arguments.

For example, if you are paraphrasing a linguist's description of a specific
phonological process, such as assimilation, you must ensure your rephrased
explanation accurately reflects the conditions under which the assimilation
occurs and its phonetic outcome. This means going beyond simply substituting
synonyms; it requires understanding the underlying linguistic mechanism being
described.

Theoretical Frameworks

When discussing established theoretical frameworks like generative
linguistics, functionalism, or cognitive linguistics, paraphrasing
necessitates an understanding of their foundational principles and key
assumptions. For instance, paraphrasing Chomsky's early work on Universal
Grammar requires conveying his ideas about innate linguistic structures and
the principles that govern all human languages, using your own words but
without distorting the original intent.

This involves accurately reflecting the scope and limitations of the theory
as presented by the original author. It's crucial not to overstate or
understate the theory's claims or to attribute ideas to it that are not
genuinely part of its core tenets as described in the source material.

Methodologies and Findings

Paraphrasing research methodologies and findings in linguistics also demands



precision. If you are restating the results of an experiment on language
acquisition or a corpus analysis of grammatical patterns, your paraphrase
must accurately reflect the data and the conclusions drawn by the
researchers. This includes understanding the experimental design, the
statistical significance of findings, and the interpretive claims made by the
original authors.

For example, if a study found a statistically significant correlation between
socioeconomic status and the use of a particular dialect marker, your
paraphrase should accurately reflect this correlation and any caveats or
limitations acknowledged by the original researchers.

Attributing Sources in Chicago Style

Proper attribution is the cornerstone of academic integrity, and Chicago
style provides clear guidelines for how to do this when paraphrasing. Whether
you are using the notes-bibliography system or the author-date system, the
goal is to give credit to the original author for their ideas and
intellectual contributions. This includes citing not only specific facts or
statistics but also the conceptual frameworks and theoretical models you are
discussing.

In linguistics, where ideas build upon one another rapidly, meticulous
citation is paramount. When you paraphrase, you are demonstrating that you
have engaged with and understood the work of others, and you are allowing
your readers to do the same by providing them with the means to locate those
original sources.

Footnote/Endnote Citations for Paraphrasing

When paraphrasing under the notes-bibliography system, a footnote or endnote
is required. The number should follow the paraphrased text. The first
instance of a note for a particular source should include complete
bibliographic information formatted according to Chicago style. This
typically includes the author's name, title of the work, publication details
(city, publisher, year), and page number(s) relevant to the paraphrased idea.

Subsequent notes for the same source can be shortened, often using the
author's last name, a shortened title, and the relevant page number. For
example, a first note might be: 1. Noam Chomsky, Syntactic Structures (The
Hague: Mouton, 1957), 13. A subsequent note for the same source could be: 5.
Chomsky, Syntactic Structures, 25.

Parenthetical Citations for Paraphrasing



In the author-date system, parenthetical citations are used within the text.
When paraphrasing, you insert the author's last name and the year of
publication in parentheses. For instance, if you paraphrase a concept of the
Sapir-Whorf hypothesis, your citation might look like: (Sapir 1929). If you
are referencing a specific idea from a particular section of the work, it's
often advisable to include the page number as well, even when paraphrasing,
to help readers pinpoint the original idea, e.g., (Sapir 1929, 79).

The reference list at the end of the paper then provides the full
bibliographic details corresponding to these in-text citations. This allows
readers to easily locate the original source based on the author and year
provided.

Avoiding Plagiarism with Chicago Style
Paraphrasing

Plagiarism is a serious academic offense, and proper paraphrasing with
accurate Chicago style citation is your primary defense against it.
Plagiarism occurs when you use someone else's words or ideas without giving
them proper credit. This can happen unintentionally through careless
paraphrasing or incomplete citation. Mastering Chicago style for paraphrasing
linguistics ensures you are ethically and academically sound in your writing.

To avoid plagiarism when paraphrasing, several key steps are essential.
First, you must fully understand the original text. If you don't grasp the
meaning, you're likely to misrepresent it or inadvertently copy its
structure. Second, when you write your paraphrase, consciously aim to use
different sentence structures and vocabulary. Finally, and most importantly,
always provide a citation for the paraphrased material.

The Process of Effective Paraphrasing

To paraphrase effectively and avoid plagiarism, follow a systematic approach:

Read the original passage carefully until you fully understand its
meaning.

Set the original passage aside and write down the main ideas in your own
words, focusing on conveying the core message.

Compare your paraphrase with the original passage to ensure accuracy and
that you haven't accidentally retained too much of the original wording
or sentence structure.

Integrate your paraphrase into your own text, ensuring it flows



logically and connects with your own ideas.

Add the appropriate Chicago style citation immediately after the
paraphrased text.

When to Cite

It's crucial to understand when citation is necessary. You must cite when
you:

Paraphrase an idea, theory, or concept from a source.

Restate specific findings or data from a study.

Incorporate an author's unique interpretation or argument.

Use any specific terminology or definitions that originated with the
author.

Essentially, if an idea is not common knowledge within the field of
linguistics or is not your original thought, it requires citation.

Common Challenges in Chicago Style Paraphrasing
for Linguistics

Linguistics presents unique challenges when it comes to paraphrasing,
especially concerning specialized terminology and complex theoretical
nuances. The precise meaning of a linguistic term can vary subtly between
different schools of thought or even between individual researchers. Failing
to capture these nuances in a paraphrase can lead to misrepresentation.

One of the most significant challenges is the temptation to rely too heavily
on the source text's vocabulary. Even if the sentence structure is altered,
retaining too many of the original keywords, especially technical ones, can
still verge on plagiarism. Another challenge is the dense and often abstract
nature of linguistic theories, which can make it difficult to fully grasp and
rephrase accurately.

Technical Terminology



Linguistic terms are often highly specific and have precise meanings
developed within particular theoretical frameworks. For instance, terms like
"markedness," "phonemic contrast," "semantic primes," or "discourse analysis"
carry significant weight. When paraphrasing a discussion that uses such
terms, it's essential to either use the term yourself and cite its original
use, or to explain the concept in simpler terms while still accurately
reflecting its meaning and attributing it.

If you choose to explain a term, ensure your explanation doesn't misrepresent
the original author's intended meaning. It’s often safer to use the
established term if it’s commonly understood and attribute its introduction
or specific usage to the original source.

Abstract Concepts

Many linguistic theories deal with abstract concepts, such as Chomsky's
notion of competence and performance, or Lakoff's conceptual metaphor theory.
Paraphrasing these ideas requires a deep understanding of their theoretical
underpinnings. Simply rephrasing the sentences might not convey the
underlying philosophical or cognitive assumptions.

A successful paraphrase of an abstract concept will capture its essence and
its implications within the broader linguistic landscape, all while
accurately crediting the originator and providing the necessary citation.

Advanced Considerations for Linguistics
Paraphrasing

Beyond the fundamental rules, advanced paraphrasing in linguistics involves
engaging critically with sources and integrating them into your own argument
in a sophisticated manner. This means not just restating what an author said,
but also understanding its significance, its limitations, and its
relationship to other research in the field. Chicago style provides the
framework for this intellectual engagement through its precise citation
requirements.

When paraphrasing in advanced linguistic work, consider the argumentative
structure of the original text. How does the author build their case? What
evidence do they use? Your paraphrase should reflect not just the conclusion
but also the path taken to reach it, if that is relevant to your own
discussion.

Synthesizing Multiple Sources



Often, linguistic research involves synthesizing ideas from multiple
scholars. When paraphrasing to build a cohesive argument, you may need to
paraphrase from several sources and demonstrate how their ideas relate to one
another. Chicago style facilitates this by requiring individual citations for
each paraphrased idea, even when they are presented in proximity within your
text.

This approach helps readers understand the intellectual lineage of your
arguments and gives credit to each individual contributor. It prevents the
misrepresentation of a collective idea as originating from a single source.

Interpreting and Analyzing

Paraphrasing is a precursor to interpretation and analysis. After accurately
restating an author's idea, you can then build upon it, critique it, or
integrate it into your own model. Your Chicago style citations ensure that
your subsequent analysis is clearly distinct from the original author's
contribution, thereby avoiding any ambiguity about authorship of ideas.

The goal is to use the paraphrased material as a foundation for your own
original contribution to the field of linguistics. The accuracy of your
paraphrase and the clarity of your citations are paramount to establishing
the credibility of your own work.

Conclusion

Mastering the art of paraphrasing within the Chicago Manual of Style is an
indispensable skill for anyone engaged in linguistic research. By adhering to
its detailed citation rules, whether through the notes-bibliography or
author-date system, scholars can ensure academic integrity, avoid plagiarism,
and facilitate clear communication of complex linguistic ideas. The process
demands careful attention to detail, a deep understanding of specialized
terminology, and a commitment to accurately representing the work of others.
As you integrate the insights of linguists into your own writing, remember
that precise paraphrasing and meticulous citation are not just requirements
but are fundamental to the advancement of knowledge in our dynamic field.

FAQ

Q: What is the primary difference between
paraphrasing and summarizing in linguistics
according to Chicago style?
A: According to Chicago style, paraphrasing involves restating a specific



idea or passage from a source in your own words, while retaining the original
meaning and detail. Summarizing, on the other hand, involves condensing the
main points of a larger section or entire work into a shorter overview. Both
require citation, but paraphrasing focuses on a particular concept or
argument, whereas summarizing covers broader themes.

Q: When paraphrasing a linguistic theory in Chicago
style, how detailed should my citation be?
A: When paraphrasing a linguistic theory using the Chicago style notes-
bibliography system, your initial footnote or endnote should include the
author's name, the full title of the work, publication details (city,
publisher, year), and the specific page number(s) where the theory is
discussed or originates. Subsequent notes for the same source can be
abbreviated. In the author-date system, you would use a parenthetical
citation like (Author Year, Page).

Q: Can I use some of the original author's exact
phrasing when paraphrasing a linguistic concept in
Chicago style?
A: While the goal of paraphrasing is to use your own words, it is sometimes
necessary to use a specific technical term or a unique phrase coined by the
original author to accurately convey a linguistic concept. In such cases, you
must enclose the exact wording in quotation marks and provide a citation
immediately following, indicating that it is a direct quote within your
paraphrase. Overusing direct phrasing, even with quotes, can undermine the
effectiveness of paraphrasing.

Q: How does Chicago style handle paraphrasing from
multiple linguists on the same topic?
A: Chicago style requires that each distinct idea or piece of information
paraphrased from a different source receives its own citation, even if those
ideas are presented close together in your text. This ensures that each
author is credited for their specific contribution. When synthesizing
information, you might have a sentence that combines ideas from two sources,
each requiring its own citation.

Q: What are the most common errors to avoid when
paraphrasing linguistic research using Chicago
style?
A: Common errors include insufficient understanding of the original text
leading to misrepresentation, retaining too much of the original wording



without quotation marks, failing to cite paraphrased material altogether, and
incorrectly formatting citations according to the chosen Chicago style system
(notes-bibliography or author-date). It's also crucial to cite not just facts
but also original interpretations and theoretical frameworks.

Q: Is it permissible to paraphrase the methodology
section of a linguistic study in Chicago style?
A: Yes, it is entirely permissible and often necessary to paraphrase the
methodology section of a linguistic study when discussing it in Chicago
style. You must accurately describe the methods used by the researchers in
your own words and provide a clear citation to the original source,
indicating which page(s) detail the methodology. This allows your readers to
understand how the findings were obtained.

Q: How should I cite a foundational linguistic text
that I am paraphrasing extensively throughout my
paper in Chicago style?
A: If you are paraphrasing extensively from a foundational linguistic text,
you will typically introduce a full footnote or endnote (in the notes-
bibliography system) or a parenthetical citation (in the author-date system)
the first time you refer to the text. Subsequent references can use shortened
notes or parenthetical citations. Some scholars choose to place all
references to a frequently used text at the beginning of a section or chapter
for clarity, provided this is done consistently and all specific points are
still traceable to the original source.

Q: Does Chicago style differentiate between
paraphrasing established linguistic facts versus
novel linguistic arguments?
A: While both established facts and novel arguments require citation, Chicago
style, like all academic citation practices, places a higher emphasis on
citing novel arguments, interpretations, and theoretical contributions.
Common knowledge within linguistics might not require citation, but any
specific articulation, evidence, or argument presented by an author does.
When paraphrasing, assume that if an idea is not universally known or is
presented in a unique way, it needs to be cited.
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