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Understanding the Chicago Style Rule for
Indirect Speech

Chicago style rule indirect speech is a crucial element for academic writers,
journalists, and anyone adhering to the Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS). This
rule governs how to present information that is paraphrased or reported
without using the exact wording of the original source. Unlike direct
quotations, indirect speech does not require quotation marks and allows for
more flexibility in sentence structure, while still demanding accuracy and
proper attribution. Mastering this rule ensures clarity, avoids plagiarism,
and maintains the integrity of your research and writing. This comprehensive
guide will delve into the nuances of indirect speech in Chicago style,
covering its application in various contexts and providing clear examples to
illustrate its proper use. We will explore when to use indirect speech versus
direct quotations, how to integrate it seamlessly into your text, and the
importance of accurate citation.
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The decision to employ indirect speech hinges on several factors, primarily
related to the desired emphasis and the nature of the information being
conveyed. Indirect speech, also known as reported speech, is ideal when you
need to summarize a longer passage, convey the essence of an argument, or
integrate a source's idea smoothly into your own prose without disrupting the
flow with quotation marks. It allows the writer to maintain their voice and
analytical perspective while still crediting the original author. For
instance, if a source makes a general point that supports your thesis but the
exact wording isn't particularly impactful or unique, reporting it indirectly
is often the more elegant solution.

Another common scenario for using indirect speech is when discussing
methodological details or findings from a study. Instead of quoting every
procedural step, you can synthesize them into a concise indirect statement.
This is especially useful when dealing with extensive technical descriptions
or lengthy anecdotal evidence that, while important, might bog down the
reader if presented verbatim. The goal is to present the information
efficiently and effectively, focusing on its relevance to your argument
rather than its original phrasing. Indirect speech also facilitates smoother
transitions between your own ideas and those of your sources, creating a more
cohesive and coherent piece of writing.

Furthermore, when the original wording is colloquial, informal, or contains
jargon that might not resonate with your target audience, transforming it
into indirect speech can improve readability. While maintaining the original
meaning is paramount, indirect reporting allows you to adapt the language for
your specific context. However, it is crucial to remember that while you have
flexibility in sentence structure, you do not have license to alter the
meaning of the source material. Any distortion, however unintentional, can
lead to misrepresentation.

Key Principles of Indirect Speech in CMOS

The fundamental principle guiding the use of indirect speech in Chicago style
is the preservation of the original meaning. While quotation marks are
omitted, the core message, facts, and arguments presented by the source must
remain unaltered. This means careful paraphrasing is essential. Writers must
ensure that their rendition accurately reflects the author's intent and
claims without introducing their own interpretations or biases disguised as
reported speech. This accuracy is a cornerstone of academic integrity and
responsible scholarship.

Another critical principle is attribution. Even though quotation marks are
absent, every piece of information that originates from a source must be
clearly credited. In Chicago style, this is typically done through
parenthetical citations or footnotes/endnotes, depending on the citation
system being used. The citation should follow the indirect statement and



point the reader directly to the original source, including page numbers
where applicable. This allows readers to verify the information and explore
the source further if they desire.

The integration of indirect speech into your own sentences should also be
seamless. Instead of abrupt statements, try to introduce indirect reports
with introductory phrases that clarify the source and context. Phrases like
"According to Smith..." or "Jones argues that..." help to frame the reported
information. This not only improves the flow of your writing but also
reinforces the academic convention of clearly delineating your own ideas from
those of others.

Handling Indirect Quotations vs. Direct
Quotations

The distinction between indirect and direct quotations is fundamental to
understanding the Chicago style rule indirect speech. Direct quotations
involve using the exact words of the source, enclosed in quotation marks.
They are used when the original wording is particularly striking, important,
or difficult to paraphrase accurately without losing its essence. For
example, if a seminal thinker coined a phrase that has become widely known,
quoting it directly preserves its impact.

Indirect speech, on the other hand, involves reporting the substance or
meaning of what was said or written without using the exact words. This is
achieved through paraphrasing or summarizing. The primary advantage of
indirect speech is that it allows for greater narrative flow and integration
into your own writing style. It prevents your paper from becoming a patchwork
of other people’s sentences and helps you maintain your own authorial voice.
However, the trade-off is that some of the original nuance or stylistic flair
might be lost in translation.

When choosing between the two, consider the purpose of your writing. If you
are analyzing a specific turn of phrase, dissecting an argument’s structure,
or presenting a piece of evidence that is most compelling in its original
form, a direct quotation is likely appropriate. If, however, you are
synthesizing information from multiple sources, summarizing a lengthy
explanation, or simply referring to an idea or finding without needing its
precise articulation, indirect speech is often the preferred method.
Remember, the key is accuracy and clear attribution in both cases. Always
cite your sources, whether you are quoting directly or reporting indirectly.

Attributing Indirect Speech Accurately



Accurate attribution is non-negotiable when using indirect speech in Chicago
style. Failing to properly credit the source of paraphrased information is
considered plagiarism, a serious academic offense. The Chicago Manual of
Style offers flexibility in how attribution is presented, primarily through
two systems: notes and bibliography, and author-date. Regardless of the
system chosen, the goal is to provide a clear and unambiguous link between
the reported idea and its origin.

In the notes and bibliography system, indirect speech is typically followed
by a footnote or endnote number. The corresponding note will then provide the
bibliographic details of the source, including the author, title, publication
information, and crucially, the page number(s) where the original information
can be found. Even if you are paraphrasing an entire chapter, citing the
relevant pages where the idea is discussed is good practice.

When using the author-date system, indirect speech is followed by a
parenthetical citation. This citation typically includes the author's last
name, the year of publication, and the page number. For example, (Smith 2020,
45). This concise citation allows readers to quickly identify the source. A
full bibliographic entry for each cited source must then be included in a
reference list at the end of the document. Consistency in your citation style
is paramount; choose one system and adhere to it throughout your work.

It is also important to attribute the information to the specific author or
publication. Avoid vague attributions that could mislead the reader. For

example, instead of saying "It is known that..." or "Research shows that...",
specify the source: "According to Dr. Eleanor Vance's study..." or "As
reported in the journal 'Nature'..." This level of specificity enhances

credibility and helps readers locate the original information.

Common Pitfalls and How to Avoid Them

One of the most frequent errors when using indirect speech is unintentional
plagiarism. This often occurs when writers paraphrase too closely to the
original text, changing only a few words or the sentence structure slightly.
This is known as mosaic plagiarism. To avoid this, after reading a source,
set it aside and try to explain the idea in your own words from memory. Then,
go back to the source to check for accuracy. Ensure you are truly
synthesizing the information, not just rearranging it.

Another pitfall is misrepresenting the source's meaning. This can happen if
you misunderstand the original text or if you omit crucial context when
paraphrasing. Always strive for a complete understanding of the material
before attempting to report it indirectly. If a statement relies heavily on
previous or subsequent points, ensure your paraphrase acknowledges this
dependence or accurately reflects the isolated claim.



Incorrect or missing citations are another common issue. Forgetting to add a
citation after an indirect statement or providing an incomplete citation can
lead to accusations of plagiarism. Develop a habit of citing immediately
after you write a paraphrased sentence or clause. Double-check your citations
against your bibliography or reference list for accuracy and consistency. A
thorough review of your work before submission can catch these errors.

Finally, over-reliance on indirect speech can weaken your writing. While it’s
essential for summarizing and integrating, direct quotations have their
place. If a source's wording is particularly powerful, concise, or unique,
quoting it directly can add significant impact and authority to your
argument. Learn to discern when a direct quotation is more effective than an
indirect report. Striking a balance between the two is key to strong academic
writing.

Examples of Indirect Speech in Chicago Style

To illustrate the application of the Chicago style rule indirect speech,
consider the following examples. Suppose an author, Dr. Anya Sharma,
published a book titled "The Ecology of Urban Blooms" in 2022, on page 78,
she writes: "The proliferation of green spaces in densely populated areas has
a demonstrably positive impact on residents' mental well-being, reducing
stress levels and fostering a greater sense of community."

An indirect report of this statement, using the notes and bibliography
system, might look like this: "Dr. Anya Sharma argues that the expansion of
green spaces in crowded urban environments significantly enhances residents'
mental health by decreasing stress and cultivating stronger community ties.'"

The corresponding footnote would read: "1. Anya Sharma, The Ecology of Urban
Blooms (New York: Urban Press, 2022), 78."

Using the author-date system, the same indirect report would appear as: "Dr.
Anya Sharma argues that the expansion of green spaces in crowded urban
environments significantly enhances residents' mental health by decreasing
stress and cultivating stronger community ties (Sharma 2022, 78)."

Here is another example. Imagine a historian, Professor Ben Carter, wrote in
an article in 2023, on page 112: "The industrial revolution did not merely
alter economic structures; it fundamentally reshaped societal norms, family
dynamics, and individual perceptions of time."

An indirect report using the author-date system: "Professor Ben Carter posits
that the industrial revolution brought about not only economic restructuring
but also profound transformations in societal standards, familial
relationships, and how individuals experienced time (Carter 2023, 112)."



These examples demonstrate how indirect speech allows for integration of
source material into the writer's own prose while maintaining accuracy and
providing clear attribution, adhering to the principles of the Chicago Manual
of Style for indirect reporting.

FAQ

Q: What is the primary difference between direct and
indirect speech in Chicago style?

A: The primary difference is that direct speech uses the exact words of the
source, enclosed in quotation marks, while indirect speech (or reported
speech) conveys the meaning or substance of the source's statement using the
writer's own words, without quotation marks.

Q: When is it more appropriate to use indirect

speech rather than a direct quotation in Chicago
style?

A: Indirect speech is more appropriate when you need to summarize a longer
passage, integrate an idea smoothly into your own text, the exact wording
isn't crucial, or the original language is too technical or informal for your

audience. Direct quotations are best for capturing the precise impact,
nuance, or unique phrasing of the source material.

Q: Do I still need to cite sources when using
indirect speech in Chicago style?

A: Yes, absolutely. Accurate citation is critical for indirect speech. Even
though you are not using quotation marks, the information originates from
another source, and failing to attribute it properly constitutes plagiarism.
Chicago style requires clear attribution through footnotes/endnotes or
parenthetical citations, depending on the system used.

Q: Can I change the meaning of the source when
reporting it indirectly in Chicago style?

A: No, you must not change the meaning of the source. The core principle of
indirect speech is to accurately convey the original author's ideas, facts,



or arguments. While you can rephrase and restructure sentences, altering the
intended meaning is a serious misrepresentation and a form of academic
dishonesty.

Q: What are common mistakes to avoid when using
Chicago style indirect speech?

A: Common mistakes include paraphrasing too closely to the original (mosaic
plagiarism), misrepresenting the source's meaning, providing incorrect or
incomplete citations, and failing to use direct quotations when they would be
more effective. Always ensure accuracy, proper attribution, and a balance
between indirect and direct reporting.

Q: Does the Chicago Manual of Style specify how to
introduce indirect speech?

A: While the CMOS doesn't mandate specific introductory phrases, it
recommends integrating indirect speech smoothly into your own prose. Using
phrases like "According to [Author Name]..." or "[Author Name] argues
that..." helps to frame the reported information and clearly attribute it to
the source, improving readability and academic convention.

Q: Is it acceptable to combine direct quotes and
indirect speech within the same sentence when
discussing a source in Chicago style?

A: Yes, it is generally acceptable to combine direct quotes and indirect

speech within the same sentence, provided it is done clearly and logically,
and both parts are properly attributed. For example, "Smith argued that the
policy was 'a necessary evil' (Smith 2021, 55), but later conceded that its
implementation proved more challenging than anticipated (Smith 2021, 58)."
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