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The aim of Indirect Voice is to:

· provide you with an awareness of the different techniques that can be used to cite the source that you use in your writing.

· Show you an example as to how you can do this.

1) In academic writing you have to distinguish your voice from the author’s. You can do this by quoting (see direct voice), paraphrasing or summarising. 

a) Paraphrase: An idea taken from another source but written in your own words.
· The paraphrase must come from an oral or written source.

· The words of the original source must not be copied.

· The paraphrase is not enclosed in quotation marks.

· The paraphrase must be accompanied by a citation


Mott-Smith, JA 2011, ‘Establishing textual authority and separating voices: a new approach to teaching referencing’, English Teaching Forum, vol. 2, pp. 16-33.

Look at the original text provided. Then look at the various paraphrases of the text. Choose one that you think is a good example. 



�Referencing: Indirect Voice: Paraphrasing











Original text





Not too many words have been copied from the original source. The text is not enclosed in quotation marks. There are citations included to acknowledge the ideas.





Example


The conservative orientation to education prevailed before the 1960s, with schools and teachers taking an authoritative approach and inculcating students with the dominant values, beliefs and practices of the time. Students are seen as passive recipients of this knowledge. Basically, education is understood as preparation for work (Kemmis et al. 1983). Conservative values education approaches vary. They can be based on religious or secular conceptions of morality, for example. However, they can be distinguished by their focus on preparing the student to fit or follow the conventions of the social, civic, religious or local community.





Paraphrase


Education in the conservative realm took on a very authoritative approach in that values were always imposed onto students who were seen as passive beneficiaries. In addition, schools prepared students for work (Kemmis, cited in Jones 2009). The context of values education in this approach will vary depending on what the definition of morality is in a particular instance (Jones 2009). 


Source adapted from: Jones, TM 2009, ‘Framing the framework: discourses in Australia’s national values education policy’, Educ Res Policy Prac, vol. 8, pp. 35–57.








Indirect voice





In all cases, values frameworks are predetermined by an exterior force—an authority—


whether derived from the natural order of the universe, an omnipotent creator, or politically or culturally determined. Students have no bearing on these values and are not actively afforded opportunities to experiment with alternative or resistant options, analysis or reframing of their morality. Some of the common methodologies in conservative values education include direct teaching, service learning, teacher modelling, reward and punishment and use of rules and guidelines for behaviour. Values education discourses such as character education, civic republican conceptions of civics and citizenship education, religious monopolism and values inculcation manifest this �orientation �


Jones, TM 2009, ‘Framing the framework: discourses in Australia’s national values education policy’, Educ Res Policy Prac, vol. 8, pp. 35–57.











In every instance, values frameworks are always decided by someone of authority whether from the normal order of the universe, an omnipotent creator or politically or culturally specified. Students have no say on these values and are not actively given opportunities to experiment with alternative or resident choices (Jones 2009, pp. 40-41).











Generally, the values frameworks are always decided by an external force. Students are not given a choice to decide with alternatives or resist options (Jones 2009, pp. 40-41).











This idea is supported by Jones (2009, pp. 40-41) who emphasised that in every instance, values frameworks are determined by an outsider with power. Students are not provided with the opportunities to be critical about the values that are imposed upon them or even experiment with other values.









