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Appendix: The Interview 
Questionnaire

VERSION 1

HWR interview questions

Interviewee:
Date:
Interviewer:
Introduction:

This is a questionnaire for the Humanities Worldwide Report. We’d like 
to elicit your views on the current state of the humanities and of the 
challenges facing them in the future.

We shall collate the results of these interviews anonymously and use 
them alongside data collected from reports and other surveys.

Questions for interviewees

To start off, please say in a few sentences a little bit about yourself and 1. 
your role in your university/organisation.

Funding2. 

Please give a brief description of the funding sources that support 
your institution. Is your funding situation undergoing any signifi-
cant changes?

Major research themes3. 

What themes have been dominating your own field?
What themes do you expect to dominate your field?
Where do you see the potential breakthroughs in your field?

Interdisciplinary research4. 

Is your own research monodisciplinary or interdisciplinary? What are 
the benefits or disadvantages of each type of research?

The digital humanities5. 
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Is the development of digitisation changing the nature of research 
practice in your field?

Do researchers in your field have the necessary skills to make the 
most out of the digital resources available to them?

Research infrastructure6. 

What kinds of research infrastructure are needed in your field?

Is there adequate funding for such infrastructure in your institution?

Publications and career development7. 

How do publications affect the way research is done, in particular 
through the assessment criteria they provide for hiring and promo-
tion? What effects do the demands of getting published have on the 
work of younger researchers?

Ranking systems (e.g. university rankings, citation indices, national 8. 
assessment systems)

What effects do ranking systems have on research, on the behaviour 
of researchers and on the management of research in your area? 
(Give examples to illustrate your answers.) What views do you hold 
on efforts to measure the wider social impact of research?

Internationalisation9. 

What effects is internationalisation (e.g. in recruitment patterns, 
institutional collaboration, networks) having on research and 
research activity?

Do researchers in your field have sufficient language skills for their 
work?

Government policies10. 

How do government policies currently affect humanities research?

The nature of the humanities11. 

What are the major similarities and dissimilarities between the 
humanities and the sciences in the ways they conduct and present 
research? Could you give some examples (up to three) of impor-
tant findings gained in the humanities? Aside from your own views, 
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how do you think the humanities are perceived in this respect? And 
what impact does the perception of the humanities in comparison 
to the sciences have on funding?

Translating the humanities12. 

How are you or members of your organisation working with or 
exchanging knowledge with stakeholders outside academia? (If 
possible, please give some concrete examples, e.g. in media-related 
activities, museums, policy making or social innovation.) What 
support systems are in place for translational research?

Justifications for humanities research13. 

‘Why fund research in the humanities?’ If you had to give a succinct 
answer to this question, what would it be? How would you articu-
late the value of the humanities research to an impatient and poten-
tially hostile audience?

VERSION 2

HWR interview questions

Interviewee:
Date:
Introduction:

This is a questionnaire for the Humanities Worldwide Report. We’d like 
to elicit your views on the current state of the humanities and of the 
challenges facing them in the future.

We shall collate the results of these interviews anonymously and use 
them alongside data collected from reports and other surveys.

Questions for interviewees

To start off, please say in a few sentences a little bit about yourself 1. 
and your role in your university/organisation.

Funding2. 

Please give a brief description of the funding sources that support 
your institution. Is your funding situation undergoing any signifi-
cant changes?

Major research themes3. 
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What themes have been dominating your own field?

What themes do you expect to dominate your field?

Where do you see the potential breakthroughs in your field?

Interdisciplinary research4. 

Is your own research monodisciplinary or interdisciplinary? What are 
the benefits or disadvantages of each type of research?

The digital humanities5. 

Is the development of digitisation changing the nature of research 
practice in your field?

Do researchers in your field have the necessary skills to make the 
most out of the digital resources available to them?

Research infrastructure6. 

What kinds of research infrastructure are needed in your field?

Is there adequate funding for such infrastructure in your 
institution?

Publications and career development7. 

How do publications affect the way research is done, in particular 
through the assessment criteria they provide for hiring and promo-
tion? What effects do the demands of getting published have on the 
work of younger researchers?

Ranking systems (e.g. university rankings, citation indices, national 8. 
assessment systems)

What effects do ranking systems have on research, on the behaviour 
of researchers and on the management of research in your area? (Give 
examples to illustrate your answers.) What views do you hold on 
efforts to measure the wider social impact of research?

Internationalisation9. 

What effects is internationalisation (e.g. in recruitment patterns, insti-
tutional collaboration, networks) having on research and research 
activity?
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Do researchers in your field have sufficient language skills for their 
work?

Government policies10. 

How do government policies currently affect humanities research?

The nature of the humanities11. 

What, in broad terms, are the major similarities and dissimilarities 
between the humanities and the sciences in the ways they conduct 
and present research?

Please give up to three examples of things that, due to humanities 
research, we know today that we did not know before, either in 
your own field or in the humanities in general.

Do you think it is appropriate to describe the results of humanities 
research as findings?

What impact does the public perception of the humanities in this 
respect have on funding?

Translating the humanities12. 

How are you or members of your organisation working with or 
exchanging knowledge with stakeholders outside academia? (If 
possible, please give some concrete examples, e.g. in media-related 
activities, museums, policy making or social innovation.) What 
support systems are in place for translational research?

Justifications for humanities research13. 

Here are some ways of expressing the value of humanities research:

 i. Intrinsic value
 ii. Informing social policy
 iii. Understanding cultural heritage
 iv. Promoting economic value
 v.  Contributing to other academic disciplines (e.g. in the natural 

or social sciences)
 vi. Promoting personal and spiritual development
 vii. Feeding through to undergraduate education
viii. Promoting critical thinking and innovation
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Which of these in your own view is (or are) the most important? Which 
of these is considered most important in your country/region?

‘Why fund the research in the humanities?’ If you had to give a 
succinct answer to this question, what would it be? How would you 
articulate the value of humanities research to an impatient and poten-
tially hostile audience?
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Notes

2 The Value of the Humanities

1. Fish (2008).
2. Quoted by Menand (2010) p. 49.
3. Menand (2010) pp. 57ff. also offers a critique of non-instrumentalism.
4. Nussbaum (2010) ‘Afterword’.
5. Popular interest in literature and history needs little documenting; but, for 

the remarkable growth in popular archaeology, see Parker Pearson (2011). 
In the UK, Melvyn Bragg’s work on TV and radio, especially In our time (BBC 
Radio 4) has established a widespread interest in philosophy, the history of 
ideas and of language. The German publisher C. H. Beck (http://www.chbeck.
de/) provides another good example.

6. For this point, see Collini (2012) pp. 96–7.
7. Nussbaum (2010) makes the case for the social value of specific disciplines 

across Chapters 3–5 as a whole.
8. Consensus Study on the State of the Humanities in South Africa (2011) p. 29.
9. See McMahon et al. (2011).

10. Participants included congressional staff from the House and Senate. The 
meeting was intended to show ‘how research projects funded by the National 
Endowment for the humanities helped foster a better understanding of 
foreign cultures – particularly in Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iraq, and Iran – and 
how that knowledge has assisted U.S. military, aid, and diplomatic efforts 
in those countries’. The meeting discussed research into Iranian civilisa-
tion, Chinese historical figures, the history of uranium production in Africa, 
Arab demographic trends, and newspapers across Latin America – in general, 
research that has ‘deepened America’s understanding of other countries with 
which it regularly engages’.

11. According to the METRIS reports, cultural heritage is also among the leading 
thematic priorities in most former Eastern bloc countries. For instance, the 
authors of the report on Poland state: ‘the research schemes of the National 
Programme for the Development of Humanities have a particular focus on 
research projects in the domain of national heritage’ (p. 20). But this is part 
of a pattern common to several other countries. For specific references see 
Bulgaria p. 9, Croatia p. 20, Czech Republic pp. 22–3, Latvia p. 12, Lithuania 
pp. 2–3, Romania pp. 2–3, Serbia p. 2, Slovakia p. 19 and Slovenia p. 13. 
Contrast the METRIS report on the UK, where heritage hardly figures at all. 
(Page numbers refer to the relevant METRIS reports for each country.)

12. For an account of the controversy, see Evans (2013). For a possible US parallel 
in the state of Texas, McKinley (2010).

13. See the example above, Addressing National Security & Other Global Challenges 
Through Cultural Understanding.

14. A point implicit in some of the METRIS reports referred to above.
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15. See Leading the World: the Economic Impact of UK Arts and Humanities Research 
(2009) pp. 12–24.

16. This will be discussed in some detail in Chapter 8.
17. See Matthews (2012).
18. Consensus Study, pp. 31–2.
19. See Fish (2008) and Nussbaum (2010), esp. Chapters 1–2.
20. See Parker Pearson (2011).
21. See e.g. Gurr (1981), Eisner (2003) and Spierenburg (2008).
22. See Overy (2011).
23. For two disparate examples, see Playing to Our Strengths, Irish Research 

Council, p. 3, and Consensus Study, South Africa, p. 44.
24. For a US/Australian example, see Golsby-Smith (2011).
25. E.g. Isaacson (2011) discussing Steve Jobs. (Jobs’ view on the humanities is 

discussed below.)
26. Leading the World (2009) pp. 22. See also Press (2011), who details cases where 

research in art and design has led to business innovation.
27. On the distinction between economic and social innovation in the context 

of the humanities see the South African Consensus Study (2011) p. 40.
28. Nussbaum (2010) Chapter 4.
29. Cf. Karl Popper’s claim that progress in science operates through conjectures 

and refutations.
30. Kronman (2007), critiqued by Fish (2008).
31. See McDonald (2011). He argues that literary scholars should espouse this 

role. If they do not, literary disciplines start to lose their identity and merge 
into subjects such as history, cultural studies or philosophy.

3 The Nature of the Humanities

1. Most respondents who referred to some form of cross-fertilisation only 
referred to one of the categories above. But some of the Asian respondents 
who stressed interdisciplinary research trends also mentioned comparative 
approaches, and vice versa. So, in the ten Asian interviews where cross-fertili-
sation featured, there were actually seven references to interdisciplinary and 
eight to comparative research.

2. To an extent this trend overlaps with a tendency towards the socially relevant 
themes discussed above, because some forms of interdisciplinary, collabora-
tive and intercultural research are societal in focus. But the two notions do 
not necessarily converge.

3. We call this reaction mildly negative because, unlike the previous quote 
(NA10), it seems to allow for the possibility, in principle, of making findings 
in the humanities. This was quite a common reaction within this category. 
Indeed, it is useful to wordsearch ‘findings’ throughout an interview to see if 
they use the word elsewhere, even if they appear negative in this particular 
question.

4. These results include both batches of interviews.
5. For want of a better one we use the term to describe those who think the 

humanities do not aim to make discoveries resulting in truth.
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4 The Digital Humanities
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2013. http://dayofdh2013.matrix.msu.edu/members/.

2. Spence, P. ‘How Do You Define DH? | Day of DH 2012.’ Accessed July 26, 
2013. http://dayofdh2012.artsrn.ualberta.ca/dh/. See also: Heppler, Jason. 
‘What Is Digital Humanities?’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://whatisdigitalhu-
manities.com/.

3. ‘Our Mission | ADHO.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://adho.org/.
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July 26, 2013. http://ach.org/membership/.
5. Others include Digital Studies/Le champ numérique, an open-access peer-re-
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6. ‘THATCamp | The Humanities and Technology Camp.’ Accessed July 26, 
2013. http://thatcamp.org/.
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Accessed July 26, 2013. http://www.medici.org/.

8. Galina, Isabel. ‘Is There Anybody Out There?’ http://humanidadesdigitales.
net/blog/2013/07/19/is-there-anybody-out-there-building-a-global-digital-
humanities-community/ (Accessed July 26, 2013).
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2013. http://www.allc.org/.

10. For example, the ‘Digging into Data Challenge’ is an initiative funded jointly 
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United States. ‘Digging Into Data > Home.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://
www.diggingintodata.org/.

11. Galina, Isabel. ‘Is There Anybody Out There? Building a Global Digital 
Humanities Community | Humanidades Digitales.’

12. ibid.
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www.cet.uct.ac.za/aboutCET.
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17. ‘[FOCUS] Digital Humanities Research in China.’ DH101. Accessed July 26, 

2013.  http://dh101.ch/2012/10/16/focus-digital-humanities-research-in-
china/.

18. ibid.
19. ‘centerNet | An International Network of Digital Humanities Centers.’ 

Accessed July 26, 2013. http://digitalhumanities.org/centernet/.
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20. UCL puts it at 25 in 2011. ‘All Sizes | Infographic: Quantifying Digital 
Humanities | Flickr - Photo Sharing!’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://www.
flickr.com/photos/ucldh/6730021199/sizes/o/in/photostream/.
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July 26, 2013. http://www.allc.org/.
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ca/?page_id=9.

23. ‘McGill Digital Humanities.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://digihum.mcgill.ca/.
24. UCL puts it at 44 in 2011. ‘All Sizes | Infographic: Quantifying Digital 

Humanities | Flickr - Photo Sharing!’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://www.
flickr.com/photos/ucldh/6730021199/sizes/o/in/photostream/.

25. See, for example: ‘View All Projects | DHCommons.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. 
http://dhcommons.org/projects.

26. ‘Old Weather - Our Weather’s Past, the Climate’s Future.’ Accessed July 26, 
2013. http://www.oldweather.org/.

27. ‘POxy Oxyrhynchus Online.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://www.papyrology.
ox.ac.uk/POxy/.

28. ‘TEI: Text Encoding Initiative.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://www.tei-c.org/
index.xml.

29. Lee Woolgar, Country Report, Social Sciences and Humanities in Japan, 2011 
Report, Metris, European Commission, DG-Research, p. 19.

30. Gold, Matthew K. ‘Debates in the Digital Humanities.’ Accessed July 26, 
2013. http://dhdebates.gc.cuny.edu/debates.

31. Sinclair, S., Ruecker, S., Gabriele, S., Patey, M., Gooding, M., Vitas, C. & Bajer, 
B. (2011). Meditating on a Mandala’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://mcp.educ.
ubc.ca/book/export/html/3.

32. ‘Metadata and Text Markup » Tooling Up for Digital Humanities.’ Accessed 
July 26, 2013. http://toolingup.stanford.edu/?page_id=141. See also: ‘Text 
Analysis » Tooling Up for Digital Humanities.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://
toolingup.stanford.edu/?page_id=981.

33. ‘TAPoR.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://portal.tapor.ca/portal/portal.
34. ‘Textal.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://www.textal.org/.
35. ‘Voyant Tools: Reveal Your Texts.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://voyant-

tools.org/.
36. ‘WordSeer Project Page.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://wordseer.berkeley.

edu/.
37. ‘Overview | Geographic Information Systems.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. http://

www.esri.com/what-is-gis/overview.
38. A large number of projects can be found at ‘Zotero | Groups > humanitiesGIS > 

Library > Literary Spaces.’ Accessed July 26, 2013. https://www.zotero.org/
groups/humanitiesgis/items/collectionKey/ED4MRWHI. See also: ‘Research | 
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Accessed July 26, 2013.
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5 Translating the Humanities

1. Duke Translational Medicine Institute http://www.dukemedicine.org/
Initiatives/ClinicalAndTranslationalScience.

2. Vision statement of the PennState Clinical and Translational Science Institute 
http://ctsi.psu.edu/?page_id=27.

3. Wainwright et al. (2006).
4. John Galloway, Translation: Beating Scientific Swords into Medical 

Ploughshares. http://www.nimr.mrc.ac.uk/mill-hill-essays/year/2010/.
5. Martin et al. (2008) p. 39.
6. On the other hand, it is worth mentioning European initiatives that support 

translation between humanities and business. The Flexit programme of 
the Riksbankens jubileumfond ‘aims to build bridges between humanities 
and social science research and companies and organisations outside the 
academic world’. (http://www.rj.se/en/Funding-opportunities/2014/Flexit-
Call-2014/) Similar programmes are funded in the Netherlands by the NWO 
Humanities and in Denmark by InnovationsFonden.

7. Reinvigorating the Humanities, AAU (2004).
8. The Nairobi Report (2009) p. 1.
9. The Economic Role and Influence of the Social Sciences and Humanities: 

A Conjecture (http://www.sshrc-crsh.gc.ca/about-au_sujet/publications/
impacts_e.pdf), p.31.

10. DJØFbladet  2013:2  http://www.djoef.dk/blade/defacto/udgivelser/2013/
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Produktiviteteffekter%20af%20uddannelse%20i%20den%20private%20
sektor.ashx.
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11. http://www.torch.ox.ac.uk/node/336.
12. See American Academy of Arts and Sciences, Humanities Indicators, (Part III. 

The Humanities Workforce: Section B. Career Paths of Humanities College 
Graduates). http://HumanitiesIndicators.org.

13. http://www.almedalsveckan.info/6895.
14. See for example http://humanities.ku.dk/research/industrial_phd_programme/ 

(Accessed January 1, 2014).
15. http://www.dublintellectual.ie (Accessed January 1, 2014).

6 The Culture of Humanities Research

1. This issue is discussed in more detail by Mamdani (2012).
2. In contrast, it is worth quoting another part of E14’s interview referred to 

above: ‘in some countries, e.g. Sweden and Netherland, my ... colleagues do 
write only in English. Their research is therefore totally disconnected from 
the population of their country.’

3. Unless one counts the following comment from R7 as negative: ‘the EUSP is 
a highly untypical institution for Russia in the sense that it requires interna-
tional publications (in WS indexed periodicals) as a condition for promotion 
to professorial positions. That creates some pressure towards choosing topics 
which may be of more interest for an international audience (e.g. compara-
tive, or dealing with global processes), to the detriment of those which have 
more relevance for intellectual and political debates inside the country.’

4. However, one of them (As6) did make an interesting comment that conflicts 
with the general tendency to think homogeneity is on the rise: ‘in one sense 
of internationalisation this is happening a lot (especially over the last 10–15 
years). New funding is coming in internationally – government funding 
collaborates with private (international) funders; the Internet has created 
new international networks. But this is not to be confused with intellectual 
internationalisation, which is quite old. In fact, this kind of internationalisa-
tion is declining, as research becomes more regional (because of the postco-
lonial emphasis).’

5. See Arts and Humanities Research Mapping, India (2010) pp. 9–10.
6. Latin America was the one region where all respondents were 

interdisciplinary.
7. There is a closely related issue. In discussions of interdisciplinarity one can 

easily take a sceptical position, arguing that there is something artificial about 
disciplinary boundaries. Only two of our respondents raised this issue, but 
we shall return to it in the conclusion. For further discussion, see Menand 
(2010) Chapter 3, on the link between academic professionalism and anxie-
ties over interdisciplinarity.

8. In this connection, it is interesting that six respondents claimed that their own 
fields are, by nature, interdisciplinary and that monodisciplinarity is not really 
feasible. These fields were anthropology, education, film studies, sociology, 
environmental history and social history. The respondents making this point 
were from Algeria, Australia, India, Jordan, Mozambique, Russia and the US.

9. The METRIS reports contain useful discussions of interdisciplinarity. In each 
report, the topic comes in Section 4.5.2. The relevant section of the Germany 
report is particularly interesting (pp. 66–9). On interdisciplinarity in India 
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see Arts and Humanities Research Mapping, India (2010) esp. p. 24, though the 
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found in Sa´ (2008). See also Holm et al. (2013).
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collections may attract rather few readers.’
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