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Introduction 

This report will present the findings and recommendations of a study conducted at Indiana University-
Bloomington during the summer of 2017. This local study was conducted in conjunction with other 
institutional-level studies across the US in order to better understand the changing research needs of 
scholars in Asian Studies, and was coordinated at the national level by Ithaka S+R. This study was carried 
out by Brian Winterman, Information Literacy and Assessment Librarian, and Karen Stoll Farrell, 
Librarian for South and Southeast Asian Studies, under the advisement of Andrew Asher, Assessment 
Librarian.  

This report introduces the scope of Asian Studies at Indiana University and describes the research 
methodology in more detail.  Findings are presented under major themes: self-identification of scholars 
within Asian Studies, differences in international scholarship, finding and accessing materials, access 
tools and methods, and networking. The recommendations outline potential paths forward to better 
support the research of Asian Studies scholars. Finally, appendices list other institutional reports where 
available, and include IRB information and interview questions used in the study. 

 

Asian Studies at Indiana University 

Asian Studies at Indiana University is comprised of multiple departments and programs, including faculty 
from across widely disparate disciplines. The study of Asia, depending on the defined geography, is 
taught and studied by over 90 faculty with a wide range of expertise and interests - making it both highly 
multidisciplinary and interdisciplinary. 

Primarily, Asian Studies is located within three departments and two programs: the Department of East 
Asian Literatures and Cultures (EALC), the Department of Central Eurasian Studies (CEUS), the 
Department of Near Eastern Languages and Cultures (NELC), the Dhar India Studies Program, and the 
Southeast Asian Studies and ASEAN Program (SEAS). While many faculty have appointments in the three 
departments, other faculty sit in departments across the university and have an affiliation with the Asian 
Studies-related departments or programs. 

The three Asian Studies related departments all offer a B.A., M.A., and Ph. D., while the India Studies 
program offers a B.A. and a Ph.D. minor. The Southeast Asian Studies program, which is only three years 
old itself, currently offers a B.A. minor. 

Uniting these multiple units, however, is the School of Global and International Studies (SGIS), newly 
created in 2014 with a centrally located building completed in 2015. This new school’s primary focus is 
to “combine the study of history, culture, society, and language with a close examination of pressing 
global issues we face today. Our students graduate ready to tackle these issues, whether as diplomats, 
government leaders, lawyers, entrepreneurs, teachers, scholars, or doctors.” It is made up of four 
departments – the three Asian Studies departments listed above, and the Department of International 
Studies, which some Asian Studies faculty are also affiliated with. In addition, SGIS houses 17 centers, 
institutes, and programs, and six language programs and resource centers.  
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Faculty within these various departments and programs are served by multiple Area Studies librarians: a 
librarian for Middle Eastern, Islamic, and Central Eurasian Studies is the official liaison for CEUS and 
NELC; a librarian for East Asian Studies is the liaison to EALC; a librarian for South Asian and Southeast 
Asian Studies serves Dhar India and SEAS. In addition, there is an Area Studies librarian for the 
International Studies Department in SGIS. There are a number of other subject librarians who may liaise 
with faculty in their home departments, particularly for those who are associated with programs or have 
other disciplinary needs. 

Research methodology 

This study of the research practices of Asian Studies faculty was coordinated through Ithaka S+R, a not-
for-profit research and consulting organization that works with academic and cultural communities. The 
Indiana University Libraries are one of eleven total institutions of higher education participating in this 
research project (see Appendix 1 for a full list of participants). Studies were conducted at the 
institutional level, with anonymized interview data submitted to Ithaka S+R. The Ithaka S+R team will 
compile and incorporate all of the institutional data into a national-level report. 

At the local level, this qualitative study was conducted by Karen Stoll Farrell, Librarian for South Asian 
and Southeast Asian Studies, and Brian Winterman, Information Literacy and Assessment Librarian, 
under the advisement of Andrew Asher, Assessment Librarian. The IUB team obtained approval for the 
study from the IU Institutional Review Board, and was guided in devising the methodology by Ithaka 
S+R. 

Email invitations were sent out to all relevant faculty in early Summer 2017. Participants were chosen to 
represent a range of regional, departmental, and disciplinary interests, as well as tenure-status. During 
Summer 2017, we conducted eleven one-on-one semi-structured interviews in the participants’ offices, 
using interview questions (see Appendix 4) devised by Ithaka S+R. Interviews lasted approximately 90 
minutes and were audio recorded.  

The eleven IU faculty interviewed for this study represent a wide array of disciplines and regional foci. 
Five participants are Associate Professors, and six are Assistant Professors. Three are in Area Studies 
Departments – one in Central Eurasian Studies, and two in East Asian Languages and Cultures. 
Additionally, one faculty is in International Studies, another interdisciplinary department that sits in the 
School of Global and International Studies along with CEUS and EALC. One faculty member is from the 
School of Public and Environmental Affairs (SPEA). The other six participants sit in departments within 
the College of Arts and Sciences: two in Religious Studies, and one each in Geography, Linguistics, 
Sociology, and Theatre, Drama and Contemporary Dance. 

The participants also represented a broad geographical range of study. Most explicitly focus on one or 
two countries, and the participants either expressed their research focus as regional, or according to a 
particular country.  In terms of area, one faculty member focused on Central Asia, two on East Asia, one 
on both East and Southeast Asia, three on Southeast Asia, three on South Asia, and one on South Asia 
diaspora. 

The recordings of the eleven interviews were transcribed by an external transcription service. Upon 
receipt of the transcribed interview, the two members of the IU team met to review and code them. 
Together, we reviewed each transcript in full, using an open coding scheme. As themes emerged, the 
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team reviewed the transcripts a second time. The most impactful and relevant themes were selected to 
highlight in this report. 

 

Findings 

At the crossroads: scholars’ identification within Asian Studies and the disciplines 

While six scholars described themselves as multidisciplinary, even more often, the participants primarily 
functioned within a smaller sub-discipline, defined not just by the discipline of their work, but also by 
the geography. Three scholars referred to themselves as bridging two distinct fields: that of their 
primary discipline and that of their specific geographical expertise, such as South Asian Studies. For 
example, one scholar stated, “I am kind of like in the middle of both or overlapping parts of both sides.” 

They expressed dissatisfaction with some of the directions of their disciplines based on the exclusion of 
Asia from the broader disciplinary discourse. According to one participant, “when I’m amongst other 
geographers, I’m reminding them of the importance of South Asia as a central place in the world”. A 
linguist similarly described that in the broader field, “much of the people are working on English or 
German or French”.  While the scholars identified with Area Studies fields to varying degrees, nine of the 
eleven participants most strongly described relationships and connections to a niche group of other 
scholars, intersecting both their discipline and their specific Area Studies field. 

 

Differences in International Scholarship 

In situations where a particular data set or information about a specific topic does not appear to exist, 
scholars generally attributed this to differences in how western countries study Asian countries or how 
the focus of study by scholars in the country is different from western countries.  Two scholars described 
the challenges of nonexistent data, in particular. For example, one explained the difference in focus in 
surveys for non-western countries and how it affected their ability to complete a research project:  

… we had this whole literature basically on marital quality in the United States and 
Europe that has all these assumptions about what a good marriage is that don’t 
necessarily apply in India. .. But instead, in non-western countries, nobody cares about 
relationship quality, it’s all about domestic violence… I looked at other surveys, it just 
didn’t have anything … if I hadn’t found this one, I just wouldn’t have done it [the 
research].  

In accessing the published literature, scholars talked about a similar issue in which either their topic of 
interest was not a significant focus of research in the country, or the angle or perspective of the 
research was very different. As one interviewee pointed out, “very rarely do they…ask the sort of 
disciplinary questions that I’m interested in.” 

Related to this, five participants described what one scholar dubbed “quality control” for international 
publications. An additional participant described similar needs for primary sources. These scholars found 
that the gap in cross-dissemination across continents meant that they did not always know as much as 
they felt they needed to about international publishers, journals, and authors.  In essence, when they 
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search in specific known journals within their field or for newly released monographs through particular 
publishers, the scholars have a base of knowledge and expectations about what they are reading. 
Working with international materials brings them back a step, where they first have to determine who is 
authoritative, and what the boundaries of the scholarly conversation are. One participant described this 
critical gap, saying, “I think one of the greatest challenges in the field of Asian studies is to bring the 
viewpoints, theories, and publications of Asian scholars into the discussion.” The scholars described a 
need for, not just better dissemination across borders, but also for, essentially, descriptive metadata or 
for scholarly reviews of those international works and authors: 

…it would be great, right, if the reviews for books could somehow be…just linked right 
off the books page…On IUCAT. This would be an incredibly massive undertaking, right? 
But…the quality control issue would be solved, I think. 

They felt that this would enable them to have a better understanding of the materials in order to make 
decisions about using them for their research. 

 

Finding and Accessing Materials 

Access challenges for these scholars occur for a number of different reasons; in some cases, the data 
that they want or need simply does not exist, as described above, while in other cases they know that a 
particular material exists, but they are unable to access it. In other situations, they may not be able to 
gather enough information to even know whether or not the resource exists. These challenges were 
expressed by almost every participant in the study. 

In fact, ten of the scholars described access challenges; the only participant who stated that they did not 
have access challenges is the one quoted above who struggles with a lack of relevant data sets. Often 
these access challenges occur when a scholar has a citation, or highly suspects the existence of some 
material based on prior knowledge of the field. Six of the interviewed scholars described the particular 
challenges of finding and getting access to books and articles published in Asia. According to one, “[h]alf 
the time, whatever you can find, you can only find a reference to. You cannot find an article.”  

The ongoing challenges in accessing international materials belie the idea that everything is available 
online. One scholar describes their fears about this growing perception: 

I think in scholarship in general, my big fear is that there’s an idea that anything 
important is available online. And many things important are available online, it’s true. 
But there’s a lot of stuff that isn’t and I think it’s important to remember that there’s 
still regular books and regular journals that may not make it to the online types of 
venues… 

Archival and government sources emerged as adding extra challenges to the scholars’ work. Sometimes 
this is related to political issues in the country, but other times access challenges are less definable; as 
one scholar succinctly put it, “the struggles with archives are about permission and I’ve learned over 
time that it’s like the weather.” Struggles with finding and accessing archives are connected to a variety 
of issues: 
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…there’s those kinds of frustrations. I know some of them were just institutional civil 
service kinds of frustrations. Some of them are collections where the person who did 
know what was there never made a hand list – died or did make a hand list but we 
don’t know where it is, so there’s those kinds of frustrations. And there’s plenty of 
stuff that I’m sure has never been published and we’re losing it [due to lack of 
preservation]. 

Even finding the archival materials themselves is described as requiring luck or serendipity: “as far as 
archival stuff, it’s whoever provides a golden box for you and often times in China, you just have to be at 
the right place at the right time. There’s a great deal of luck.” 

Government information is also mixed in terms of access and of online availability. For example, one 
scholar who researches beyond the geographies of Asia, explains: 

…much broader, bigger scale data for Russian stuff sometimes is housed online. 
Sometimes I can find some of that. Especially the demographic data. They’ve done a 
lovely job, lovely job of creating these websites where you can actually get a lot of 
that, which is terrific…For Central Asia, that doesn’t happen. There are not any 
governments in Central Asia that have the money to create such wonderful databases 
at all. 

Other materials that may be available online arose as critical to the scholars’ work. Beyond the 
government information mentioned above, NGOs and think tank papers, conference proceedings, and 
working papers were also stated sources for many of the participants. These types of resources may be 
found online, but exist beyond the libraries’ boundaries, and in most cases with no way to determine if 
the materials are being preserved, or if they will continue to be available in the future. Linguistic corpora 
were another resource mentioned that can exist both within and beyond library structures. These 
collections of linguistic data come in a variety of forms – text-based, audio, and/or video - and are 
necessary for linguistic research. In the majority of these cases, the scholars’ had a particular subset of 
expertise and online sources that they relied upon, and conducted all of that searching outside of the 
libraries’ online environment. 

When asked directly about their primary wish for assistance with the research and publication process, 
three participants wished for better access to international materials, both archival and published 
sources. One scholar described that rather than, or in addition to, a general liaison librarian, they 
wanted an “acquisition specialist”, someone dedicated to, “running around, collecting interesting 
archives. And, sort of, just collecting new books and weird things that they pick up along the way and 
then reaching out constantly – being like, ‘look, there’s this interesting thing here.’” 

 

Access tools and methods 

The scholars interviewed pursue access to their materials via a number of methods. Of the 11 
participants, seven mentioned using Google Scholar, five mentioned IUCAT, the libraries’ catalog, and 
three referred to WorldCat. Along with this the scholars referred to a number of disciplinary databases, 
as well as other databases such as JSTOR and Web of Science. Importantly, ten of the scholars referred 
to multiple methods of access for materials. While some methods likely reflect that of other scholars, 
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three of the participants described a regularly eluded to anecdote expressed specifically within Area 
Studies: buying up whatever materials they can find while in the country related to their work. 

Five of the scholars also brought up the importance of interlibrary loan (ILL) in gaining access to 
materials. One scholar described how critical it can be for them, but also when they found that it didn’t 
work: 

Response:  ... Sometimes it can be a little bit more difficult, in a sense, that you know, 
if the copy is not available in the library, then you have to order it from somewhere 
else.  But sometimes there are a couple of books that I tried to do interlibrary loan but 
they couldn’t find it anywhere.  Especially if it’s a book that’s from a publisher in Japan 
or published in the Philippines.  It’s not circulated in the United States.   

Interviewer:  What do you do in those cases? 

Response:  I just wait and then look for something, you know, something that is close 
or similar. 

Interviewer:  So, you’ve had to go without essentially? 

Response:  Yeah, yeah, basically. 

There is one other critical piece to note in relation to ILL; unsurprisingly, faculty had widely varying levels 
of knowledge about the inner workings of the ILL system. One of the participants expressed that by 
submitting an ILL request, they were essentially alerting the libraries to their desire for the material: 

I rarely ask for help from librarians but then if I put in interlibrary loans, they always 
help me figure out if there is some existing copy or not. So, I use it as a way to see if 
there’s any copy that I can get ahold of. 

The implications of this will be further discussed in the Recommendations section, however, it is 
important to note that there is no official workflow at IU by which subject librarians are notified of ILL 
requests. 

When asked about their primary wish for their research process, four scholars wished specifically for 
technology-type solutions related to access. These ranged from tutorials, as they felt they were falling 
behind in their skills, to a wish for more digitized, searchable materials.  

 

Networking 

A clear theme emerged across all areas of the scholars’ responses; from beginning new research topics, 
to gaining access to materials and information, to keeping current in their field, scholars spoke 
extensively about the importance of their networks.  

As described earlier, a strong majority of participants relate primarily to a sub-discipline of other 
scholars, intersecting with both their discipline or a sub-discipline and their place of study. Participants 
often described this niche scholarly community as their primary network. They rely on this network 
when they come to challenges in their research, when they are unable to find a source, when they shift 
to a new research topic, to keep up with trends in their field, and to extend their network further, 
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especially to international contacts. One scholar summarized how important it is to them to work within 
this niche group, referring to an annual gathering on Asian performance: “[t]hat’s, I think, the best place 
for talking about things in the ASEAN. You don’t have to start with, ‘this is where Indonesia is’…You can 
actually start talking about the meat of it.” 

In terms of how networking occurs, social media emerged as a critical tool described by five of the 
scholars. They primarily referred to either their personal Facebook network or Facebook groups devoted 
to their discipline or region. An additional sixth participant described niche list-servs as a similarly critical 
tool.  

One participant, for example, described a Sinologist Facebook group with 100 members where scholars 
ask each other for assistance with finding sources and share their own latest research. They also found 
social media important for keeping in touch with their international contacts outside of their academic 
scope. Additionally, the participants described how Academia.edu or Research Gate have served as 
another social networking tool that not only allows them to keep up with trends, but also to expand 
their network of people to reach out to when they hit roadblocks in their own research. 

In relation to the scholars’ international network needs, the participants most often described running 
into challenges that they had difficulty meeting. These challenges arrive in multiple contexts: one 
scholar described a critical need for access to translators in-country, while another described how 
serendipitous it felt to build an international network. This participant also explained the critical role of 
another institution’s East Asian Studies librarian in building their international network: 

…she has cultivated so many ties over the years, and she has such an in-depth 
knowledge of all the archival materials available and she is a fieldwork-er, a fieldwork, 
researcher type of librarian. Because she herself goes out and collects materials…You’ll 
read most acknowledgements, there’s always a thank you to [her]. She’s made such a 
name for herself doing that. 

Another participant went into detail about how their social media networking was critical to their 
international network: “[i]t’s wonderful because I’m able to like keep in touch with them. I’ll be working 
on something and I’ll be like…’exactly how does this work in Burma?’ and I can send him a Facebook 
message and ask him and he’ll send me a message back. It’s so amazing.” Another similarly described 
Facebook as giving them the ability to keep closer tabs on current events that may not be covered as 
widely in the US, or may be viewed through a different lens internationally: “a lot of people from my 
Philippine network are on Facebook. So, I get all kinds of information about…if there’s a story about the 
extrajudicial killings…and all of that, it’s right there on Facebook. I see on my friend’s post.” 

Two participants also described having research assistants in-country that work for them while they are 
in the US, often assisting in keeping up with trends at the local level, and in getting them access to 
journals and other materials not easily available in the States.  

One participant gave a summary of the critical role of an international network for scholars:  

…it was very difficult. It was a great deal of happenstance and luck. But this is the story 
of all China researchers. No one I know ever goes into this…into a project being like, ‘I 
know exactly who I need to talk to, how it’s gonna go, because there are no formal 
channels for you to do this. You have to kind of poke around…The other issue is 
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really…as far as archival stuff, it’s whoever provides a golden box for you, and 
oftentimes, in China you just have to be at the right place at the right time. There’s a 
great deal of luck. 

When asked what the scholars felt would help them the most in relation to their research and 
publication process, the key role of networking emerged again.  Four participants wished for assistants 
of some sort – either specifically to assist with research out in their region of study or to assist with the 
writing process. In addition, two other participants wished for international networking assistance via 
other routes. As one described it, they imagined an international “catalog of experts that is updated and 
would be the first, best source”.  

Combined with the serendipity that scholars still allude to for archival and published sources in their 
regions of study, networks provide an important access point for scholars of Asian Studies, along with 
providing guidance and introductions to new research topics beyond their current scope of expertise.   
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Recommendations 

The findings from this study suggest a number of potential actions at IU Libraries, both new and 
continuing, to support the research process within Asian Studies: 

Local and International Networking: 

• Continue to support deep relationships between liaison librarians and faculty, especially 
encouraging librarians to continue to provide specialized updates to faculty about newly 
available, relevant resources. 

• Provide strong support for acquisitions trips to librarians. These trips should be focused not only 
on finding critical materials, but also on building an international network to relevant 
institutions, archives, and libraries that will further faculty research. 

Providing access to scholars: 

• Progress on refining and defining national collections, including distinctive and special 
collections at IU. By focusing at the national level, we provide broader access to resources to our 
own faculty, and by focusing on distinctive collections within IU, we are better equipped to add 
the depth and unique materials that will best serve faculty needs. 

• Provide resources for broader and more systematic web archiving. Many materials that are 
heavily used by faculty, such as NGO publications and unpublished conference proceedings, are 
often not collected and preserved within libraries. By increasing our focus on web archives, we 
will be able to preserve critical Asian Studies content that is lost at alarming rates. 

• Define and create methods for more programmatic decisions regarding digitization. As 
digitization is an ongoing, expressed need within Asian Studies, both for access and 
preservation, a strong programmatic approach for library materials and for scholarly output 
would move this forward.  

Building ties within the Libraries 

• Strengthen ties between Asian Studies librarians and other Libraries departments, in particular, 
Digital Collections Services and Scholarly Communications. Participants who worked with large 
datasets described a need for assistance with managing them, either because of lack of time, 
money, or expertise. Awareness and understanding of Open Access was also revealed to be 
mixed amongst participants. 

• Explore possibilities for linking liaison librarians into ILL requests, so that liaisons are aware of 
other opportunities to provide services to faculty in need of hard-to-find resources.  
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Appendices 

Appendix 1: Participating institutions in the Ithaka Asian Studies Project with links to institution-level 
reports where available 

1. Indiana University - Bloomington 
2. Trinity University: https://digitalcommons.trinity.edu/lib_faculty/92 
3. University of Texas – Austin: http://hdl.handle.net/2152/62941 
4. Lafayette College: http://hdl.handle.net/10385/2288 
5. University of Colorado – Boulder 
6. Arizona State University 
7. Claremont Colleges 
8. University of Maryland: http://hdl.handle.net/1903/20510 
9. University of Washington: http://hdl.handle.net/1773/41351 
10. Harvard 
11. University of California, Los Angeles 

  

http://hdl.handle.net/2152/62941
http://hdl.handle.net/10385/2288
http://hdl.handle.net/1903/20510
http://hdl.handle.net/1773/41351
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Appendix 2: Email recruitment text 

Subject: Invitation to Indiana University Libraries study on Asian Studies Scholars 

Dear [First Name]:  

The Indiana University Libraries is conducting a study to examine the research support needs of scholars 
in Asian Studies here at Indiana University. Would you be willing to participate in an interview to share 
your unique experiences and perspectives? 

Your perspective as a scholar will be incredibly helpful toward identifying and developing research 
supports for scholars. The results will be of direct benefit to you because the information will be used 
towards improving Indiana University Libraries services.  

Our local study is part of a larger suite of parallel studies with other institutions of higher education in 
the U.S., coordinated by Ithaka S+R, a not-for-profit research and consulting service. The information 
gathered at Indiana University will also be included in a landmark final report by Ithaka S+R and will be 
essential for Indiana University Libraries to further understand how the needs of Asian Studies scholars 
are evolving. 

Thank you so much for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

[Name of librarian]  
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Appendix 3: Informed Consent form 

IRB STUDY #1703805478 
 

INDIANA UNIVERSITY STUDY INFORMATION SHEET FOR 
 

IU Libraries Research Support Services for the Field of Asian Studies 

 

The study is being conducted by Dr. Andrew Asher (IUB Libraries), Brian Winterman (IUB Libraries), and 
Karen Farrell (IUB Libraries) and is funded by the IUB Libraries. 

 

STUDY PURPOSE 

This study is an in-depth qualitative analyses of the research practices of academics in Asian Studies in 
order to understand the resources and services these faculty members need to be successful in their 
research. 

 

NUMBER OF PEOPLE TAKING PART IN THE STUDY: 

Approximately 15 faculty members will be included in this research. 

 

PROCEDURES FOR THE STUDY: 

Subjects will participate in a one-on-one semi-structured interview with an investigator listed in this 
protocol. The interviews will be 60 minutes and take place in the participants’ primary work spaces on 
the Indiana University campus. As part of the interview process photographs documenting the work 
space may also be taken. In order to maintain anonymity no humans or identifying information will be 
included in the photographs.  

 

The collected data will be analyzed using grounded theory methodology. As such, there will be no pre-
existing codes, but rather, coding structure will be developed in the process of reading through the data. 
Attention during coding and analysis will be focused on what the informants identify as their research 
support needs towards developing ideas for improving library services. 

 

The anonymized aggregated data and analysis will also be used towards a comprehensive report written 
and made publically available by Ithaka S+R. Ithaka S+R will not will have no access to the research 
subjects or their personal information. Ithaka S+R will only have access to anonymized transcripts and 
photographs, not the audios. The transcripts will be stripped of identifiers before they are sent to the 
Ithaka S+R analyst. 

 

RISKS OF TAKING PART IN THE STUDY: 

There are no known risks associated with participating in this study. 
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BENEFITS OF TAKING PART IN THE STUDY: 

This information will be used to articulate the research activities and needs of Asian Studies scholars 
including identifying improvements to pre-existing research support services at [name of your institution] 
and opportunities for developing new research support services for Asian Studies more widely. This study 
also adds to the knowledge in library and information studies on user needs and activities by examining the 
specific needs of Asian Studies scholars, a group that has been previously under-represented in this 
literature. 
 

CONFIDENTIALITY  

Photographs of participants’ workspaces will not include the participants or any other content that may 
identify the participants. Pseudonyms will be immediately applied to the interview transcripts and the 
metadata associated with the audio recordings of the interviews, transcripts and photographs (i.e. 
labelling on documents). Public reports of the research findings will invoke the participants by 
pseudonym and not provide demographic or contextual information that could be used to re-identify 
the participants. 

 

Recorded interviews will be stored as digital audio files by the principal investigator(s) in a non-
networked folder on a password protected computer and these files will be destroyed immediately 
following transcription. The paper and digital versions of the informed consent forms will be destroyed 
following the completion of the research project.  

 

The records of this study will be kept strictly confidential. No one except for the members of the 
research team will know that you are participating in the research study. Nevertheless, we cannot 
guarantee absolute confidentiality. Your personal information may be disclosed if required by law. Your 
identity will be held in confidence in any reports in which the study is published. 

 

CONTACTS FOR QUESTIONS OR PROBLEMS 

For questions about the study or a research-related injury, contact the Principal Investigator, Dr. Andrew 
Asher, at asherand@indiana.edu or (812) 855-1609.  For questions about your rights as a research 
participant or to discuss problems, complaints, or concerns about a research study, or to obtain 
information, or offer input, contact the IU Human Subjects Office at (812) 856-4242 or (800) 696-2949. 

 

VOLUNTARY NATURE OF STUDY  

Taking part in this study is voluntary. You may choose not to take part in the study and may stop 
participating at any time.    Leaving the study will not result in any penalty or loss of benefits to which 
you are entitled. Your decision whether or not to participate in this study will not affect your current or 
future relations with the investigators, or your standing at IUB in any way. 

mailto:asherand@indiana.edu
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CONSENT STATEMENT  
If you do not understand any part of this information sheet or have questions about the study, please ask 
for clarification before completing the following consent statement.  
 
I agree to allow my interview transcripts and photographs of research-related artifacts to be included in 
this study.  
 
 
Please print your name___________________________________________ 
 
Please print your IU user name_____________________________________ 
 
 
Please sign________________________________________________   Date_____________________ 
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Appendix 4: List of interview questions 

Research Focus and Methods    

1. Describe your current research focus/projects. 

2. How is your research situated within the field of Asian Studies? [Probe for how/does their work 
engage with any other fields or disciplines?] 

3. What research methods do you typically use to conduct your research? [Probe for how those 
methods relate to work done by others in Asian Studies/in the other fields they engage with) 

• Do you collaborate with others as part of your research? [If yes, probe for what these 
collaborations entail, who typically works on them and what the division of work is] 

• Does your research elicit data? [If so, probe for what kinds of data typically elicited, how they 
incorporate this data into their final research outputs and how they manage and store this data 
for their ongoing use] 

4. Please tell me about a research project or paper that you currently working on or recently completed.  
Describe the project step-by-set from beginning to end.  [Probe for following as needed] 

• How did you choose this topic/project? 
• What is the first thing you did for this project/paper? 
• What kinds of information do you need for this project/paper? [Transition to 5-6 below] 
• What problems or obstacles did you encounter while looking for information for this 

project/paper?  [See 7 below] 

Information Access and Discovery 

5. [Beyond the data your research produces] What kinds of primary information do you rely on to do 
your research?  

• How do you locate this information? 
• What are the greatest challenges you experience working with this kind of information? 
• How do you manage and store this information for your ongoing use?   

6. What kinds of secondary information do you rely on to do your research? E.g. monographs, peer-
reviewed articles. 

• How do you locate this information? 
• What are the greatest challenges you experience working with this kind of information? 
• How do you manage and store this information for your ongoing use?   

7. Think back to a past or ongoing research project where you faced challenges in the process of finding 
and accessing information. 

• Describe these challenges. 
• What could have been done to mitigate these challenges? 
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8. Did you need help or assistance with finding information or for this project/paper [if discussed 
above]? 

• [If yes] Where did you go for help?  

9. How do you keep up with trends in your field more broadly? 

Dissemination Practices 

10.Where do you typically publish your scholarly research? [Probe for kinds of publications and what 
disciplinary audiences they typically seek to engage with]. 

• Do you disseminate your research beyond scholarly publications? [If so, probe for where they 
publish and why they publish in these venues] 

• How do your publishing practices relate to those typical to your discipline?  

11. Have you ever made your research data, materials or publications available through open access? 
(e.g. through an institutional repository, open access journal or journal option) 

• If so, where and what has been your motivations for pursuing open dissemination channels? (i.e. 
required, for sharing, investment in open access principles) 

• If no, why not?   

State of the Field and Wrapping Up 

12. If I gave you a magic wand that could help you with your research and publication process [except 
for more money or time] – what would you ask it to do?  

13. What future challenges and opportunities do you see for the broader field of Asian Studies? 

14. Is there anything else about your experiences as a scholar of Asian Studies and/or the Asian Studies 
as a field that you think it is important for me to know that was not covered in the previous questions? 
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