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Citation: Liu, Alan. “Humanities Stakeholder Claims About the Humanities: Dataset and Topic Models,” January 16, 2026. https://alanyliu.org/citation/humanities-stakeholder-claims-dataset/.
Note: This resource accompanies the following article: Liu, Alan. “Unspeakable Humanities: Planning for Restructuring the Humanities.” Modern Fiction Studies (forthcoming).
Overview
I collected the dataset included in this resource during 2025 (with editing and checking of the dataset finalized Nov. 11, 2025). I describe my collection process in my “Unspeakable Humanities article (cited above) as follows:
[bookmark: _Hlk213857952]First, I asked large language models (LLMs) to canvass widely for public-facing definitional statements about the humanities from the following ten sets of stakeholders. In my prompts, I requested statements (from differently defined stakeholders in each prompt) that “define or explain the nature, mission, goal, values, and scope of the humanities, or define or explain the value of the humanities for society or for individuals.”:[endnoteRef:1] [1:  I experimented with several LLMs for collecting quotations, and settled on using ChatGPT 5 for the main job because it was best for verbatim or near-verbatim gathering at scale. For my prompts, see my online dataset Liu, “Humanities Stakeholder Claims About the Humanities: Dataset and Topic Models.”] 


1. [bookmark: _Hlk218945369]higher education institutions, divisions, or programs
2. humanities centers
3. major humanities funders
4. humanities professional associations (such as the MLA or AHA)
5. US state humanities councils
6. university and college alumni magazines (focusing on articles about the humanities)
7. “humanities+” or “plus humanities” higher-education programs (e.g., environmental humanities, medical humanities, legal humanities, or digital humanities, urban humanities, energy humanities)
8. public humanities programs and initiatives
9. the GLAM sector (galleries, libraries, archives, museums)
10. applied or practical humanities programs. 

For comparison, I also collected an eleventh source set from higher-ed arts institutions and programs. My focus is the US (the origin or subject of 71% of my humanities quotations), but I included for comparison international sources (13%).  My initial collection effort resulted in nearly a thousand unique quotations from about nine hundred stakeholder sources.

Then, after eliminating near or partial duplicates, I read all the quotations to verify and correct source names, URLs, and text.  I also edited the material. In many cases, I manually expanded quotations to include adjacent, nearby, or (with elisions) other text. Sometimes I replaced quotations with better ones from a source. In general, I curated for higher quality. My final curated corpus includes 742 unique quotations from 692 unique sources:

	Final Source Sets
	URLs
	Organizations
	Quotations

	1_higher_ed
	156
	156
	156

	2_humanities_centers
	78
	78
	78

	3_humanities_major_funders
	20
	20
	20

	4_pro_assoc
	85
	85
	85

	5_humanities_councils
	53
	53
	53

	6_alumni_mags
	63
	63
	63

	7_humanities_plus
	91
	91
	91

	8_public_humanities
	28
	28
	28

	9_GLAM
	32
	32
	32

	10_applied_humanities
	27
	27
	27

	11_arts
	114
	114
	114

	TOTAL
	747
	747
	747

	
	
	
	

	Unique Organizations/Authors
	      692
	
	

	Unique Quotations
	      742
	
	


Finally, I initiated an analysis of the humanities quotations (and, separately, the arts quotations) by asking a committee of LLMs—primarily ChatGPT 5, Claude (Opus 4.5), and NotebookLM—for what they do well that humans do poorly. I asked them to perform statistics-based analyses of the quotations to discern thematic groupings. In addition, I separately made topic models of my humanities and also my arts quotations.  Then I prompted the LLMs to analyze both my humanities quotations and my topic model of these (optimized at 20 topics) to resolve thematic groupings into three tiers of granularity: themes, subthemes, and topics (the latter coinciding with those in my topic model).[endnoteRef:2] [2:  Full AI disclosure: I used AI to collect representative quotations (later corrected and edited by hand), identify thematic groupings, and perform statistical analysis. Interpretive conclusions in this article are my own, though for my synopsis below of the five main themes identified by AI (and for an initial version of my figure 1 prior to my remaking of it) I found helpful some of the descriptions of themes suggested by the AIs. In shaping this article’s interpretive arguments throughout, I am guided less by the Ais than by my own previous work on such projects as 4Humanities.org and WE1S, and by the research I conducted for my article, Liu, “Data Science and the Post-Liberal Arts University.” All prose in this article is my own and not AI-generated.] 

After also using agentic AI to strengthen my confidence in the breadth of my canvassing,[endnoteRef:3] I ended up with a final curated corpus …. [3:  For robustness and to protect against narrow assumptions about what sources are relevant—I used Fellou.ai (an early innovator in agentic AI before the advent of now more widely used agentic AI platforms and architectures) to collect 1,850 quotations about the humanities from 1,614 different humanities-related sources (some overlapping with material I had already collected). Agentic AI can use LLMs to search, collect, and perform other actions more autonomously and flexibly than the LLMs themselves. But at the time of my research for this article, it has limitations that make it unreliable. (For my report on using agentic AI for prototype research for this article, see Liu, “Humanities Definitions Research Project: An Experiment with Agentic AI.”v) Nevertheless, agentic AI is well suited for expanding a search and navigating captchas, logins, and other barriers along the way. While I ultimately excluded quotations harvested by Fellou.ai from my analysis because of their unreliability, the exercise increased my confidence that I was covering most major stakeholders.] 

Additional Commentary on Collection Process
The above description of using LLMs to collect quotations is simplified to omit many of the minor tweaks, iterations, and other manual steps needed in tending AIs during complex or sustained tasks. Two of my main such tending tasks where the following.  (Much of this would have been simplified with later multi-agent workflows and “harnesses” for them that became widely available only after I did my collection work).
Batch Iteration: ChatGPT (and other LLMs) typically conduct high-volume collection work in batches—in this case of about 10 to 20 quotations at a time. This means that as the human operator I had to watch to see that each batch was approximately correct in its collected quotations and source metadata, pending later manual validation and correction of all data. I also had to manually append each batch to a cumulative dataset. As always with work of this kind, scripting or other automation of repetitive manual work would have been possible, but itself would have required labor and complexity that makes it unworthwhile unless a task is constant, rather than occasional, in a researcher’s workflow.
Reminding AIs of Task: Because LLMs tend to “forget” their instructions and the requirements of a task during sustained work, especially when the work is stepped in batches requiring each next batch to be restarted, I constantly “reminded” the LLM what it was doing. This took the form of feeding the LLM an abbreviated version of my original prompt when confirming that I wanted the LLM to go on to the next batch of collection. An example of a reminder prompt is as follows:
Continue collecting. Remember that I am looking for quotations that define or explain the nature, mission, goal, values, and scope of the humanities, or define or explain the value of the humanities for society of for individuals. I am not looking for quotations that are about only the organization or its mission itself. (For example, an organization’s mission statement is not useful unless it directly defines or explains the humanities.) The quotations you collect must be verbatim with as little paraphrasing or summarizing as possible. Verify that each URL is functional and that the quotation associated with is located at that URL. Avoid duplicate quotations.
Prompt Optimization: Though I used my human-written prompts for ChatGPT, I found it helpful for some of my other LLM collection work (e.g., using the Fellou.ai, an early innovator in agentic AI platforms) to use Claude (Opus 4.5) to optimize complex prompts before feeding them to the intended LLM. Prompting Claude to optimize a complex prompt has three major advantages. One is that work steps are reorganized so that their sequence improves reliability (e.g., by ensuring that required conditions are first met for dependent or downstream steps). The second is that Claude flags for the intended LLM the highest-priority “must ensure this happens” requirements of a prompt. And the third is that Claude builds into the prompt a request for quality-assurance steps (e.g., tests to ensure that outputs are written and in the correct format).
Notes
