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School exam:  

Question 1: 

ryōsai kenbo (2 points for correct translation, 2 points for correct historical/conceptual 

significance, 1 point for correct historical period) 

Motoori Norinaga (3 points for correct historical significance, 2 points for correct historical 

period) 

sankin kōtai (same criteria as ryōsai kenbo) 

Yamagata Aritomo (same criteria as Motoori Norinaga) 

Question 2  In essence all information needed to answer this question is in the introduction of 

the book (pp. xv-xix). It is sufficient if students can give the three stages as described by 

Farris, namely up to 600 growth, 600 to 1280 stagnation or crisis/depopulation, 1280 to 1600 

growth. And some related causes for the shifts. 

In question 3 the most important element is the shift from a divided/fractured bakuhan system 

to a unified and centralised modern state. This will be sufficient for 50% of the score for this 

question. Other elements are from class society to meritocracy, from relatively closed country 

to relatively open country, and one could also add things like westernization/modernization/ 

constitution, parliament, democracy, etc. 

Question 4:  

5 points for correct historical period, 10 points for discussion on how the person was 

representative of/exceptional to the period in which s/he lived, 5 points for overall quality and 

ability to connect microhistories to macro narratives. 

In question 5 in essence four wars are distinguished, so each scores 5 points. Sino-Japanese 

War (1894-95) and Russo-Japanese War (1904-05) for establishing a sphere of Japanese 

influence on the Korean Peninsula, and World War I (1914-18) and 15 Years' War/Asia 

Pacific War (1931- or 1937-45) for expanding Japanese influence in mainland China. As we 

did in class, it is preferable if the Manchurian Incident (1931-), (Second) Sino-Japanese War 

(1937-) and Pacific War (1941-45) are treated as one continuous war. There are extra points 

for mentioning the Siberian Expedition. 

 

 

 

 

 



Term paper: 

The criteria on how to write an academic article were part of our guidance in class.  

 

In our evaluation of the students’ papers we do not expect an academic paper that lives up to 

all elements mentioned in this outline, but we do expect the basics. Each (attempt at an) 

academic paper should have a research question, an intelligible structure, and a conclusion.  

 

Moreover, the information in the text should be backed up by notes telling us exactly where 

the related information can be found. A paper that lacks most or all of these basics qualifies 

for F. A paper that completely or almost completely lacks notes also qualifies for F. A paper 

where considerable parts of the paper are presented as the student’s own views (no notes, no 

quotation marks) but appear to be the view of someone else also qualifies for F or worse. 

 

On the other hand, a paper that includes most or all of these basics may easily qualify for D 

or even C. To the extent that the paper also includes a structured presentation and analysis of 

the academic debate related to the research question, the mark may go further up to B or even 

A.    
 


