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          Sensorveiledning  

General 

 In this course, students have been introduced to a selection of authors and short stories dealing with 

key topics in Middle Eastern literature.   

 They have become familiar with some basic analytical tools and interpretation techniques. They 

have learnt to understand literature as a symbolic expression and gain insights into important 

literary traditions.  

 They have been trained to see literary texts in their historical context(s) and in a comparative as 

well as a wider cultural perspective.  

 They have learnt to discuss their analysis and interpretation hypotheses in a workgroup and to 

present these orally in front of the class and in writing in the form of a wiki entry.  

  

Teaching 

 The course was based on a total of 14 two-hour sessions (generally 1 hour lecture + 1 hour seminar 

per week).  

 Students were expected to read the syllabus texts before attending lectures and seminars.   

  

Obligatory activities 

In order to be admitted to the exam, students were asked to complete the following mandatory 

activities:  

 Prepare 2 oral presentations on at least 2 of the curriculum texts (from the anthology Literary 

Visions of the Middle East) and lead the discussion in the corresponding seminar. This could also 

be done as a group work. The presentation should (a) present a brief summary of the content, (b) 

describe the structural characteristics of the text, and (c) develop and present some ideas about the 

interpretation of the text.  

 Prepare 1 entry (preferably detailed bullet point list, following a template) in the course Wiki, based 

on one of the two oral presentations. Each entry has received detailed comments/feedback from the 

teacher, to serve as a sound basis later in the home exam for one of the 2 texts compared there. 

  

 

The Exam 

Home examination over three days, consisting of 2 parts:  

 Part A: a general question (with sub-questions), to be answered on the basis of the lectures and 

overview articles in the syllabus => ca. 400-500 words 

 Part B: a comparative essay that should compare two texts (short stories, novels, films) has 

presented in class) with one of the syllabus texts (Reading List, section 4: Literary Texts for the 

Final Exam) => min. 1100 words  

  

Part A  

Question:   Discuss briefly how modern Middle Eastern writers conceived of their own roles and the role of 

literature in society, from the late 19
th

 century until today. Your discussion should cover at least 3 

major stages in the development of this role and explain the changes (or continuity) with 

reference to the historical context (political, social, cultural background). In the course of your 

discussion you should also elaborate briefly, in 2-3 examples, on how the changing view of one’s role 

as a writer is reflected in a changing narrative perspective. 

Your answer should be around 400-500 words long. References do not count towards this total. 

Key terminology you may want to use (suggestions only, no must), in alphabetical order: 

accusation • authenticity • awareness • commitment, committed literature • contemplation • deconstruction • 

description • documentation • external/internal perspective • first-person narrator • intellectual • middle class • 



nation building • new sensibility • observation • optimism • pessimism • realism • self-confidence • scepticism, 

doubt • social criticism • social engineering • social reform • speak up, outcry, protest • taboo -breaking, shocking 

• tacit observer • teacher, educator • women’s liberation 

A good answer here would  

 mention at least 3 major periods (e.g., 19
th
 century reformism, nation building, social-critical 

realism, New Sensibility, Postmodernism, etc.)  

 discuss authors’ typical perception of their own role and the tasks of literature in these periods 

 say a few words about the background of the period and/or the changed perceptions 

 characterize briefly the way in which the changed perception influenced narrative perspective 

(e.g., preference of panoramic views, satirical mocking, stream-of-consciousness, etc.)   

  

Part B  

Question:  Compare two literary texts (short stories, novellas, novels) from the modern Middle East with regard 

to their content (topic, main characters, plot, etc.) and form (structure, perspective, style, etc.).  

One of the texts can be the same that you presented in class and/or wrote a Wiki entry about. The 

other text shall be one that you have not yet written about earlier.  

Your comparison shall focus 

 either on a period of modern Middle Eastern literary history and its most characteristic features  

 or continuity and change/development in authors’ treatment of a major topic (for example, 

gender roles, migration, urbanisation, East/West etc.) 

Contextualize the results of your analysis by pointing to the wider contexts (political, social, cultural, 

literary, ...).  

Your essay should be at least 1100 words long. References do not count towards this total. 

A good answer here would  

 have a short, plausible introduction / opening section (explaining the choice of topic, texts, 

relevance, own approach / structure of paper) 

 contain a concise, task-oriented summary of the 2 texts compared 

 give correct analytical descriptions of 2-3 major features of the texts (content, form) that are 

relevant for the comparative focus chosen (period or topic, respectively)  

 sum up the results of the comparison 

 explain these results convincingly with reference to general features of the periods of which 

they can be regarded as representative or which highlight a certain point in the history of the 

treatment of a topic. 

 

 

Criteria for Evaluation (applicable to both Part A and B)   

• Does the essay answer the questions? How does it do so (degree of coherence, internal 

consistency)?  

• Are the primary texts understood and read according to the questions? Does the paper show 

analytical operations (e.g., ask and answer questions from the arbeidsark: hero/es, plot, main topic, 

perspective,...) and are the results of the analysis used for argumentation (not simply mechanically 

listed, without following up on them)?  

• Is secondary literature used, and if so, to which extent (and is it understood, i.e., used 

correctly/convincingly)? Are there indications of the student having read some of the general intros 

/ overview articles, not simply some articles, found through random Googling...  

• Does the paper follow a clear, transparent structure (and is this structure outlined and explained)?   

• Does the paper show a good mastering of the formal aspects of academic writing (references, 

bibliography, notes)?  

• Are there indications of independent work and thinking? (Own questions, own material searched 

and found and used correctly?   

• For the final grade, Part A should count 20%, Part B 80%. 



Grades  

  

For the overall assessment, the grading should follow UiO’s general definitions, which can be found 

here: <https://www.uio.no/english/studies/examinations/grading-system/index.html> 

  

A = excellent performance, clearly outstanding. The candidate demonstrates excellent judgement and 

a high degree of independent thinking.  

B = very good performance. The candidate demonstrates sound judgement and a very good degree 

of independent thinking.  

C = good performance in most areas. The candidate demonstrates a reasonable degree of judgement 

and independent thinking in the most important areas.  

D = satisfactory performance, but with significant shortcomings. The candidate demonstrates a 

limited degree of judgement and independent thinking.  

E = still sufficient, but meeting not more than the minimum criteria. The candidate demonstrates a 

very limited degree of judgement and independent thinking.  

F = Fail, does not meet the minimum academic criteria. The candidate demonstrates an absence of 

both judgement and independent thinking.  

  

  


