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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, 1 combined double lecture/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: 

 1) Prepare 2 oral presentations on at least 2 of the curriculum texts (See: Reading List, 

section 3: Literary Texts) 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. 

 2) Prepare 1 short paper (min. 750 Words- max 850 Words) based on one of the two 

oral presentations. The paper had to be handed to the teacher within one week after the oral 

presentation, and re-submitted after having integrated the comments and suggestions of the 

teacher. 

 

All presentations and submissions of assignments had to be completed and submitted within 

the specified deadlines (and approved by the teacher). Before taking the exam, each student 

had also to select a specialization text (see: Reading List: Section 4: Literary Texts for Final 

Exam).  

 

Examination 

 

Home examination over three days 

 

A three days long home examination culminating in the submission of a paper of approx. 5 

pages - in total approx. 1500 words, including references. (Font: Times New Roman,12 point, 

1,5 line spacing and margins of approx. 2.5 cm.).   



In this assignment the students were asked to answer 2 general questions on the basis of the 

lectures and overview articles in the syllabus; write an essay on the specialization text they 

have chosen. The essay should compare the specialization text (the one that the student has 

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

the Final Exam). 

 

Part A 

 

1) In the early 20th century, a number of Middle Eastern writers argued that literature should 

contribute to shaping a national identity and community. How is this vision articulated in 

Mohammad Ali Jamalzadeh’s “Preface” to his collection of short stories Yiki Bud, Yiki 

Nabud (Once Upon a Time, 1921)? (circa 250 words).  

A good answer here would link Jamalzadeh’s “Preface” to emerging nationalistic ideas and 

political movements in Iran and ME. It would explain Jamalzadeh’s concept of “literary 

democracy”, aimed at denouncing the pretentious and convoluted style of the literary elite, 

and instead, celebrate the democratic potentials, and the communicative power of the 

vernacular. Secondly, it would have emphasized the need to opt for prose fiction through 

which, according to the author, all kinds of propaganda can be made, political or otherwise. 

 

2) In the essay “Women’s Narrative in Modern Arabic Literature: A Typology” (1995), the 

scholar Sabry Hafez distinguishes between three main phases of female consciousness in 

Arab women’s writing: 1) Feminine, 2) Feminist and 3) Female. To which phase does Layla 

Baalbaky’s short story  “A Spaceship of Tenderness to the Moon” (1963) belong, and why? 

(circa 250 words).  

Here the candidate should explain Sabry Hafez’s distinction of feminist awareness in the 

Arab world in three main phases, based on changes in class background of the writers and 

their perception of national identity. Then s/he would link Layla Baalbaky’s short story  “A 

Spaceship of Tenderness to the Moon” (1963) to the “feminist” and “female” phase for its 

anti-patriarchal stance and its exploration of female identity/voice, emphasizing that three 

phases often co-exist and overlap.  

 

Part B 

 

Compare two fictional texts (novel, poems, short stories) from Modern Middle Eastern 

Literature in relation to their content (theme, main character, plot, etc.) and form (structure, 

perspective, style, etc.). One of the texts can be one that you have already analyzed (presented 

in class and/or written a short text about). The other should be a text that you have not 

presented nor written about it before (Use the reading list for suggestions!) In the comparison, 

you should highlight:  

ETHER: the most important/typical trait of a literary period 

OR: continuity and changes in the authors’ dealing of a certain topic (e.g., gender, migration, 

urbanization etc.) 

Link the results of your analysis to the context in which the texts were written.  

The answer should be circa 1500 words.  

 

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

 

 Does the essay answer the questions? How does it 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 consequences)? 

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

correctly/convincingly)? Does the paper follow a clear structure (and is this structure 

outlined and explained)?  

 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 structure? Is it written in a comprehensible way? 

 Does the paper show a good master of academic writing (references, bibliography, 

notes)? 

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

material searched and found and used correctly?  

 

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 – An excellent performance, clearly outstanding. The candidate demonstrates excellent 

judgement and a high degree of independent thinking. 

B – A very good performance. The candidate demonstrates sound judgement and a very good 

degree of independent thinking. 

C – A good performance in most areas. The candidate demonstrates a reasonable degree of 

judgement and independent thinking in the most important areas. 

D – A satisfactory performance, but with significant shortcomings. The candidate 

demonstrates a limited degree of judgement and independent thinking. 

E – Grade “E” (Sufficient) is given for a performance that meets the minimum criteria, but no 

more. The candidate demonstrates a very limited degree of judgement and independent 

thinking. 

F – (Fail) A performance that does not meet the minimum academic criteria. The candidate 

demonstrates an absence of both judgement and independent thinking. 

 

 


