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Generic guidelines

Exam form: a term paper of max 10 pages (2300 characters per page, not including spaces.). 
Assessment form: Grades are awarded on a scale from A to F, where A is the best grade and F
is a fail.
Language: the examination text is given in English. Students may submit their papers in 
Norwegian, Swedish, Danish or English.

Exam papers should show that students have understood and can use critically the main 
museum concepts and theories examined in the course, and that they have a good knowledge 
of main contemporary museological issues and debates in the field.
 

Specific guidelines

Exam description: Choose a museum exhibition. Perform a critical exhibition analysis of your
chosen empirical data. Identify and analyse the elements of the display (for example 
architecture, lighting and color, objects, texts etc.) and discuss critically what narratives the 
exhibition conveys. Use museum historical and / or theoretical perspectives from the syllabus 
in the discussion.

The semester assignment should be based on students’ own study of self-selected empirical 
data. It should be written as an academic essay of approx. 10 pages (cover page, bibliography 
and pictures are not included in the 10 pages). The students will carry out a critical exhibition 
analysis. 

A good introduction should include a research question (or problem), simple reflections on 
the method of analysis applied, and a brief presentation of the theoretical perspectives and 
concepts the student will use in the analysis and discussion.

In the first part of the assignment, the students will show that they can carry out an exhibition 
analysis. This involves a close analysis of the various elements of an exhibition. Students 
should identify and describe such elements, and investigate the display techniques are used. It 
can be appropriate to focus on a selection of such elements and display techniques; the aim is 
not to analyse as many elements as possible, but to make a well-motivated selection that can 
form the basis for the discussion in the second part of the assignment. In the assessment of 
this first part, the main emphasis should be on the quality of description and analysis.

In the second part of the assignment, the students will discuss what kind of narratives the 
exhibition puts forward. The plural form "narratives" is used as it is a point that students 
consider whether more than one narrative is communicated. The narratives conveyed in the 
exhibition can be explicit or implicit, and it may also be relevant to discuss which narratives 
are not conveyed. Furthermore, it may be relevant to discuss exhibitions that tell stories 
through non-textual elements (such as interactivity, sensory experience, emotions etc). 
Students will use historical and / or theoretical perspectives in the discussion, drawing on the 
course syllabus. In addition, other sources not included in the syllabus can also be used when 
relevant. A good exam paper will also include a reflection about the broader museological 
relevance of the findings of the analysis. 



The exam paper can typically be divided into an analysis section and a discussion section, but 
alternative ways of structuring the work are acceptable as long as the structure is clear and the
assignment is fulfilled. 

The fact that the exhibition analysis is to be critical does not mean that the exhibition is to be 
judged negatively. Rather, it means that students will be able to evaluate and reflect critically 
on the tools the exhibition uses and the narratives that are communicated. 

Independence, analytical skills, good reasoning, academic rigour and creativity will usually 
enhance a paper. While bad language, weak logic, poor or unclear structure, and inaccurate 
and inconsistent bibliographic reference techniques will detract from the work done.

***


