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OPTION A – Discuss structure in The Reluctant Fundamentalist to explain the function of the novel component parts. Conclude your short essay expressing your personal opinion on the novelist’s choice of narrative strategy, underlining its pros and cons.

The Reluctant Fundamentalist is a novel written in 2007 by Mohsin Hamid, and is structured as a dramatic monologue. Dramatic monologues used to be performed on stage during the Victorian Era and are different from a soliloquy (someone speaking to himself / herself), since the speaker addresses a “silenced” interlocutor.

In the novel, the dramatic monologue is performed by the main character, Changez, and addressed to an anonymous American listener. Hamid’s choice of structure has some interesting effects: first of all, the American interlocutor is forced to listen to Changez’s story. Second, he is given a different point of view about the World Trade Center attack and America in general. Thus, Hamid’s novel is based on a one-sided conversation: the American never answers and his presence is only “felt”.
However, what is most important in the novel is that Changez is the narrator: he is the first person speaking voice and, by addressing the American, he seems to address the reader himself / herself. The reader is directly involved in the conversation and is allowed “to be in the American’s shoes”. 
Hamid’s choice reveals that his actual purpose is to address people who can understand the American’s position: Hamid addresses Western people and his actual purpose is to make them aware about a different point of view. 
In my opinion, Hamid’s choice of using a dramatic monologue makes the novel way more interesting, intriguing and also educational: The Reluctant Fundamentalist is a novel that makes you think about its issues, but it also invites the reader to be open minded towards the points of view of the “Others”. Hamid wants the reader to understand that his point of view is not the right one, and so isn’t Changez’s and anybody else’s. This message is conveyed to the reader in each chapter: each chapter starts and ends with a scene involving Changez and the American listener, where their mutual suspicion is shown through Changez’s comments. As Changez says, “you should not imagine that we Pakistanis are all potential terrorists, just as we should not imagine that you Americans are all undercover assassins”.
