McNamara

English 197Q
Paper 3: Titian’s Venus of Urbino and Feminist Art History
In the past four decades, the discipline of art history has been transformed by the introduction of new methodologies, or ways in which we approach the analysis of the visual arts.  Of particular importance is feminist criticism, which questions the role of gender in the making, viewing, and analysis of art.  In our previous papers, we combined formal and contextual analysis to understand Early Christian and Byzantine images of the Abraham story and Early Renaissance images of the Nativity in the pulpits of Nicola and Giovanni Pisano. Here, we will be considering what a feminist perspective can add to a contextual reading.
Within the field of Renaissance art, feminist scholars have been particularly interested in the representation of the female nude, such as Titian’s Venus of Urbino (1538).  Your task in this assignment is to write an argument-based essay (5-6 pages, double-spaced) in which you explore two primary issues: the plausible meaning that the Venus of Urbino would have held for the 16th-century viewer, and how this work might reflect and define both male and female gender roles.  

To help you “unpack” this question and develop your ideas, consider these issues:

1.  What are the feminist arguments concerning the subject of the nude and the viewing dynamic it sets up?  How is the Nude presented or “addressed” to the viewer?  Do these works have an ideal viewer in mind?
2.  Which arguments are convincing to you?  Which seem applicable to this work?  Do the feminist arguments we’re dealing with take time and cultural context into account?  (You need not agree with a feminist standpoint.  You do, however, need to articulate feminist concerns and reveal why they are or are not applicable—in general, to the period, or to the specific work—and persuasive.)
Assignment Schedule
February 21
Introduction to Paper 2. Situating the Venus of Urbino in its art historical context.

Readings in Gardner (pp. 638-646), Barnet (pp. 206-211) and Hope (in packet)

February 23
Discussion of readings: Goffen and Rosand
February 26
Discussion of readings: Grabski
February 28
Discussion of readings: Devereaux
March 2
First draft due (bring three copies, and also email a copy to me)


March 5
Peer reviews due 
March 7
Conferences (NO CLASS) 

March 9
Final draft due (bring one copy, and also email a copy to me)
