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Museum Questions

1. Similarities: The structures of both buildings show importance. They both stand out from the normal buildings in DC. They are both symmetrical which shows grandeur. The National Gallery of Art is very big and plain which gives the impression that it is educational. The National Museum of African Art is small, has many textures and is surrounding by greenery, which gives the impression that we are on an adventure, but at the same time, it will be educational.

2. The National Museum of African Art is a lot smaller than the National Gallery of Art. This shows that the African Art is of one specific culture as opposed to the many cultures in the National Gallery of Art. Also, the National Museum of African Art has more textures and is somewhat hidden which shows that the art we will be looking at is not the normal type. It has been hidden and not many of us know much about this type of art. 

3. The dominant ideology in the National Museum of African Art is religious. Many of the pieces portray the Africans belief in superstition and gods. Since the Museum is in DC it ma be portraying the ideology of imperialism. It may be saying, “look how we conquered this group and changed them,” and now, we have their art in our country. It could be saying, “look how we modernized them.” 

4. The curators chose to present the art by genre, donor and place. The impact of this is that it does not allow us to get a sense of the history behind each piece of art, but we can see how the art progressed and changed. These three ways of organizing the museum is similar to the National Gallery of Art. The only difference was the art was not organized by time periods because they can not find the specific dates. The Africans had no way of writing out the dates, but they showed the time period by what they decided to create and how they created it. 

5. The art in the museum was mostly wood carved masks and statues, as well as, textiles, ceramics, and jewelry. The art I say relates to the canon because there art statues and sculpture made of wood. Even though typically the statues in the canon were made of marble or stone, these statues still relate to it. For the most part, the canon expressed in the museum was of objects rather than paintings. The art was 3-D. something that could be held and even used instead of a flat surface hung on the wall. 

6. This museum did decontextualize. All of the art was far removed from its original context. This gave a false representation of the art. I had no idea what most of the art was used for. All I saw were masks and statues, and I had no idea what I was looking at. If they placed it in the original context, I would understand better what each object was used for or symbolized. It does not allow us to get a real sense of the culture. 

7. The museums’ art is some what contextualized historically because it provides some information on the objects. It does not provide specific dates for the pieces of art. It gives a general time frame when the piece of art may have been created.  Therefore, we are unable to get the full background of the art. 

8. Based on the displays, it is very hard to understand the original context of the art. I could not determine the uses or history of the art just by looking at the object.

9. Some of the collections were organized by the genre of art so we were able to see how the art changed over time. For example in the textiles section, one piece of clothing was made of cloth with pieces of the Koran attached to it while the more modern clothing was made of chainmail from the impact of the Europeans. This showed some of the imperialism b the Europeans. 

10. There are many segments of writing that go along with each object that give a small description of either the background of the object or how the object was made. It helped to eliminate some of the decontextualization, but helped me to understand the culture a little more. I still do not fully understand all of the objects in the museum. I was shocked, however, to find out that all the wood carvings were done with one piece of wood. It filled me with a sense of awe and made me appreciate more all the time and hard work these Africans put into each object.

11. There were few objects that depicted the Europeans, but the ones that were present were depicted with power and honor. It depicted them as bringing new things to the Africans such as motorcycles. There was one bowl the had the old Europeans on horses, and then on the other side, it had a European on a motorcycle. 

12. The voices of the Africans are depicted by the images used on the objects. They still portray power, strength, and pride of ones culture.

13. Both the worldview of the Africans and the worldview of the Europeans are portrayed in the museum It shows how imperialism changed some of the culture of the Africans, but at the same time, it is giving the Africans recognition of their talents and culture. It does not portray the Africans in a negative light.

14. The story being told is of the Africans. It shows how their art improved and changed over time. It also shows how the culture changed. It shows the culture of the Africans and their beliefs. The story is being told through the objects themselves and through all the pictures and symbols on each one. 

15. The museum is a “contact zone” in the aspect that it is bringing different cultures together. They are meeting in the museum. It shows how both cultures came into contact with each other and how they adapted to that interaction. It shows how they changed and were influenced by each other.

Part 3

1. Male Figurine
2. 19th century Cameroon

3. Bamum tribe honoring a German officer who died in battle.

4. Encased in a box, at the top of the stairs

5. It is very far removed from its original context. When I first saw it, I thought that it was a weird looking statue, but as the tour guide explained the symbolism it made more sense. 
