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ANTHROPOLOGY OF VISUAL SELF-OBJECTIFICATION OF
THE PAINTER (BASED ON WORKS BY ARTEMISIA GENTILESCHI)

Purpose. Based on the anthropocentric approach to the analysis of visual self-presentations of Artemisia Gen-
tileschi in paintings, to present the artwork as self-objectifications of the artist, which give rise to a new cultural
reality and are at the same time a means of knowing the essence of man. Theoretical basis. The principles and
methods of philosophical and anthropological research in combination with biographical, historical and compara-
tive, iconographic, figurative and stylistic methods were used when writing the article. Among philosophical and
anthropological methods the principle of anthropological reduction was used, based on which the works by Arte-
misia Gentileschi were analyzed as her self-objectification, principle of extrapolation of a separate fact (rape) of
the painter’s life and anthropological interpretation of art evolution, when an attempt is made to know their crea-
tor through a series of chronological consistent works as figurative objectification. The biographical method was
used when working with data on the painter’s life, iconographic and figurative stylistic (techniques of composi-
tion, narrative, color characteristics) — when analyzing the art visuals: self-portraits, allegories and narrative
paintings. The analytical work was carried out in stages as transition from an iconographic interpretation of paint-
ings with gradual elimination of art and style characteristics as extra-anthropological cultural constants with sub-
sequent anthropological reduction of cultural image. Originality consists in the author’s method of analyzing the
works of visual art in terms of anthropocentric approach, as well as in considering the artwork by Artemisia Gen-
tileschi as her self-objectification as such that give rise to a new cultural reality. Conclusions. The artworks by
Artemisia Gentileschi in diachronic deployment can be seen as the painter’s self-objectification, which traces the
evolution of self-expression from a person with traditional self-perception by social gender stereotypes (1610) to
the phenomenon of personal life, which will determine further evolution of her self-identification (rape in 1611)
and extirpation of sense of shame through virtual revenge (self-expression in the cycle of Judith), repentance (cy-
cle of Mary Magdalene), guilt (cycle of Lucretia), and formation of component of the painter’s identity as exemp-
tion from social gender prejudices and stereotypes on roles and standards of behavior socially assigned to women
(cycle of Susanna).
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Introduction

The heuristic potential of philosophical anthropology is not fully reached yet. The traditional
limitation of philosophical discourse as purely theoretical does not, in my opinion, contribute to
the wider application of those possibilities, which, in particular, peculiar to anthropology as a
methodology. Meanwhile, its application is able to open new horizons of knowledge of human
dimension both of the present and the future, as well as of the past.

In contrast to the socio-philosophical approach, which seeks to explain the essence of man
from external factors, philosophical anthropology seeks to analyse cultural reality, based on man
as such.

Otto Bollnow, summarizing the methodology of anthropological research, formulated four
principles.

The first is the principle of anthropological reduction. Its essence is to separate the objective
spheres of culture from man, since "all branches of culture... must be understood as dependent
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on the human needs due to which they exist and which they satisfy in human life" (transl.
by O. G.) (Bollnow, 1996, p. 103).

Warning against the one-sidedness in his interpretation, the philosopher adds: "But as a meth-
odological principle of philosophical anthropology, reduction does not mean the abolition or dis-
credit of reality, but the return of discarded objectivity, and in this case also in relation to man
and culture, their meaningful interconnection” (transl. by O. G.) (Bollnow, 1996, p. 104).

According to the second principle, one must separate man from objective images because
"man as creator is tied to his own creation and is subject to it" (transl. by O. G.) (Plessner)
(Bollnow, 1996, p. 104). Bollnow calls the second principle an organon-principle of anthropo-
logical research. And notes that both principles are complementary and interdependent, that is
why they should be used together:

In the course of this operation we try to define one of the objective imag-
es of human culture, based on the understanding of man as his creator; on
the other hand, we strive to understand a person based on what causes his
or her formation. We also ask: can a man and to what extent, by his or
her own nature, create art, science, politics, etc., according to his or her
own internal need? What do we know from these creations about their
creator? (transl. by O. G.) (Bollnow, 1996, p. 105)

The third principle of anthropological research is to help answer these questions — the principle
of anthropological interpretation of individual phenomena of human life (Bollnow, 1996, p. 106).

First of all, it is about isolating any manifestation of human life that, for one
reason or another, attracts special interest (fear, joy, shame (highlighted by
me. — O. G.), work, holiday, etc.), and then — an attempt, on these grounds,
to reach understanding of human as a whole, to some extent by extrapolating
these manifestations, whereby they acquire the values necessary and suffi-
cient for their function. (transl. by O. G.) (Bollnow, 1996, p. 106)
Such a phenomenon, "giving sharpness to the subject, separates one’s own human existence
from everyday life; in view of this, there is only one single way — the way to the self through a
radical break with the fluidity of daily existence"”. At the same time, the philosopher adds, "every

single phenomenon has a direct relation to the understanding of man as a whole..." (transl.
by O. G.) (Bollnow, 1996, p. 110).
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This provision implicates another principle of anthropological methodology, which another
representative of philosophical anthropology (Helmuth Plessner) called "the principle of open
question”. The heuristic potential of the principle of open question is that it is a question "whose
solution is not determined by its formulation; it is open to new unexpected and unpredictable an-
swers"” (transl. by O. G.) (Bollnow, 1996, p. 110).

Problem statement

Adhering to Dilthey’s position that "one learns to know oneself not through direct self-
observation but only through self-objectification” (transl. by O. G.) (Bollnow, 1996, p. 105), let
us try to apply the methodology and theoretical statements of philosophical anthropology to the
analysis of visual self-objectifications — an artist. Such self-objectifications for an artist are
works of fine art.

The aphoristic statement of another representative of the philosophical anthropology Max
Scheler (1988): "...man is a creature that transcends himself and the world" (transl. by O. G.) is
the best suited to characterize an Italian artist of the seventeenth century, Artemisia Gentileschi,
the first woman in history to become a member of the Florence Academy of Fine Arts, which
was also the first art academy in the world.

Her life and work come under another remarkable statement by Scheler (1994) that "a woman
had a long time to gain herself as an individual™ (transl. by O. G.).

I assume that each work by Artemisia Gentileschi is in one way or another its self-
objectification, and therefore the analysis of visual self-presentations in the artworks in diachron-
ic dimension, which is carried out on the principle of anthropological reduction with the in-
volvement of other principles of anthropological methodology, allows to trace the evolution of
the artist’s identity.

Analysis of the references used

The art of Artemisia Gentileschi (1593-1653) has become the object of much research in for-
eign art and cultural history in recent decades. Monographs, articles, and thesis papers dedicated
to this extraordinary woman explored her life history and creativity. The intensity of the publica-
tions made it possible to speak of a kind of rediscovery after almost three centuries of her crea-
tive life.

Her works were analysed from the point of view of writing technique, in the context of crea-
tivity of the Caravaggesque painters, renaissance and baroque stylistics (Garrard, 1980, 1989;
Locker, 2010, 2015; Robinson, 2017), attributions in the context of biographical data (Bissell,
1968, 1999; Cropper, 2001; Daugherty, 2015) (for example, the dedication of certain paintings to
Galileo Galilei, with whom Artemisia Gentileschi was well acquainted and actively correspond-
ed (Robinson, 2017, p. 130).

A. Gentileschi’s work has been the subject of analysis from the perspectives of feminism
(Barker, 2018) and psychoanalysis (Ferro, & Civitarese, 2013), which is explained by the peculi-
arities of the artist’s biography: her rape by Agostino Tassi, dating to May 1611, when Artemisia
was 17 years old, as well as public disclosure and trial in March 1612.

In such circumstances, it is logical that psychoanalysis emphasized sexual as the foundations
of her work, and feminism emphasized the gender characteristics of the society to which Artemi-
sia belonged and which influenced her creativity.
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Unlike the previous ones, anthropological analysis proceeds from anthropological reduction-
ism, when, apart from the above narratives, it is possible to reveal the artist’s self-identity and its
evolution, since the visual objectifications of the artist are not simply a result of the stimulus-
reaction principle (rape — a reaction to it) but the manifestation of a person who through self-
objectification in the works of painting recognizes herself as one that could be identified with her
"self".

Purpose

Based on the anthropocentric approach to the analysis of visual self-presentations of Artemi-
sia Gentileschi (paintings), to present her artwork as self-objectifications of the artist, which give
rise to a new cultural reality and are at the same time a means of knowing the essence of man.

Methodology

The principles of philosophical and anthropological research were used when writing the arti-
cle. Guided by the principle of anthropological reduction, the art of Artemisia Gentileschi was
analysed as her self-objectification, the principle of extrapolation of an individual fact of the art-
ist’s life to the interpretation of her creativity, and the principle of anthropological interpretation
of the evolution of creativity, when an attempt is made to know their creator through a series of
chronological consistent works as figurative objectifications.

Iconographic and figurative stylistic methods (composition techniques, narrative, color char-
acteristics) were used in the analysis of the art visuals and its classifications.

The analytical work was carried out in stages as transition from an iconographic interpretation
of paintings with gradual elimination of art and style characteristics as extra-anthropological cul-
tural constants with subsequent anthropological reduction of cultural image and anthropological
interpretation of artwork evolution.

Statement of basic materials

Based on the theoretical and methodological stance of philosophical anthropology that crea-
tivity can always be seen in direct connection with the essence of man as a whole (*"What do we
learn from these creations about their creator?") (transl. by O. G.) (Bollnow, 1996, p. 105), let us
try, through the analysis of creativity, to see the evolution of this essence, given the sometimes
exceptional role of particular phenomena of the artist’s life, which "can be viewed in direct con-
nection with the essence of man as a whole" (transl. by O. G.) (Bollnow, 1996, p. 107).

Such a life fact of the Italian artist of the 17th century, the first woman to become a member
of the Florence Academy of Fine Arts Artemisia Gentileschi, is undoubtedly a dramatic story of
her rape.

In May 1611, when Artemisia was 17, she was raped by artist Agostino Tassi. In March 1612,
the trial of Tassi began, lasting seven months.

Archival data regarding the trial of Tassi have been studied and partially published in the
English translation by Mary Garrard (1989, p. 12). Also archival court documents were collect-
ed, researched and published by Patricia Cavazzini (2001).

It is known that Tassi was one of the artists who worked with Artemisia’s father, Orazio Gen-
tileschi. He undertook to teach the daughter of his colleague and friend a linear perspective. Un-
der this guise, Tassi had the opportunity to be at Gentileschi’s house. Although, according to
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court documents, in the absence of the father getting into the house was excluded: it was closed
and it was possible to get into it if the door was opened by a member of household.

The testimony is a transcript of the court hearing, in which it was stated that in the father’s
absence Tassi was admitted into the house by one Tuzia, who lived with the two young chil-
dren in the same house and who was either a friend, or a servant of Artemisia. On his admis-
sion, Tuzia led him to Artemisia, who at that time was drawing one of Tuzia’s sons. Agostino
Tassi told Tuzia to get out, while to Artemisia he said that she was not painting in the right
way, he took her brushes away and offered to look at the painting, as an example, hanging in
the bedroom.

As revealed during the investigation, Tuzia’s role in this story was not limited to this episode.
Earlier, she had invited Artemisia with her for walks, during which Tassi "unexpectedly” ap-
peared and joined them.

In court, Tuzia stated that Tassi tortured her (?) until he was able to get to the part of the
house where Artemisia lived.

Trying to get rid of the uninvited guest, Artemisia said she was feeling sick and had a fever.
To which Tassi replied that his fever was even greater... Telling Artemisia that he wanted to
look at the painting next to the bedroom, Tassi pushed her into the bedroom, locked the door
from the inside, tossed her on the bed, closed the girl’s mouth for her not to scream, and raped.
Artemisia tried to defend herself: she scratched Agostino’s face and head. After being raped, Ar-
temisia freed herself, ran to the table where the knife was lying, and, with the words "I’ll kill you
for dishonouring me", struck Tassi with a knife into the chest. Although the blood came from the
blow, no serious harm was done to the rapist.

Seeing that Artemisia was chaste, Tassi promised to marry her. Artemisia learned that he was
already married only during the trial. Not only was Tassi married, but he had been serving a
prison sentence twice. One for raping his wife, the other for raping her sister. When Tassi’s wife
suddenly disappeared, it was suggested that Tassi had hired the bandits to kill her.

Tassi’s promise to marry kept Artemisia for some time from reporting the rape to her father
(Artemisia’s mother died when her daughter was 2 years old). However, Tassi was in no hurry to
keep his promise. In doing so, he interfered with Artemisia’s marriage with one Modenese, hir-
ing men to spy on Artemisia almost round the clock, for he was very jealous of her without hav-
ing any rights to her. Tassi’s passion came in such wild forms that he told many people that he
had poisoned Artemisia (details about this episode are unknown).

Finally, Orazio learned of the rape of his daughter and in the beginning of 1612 petitioned the
Pope asking for legal proceedings. Not only Tassi, but also Cosimo Quorli, who also tried to
court Artemisia, was indicted in court. In addition, Cosimo stole paintings from Artemisia’s
home, and was also accused of aiding Tassi to break into Gentileschi’s house.

The trial was widely publicized. Tassi, trying to deflect the next prison sentence, initially de-
nied not only the fact of Artemisia’s rape, but also the fact that he had been in the Gentileschi’s
house. When, under pressure from evidence and testimony, he was forced to admit that it was
untrue, he began to claim that he had visited the house and even followed Artemisia to "protect
her honor." When this was denied, Tassi changed the tactics. He began to slander Artemisia, her
dead mother, calling them all whores. Tassi claimed that Artemisia was sleeping with five differ-
ent men at the same time, that she had an incest with her father, that he had somehow sold her
for a loaf of bread, that there was a real brothel in the house. Tassi also attracted six men, his
friends, who testified against Artemisia. These false witnesses were a match for Tassi himself.
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They "testified" that Artemisia’s father sold her to men, that she served as a nude model to male
artists, that she wrote erotic letters to various men and was a prostitute in general.

The slander and lies of Tassi were so horrific that, as the transcript of the trial shows, the
judge, indignant at his slander, repeatedly interrupted the rapist and his crooks. Tuzia also testi-
fied in favour of Tussi; however, her testimony was only that Artemisia behaved too seductively.

There were also testimonies against Tassi. Giovanni Battista Stiattesi, who was a confidante
of Tassi and Cosimo Quorli, which made his testimonies important, showed that Cosimo was
very angry with Artemisia, who rejected his courtship. And also that he, Stiattezi, personally
helped Tassi plan his break-in at Gentileschi’s house when Orazio was not there.

The testimony of the virtue of Artemisia and the entire Gentileschi family was given by many
people.

Artemisia herself testified under the tortures. In order to prove that she was telling the truth,
she was subjected to physical tests by the so-called sibilli (thumbscrews) — a screw with ropes
fastened to it, which bound the fingers of Artemisia. During the torture, the ropes were progres-
sively wound onto the screw, tightening and actually breaking the fingers. Artemisia endured all
the torture, during which she repeatedly said: "This is true", when asked whether Tassi had raped
her. It is hard to imagine how painful these tortures were, it is known that they severely damaged
her hands. But the moral pain of public humiliation from her abuser and the lawsuit itself was far
greater.

On May 14, 1612, when Tassi had been imprisoned for more than a month, the judge heard
Artemisia reiterating that she had trusted Tassi and would have never believed that Tassi, being a
friend of her father, would have raped her.

The trial ended in October 1612, but due to the loss of the last part of the transcript of the
court hearing, it is unknown what Tassi’s sentence was.

Some authors believe that he was sentenced to spend eight months in prison after the trial, but
was presumed to have been pardoned by a judge with an obligation to go to exile from Rome
(the practice of punishment in the form of exile from the city was quite common in those times).
But whether Tassi left Rome and for what period is not known for sure. He was known to be
back in Rome soon.

Artemisia’s father, Orazio, also sued six people for perjury, but the outcome of those lawsuits
IS unknown.

Even if the fact of rape was unknown, an analysis of the artist’s works would suggest that the
paintings with a recurring story (let us call them "lines" for this article) — appeared not simply to
order, but are a form of the author’s self-objectification, and their characters act as figurative car-
riers of the artist’s self-identification.

The first "line" is five paintings on a biblical story about Judith and Holofernes. Most re-
searchers interpret the paintings of this cycle as a manifestation of the artist’s anti-masculine po-
sition, as symbolizing the motive of women’s revenge on men. Unlike the biblical narrative, ac-
cording to which a woman takes revenge not for herself, her honor and dignity, but for the inter-
ests of her people, and killing a man is not an act of revenge as on her personal abuser, but the
destruction of a state or ethnic enemy.

In the painting "Judith beheading Holofernes" the personal color and actuality for the artist of
this first version of the painting look obvious (the picture was painted just after or even during
Tassi’s trial). Judith decisively and even calmly cuts off with the sword Holofernes’ head, sup-
ported by her maid, whose red dress creates a disturbing contrast to her mistress’s blue dress.

Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International
doi: https://doi.org/10.15802/ampr.v0i17.206728 © 0. M. Goncharova, 2020

149



ISSN 2227-7242 (Print), ISSN 2304-9685 (Online)
AnTpononoriuni BuMipH ¢inocoderkux gociimpkens, 2020, Bum. 17

Anthropological Measurements of Philosophical Research, 2020, NO 17

ANTHROPOLOGICAL PROBLEMS IN THE HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY

Blood from the neck of Holofernes flows down to the white sheet of the bed on which the
death has found a sleeping man. R. L. Robinson draws attention to the artist’s inexperience,
which is manifested even in the elements of narrative visible in the genre scene. The composi-
tion reveals a significant physical inability of the woman to handle the weapon (Robinson,
2017, p. 151).

The second variant of the painting, with the same composition, but with a slightly modified
modeling of the image of the main character and a different coloristic solution and much more
"bloody" naturalism, was written in 1620. The "tragic" coloration (dress of the heroine of rich
blue color, maid’s red dress, brown background) of the first painting turns into a bright and al-
most festive one: a golden dress of Judith, a light olive-colored dress of the maid, white pillows
and sheets, a bright red blanket covering Holofernes, whose blood this time is not just flowing on
the sheets but spouts in different directions.

This is the apotheosis of revenge, so it is a joy and almost a holiday. (Which leads to the idea
that even after eight years the artist’s thirst for revenge did not go away). The festive nature of
the event is emphasized even by the gold bracelet on the hand of Judith, whose face, unlike the
first painting, acquires a more focused expression along with the resemblance to the face of the
artist herself. Remembering that during the Middle Ages, gold symbolized holiness, the character
of Judith acquires an additional positive semantics: the righteousness of her deed.

This variant — when the moment of decapitation of Holofernes is depicted — is rare in paint-
ings. Usually, artists chose the moment after the decapitation of Holofernes. This is how Judith is
represented by Giorgione, Botticelli, Mantegna, Cristofano Allori, Rubens, Klimt. Or until the
beheading — "Judith" and "Judith and Holofernes" by Franz von Stuck.

Compositions of the subject post factum in the works of Artemisia Gentileschi are also pre-
sented: the first version was written almost immediately after the trial in 1613-1614, another
one — 12 years later: in 1625. "Judith and her maid Abra with the head of Holofernes" (1650) in
Capodimonte — moment after this bloody event.

Along with this cycle, another "line", not quantitatively less, is represented by works that ob-
jectifies the other side of the artist’s "self". One that can be defined as sacrificial. It is a side of
Artemisia’s identity, which identifies her as a victim of sexual abuse.

It is about four paintings on the biblical story "Susannah and the Elders"” on the courtship of
the elders to a virtuous woman, whom they, having slandered, led to the threat of execution. Tra-
ditionally, the plot is interpreted as a total dependence of women in the male world: the shyness
and weakness of women in front of men. Like her salvation, which also depends not on herself,
but on another man.

An analysis of the "Susanna” line by Artemisia in chronological order reveals the evolution of
the artist’s personality in the direction of increasing her self-esteem.

In the 1610 painting, Susanna is full of shame, as evidenced by her posture. Trying to cover
her naked body as fully as possible from the eyes of the brazen elders, she is bent almost in a cir-
cle, and the face expresses suffering, caused by feelings of shame and fear. It all shows that this
woman is a victim.

Susanna in 1622 is also closed, but the circle is open: her head is raised, although the face re-
tains the expression of torment. Unlike the previous two, Susanna in 1649 is active: she repels an
arrogant old man. Her figure is three-quarter straightened to the abusers, and she does not burden
herself with hiding her nakedness. The face expresses aversion and anger rather than shyness and
fear.
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Susanna in the painting of 1652 is fully straightened to the elders, her left hand raised to the
level of their faces as if she was ready to push them away. There is no shame on her face, rather
anger and indignation. This Susanna is no longer ashamed and ready to physically stand up for
herself.

In these paintings, not only the semantics of the image of Susannah itself evolves, the seman-
tics of the composition as a whole changes. If in the first picture men hang over Susanna, which
is a spatial sign of dominance, in the latter, Susanna’s figure is almost on par with them, reduc-
ing their dominance.

For forty-two years, the artist was reproducing the story of Susanna and the Elders, constantly
changing it in such a way that it gives grounds to argue: the evolution of the composition of the
paintings and the treatment of the heroine poses objectify eliminating by Artemisia of psycho-
trauma, overcoming shame and fear as the ones, becoming external to herself and therefore lib-
eration from them.

Some of the artist’s self-portraits, including the "Self-Portrait as a Female Martyr" in 1615,
should also be regarded as conditionally "sacrificial”.

Self-portraiture as an artist’s self-presentation is potentially the most informative about an art-
ist’s personality. However, like any self-presentation, self-portrait contains a significant social
layer, reflecting the break through the author’s identity of social excitations, assessments, specif-
ic historical ideas about the social status of man, etc.

The mentioned self-portraits of Artemisia Gentileschi were painted in the early years after an
existential event, rape and trial, in the artist’s life. They are dominated by the martyrdom motif,
as evidenced by the names themselves, — the reflection of her own feelings that pervaded the
young woman during this period.

The artist also portrayed herself in the image of Mary Magdalene. The Mary Magdalene motif
IS a repentance motif, and it is intensely objectified in the paintings for two decades after the no-
torious event in the artist’s life: for example, in the 1620 painting.

This theme testifies that along with the motif of revenge (the semantics of the image of Ju-
dith as the punishment of a man) in the mind of Artemisia, the motif of repentance is not less
important (the semantics of the image of Mary Magdalene as repentance of the woman her-
self).

The motif of guilt and its atonement is objectified in the images of Lucretia, in which it is not
difficult again to recognize Artemisia herself: 1645. Lucretia (the semantics of Lucretia’s image
as punishment of the woman herself) is a symbol of atonement for sin, which was not initiated
by the woman. At the same time, it is "refraction” in the self-awareness of the artist of a socially
imposed evaluation stereotype.

However, if the first two paintings portray the image of Lucretia, who would immediately
commit suicide for the sake of restoring her good name, then the 1645 version is written on the
story of the rape itself, emphasizing the innocence of the woman and shifting social condemna-
tion to the man.

All the analyzed lines of artistic objectification of Artemisia Gentileschi’s personality can be
considered milestones in the transformation of her anthropological essence, they represent the
gradual liberation from juvenile psycho-trauma and the formation of a new identity of the artist,
who went through the gradual suppression of the revenge motif and the removal of feelings of
shame, guilt and repentance imposed by the social evaluation stereotypes.
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Originality

Originality consists in the author’s method of analysing the works of visual art in terms of an-
thropocentric approach, as well as in considering the artwork by Artemisia Gentileschi as her
self-objectification as such that give rise to a new cultural reality.

Conclusions

The artworks by Artemisia Gentileschi in diachronic deployment can be seen as the painter’s
self-objectification, which traces the evolution of self-expression from a person with traditional
self-perception by social gender stereotypes (1610) to the phenomenon of personal life, which
will determine further evolution of her self-identification (rape in 1611) and extirpation of sense
of shame through virtual revenge (self-expression in the cycle of Judith), repentance (cycle of
Mary Magdalene), guilt (cycle of Lucretia), and formation of component of the painter’s identity
as exemption from social gender prejudices and stereotypes on roles and standards of behaviour
socially assigned to women — shyness and fear in relation to a man (cycle of Susanna).
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AHTPOIIOJIOT'IA BI3YAJIBHOI CAMOOB’€KTI/IBAHIi XYI1OXKXHUKA
(HA MATEPIAJII TBOPIB APTEMIII JIZKEHTIJIECKI)

Meta. Ha OCHOBiI aHTPOINOIEHTPUYHOTO TIAXOMY OO aHaji3y Bi3yallbHUX CaMoIlpe3eHTaliii Apremisii
JIKeHTileCKi y TBOpax J>KHBOMHUCY TMPEICTABUTH XYTOXKHIO TBOPYICTh SK CaMOO00’€KTHBAIlii MHUCTKWHI, IO,
MOPO/DKYIOUM HOBY KYJIBTYPHY pPEalbHICTh, BHCTYIAIOTh BOJHOYAC 3acO0aMH IIi3HAHHSA CYTHOCTI JIFOAWHHU.
Teoperuunmii 6a3uc. [Ipy HanucaHHI CTATTI BUKOPUCTAHO MPHUHIMIM i MeTOAU (i10co(ChKO-aHTPOIOIOTTHHOTO
JOCII/DKCHHSI y TIO€JAHAHHI 3 XPOHOJIOTIYHHMM, iKOHOTrpadiyHUM 1 00pa3HO-CTHIIICTHYHUM METOAaMH. 3 TIOMIXK
¢110c0PCHKO-aHTPOIONOTIYHIX BHKOPUCTOBYBABCS MPUHLMUII aHTPOMOJIOTIYHOI PEAyKIil, KEpYIOUYUCh SKUM
aHamizyBasiack TBOpUicTh ApTtemisii J[keHTiecki sk ii camM000’€KTHBalis, TPUHIUI EKCTPANOJSLii OKPEeMOTro
(aKTy KUTTS XyIOKHHIII Ta aHTPOIOJIOTIYHOT IHTEpIPETAIlil €BOJIOIIT TBOPYOCTI, KOJIHM KPi3h HU3KY XPOHOJIOTIYHO
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MOCIIZIOBHUX TBOPIB SIK 0Opa3HUX 00’ €KTHBALiH, 34IHCHIOEThCS CIpoOa Mi3HAHHS TXHBOTO TBOpPLS. [koHOrpadiuHi
Ta 00pa3HO-CTHIIICTUYHI METOIH (NPUIOMHM KOMIIO3MIii, CFO’KETH, KOJOPUCTUYHI XapaKTepUCTUKH) — MPH aHai3i
XYIO0KHBOTO BiIEOPSTy: aBTONOPTPETIB, aleropiii 1 CIOKETHHX KapTHH. AHANITHYHAa poOOTa 3IiHCHIOBasach
MOETAHO SIK Tepexin BiJ ikoHorpadiuHoi iHTepmperamii KapTHHH 3 MOCTYIIOBOIO eNiMIHAIIEI XYyJOXKHBO-
CTHIIBOBHX XapakKTEPHCTHK SK M033aaHTPOIOJIOTIYHUX KyJIbTYPHHX KOHCTAHT i3 IOJAJBIIOI0 AHTPOIOJIOTIYHOIO
peayKIiero KyIpTypHOTO 00pa3y. HaykoBa HOBU3HA IOISITa€ B aBTOPCHKIM METOAMUII aHANII3Y TBOPIB Bi3yaJbHOTO
(oOpa3zoTBOpUOr0) MHUCTENTBA 3 TOYKHA 30pY AHTPOIOICHTPUYHOTO MiAXOIY, a TaKOX Y PO3MISAOl XyIOKHBOL
TBOpuocTi Aptemisii JIkeHTinecki sk ii caM000’€KTHBaliil SIK TaKWX, L0, IOPO/PKYIOYH HOBY KYJbTYpHY
peasbHICTh, BHCTYNAIOTh BOJHOYAC 3ac00aMM IMi3HAaHHS CYTHOCTI JronuHd. BucHoBkH. TBopuicTh Apremisil
JkeHTiIeCKI B JIIaXpOHIYHOMY PO3TOPTaHHI MOXXHA PO3MNIAAATH SK CaMOOO’ €KTHBAINIO XYMOXKHUIN, B SKid
MIPOCTEXKYETHCSI €BOJIIOLISI CAMOBHSIBIICHHSI BiZl OCOOMCTOCTI 3 TPAJWIIIHHUM CaMOCIPHHHSTTAM 3a COLIaIbHUMH
reraepaumu crepeotunamu (1610 p.) 10 heHOMEHY 0COOMCTOrO KUTTSI, AKUI BU3HAYATHME [TOTANIBIITY SBOJIIOIO 11
camoineHTudikyBaHHs (3rBantyBaHHs 1611 p.) Ta BHKOpPIHEHHS MOYYTTS COPOMY 4epe3 BIPTYaJbHY IOMCTY
(camoBmsiBneHHs B nukii Omud), xasrrsa (mukn Mapii Marganuan), npoBuHu (uukn Jlykpemii) Ta ¢opmyBaHHS
CKJIaJIOBOI 1AEHTUYHOCTI XYAOKHUII SIK 3BITPHEHHS BiJ COIaJbHUX TEHACPHUX 3a0000HIB i CTEPEOTHMIB OO
comiaNbHO MPHUIACAHNUX XKIHII poJie i cTaHaapTiB moBeniHkH (uukia CycaHHHM).

Knouosi crosa: Apremisis J[)KeHTirecki; caM000’€KTHBAIIiS XYJOXKHHUKA; Bi3yallbHI caMONpe3eHTallii B TBOpax
KHMBOIIMCY; AHTPONOLEHTPUYHUI TMiAXiJN; JIIOAWHA; NPUHIUI AHTPOMOJIOTIYHOI pPEeIyKIii; OpraHOH-NPUHIINI,
AHTPOTIOJNIOTIYHA IHTEPIPETAILlisT; IPUHIIHI "'BiIKPUTOTO MATAHHA"
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ORCID 0000-0002-8649-9361

AHTPOIIOJIOT M5 BU3YAJIBHOM CAMOOBBEKTHBALIUU
XYITOKHUKA (HA MATEPUAJIE IIPOU3BEJIEHUI APTEMU3UU
JUKEHTUJIECKH)

Henab. Ha ocHOBE aHTPOMOLEHTPUUECKOIO MOJAXOJA K aHAIM3y BU3YaIbHBIX CaMOINPE3CHTAUUN ApPTeMU3UU
JI)KeHTHIIECKU B TPOM3BEICHUSIX XHBOIUCH IMPEICTABUTH XYI0KECTBEHHOE TBOPUYECTBO KaK CaMOOOBEKTHBAIIUU
XYJ0KHHUIIBI, KOTOPBIE, TIOPOXKIasi HOBYIO KYJIBTYPHYIO PEaJbHOCTb, BEICTYIIAOT OJHOBPEMEHHO CIIOcOo0aMu TMO3Ha-
Hus venoBeka. Teoperndecknii 6a3uc. [Ipy HanMcaHUK CTATHU MCIIOIB30BAHO MPUHIIMITEI M METOJIBI (PHIOCO(CKO-
AHTPOTIOJIOTUYECKOT0 UCCICIOBAHHUS B COCTUHCHUU C XPOHOJOTHMYCCKHM U 00Pa3HO-CTHIIMCTHYCCKUM METOIAMHU.
U3 ¢dumnocohcko-aHTPOIIOIOTHIECKAX HUCHOIB30BAJICS MPHUHIIUI aHTPOIIONIOTHIECKON PEAYKINH, PYKOBOICTBYSICH
KOTOPBIM aHAIN3APOBAIOCH TBOPUYECTBO ApTeMusun JKEHTHIIECKH, Kak ee camooObekTuBamnus. [IpuHImm sKcTpa-
TOJISIIIAM OTAETHHOTO (pakTa (M3HACWIOBAHUS) KU3HU XyIOKHHUIBI W aHTPOIOJIOTHYECKOW MHTEPIIPETAIINH YBOITIO-
UM TBOPYECTBA, KOTJa Yepe3 psl XPOHOJIOTUIECKHU IOCIIeAOBATEIHHBIX IPOU3BEICHII Kak 00pa3HbIX 00bEKTHBA-
U OCYIIECTBIIIIACH TOTBITKA MO3HAHUS MX TBOpLA. brorpadudecknii MeTo HCIOIB30BaJICS TIPH padoTe ¢ IaH-
HBIMH O JXU3HH XYJOXKHHIIBI, HKOHOTpaQHIeCKuil U 00pa3HO-CTHIMCTHUECKUH (IIPHEMBI KOMIIO3HIIUH, CIOKETHI,
KOJIOPUCTHUYECKHUE XaPAKTEPUCTUKHU) — MPHU aHaju3e XYyA0KECTBEHHOTO BHUAEOPSAJa: aBTOMOPTPETOB, aJJIETOpPUH,
CIOXKETHBIX KapTUH. AHaTUTHYeCKas padoTa OCYIIECTBIUIACH MOATAMHO KaK MEPeXoj OT MKOHOTpapHueCKO WH-
TepnpeTauu KapTHH C TMOCTENEHHON dIMMHHALUEH XYI0’KeCTBEHHO-CTUIIMCTUYECKUX XapaKTEPUCTUK KaK BHEaH-
TPOMOJOTHYECKUX KYJIBTYPHBIX KOHCTAHT C TOCJIEAYIONICH aHTPOMOJIOTUYCCKON peayKuueil KyapbTypHOro obpasa.
HayuHasi HOBH3HA 3aK/II0YaCTCs B aBTOPCKON METOUKE aHAN3a MPOU3BEICHUN BU3YaIbHOTO (M300pa3UTeIbHOIO)
HCKYCCTBA C TOUYKHU 3PEHHUSI AaHTPOMOIEHTPUIECKOTO MOIX0/1a, & TAKIKE B PACCMOTPEHUH XYA0KECTBEHHOTO TBOpYE-
ctBa Aprtemmsun JKCHTHIECKH KaK ee CaMOOOBEKTHBAILlUi, MOPOXKAAIONINX HOBYIO KYIBTYPHYIO pPEaNbHOCTB.
BeiBoasl. TBopuecTBO ApreMusun [I>KEHTHIICCKH B IHaXPOHHISCKOM pa3BEPTHIBAHUN MOKHO PaccMaTpUBATh Kak
CaMOOOBEKTHBALIMIO XYA0KHUIIBI, B KOTOPOH MPOCICKUBACTCS IBOJIOIMSI CAMOBBISBICHHS OT JIHYHOCTH C TPaIu-
UOHHBIM CaMOBOCIIPHSTHEM, COTIACHO COIMANIBHBEIM TeHACpHBIM crepeoturnaMm (1610T.) mo ¢geHOMeHa IHYHOM
JKU3HU, KOTOPBIA OyIIET ONPENeNsaTh JATbHEHIITYI0 3BOIONUI0 €€ CaMOUIeHTU(UKAINY (M3HacIoBanue 1611 1.)
W3KUBAHUS 9YBCTBA CTHIA Yepe3 BUPTYAIbHYIO MeCTh (caMOBBIsABICHUE B ukie FOmudu), packasaus (uukn Ma-
puu Marnmanunsl), BuHbI (1uka Jlykpennn) u (GOpMUPOBAHUS COCTABHBIX WICHTUYHOCTH XYJIOKHHUIIBI, KaK OCBO-
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OOXICHHUS OT COIMAJBHBIX TCHIACPHBIX IMPEIPACCYIKOB M OICHOYHBIX CTEPCOTHIIOB OTHOCHUTEIBHO COLUAIBHO
MPEANUCAHHBIX JKEHIIMHE poJiel U TUIOB noBeneHus (ki CycaHHbI).

Knrouesvie cnosa: Apremusnsa JIKEHTUIECKH; CAaMOOOBEKTHBAIINS XYI0)KHUKA; BU3YAIbHBIE CAMOIPE3CHTAINH
B MPOM3BEICHUSAX JKUBOIUCH; aHTPOTIONEHTPUIECKUAN TIOIX0]; YEIOBEK; TMPHUHITUI aHTPOTIOIOTHYECKON PEIyKITHH;
OpPTaHOH-TIPHHIIUIT; aHTPOTIOJIOTHIYECKAs MHTEPIIPETAINS; TPUHIIMIT "OTKPHITOTO Bompoca'
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