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KoH Women in Greek Myth, Mary R. Lefkowitz;
London: Bristol Classical Press, 1995.

Baa MMNpPecuBHa cTyauja Ha npodecopkaTta

NedhkoBuy, npeTctaByBa 06ug fa ce onuwe Ha

KOj HauuH pumTe ro nopTpeTupane XeHCKOTO
MWUTOBMTE W fa ce npeTcTaBaT HEKOW HEroBW acnekTu Kou
HajuyecTo 6une nouHaky TONKyBaHW. KopucTejkum komnapatu-
BEeH MeTof, Taa M cnopegyBa MUTOBUTE CO APYrM FPUKM U
pUMCKN TEKCTOBM, CO Len Aa ce fo6amkn noBeke A0 W3BOp-
HMOT ja3UK Ha OPWUIMHANIHUOT TEKCT U M36GerHyBa fa TprHyea
o4 Mo3uumja Ha CTpyKTypasHaTa aHTponofnorvja u 3a egHo
KOMMJIEKCHO Mpawake fga 36opyBa npeky OMHApHU Ono3uumu.
ABTOpkaTa Hema ambuuumja ga ja HaMeHW KHuMrata camo 3a
cneynannsnpaHn yntatenu, Taa MoOXe ga My ce A0ABOpM U
Ha OOWYHMOT uMTaTesn Co efHOCTABHWOT HO aHa/IMTUYEH CTuA,
6e3 npeTeH3UM 3a Teopucka cucTtemartusauuja.

JlechbkoBuL, Bo oBaa CTyauja MM MPUKaXKyBa XXeHCKuUTe
KapakTepyu BO MWUTOBWTE, NMTepaTtyparta, McTopuckaTa [OoKy-
MeHTalUMja U ce KOHLEeHTpMpa Ha OHWE acneKTW Of XKEHCKOTO
MCKYCTBO KOW HajuYecTo ce MOorpelHo pasbpaHy - XMBOTOT Ha
YXEHWUTE KOM Ce OfIBOEHM Of, MaxuTe, 6pakoT, yforata Ha »e-
HaTa BO MOSIUTMKaTa, CaMOMOXPTBYBAHOCTA M Ma4YeHWULITBOTO
U npupogaTta Ha MUCOrMHMjaTa.

O6uayBajkn ce ga ja pasratHe pogosarta MO3MLUOHM-
paHOCT BO MpuKasHaTa Ha rpuykata uusunuMsauuja, taa none-
MU3Mpa CO HEKOM Morfiean Ha MOAEPHUTE KPUTMYApU Kou yec-
Tonatu ja UHTepnpeTupaaT rpykata nurtepaTtypa coriacHo
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Towards Women in Greek Myth by Mary R. Lefkowitz,
London: Bristol Classical Press, 1995.

his impressive study by professor Lefkowitz is an
attempt to describe how the Greek treated female

nckgepederoe in myths and to present some of the aspects of this

experience that were regularly interpreted differently. Using a
comparative method, Lefkowitz matches the myths with other
Greek and Roman texts in order to approach the authentic lan-
guage of the original text as close as possible. In addition, she
avoids starting from a position of structural anthropology and
discussing a complex issue using binary oppositions. The au-
thor no longer has the ambition to set this book aside for spe-
cialized readers - she can woo the reader with a simple, though
analytical style, without pretensions for theoretical systematiza-
tion.

In this study, Lefkowitz presents the female characters
in myths, literature and historical documentation. She concen-
trates on those aspects of female experience that are most often
misunderstood - life of wives separated from their husbands,
marriage, women'’s role in politics, self-sacrifice and martyrdom
and the nature of misogyny.

Attempting to discern the gender positioning in the story
of Greek civilization, she polemizes with some modern critics’
views. These critics oftentimes interpret Greek literature accord-
ing to their standards and preoccupation, mostly read recounted
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CO HMBHWTE CTaHAapAM U MpPeoKynauuMum U HajuecTo M uyutaaT
MWUTOBUTE BO MpepackaxaHa dopma W TprHysaaT of, Kpu-
TepuymMute KoM BaxkaT 3a [EeHELIHOTO OMWTecTBO, Kako U co
dhemMnHMcTMYKaTa KpUTMKa Koja yectonatu v npucpaka osume
KpUTEpUyMM M MUTOT Cce cpaka Kako pediiekcuja Ha cBeToT
BO KOj MaXuUTe AOMWHMPaaT Haj >XeHuTe nopagu CTpasoT Of
HMBHaTa CeKCcyaslHoCT. ABTOpKaTa HacTojyBa fa npukaxe fe-
Ka He ce paboTu 3a xuepapxuja M OMUHALMja HA MaxuTe
(»ako 'puymTe cakane Toa ga ro noteHuumpaar, 6w ro Kaxane
noaMpeKTHO"- BeNM Taa), 3aToa WWITO CTpajaweTo u TaraTa
Ce KapaKTepuCTMYHM BOOMLWITO 3a rpykata penurunja. ,lopa-
KaTa“ Ha MUTOBMTE M 3acera v gsaTa poga 6uaejku, kKora ce
n3fnierysa of npasusarta Ha CEMejHMOT XMBOT KOj 3a [puute
npeTcTaByBasl OCHOBa 3a KOCMW3MPAHOCT Ha CBeTOT, Toa
CTaHyBa OMacHoO 3a LenoTo onwTecTBO.

Cropujata Ha rpykata Mutosiornja He ja packaxyBsa Hec-
pekaTa Ha XeHaTa WM penpecujata of cTpaHa Ha MaxwuTe, Ty-
Ky TelKuTe BpeMuHa Ha CMPTHWULMTE BOOMWTO. HanpoTtus,
)KeHaTa BO rpYkMoT MUT 6Guna obpasoBaHa (BO pumja cute, BKY-
ynTenHo un cnoboguuTe nyfe n cnyrute, ogene BO Teatap U ja
no3HaBasle gpamckarta noesuwja) 1 3a pas3nuka of npercraBarta
Ha XeHaTa BO 6Mb/MCKUTE TEKCTOBM 3a KOja LEeBCTBEHOCTa e
BPBHMOT maean, XeHata Bo pumja nocefysa ronem noteHuyjan
3a BK/Iy4EHOCT BO jaBHaTa cdiepa Ha [ejcTByBame.

BuanneocTa 1 roBOpPOT 3a JXXeHckata ersucreHumja
3anoyHyBa BO NepuoaoT Ha Hej3uHaTa WHuumjauumja Bo 6pau-
HWOT XWBOT, M Taa HajuecTo e 3anameTeHa Mo Hej3nHaTa ynora
BO CEMEjCTBOTO KOja € HajnoXXesieH Mogen 3a HejauHa napTu-
uunaumja BO ONITECTBOTO WM HAJYeCTO OHME KoM MmaaT Mnou-
HakBa BM3Mja 3a cBojaTa MpumMapHa ynora BO XMBOTOT Ce 3/1
N OeCTPYKTUBHU. XXeHUTe KoM HewTo nocTurHane ce of apuc-
TOKPAaTCKO MOTEK/NO M HajuecTo ce MoBp3aHu CO HEKOj 3HayaeH
Mak. puknTe nucatenu nuwyBasie AeKa XeHute 360pyBase
jaBHO 3a MNpob6aemMuTe KoM MM 3aceraaT, HO TUe He AoHecyBasie
oanyku. Tue 6une xpabpu, HO He GUe BUCTUHCKN HE3aBUCHW.
Mako yectonaTn ce MOTeHLMpa HEKOHBEHLMOHAaNHOCTa BO Of-
HecyBaHh-eTO Ha HEKOM aHTUYKM XKeHW, Toa ce coBnafa co oHa
LITO Ce OYeKyBasl0 Of, HMB BO pPaMKM Ha 3aKOHWTE Ha cemej-
CTBOTO. Taka AHTUroHa M 6paHn cemejHUTe 3akoHu, Wdumre-

myths and start from criteria that apply to society today. She
also polemizes with feminist criticism, which often accepts those
criteria and sees myth as reflections of a world where men domi-
nate women because they fear their sexuality. The author in-
sists on showing it is not a matter of hierarchy and domination
(*had the Greeks wanted to stress that, they would have said it
more directly” - she says), since suffering and sorrow are char-
acteristic of Greek religion in general. The “message” of the
myths is pertinent to both genders, for when the rules of family
life (which is the basis for the cosmogenization of the world) are
left behind, danger looms over entire society.

The story of Greek mythology is not about the unhappi-
ness of women or their repression by men, but the hard time of
mortals in general. On the contrary, women in Greek myths are
educated (everybody in Greece, including free people went to
theatre and knew the dramatic poetry) and as opposed to the
concept of women in the Bible, where chastity is the primary
ideal, the Greek woman has a great potential for admittance into
the public sphere.

Visibility and mention of female existence appear in the
period of her initiation in marital life and she is remembered
mostly for her role in the family. This is the most favorable model
of her participation in society and most of the time those with a
different vision of their primary role in life are evil and destruc-
tive. Women who have achieved something have aristocratic
background and are most often associated with an important
husband. Greek writers wrote that women talked publicly about
the problems that concerned them but did not participate in de-
cision making. They were brave but not truly independent. Al-
though the unconventional behavior of certain women in the an-
cient times is often emphasized, this complies with what was
expected from them in the frames of the laws of family. Thus,
Antigone defends the laws of the family, Ifigeny deceives the
king in order to save her brother, Helen lies to save Menelaus -
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H/Yja ro MamMu KpasoT CO ue/n ga ro cnacu ConcTBeHWoT 6par,
EneHa 36opyBa narv 3a ga ro cnacu MeHenaj, 3Hauu cute
OBME XXEHW MOKaxXyBaaT efieH 06/IMK Ha MacuBeH OTMOP U Co
HeHacw/iHW MeToau 3acTaHyBaaT BO ofbpaHa Ha poAHUHa of
Malkun' pog. JSlucuctparta BO UCTOMMeHaTa gpama Ha ApuUcCTo-
chaH ce cmeTa 3a npBa AnMbepasiHa XeHa Koja npasu [0roBop
3a Mup, HO Taa Toa ro MpaBu CO LeN 3ayyByBake W Bpakare
KOH CemMejcTBOTO, LITO NOBTOPHO 360pyBa feKa >XeHuTe no-
cefyBsane MNOAUTUYKU CTaBOBWM W UHTENEKT, HO He W He3aBwuc-
HOCT. MHTenureHumjata Kaj >XeHuTe ce MoTeHumpa, HO 3a Hea
He 6W10 NoXeNHo Aa npudpaty Nopas/iMyeH HauuH Ha XXUBOT,
0ABOEH of MaxoT. CnocobHoCTa Ha XXeHaTa fAa ce XpTByBa
36o0pyBa M 3a Hej3MHata xpabpocT M OAroBOPHOCT npepg, on-
LUTECTBEHUTE 3aKOHM LUTO ja M3egHavyBa CO MaxoT. KOHeuHo,
XeHaTa puUTyaslHO MOCTOjaHO 0 KOCMU3Upa M XapMOHU3Mpa
NpPOCTOPOT OKOJly cebe.

NedkoBuny, M aHaM3upa U TEKCTOBUTE Ha HaArpo6-
HUTe nnouyn, 6payHuTe [OroBOPU, Katano3uTe, WCTOPUCKUTE
TEKCTOBM, OMAEjKN ce MOoKaXasio Aeka Tue MHory noseke 360-
pyBaaT 3a CTaTyCOT Ha XeHaTa M fgaBaaT MoonunaMBa Crvka
OTKO/IKY MWUTOBUTE W NUTepaTypHUTE TEKCTOBW. Taa npuka-
XyBa HEKOM coceMa 0O6MYHM XKEHU KakKo LITO Ce XeHaTa -
unosop Xunapxuja, Koja natyBasa CO CBOjOT MaX W ja K-
pena ceojata (punosocmja, MeHodmna Koja gobusana no-
yecTu of rpagoT Mopaau Hej3MHUOT YM U nopagy Hej3uHuTe
NNOEePCKn cnocobHocTn, Xmnatuja-xeHa-pmao3om koja rm co-
6upana kaj cebe HajBnujateNHUTE MaXxw.

MpukaTa >XeHa ja >KMBeesnia COoncTBeHaTa XeHCTBe-
HOCT. PofOT He e rnaBHaTa NpuUuMHa 3a KpuTukaTa Koja Guna
ynaTtyBaHa KOH >XeHWUTe KoW 6une BUA/IMBM, HEKOHBEHLMOHA-
HA W BAMjATENHU, TYKY MNPUUUHUTE Npeg ce Gunie MoMUTUYKU.

Nako BO oBa 4eTMBO aBTopKaTta o octaBa OTBOPEHO
npawareTo 30WTO MOXHOCTa 3@ BUCTMHCKA HE3aBUCHOCT Ha
)KeHaTa ce YMHK Tyfa Ha rpykata muena, Taaja npasu BuaAMBa
CcnocobHOCTa Ha XeHaTa Aa pasMucsiyBa WTO i 6UN0 jaBHO
npusHaTo of MaxuTe. JlepkoBuL, NyLMAHO 3aknydyBa feka
ArameHoH Bo OpecTuja 1 BO Oauceja He roBopu 3a nperbybara
Ha KnuTemHecTpa, TYKY ja MCTakHyBa Hej3anHaTa noTpeba 3a
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all these women show a sort of passive resistance and defend
their male kin with nonviolent methods. Lystrate in Aristophanes’
play with the same title is considered the first liberal woman to
create a peace agreement, but she does that in order to save
the family and return to it. Again, this speaks of the fact that
women maintained political views and had intellect but did not
have independence. Intelligence in women is emphasized but it
was not becoming for them to adopt a different lifestyle, sepa-
rated from the husband. Woman’s ability to sacrifice speaks
volumes about her courage and responsibility in the face of
society laws and this equals her to men. Finally, the woman
constantly cosmosizes and harmonizes the space around her in
her rituals.

Lefkowitz analyzes everything from epitaphs, historical
texts, catalogues to nuptial agreements because it has been
proven that they say much more about the status of women and
give a much more tangible view than myths and literary texts.
She portrays some very ordinary women like the woman - phi-
losopher Hyparchy who traveled with her husband and dissemi-
nated her philosophy, Menophila who received honors from the
town for her wit and leadership abilities and Hypathia, the woman
- philosopher who gathered the most influential men around
herself.

The Greek woman lived her own femininity. Gender was
not the principal reason for criticism directed towards the vis-
ible, unconventional and influential women - the reasons were
primarily of a political nature.

Although the author leaves the question open on why
the idea of true independence for women seems foreign to
Greek thought, she renders women'’s ability to think (some-
thing publicly recognized by men) clearly visible. Lefkowitz
lucidly concludes that in Orestia and Odyssey Agamemnon
is not discussing Clytemnestra’s adultery, but indicates her
need for justice and ability to plan and think. After all, what
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npasga M cnocobHocTa ga nnaHupa v pasmucnysa. Hajnocne, men feared in women was not their sexuality, but their intelli-
OHa LWTO ' NNaLesio rpYKMTEe MaXK Kaj XXeHaTa He e )eHckaTa gence.
CEeKCYasIHOCT, TYKY HUBHaTa WHTenureHuyuja.

Translation: Sase Tasev



