1. KopoOxkuna Exarepnna IOpseBHa

2. AHrJIHiicKoe Ha3BaHHe CTATbH:

Mastandrea S., Bartoli G., Carrus G. The Automatic Aesthetic Evaluation of Different Art and
Architectural Styles // Psychology of Aesthetics, Creativity, and the Arts 2011, Vol. 5, No. 2, P. 126-134.

3. Pyccxoe Ha3BaHHUuE CTaTbH:

ABTOMAaTHYECKAS dCTETHUECKAs OIICHKA PA3HBbIX JKUBOIIMCHBIX U ApXUTCKTYPHBIX CTHJIEH.

4. Pe3loMe cTAaTLH HA A3BIKE OopuruHaJa.

The subject under discussion concerns the existence of an automatic aesthetic evaluation. When we
encounter an object like an artwork or an architectural structure that activates an aesthetic response, does
the associated evaluation appear in our mind as an automatic process? From the broad field of aesthetic
appraisal, we will be considering a specific aspect that refers only to the positive and negative affects
related to an individual’s preference between two art styles (figurative vs. abstract) and two architectural
styles (classic vs. contemporary). The hypothesis is that there is a preexistent preference within the visual
arts and architecture that can clearly be identified using implicit measurements. Results from two
experiments that were conducted with the use of the Implicit Association Test (IAT) showed that
participants’ reaction times were faster in associating positive words to figurative art and classical
architecture (the so-called compatible task) than to abstract art and contemporary architecture (the so-
called incompatible task). The results are in line with the hypothesis that aesthetic preferences can also be
experienced automatically. Prototypicality (i.e., the degree to which an object is representative of a
general class of object), familiarity and the relative simplicity of figurative art and classical architecture
(compared to abstract art and modern archi- tecture) can explain the shorter reaction time and as a
consequence, an implicit aesthetic preference for these kinds of stimuli.

5. Pe3omMe cTaTbu Ha pycCKOM fi3bIKe (TOYHBIN NMepeBoa 1.3).

OCHOBHBIM 0OBEKTOM PACCMOTPEHMS CTAJIO CYLIECTBOBAaHME aBTOMATHMYECKOW 3CTETHUECKOW OLIEHKH.
Korma ™br HaOmromaem Takue OOBEKTHI, KaK JKMBOIMCHOE TPOW3BEICHHE WM apXUTEKTYpHOE
COOpY’KEHHE, KOTOpPbIE BBI3BIBAIOT 3CTETHYECKYIO PEAKIMIO, MOSBISETCA JIM acCOlMaTHUBHAs OILIEHKA
ABTOMATHUYECKH B HalleM CO3HaHUHM? B mmupokoil chepe 3CTeTHYecKOro BOCHPHUSTHS, aBTOPHI CTaThU
COCPEOTOUMJINCh Ha CHEHM(PUUECKOM acHeKTe, CBSI3aHHOM TOJBKO C TO3UTUBHBIMH U HETraTUBHBIM
apdexToM, CBSI3aHHBIM C HHIUBUAYAJTbHBIMU TPEANOUYTECHUSIMUA CPEIN JABYX KHBOITUCHBIX THIIOB CTHIICH
(purypatuBHOE VvS. aOCTpakTHOE) M JIBYX ApXUTEKTYPHBIX CTHIIEH (KJIAacCHYECKUH VS. COBPEMEHHBIN).
'umoTe3pl: cymecTByeT  J0-ONBITHBIE MPENNOYTCHUS B BH3YaJIIbHOM (PKMBOIIMCHOM) HCKYCCTBE H
apXUTEKType, KOTOpbIE MOTYT SICHO OBbIThb HIECHTU(HUIMPOBAHHBI C HCIOJIB30BAHUEM HMILUIUIIUTHBIX
u3MepeHuil. Pe3ynbpTaTsl ABYX 3KCIEPUMEHTOB, MPOBEACHHBIX € Hcmosib3oBaHueM Implicit Association
Test (IAT), moka3bIBarOT, YTO BpeMs PEaKIIMU MCIBITYEMbIX MEHBIIE B CBSI3U C MO3UTHUBHBIMH CIIOBAaMU B
ciydae (purypaTUBHOTO UCKYCCTBA U KJIAaCCHUYECKOW apXUTEKTYphI (Tak Ha3piBaeMas compatible task), yem
B ciy4yae aOCTpaKTHOIO MCKYCCTBA M COBPEMEHHOM apXMTEKTyphl (Tak Has3biBaemas incompatible task).
PesynmbTaThl cornacyroTcss € THIIOTE30M, YTO JCTETHYECKHE TIPEANIOYTEHHS MOTYT OBITh ITOJTYYEHBI
(mepexuBaTbcs) aBTOMATUYEeCKH. IIpOTOTHMNHUYHOCTH (T.. CTEMEeHb, B KOTOPOW OOBEKT SBIISIETCS
pETpe3eHTaTUBHBIM 110 OTHOIIIEHUIO K KJacCy 00OBEKTOB), pACIPOCTPAHEHHOCTh W PEJIeBaHTHAS TIPOCTOTA
(UrypaTMBHOTO UCKYCCTBA U KJIACCUYECKOH apXUTEKTYpHI (II0 CPAaBHEHUIO C A0CTPAKTHBIM HCKYCCTBOM U
COBPEMEHHOW apXHTEKTYypOol) MOTYT OOBSCHUTh MEHBIIEE BpPEMS PEAKIMH W, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
UMIUTUIUTHBIE S3CTETUYECKUE MPEANIOUTEHHS TPEX BUJIOB CTUMYJIOB.



6. KpaTkoe coaep:kaHue:

B crathe u3y4yaroTcs MMIIMIMTHBIC SCTETUYECKHUE IMPEINOYTCHUS HAa Marepuajie (UrypaTUBHOWU VS
aOCTpaKTHOM >KMBONMCH M COBPEMEHHOH VS KIACCHUECKOM apXHUTEKTypbl. B skcnepuMeHTaIbHOM
nu3aitne ucnonb3oBaH Implicit Association Test (IAT) m Bpems peakuuu MpU BOCHPHUSATHH Pa3HBIX
00BEKTOB MCKYCCTBA /ISl MCCIEOBAHMS JIO-ONBITHBIX 3CTETUYECKUX MpearnouTreHuil. OKa3bpIBaeTcs, 4To
¢urypaTuBHas *KHUBOIUCH U KJIACCHYECKAsi apXUTEKTypa HEOXKUJAaHHBIM 00pa3oM BOCIPHHHUMAIOT JIETye,
yeM aOCTpakTHas >KUBOIKMCH M COBPEMEHHAas apXHUTEKTypa HEUCKYIIEHHBIMH B BOCHPHUSTHH HCKYCCTBa
UCTIBITYEMBIMH.

7. TeoperHyeckasi OCHOBA NMPOBEAEHHOT0 MCCJIeI0BAHUS.
TeopeTndeckoil OCHOBOI JAHHOTO UCCIICAOBAHUS SBIISICTCS MapagurMa UMIHIIUTHOTO HAYYCHUSI.

B uccnemoBanuy MpoOU3BOAUTCS TMOMBITKA MMOKA3aTh HAJIMYHE MPOCTON SKCIO3UIMOHHBIN 3 dekT B
00J1aCTH 3CTETUYECKUX MPEAIOUTCHUH.

OCHOBHOHM BOIIPOC HUCCJENOBAHUSI — CYHIECTBYIOT JII aBTOMATHYECKHE JCTETUYECKUE OLICHKH, a
MMEHHO: BO3MOXHA JIM aJIanTanus METOIUK HMMIUIMIIMTHOTO Hay4YeHHs K MpoOJieMaTHKE ACTETUYECKUX
MPEANOYTEHUIN?

OKCIUIMLIUTHBIE HCCIIEJOBaHUS B OOJACTH OSCTETUYECKMX MPEANOYTEHUH IOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO
(GurypaTMuBHOE UCCKYCCTBO IpPEANIOYUTACTCS adCTpakTHOMY B OosbinHCTBE ciiydaeB (Boselie & Cesaro,
1994; Heinrichs & Cupchik, 1985; Kettlewell, Lipscomb, Evans, & Rosston, 1990). JIroqu, otmaromiue
IpearnovYTeHue aOCTPAaKTHOMY HMCKYCCTBY OONamalOT pAIOM CHEIH(PHUSCKHX XapaKTEpUCTHK: Ooiee
BBICOKUI COLMAIbHO-9KOHOMHMYECKUH YpOBEHb, 00Jiee BHICOKHI YpOBEHb 00pa30BaHMs (KOPPEIUpPYIOIUi
¢ OoJbIIel «TPEHUPOBAHHOCTHIO» B 00JIACTH BOCHPUATHUS HCKYCCTBA), H, 00J€e TOr0, 9aCTO MPUHAIISKAT
ornpeneneHHoMy npodeccuonanbHomy kiacey (Feist & Brady, 2004). C Touku 3peHHs TUYHOCTHBIX YepT,
IpenouyTeHne abCTpakTHOTO MCKYCCTBA CBsI3aHO ¢ OonbplIMM OayuioM Mo mikane «mental openness» the
Big Five Question- naire u GospmuM Oamiom mo Zuckerman’s “Sensation Seeking” scale (Crozier &
Chapman, 1984; Feist & Brady, 2004; France's, 1979; Mastandrea, Bartoli, & Bove, 2009).

B nanHoli cratee nccrieayercs y3Kuil Bompoc U3 00JacTu 3CTETUYECKUX MpeanoyTeHuit: Tuddy3Hble
MO3UTUBHBIE U HETaTUBHBIE SMOIIMH, CBSI3aHHBIE C JIBYMsl HAIllpaBICHUSIMH HCKyccTBa ((pUrypaTUBHOE U
abctpakTHOe). B KadecTBE CTUMYJIBHOIO MaTepuana B CEpPHM >KMBOMMCHBIX pabOT HCIOJIBb30BAINCH
HIMPOKO U3BECTHBIE padOTHI TAKUX XYA0KHUKOB, kKak Kannunckuit, Knee, Anb0epc u apyrue.

B BocnpusTMM = apXUTEKTyphl —COXpaHsSeTCs Ta K€ TEHACHIMSA: KIACCUYECKMH  CTHIIb
npeanouTuTenbHee, yeM coBpemeHHb (Kameron, 1973, Stamps & Nasar, 1997). B uccinegoBanusx
OoOHapy>KUBaeTcs, 4YTO MPOTHNHUYECKHE (T.. PEeNpe3eHTHPYIOUIHE LeNbli Kiacc OOBEKTOB) 3/aHUs
OKa3bIBAIOTCS PEANOUYTUTENbHEE JIs1 OOJIBIINHCTBA JIIOIEH.

HccnenoBanne cocTOMT W3 JBYX OKCIIEPUMEHTOB. B mepBoMm uccieqoBajlack aBTOMAaTHUYECKas
ACTeTHYECKas OLEHKA JIBYX >KMBOIMCHBIX CTUJIeH (purypatuBHoe U abCTpakTHOE UCKYCcCTBO). Bo BTopom
— aBTOMaTHUECKas 3CTETHUYECKast OI[EHKa JIBYX apXUTEKTYPHBIX CTHIICH (KIacCHUYeCKUN 1 COBPEMEHHBIH ).

['unotesa: purypacTuBHas KUBOMHUCH U KJIACCUUYECKask apXUTEKTYpa 3CTETUYECKH MPEINOUYTUTEIbHEE,
YTO OTPa’KaeTCsl B aBTOMATUYECKOM OLIEHKE.

8. Ilesin m 3a1a4m uccieTIOBAHUS

Leapb nccinenoBaHusi: U3y4UTh, CYIIECTBYIOT JIU aBTOMAaTHYECKUE CTETUUECKHE OI[EHKH, & UMEHHO:
BO3MOYKHA JIM aJanTaiys MeTOJUK UMILTUIIUTHOTO Hay4eHHUs K MpoOIeMaTHKe 3CTETUYECKIX
MIPEATIOYTEHU.

3agaya Mcciae10BaHuUsI: HA IPUMEPE aBTOMAaTUUECKHUX OLIEHOK *KMBOIIHMCHBIX IIPOU3BEIEHUI IBYX CTUIIEH
(¢purypatuBHOE 1 aOCTPaKTHOE UCKYCCTBO) U apXUTEKTYPHBIX CTHIIEH (KjaccuyecKkas i COBpeMeHHast
apXUTEKTypa) U3YYUTh XapaKTep MPeanOYTeHUH B 00JaCTH UCKYCCTBA.

Ikcnepumenr 1.



DKcrnepuMeHTalIbHas TUNoTe3a: (UrypaTUBHAs )KUBOMUCH M KJIaCCHYeCKasi apXUTEKTypa dCTETUUECKH
MPEANOYTUTENBHEE, UTO OTPAKAECTCSI B aBTOMATHYECKOM OLICHKE MTPOU3BEICHUN UCKYCCTBA.

Meroauka skciepuMenTa 1.

Br16opka ucnsITyeMbIx

20 crymenTos (16 x, 4 m), Bozpact — 19-29 (M = 23.6; SD = 2.6). the Faculty of Education within the
University of Roma Tre.

Hu y koro u3 ucnsiTyeMbIx He ObIJI0 00HAPYKEHO CHEIHAIbHON «TPEHUPOBAHHOCTH B 00J1aCTH
BOCTIPUSATHUS UCKYCCTBA UITU ApPXUTEKTYPHI.

Yyactue n1o6poBosbHOE!

Cmumynvusli Mmamepuan:

20 npousBenenue uckyccrsa (10 ¢purypatuBnsix, 10 aGCTpaKTHBIX).

Ot 20 KAPTUHOK TaK K€ UCCIIECAOBAINCH B MUJIOTHOM SKCIUIMIIUTHOM 3KCIIEPUMEHTE, B KOTOPOM 35
UCTIBITYEMBIM TPEIBSIBISUINCH 3TH KAPTHHKH 0€3 OrpaHHYEHHs BpEMEHHU. VICTIBITYeMbIX MPOCHIIN OLEHUTD
BBIPa3UTh CBOM IIPEIIOYTEHNUS 10 7-0aJUIbHOM 1IKalle ceMaHTHuecKoro auddepennuania mo 5
OUMOJSAPHBIM KaTeropusaM (puUryparuBHO-abCTPaKTHO, IPOCTO-CIOKHO, TAITMUYHO-HE TUIIMYHO, U3BECTHO-
HE U3BECTHO).

Pesynbrar onenku npencrasiieH B Table 1.

HcnbiTyeMmble 1aBaal HCKIIOYUTEIBHO 3HAYMMO COIJIACOBAaHHBIE OLICHKH 110 BCEM 5 KaTeropusim
OWITOJIIPHBIX IIKAJI, TOATBEPKAAS, YTO CTHIIM OLIEHUBAIOTCS OJTHO3HAYHO.

IKCHIUYUMHASA U UMAIAUYUMHAS NPOYe0ypa.

JInist ©3MepeHHst aBTOMATHYECKUX ICTETUIECKUX OIEHOK Hcmosb3oBaics Implicit Association Test (IAT;
Greenwald et al., 1998). IAT npeanonaraer, 4To UCOBITYEMOMY 33/1al0TCSI ONIPEICICHHbIE KaTErOpun
(HampuMep, KpacuBO/HEKPACHBO U (PUTypaTHBHOE/a0CTPAKTHOE), OCIIE YeTO UCIIBITYEMBbIN T0JIKEH Kak
MOYKHO OBICTpEe OTHOCHTB TOT WJIM HHOM MPEIBSIBIIEMBII CTUMYJI K OJJHOU U3 3apaHee 3alaHHbIX
KaTEerOpHi.

B nccnenoBanuu ucnosb3oBasiack aBTopckas Moaudukanus AT, nonosHeHHas KapTUHKaMH.

[Tocie MMIUTMIIUTHOM CepUU UCTIBITYEMbIX TPOCHIIN SKCITMIIMPOBAHHO BBIPA3UTh CBOM ICTETUUECKUE
MIPEAMOYTEHHUS C TTOMOIIBIO 7-0aNIbHON TITKAJIBI.

Pezynomamer npeocmasnenst 6 Table 2.

O4eBHUIHO, YTO UMILTUIIUTHO CTYACHTHI MPEANOYUTAIN (UTHPATUBHOE UCKYCCTBO, Pearupys Ha HETo
UCKITIOYUTEIILHO TO3UTUBHO.

Hukakux koppemsiuil MexXay SKCIUTMIIMTHBIMA U UMIUTHIIUTHBIME OIEHKaMU He OBbLIO MOIYYEHO.

Obcyarcoenue pesynbmamos sxcnepumenma 1.

[Ipeanourenue GUTrypaTHBHOTO UCKYCCTBA OBLIO OKUAEMO M COTJIACYETCS C TIPEABITYIIIUMHA
MCCIIEJIOBAHUSIMH.

OTCYTCTBI/IG Koppenfmnﬁ MCXKAY SKCINIMIUTHBIMU U UMIINIMOUTHBIMA ONCHKaMHW, BUJIUMO, CBA3aHO C
cnenn(uyeckoi caMopenpe3eHTaluel CTyIeHTOB OTHOCUTEIBHO CBOMX 3CTETHUECKUX MPEINOYTCHUN U
HeHHocTel. boee Toro, MOXKHO MPEANONIOKUTh, YTO cama Mpoleypa ucciaeaoBanus (ToT (akT, 4To
UCIBITYEMbIE CHauala UMIIMIMTHO OLIEHUBAJIN KapTUHKH, a TOTOM 3KCIUIMLIUTHO PEarnpoBajiv Ha T€ Ke
CaMbIC CTI/IMy.]'II)I) MoTJIa NTpE€AHACTPOUTD UCTIBITYEMbBIX HAa ITO3UTUBHBIC CO3HATCIIBHBIC PCAKIIUU T10
OTHOILIEHHIO K a0CTPaKTHOMY UCKYCCTBY.

JKCNepUMeEHT 2.
['mmoresa: kaccuveckas apxXUTEKTypa OyIeT MpearnouTUTEIbHEE C TOUKH 3PCHUST aBTOMATHYECKUX
OLIEHOK T10 CPAaBHEHHUIO C COBPEMEHHOM.



Hcnvimyemvie:

40 crynenToB (27 %, 13 m), B Bo3pacte ot 19 1o 28, (M = 24.6; SD = 2.2).

BVY3 tot xe. Yuactue no-npexxkHeMmy J00pOBOSIBHO. VCIBITYeMble TO-TIPeKHEMY HE HCKYILICHBI B 00J1aCTH
BOCHPUSITHS UCKYCCTBA.

CmumynvHblll Mamepuann.
10 KapTUHOK, N300pXKAIOIIUX aPXUTCKTYPHBIC O0BEKTHI: 5 COBPEMEHHBIX, 5 KIIACCHYECKUX.
Kaprunku ObLH peABapUTEIHHO B MTUIOTAXKHOM HCCIIEI0BAaHNUHU OlleHeHbI — cM. Table 3.

Ilpoyeoypa:
Amnanornyna skcriepuMeHnTy 1 — couetanue IAT u KapTHHOK ¢ apXUTEKTYPHBIMH O0OBEKTAMH U
SKCIUIMIIMTHAS OLIEHKA I10CJIE€ OCHOBHOM cepuH.

Pezynomamer Ixcnepumenma 2:

AHAJIOTUYHO SKCIIEPUMEHTY 2 OBUIO 0OHAPYKEHO MPENMOYTCHNE KIIACCUIECKUM apXHUTEKTYPHBIM
00BEKTaM.

Opnako OblTa 0OHApY)KEHA 3HAYMMAs CBSI3b MEXKAY SKCIUTMIIUTHBIMU M UMIUTUIIUTHBIMHA OI[CHKaMHU

(r=.633; p <.000).

Obcyorcoenue xcnepumenma 2:

[Ipennoyrenne KIACCHUECKUX aPXUTEKTYPHBIX OOBEKTOB COTIIACYETCS C MPEANIOUTEHHEM (UTYPATHBHON
’KMBOIIMCH, YTO MOJTBEPKAACT BBIABUHYTYIO THIIOTE3Y.

Hanuyne cBs3u MEXIy SKCTUTMIIUTHBIMUA U MMIUTHIUTHBIME OIICHKaMHU B 00JIACTH BOCTIPUSTHS
apXUTEKTYphl, BO3MOXHO, BBI3BAHO 0OJIbILEH NMPUOIMKEHHOCTIO apXUTEKTYPHBIX 00BEKTOB K OOBIZICHHO
BOCIIPHHUMAEMBIM 00BEKTaM.

OO0uree o0cyxnenne.
q)I/IpraTI/IBHaH JKUBOIIMCH U KIIACCUYCCKAs apXUTCKTypa MOXKET OBITH OIIMCAHA 110 CpPaBHCHHUIO C
a0CTPaKTHOM KUBOMKUCHIO M COBPEMEHHOMN apXUTEKTYPOU MO CIEAYIOUINM MyHKTaM:

— HOPOTHIHUYHOCTH

— W3BECTHOCTH

—  CIIOXHOCTb.
NMeHnHO B cBsI3U C TeM, 4TO (GUTYpATUBHAS KUBOMHCH U KIIACCHYECKasi apXUTEKTypa JOCTATOYHO
IMPOTUIINYBI, 3HAKOMBI UCIIBITYCMBIM U ITPOCTHI, OHU OKa3bIBAIOTCH Ooitee npeaAno4YnuTaCMbIMHU, YEM
abcTpakTHas )KMBOIIMCh M COBPEMEHHASI apXUTEKTYpa.

JlaHHBIE PE3yIIbTATHI JOMOIHIIOT U YTOYHSIIOT MOJIENb ACTETHUYECKUX MpeanouTennii Processing Fluency
(Reber, Schwarz, & Winkielman, 2004).



Table 1
Mean Scores, Standard Deviations, and T-Test Results of the Evaluation of the 20 Art Pictures
on the 5-Item Semantic Differential

Figurative art Abstract art
M SD M SD t-value
Figurative/Abstract 1.7 0.7 6.3 0.8 —25.39
Simple/Complex 3.6 1.4 52 0.9 —4.05
Typical/Non Typical 23 1.0 3.6 1.5 =553
Easy/Difficult 34 1.2 4.7 0.7 —4.29
Familiar/Unfamiliar 29 1.1 438 1.4 =727

Note. Al t-values are significant at p < .001; df = 34.

Table 2

Sequence of Blocks for Art Implicit Association Test (IAT). The Test Blocks Are the Fourth (Compatible Task) and the Seventh

(Incompatible Task)

Items assigned to left-key Items assigned to right-key

Block N. of trials response response Practice/Test

1 20 Figurative art Abstract art Practice

2 20 Positive words Negative words Practice

3 20 Figurative art + Positive words Abstract art + Negative words Practice

4 40 Figurative art + Positive words Abstract art + Negative words Test/Compatible Task

5 40 Abstract art Figurative art Practice inverted

6 20 Abstract art + Positive words Figurative art + Negative words Practice

7 40 Abstract art + Positive words Figurative art + Negative words Test/Incompatible Task
Table 3

Mean Scores, Standard Deviations, and T-Test Results of the Evaluation of the 10 Architecture
Pictures on the 5-Item Semantic Differential

Classical Contemporary
architecture architecture
M SD M SD t-value
Classical/Contemporary 22 1.2 6.8 0.3 =19:73
Simple/Complex 38 1.0 6.0 0.6 —9,82
Easy/Difficult 3.6 1.2 5.2 0.9 —6,96
Familiar/Unfamiliar 2.7 1.1 4.9 1.6 —6,98
Typical/Non Typical 23 0.8 34 1.6 —4,24

Note. All t-values are significant at p << .001; df = 32.



Appendix

Lists of Artworks and Architectures Used in the Two Experiments

List of Figurative Paintings selected:

9.

10.

Bouguereau, Return From the Harvest, 1878
Canaletto, Il Campo di Rialto (Venezia), c. 1758—63
Caravaggio, Basket of Fruit, 1597

Constable, The Cornfield, 1826

Daubigny, Aldeia de Optevoz, 1857

David, Conte Potocki, 1780-81

Raffaello, Bindo Altoviti, c. 1515

Guido Reni, Lot and His Daughters Leaving Sodom,

1615-16
Veldazquez. Queen Isabel, Standing, 1631/32

Vermeer, Street in Delft, c. 1657-1658

List of Abstract Paintings selected:

1

Josef Albers, Study of Homage to the Square, 1954
Robert Delaunay, Homage to Bleriot, 1914
Kandinsky, Composition VIII, 1923

Paul Klee, Glass Facade, 1940

Lissisky, Proun 19D, c. 1922

Kasimir Malevich, Suprematist Painting, 1915

Alberto Burri, Sacco su Tela, 1953

Piet Mondrian, Composition With Black, Red, Gray,

Yellow, and Blue, 1920

0.

10.

Jackson Pollock, Autumn Rhythm (Number 30), 1950

Emilio Vedova, Immagine nel Tempo 58-4V, 1958

List of Classical Buildings selected:

It

Biagio Rossetti, Palazzo dei Diamanti, ca. 1493, Fer-
rara, Italy

Antonio da Sangallo the Young, Palazzo Farnese, ca.
1546, Rome, Italy

Giovanni Antonio De Rossi, Palazzo Altieri, 1650,
Rome, Italy

Michelozzo, Palazzo Medici Riccardi, 1460, Florence,
Italy

Formentone, Palladio and Sansovino, Palazzo Della
Loggia, ca. 1574, Brescia, Italy

List of Contemporary Buildings selected:

1.

Frank O. Gehry, Guggenheim Museum, 1997, Bilbao,
Spain

Santiago Calatrava, Turning Torso, 2005, Malmd, Swe-
den

Norman Foster, London City Hall, 2003, London,
United Kingdom

Zaha Hadid, Phaeno Science Center, 2005, Wolfsburg,
Germany

Ben van Berkel, Mercedes-Benz Museum, 2006, Stutt-
gart, Germany



