
THE SHADOW AND EVIL 
A presentation by MARY DUFFY 

to the CG Jung Society of Melbourne on 15th July 2016 

This talk evolved out of viewing a series arranged by The Jung Society Ashville on ‘THE SHADOW AND EVIL’. 

There were 6 talks of approximately 2 hours, duration presented over 5 months from January to June 

2016. The presenters were Murray Stein, Sarah Stein, Mary Tomlinson, Luigi Zoja, Henry Abramovitch, 

and Briggitte Egger. 

Rather than give a condensed version I am going to focus on ideas I found interesting, innovative and 

challenging that emerged from these talks. In the talk this evening I raise many questions, suggest some 

explanations but really give no definite answers. Having focussed on this topic for over 6 months I join 

Christina Kristeva in saying that ‘evil is difficult to define but we know it when we see it.’ It is a topic 

worthy of concentrated reflection in spite of ML von Franz saying; “Do not penetrate into the mystery of 

inequity unless there is urgent reason to do so”  

I want to begin by asking the question:  

1.  Why Evil?  

Why does evil exist in the first place? We are told in the Bible that it began in The Garden of Eden, that 

perfect world that existed in the psyche of humans before time began. Really this Garden of Eden was a 

pre-human world, a world of primal unity, an instinctual world utterly predetermined, secure, and 

nourishing, a perfect womb experience for our first father Adam. It contained all the potential for 

consciousness to emerge, that which distinguishes humans from animals but it was yet to come forth. 

Then Eve appeared: the apple tree, the snake and consciousness, choice was born, as happens to each 

and every one of us. We as humans chose to separate ourselves via our mother Eve and her assistants, 

from that primal unity. In this way, foundational evil-total narcissism was born as a substitute for this 

primal unity. Along with consciousness and choice came polarity, duality, and the shadow. The light 

cannot exist without the dark, good without evil. Evil, because it is part of a duality cannot exist without 

the   good. It is part of being consciously human. Out of this early stage of the development of human 

consciousness the archetype of evil emerged in a time before humans became self-reflective. What I am 

saying is that evil can, and does arise out of that lack or absence or failure to be self-reflective. 

It has been the failure to own evil as an archetype, as an internal reality that has caused such strife ever 

since. The whole of human existence is this struggle to become responsible for the reality of what it is to 

be truly human, i.e. a mixture of good and evil. We are both game players and observers when it comes 

to evil as we seek to find a balance within ourselves and within our world. 

2.  What is Evil? 

Evil is an archetype part of the fundamental structure of what it is to be human. 

It is taking away another’s will, soul, and sense of self. 

It is a selling of our own sense of will, soul, self in the interests  

of gaining power, knowledge, money. 

It is projection of our shadow. 

It is scapegoating. 
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Here is a definition of evil given in the Webinar. 

”Evil is a word answering to an emotion, specifically the emotion of horror and revulsion when 

we hear of, or witness an action whose intention was to subject another person or group of 

persons to extreme suffering, extreme humiliation, degradation and often enough 

dehumanization …There is something excessive, over the top, and way beyond what can ever be 

accepted in the Body Social in our use of the word evil. Something that tramples on the social 

bond that unites us…..”   ~Michael Stone, THE PSYCHODYNAMICS OF EVIL IN HUMANIZING EVIL. 

A more simplified definition would be “Intentional infliction of suffering and death on another for 

reasons of power, rage, revenge, job, enjoyment”. I think evil is much bigger than this definition though. 

It  leaves out the whole gamut of unintentional evil that is created by our indifference, our refusal to 

work with our shadow at a personal or at a collective level  

Once we have knowledge of our shadow we have shame. So if we project Shadow we are avoiding 

awareness, we avoid feeling shame, Fear and shame underlie the projection of shadow. We either, own 

our shadow - and recognize it - or we split it off. Then we may do evil because of that denial of our 

shadow, feeling ashamed of our own imperfections, failings, motives etc.  

Brigette Eggar simplifies the whole thing with her definition. “Evil is a failure in our ethical behaviour”. It 

is a failure to consider the total picture. Ethics are only possible in relationship with ourselves, the other 

and the cosmos. 

The primordial experience of evil is that it is unclean, polluting. Our first instinct is to turn away from it 

yet we have to ask the question ‘Does the Self want us to have this experience?’ ‘Does it serve some 

other purpose? It is the first step along  the path of individuation.  Eve and the apple leave paradise and 

start the process of suffering and psychological development.  

Evil allows us paradoxically to rise beyond our animalistic and instinctual self. By the very nature of our 

mythic disobedience in The Garden of Eden we now yearn for seek the knowledge that allows us to 

become God-like. That in turn is why we struggle to identify with the good and repress the evil. We 

would achieve this God-like status we so much desire if we were able to transcend the shadow forces 

although that is a big ask for humanity. Shadow forces can be summarised as; 

 Lust-  sexual addiction 

 Gluttony eating disorders 

 Greed  selfishness, egocentricity 

 Sloth  pathological dependency 

 Wrath  anger, narcissistic rage 

 Envy  borderline malice 

 Pride  pathological narcissism 

We as humans it seems are forever sending and receiving our shadow projections in a world of 

scapegoating because we cannot own the reality of what it is to be human, i.e. imperfect. Scapegoating 

allocates blame to others not ourselves. And falsely serves to inoculate against future misery and failure 

by evicting the presumed cause.  
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When we project evil onto others we create scapegoats to carry the burden of what we refuse to own. 

Scapegoats, i.e., the Jewish people in Germany, are innocent victims and wear the shame and fear of the 

broader community. Ritualistic observance can function to contain these projections but where the 

living symbols that sustain religious practice cease to function then scapegoating becomes rampant, and 

it seems as if evil knows no bounds.  

Eugene Drewermann says that at the root of human evil is a God-image poisoned by fear, whether 

present in the form of religion or secularized in the form of morality. It is a fear not based on affects or 

passions in the moment but rather a basic attitude of fear. We are more concerned about the social 

expectations of religion or morality and have no regard for the consequences of their actions on other 

humans. This religious, morality based fear strips us of our individual freedom and reduces us to self-

righteous functionaries of the collective. 

Humans sacrifice themselves and die unto themselves in the name of religion or of absolute ideals. 

These can be a substitute for a relationship with an inner sense of the divine, of wholeness or of the 

Self. The ground of being, religious or absolute ideals is false. They are fear-based. They do not give any 

connection to an inner value emanating from the Self. They derive from mental concepts, not from the 

belly or the heart. Adherence to divinized laws or states, an inner attitude shaped by fear leads to death 

on the inside and the outside. Humans become evil by wanting to be better than they need to be, for 

fear that who and what they are is not acceptable. 

The origins of violence in association with evil emerged in the Bible through the teaching story of Cain 

and Able, two brothers who made offerings to God. Abel’s sacrifice was acceptable to God but Cain’s 

was not.  Why was Cain’s gift rejected? Why was he deemed to be unworthy? Why did humankind need 

murder and revenge to be the consequence of this, an early experience of being The Unchosen? 

Sylvia Brinton Perera in THE SCAPEGOAT COMPLEX, Ch 1 has a marvelous section on the Black Sheep in 

which she says “the child suffers, as a result of its alienation from the maternal figure….It is not what the 

child has done that brings rejection, but what the child is in relation to the parent” Cain felt utterly 

rejected by his Father, God, and took his murderous revenge on Abel. 

At an individual level this story raises all the issues around the anger that is generated when our 

inferiorities are touched. The powerlessness and vulnerability, experienced when we are unconscious. 

Why? Why? Why? becomes so important and the world of cause and effect. It embodies overwhelming 

emotion when our inferiorities are touched. We are possessed by wrath, anger, violence, possessed by 

our shadow, caught in a world of projection, of illusion. Lost in this world of ‘why’ we lose touch with 

reality. The world has become a failed ideal, unattainable because our emotions have drawn a veil over 

the imperfect real world. All because we feel unworthy, rejected. Most of all it does one no good to 

think that if I am good I can avoid all this. Because of the dualistic nature of good and evil, being good 

just supresses the evil. 

ML von Franz tells us in THE SHADOW AND FAIRY TALES “that evil is a skeleton- the spirit of no life and no 

love; destructiveness for its own sake which everyone has to some extent but some people are 

completely possessed by. In talking about obsession by the negative animus she gives a vivid description 

saying that the demon gets fatter as the person gets thinner because the demon is in front of the 

person’s mouth, the demon eats everything the person is given. The person works everywhere against 

life, a spoilsport who destroys the flame of life. Some people always want to cut life off with envy or  
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criticism, aspects of real evil.  This kind of evil is best left to starve to death. One gives no blood, no 

warmth, nor life, and that makes the devil turn back to where he came from” she says 

3.  What Influences Evil? 

Influences of society:-     

 Poverty 

 Drugs 

 Gambling  

 Alcohol 

 Loneliness, physical or spiritual 

Naivety  - Curiosity / Indifference 

Melancholy. 

Melancholy is in fact a double-edged sword. It is a precondition for possession by evil yet for those who 

know how to work with it a precondition for reaching the inner center that is leaving the collective. The 

Dark Night of the Soul can be a most constructive aspect of coming into a relationship with the Self. 

Shadow influences 

Jung attributes evil to the Self. When we ignore the potential for evil in the Self we create our shadow 

side. How do we choose to act out that shadow from within ourselves given the influences we are 

subject to in our environment? If we recognize our projections and work with our shadow then we will 

not be possessed by it. It cannot act through us and we are unaware of it. It is precisely the failure to do 

this that creates a criminal. If we fail to work with shadow we are working against life. If we fail to re-

integrate shadow, good and evil remain split, stifling life. 

If people do not have authenticity they are lost when confronted with evil. Integrity, a sense of being 

knotted together is an aspect of wholeness. Another aspect of wholeness is ethical integrity and inner 

ethical integrity does not come from the ego but from the Self. 

Man, not the snake, is the source of all evil and Jung tells us we are pitifully unaware of it. 

We know that the dark aspects remain evil and fearful only while in the dark. Merely looking at the 

unconscious aspects brings light into the darkness. All that is required is to look but we humans want to 

change things; we cannot leave things alone. As long as we want to change things true Self-knowledge 

has not been attained. 

4 .  What are the Types of Evil 

Banal Evil 

Banality of evil, is a term coined by Hannah Arendt after she had watched the Eichmann Trial in 

Jerusalem. He was an important functionary in the Nazi Regime. This banality of evil is characterized by 

a belief that what one is doing is not evil, rather, what one is engaging in is a behaviour that is, or has 

been, normalized by the society in which one resides. It entails a loss of empathy, a split between inner 

and outer, between subject and object. It is one of the underlying factors behind the Child Sexual Abuse 



‘The Shadow and Evil’ - presentation by Mary Duffy, 15th July 2016 
 

5 
 

scandal and in my view underlies much of what is experienced in relation to many institutions in our 

day. 

It occurs when we are indifferent to the consequences of our actions. Where we fail to reflect upon our 

actions in relationship to others it becomes a failure to observe that our actions could be destructive 

toward others.  We rely solely on instructions given and never question consequences of our actions. I 

have had plenty of opportunity to observe this in a hospital setting recently where absolutely no one 

was able to make decisions. It was always some ‘always-absent’ other who was responsible. 

Consequences for patients in this setting is difficult and can be life-threatening. 

We need to ask what dispositions need to take place in an individual for them to believe that following 

duty, orders and laws obediently. even when they kill, is absolutely required? 

Certainly the Eichmann trial left no one in any doubt that the well-intentioned allegiance to authority, 

fearful lack of an inner sense of self, and detachment from human feelings can produce a mentality 

capable of the creation and sanction of the extermination camps. 

Radical Evil 

Radical evil is conscious, deliberate action whose intention is to subject another person or a group of 

people to extreme suffering, extreme humiliation, degradation and often enough dehumanization. ISIS 

is a contemporary example.  

Absolute Evil 

Absolute evil is what appears to be wanton, purposeless, random, destructive acts. Nature is often 

conceived in this way when we are confronted by the consequences of storms, volcanoes, and other 

random acts of violence. As always we need to contain the projection and reflect on such violence 

within ourselves. 

However absolute evil is also that aspect of evil for which the time is not yet right for it to come into 

consciousness, the collective. As Sylvia Brinton Perera describes it 

 “There is a part of the shadow that is culturally relative, which when made conscious can be 

revalued and returned to enrich the collective. There is also an abysmal, even willful 

destructiveness which would turn against cultural evolution and the gods themselves. This is 

absolute evil, part of some incomprehensible malevolence and power before which, like Job, we 

can only cover our mouths when we see it in nature, and when it glimmers darkly in ourselves. 

Looking into the maw of this fierce, fearsome place of power has a dual effect. It is not only tomb, it is 

also womb. It releases the individual to a new birth. We come into ourselves as we wrestle with the dark 

energies surging through us and through others, as we learn to stand consciously against the mere 

acting out of the powers in which we, each of us, partake.  

Psychopathic evil 

Psychopaths intentionally inflict suffering and death on another for reasons of power, rage, revenge, 

advancement in their job, enjoyment. Behind the psychopath is one who is completely heartless, has no 

feelings, no ethics, and in whom there lies a hidden secret inflation- the right to lie, cheat and murder 
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with no self-doubt and no self-criticism. Beneath this is also an egocentric baby full of idealistic 

delusions which by its touching innocence hauls others into wanting to help and rescue the poor person; 

but that inner infant is a parasite-it never develops.. It simply learns that it is entitled to manipulate 

others. And therefore sentimental pity is inappropriate.   

Sarah Stein in her presentation gave some very upsetting examples of psychopathic serial killers.  

Pragmatic evil 

This is a milder version of the psychopath. It is where ambition, desires, social prestige, make the goal all 

important. Admiration, recognition of achievement, is the first goal of life, a totally external 

abandonment of the inner life. This drives us to exploit others for our own ends.  

I was once on the board of management for an organization where the CEO’s only concern was the goal, 

attainment of which would be seen as an achievement for the CEO. The clients the organization should 

have served were finding that requests for even basic services were being denied as fiscal and 

management services concerns were receiving first priority. 

Scapegoating 

Sylvia Brinton Perera tells us in THE SCAPEGOAT COMPLEX that scapegoating allocates blame and serves to 

“inoculate against future misery and failure” by evicting the presumed cause of misfortune. It gives the 

illusion that we can be “perfect even as your Father who art in heaven is perfect” if we take the proper 

prophylactic measures, do the right things. 

Unused creative power - Sloth 

One of the most destructive forces psychologically speaking is unused creative power. Sloth turns the 

psychic energy into pure poison. It is the basis of both banal and radical evil and is a refusal to develop 

our higher consciousness. Unused creativity tries to destroy other people’s creativity. It is the same with 

unlived possibilities which are used to blur or make uncertain another’s efforts toward consciousness. 

5.  Can Evil be Integrated? 

Motives underlying evil are desire for power, anger, the desire for revenge, and sadistic evil for pleasure. 

These are the things we need to investigate in ourselves when we seek to integrate our personal evil. 

 How do we live the powerless vulnerability of our own unconsciousness? 

 How do we live the powerless vulnerability of the world around us? 

 What, where, why, when do we act out of our own power, anger or sadism? 

 When do we retaliate or act out of revenge? 

 How much do we harbour grudges? 

All our answers to these questions and our reflections on our experience of evil give some indication of 

the extent to which evil can be integrated at a personal level. 

I am now turning to the ‘Shadow and Evil in the Collective’ which was presented by Luigi Zoja. Here the 

focus shifts from psychopathy to paranoia and in particular paranoia as a political force in the world. 
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Few countries can be considered immune from the tide of violence generated by intolerance, lust for 

power, economic difficulties, political fanaticism, etc. Violence which can be seen snaking through  

sporadic and private episodes or through government lawlessness,  through 1st and 3rd world countries 

leaves us powerless and vulnerable, with nothing to say beyond a trivial question; What ever happened 

to 2nd world countries? 

The shadow is the easiest thing to project; it feeds our paranoia, our suspicion and mistrust. We need to 

be suspicious of our paradoxical shadow as part of animal instincts but we also need to be able to 

balance that out against the reality that consciousness presents to us. So paranoia in itself is not an 

illness only an excess of paranoia is a problem 

Collective shadow projections are very infectious. Hitler was infectious. His basic assumptions were 

absurd and these assumptions he inflated and illuminated. It all started with a train ride he took on 

which some Jews from Eastern Europe were migrating to Germany. The way they behaved, their food 

and its smell, their dress, their language were too foreign for him. He was afraid of being overwhelmed 

by them. He projected this experience in a closed railway carriage out onto the whole of the German 

Nation and extrapolated it out to include the whole Jewish race. Paranoiacs are especially successful in 

difficult times and of course their tool in trade is scapegoating. 

Hitler fueled the paranoia of the people by using logic which he threw around in a circulatory process, 

back and forth. He created false justifications saying that the Jews in the ghettos were dirty and 

therefore spread infection which justified his removal of those people elsewhere. The reality was that 

these people were starving. They just needed more food and water. Another example of this throwing 

logic around to avoid facing the reality of a situation was in 1938 in Russia. A census was taken and the 

population was shown to be 10% less than was expected. These people had died because of starvation 

due to Stalin’s policies. Stalin had the whole Statistical Commission killed because of their failure to give 

him the figure he had expected.  

Luigi Joja goes on to talk about the need in a Democratic system to find support to stay in power. A 

classic example of this is the Brexit poll where both the Conservatives and the Labor Party both 

supported the ‘Remain’ vote and both leaders will lose their positions having failed to be in tune with 

the will of the people. The peoples’ real fears were very different to those of their leaders and their 

collective paranoia was not addressed sufficiently in the campaign. 

Paranoia is also fueled in the collective through the mass media who over simplify, newspapers and 

their self-feeding mechanism, radio that falsifies and incites scaremongering as a way of obtaining 

ratings to satisfy advertisers and TV.  Paranoia never looks inside only outside. How can we counteract 

this media Influence? The media have lost its objectivity. It no longer has a balanced perspective but 

now has become a scapegoater in its own right. 

How can we use what power we have to change perceptions? 

We have to become aware of the power of paranoia and gain a balance in our own thinking, attitudes 

and actions. We need to be active in looking for, becoming involved with and supporting those in our 

world who are showing us that a different perspective to that driven by the Collective is actually 

happening. 
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Daniel Barenboim as his contribution has established an Israeli/Palestinian youth Orchestra which he 

sponsors, acts as conductor for and organizes to tour countries to gain experience. All the musicians 

appear to work wonderfully together. Everyone sacrifices their own individual attitudes in the name of 

musicianship, the bigger picture. 

We also need to question everything rather than just take for granted what is said by others. This time 

in which we live seems to be demanding that this apply to every aspect of our lives not just 

Governments, but include all aspects of our Society. 

As a further insight into this need for a more balanced perspective I quote the following figures taken 

from a survey on the perception of actual Muslim presence, verses reality in several European countries. 

 France Reality     8% perception  31% 

 Germany  6% 90% 

 Belgium  6%  29% 

 Poland  0.1%   5% 

 Hungary  0.1%  7% 

It actually is a very good example of the skewed influence of our Shadow projections. Reality is very 

different. However perception is very difficult to change in a state of paranoid insecurity. Just as an 

aside paranoids are too suspicious to consult analyst!! 

The real danger is when Collective paranoia combines with a Psychopath who has no concern with 

moral issues. Corruption is a far better alternative than the psychopath who sets the forest on fire. 

Terrorists appeal to our paranoid potential. We need to ask if our perception of their numbers and their 

threat potential are really so great?  New York Times posed the question:  

  Are terrorists the main danger?  

              …or is it El Nino which has the potential to put at risk the lives of 60M people? 

Henry Abramovitch in his presentation talked about the three stages of Ethical Development and 

reflected some more on the integration of evil at a collective level. 

Primal Unity is the first stage loyalty to the group. There is no sense of individual right or wrong. Any 

attack is an attack on all. Evil is outside and punishment for murder is the killing of anyone in the 

offending group because it is a collective responsibility. ISIS is based on this first stage of ethical 

development, acting out as an overbearing mother, justifying the harm it does in the belief it is acting 

for the good.  

Old Ethic is based on The Law, The Word. Control evil and we will be perfect and this is how you do it, 

The Way. It Ethic does strengthen egos and develop individuation but at the expense of spontaneity, our 

animal instincts. All this is done in the name of a future good. 

In the New Ethic is the recognition that evil exists in the world, in us, and we have to find a place for it. 

The Old ethic was very innocent and the devil, like some psychopaths attacks innocence. New Ethic 

recognizes that evil is here to stay. We must take responsibility for our own evil and the evil in the 

world. Being evil is NOT taking responsibility for it within ourselves. Being good IS taking responsibility 

for evil within us and in our world. When we are confronted with questions such as whether we should 

be active in doing good works or studying the response becomes that study teaches us what to do when 
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we don’t know what to do. We have to become conscious about what exactly good works are.  

A question of priorities, the responsible self: making a choice when we have reflected on what is the 

highest priority. 

Bridgette Eggar says that in the new ethic each person has carved out their individual ethical standpoint, 

has developed deep roots, carved out of the unconscious, the shadow. An individual ethic that is rooted 

in the collective and away from the old ethic where the collective ethic was the framework and the 

individual had to submit to it. The new ethic and its individual standpoint is rooted in the psyche so 

deeply it touches and influences the collective. Collective ways do not work anymore. 

This new ethic demands we ask questions: 

 What is a responsible response when someone is committing evil?  

 What is a responsible response when we realize we have committed evil? 

 What are we going to do about it in each of the above cases? 

In the New Ethic as members of a group if something untoward happened within the group we would ask: 

 How did we as a group allow this to happen? 

 Where did we as a group fail in our teaching of our group members? 

 Where did we fall down as a cohesive group? 

 Why has this occurred among us? 

 What it is saying to me? 

This New Ethic focused on ecological questions would ask 

 How can we turn things around ecologically? 

 What do we project onto nature? 

 Why do we need so much energy? How much energy do I use? 

 Why do we need so many resources? 

 Is my autonomy dependent on my car? 

 What is the limitless growth we are seeking that we project onto monetary systems? 

 What is the sense of oneness that I am seeking that I project onto ‘one state’,  

‘one nation’, ‘one EU’? 

 Does less need to be depressed? 

6.  The Responsible Self / Maturing the Archetype of Evil / 
          Relativisation of Evil 

The above questions concerning the integration of evil at the collective level require the New Ethic stage 

of development which various people describe as the Responsible Self; Maturing the Archetype of Evil; 

Relativisation of evil 

 How is the responsible self, different from the Self? 

 When do I get involved, interfere or not, for fear of the consequences?’ 

 When called to make a judgement would I be happy with an outcome to a situation no matter which 

side I was on?  

 When I hear an inner voice how do I know it is the voice of God? 

 Whose voice might it be? 



‘The Shadow and Evil’ - presentation by Mary Duffy, 15th July 2016 
 

10 
 

 How do we respond when our actions are deemed to be good but when another commits those same 

actions they are deemed to be evil?   

Abel could only feel good about his offering to God when his brother’s gift was accepted. As long as his 

brother’s gift was rejected there was no possibility of feeling good because it would have been at the 

expense of the other.  

Recognizing there is absolutely no transparency in the Father complex, father always knows best. 

ML von Franz tells us that our ethical disposition needs to be completely at odds with the status quo. 

Only then can we be free and have individual responsibility, because it is only then that the third 

emerges. Only then are we obedient to our basic inner being - one’s instinctual being which is the only 

essential thing. The sharpening or differentiation of ethical reactions into clear-cut black and white lines 

is not favourable to life; not adapted and responsive to the actual situation. 

Evil will happen to us, around us, in spite of us and our response is not so much “yes; all will be well” but 

rather “Yes; this is all there is complete with darkness, fear, relentlessness.” It’s actually grasping the 

darkness and saying “I can still make something of this however and wherever I find myself.” 

7.   Is There an Answer to the problem of evil? 

Jung says in MEMORIES, DREAMS AND REFLECTIONS: 

 “Therefore the individual, who wishes to have an answer to the problem of evil, as it is posed 
today, has need, first and foremost, of self-knowledge, that is, the utmost possible knowledge of 
his own wholeness. He must know relentlessly how much good he can do, and what crimes he is 
capable of, and must beware of regarding the one as real and the other as illusion.” 

When we can retire into the inner castle of the Self we are inaccessible to the attacks of evil. We 

become invisible to the other person 

Creativity and knowledge linked to higher consciousness are the only way an individual ethic rooted in 

things, can overcome an attack by evil. We need to be able to be objective about what is happening, to 

give expression to what it is, to see it symbolically. Think of fairy stories in which a magic circle is drawn 

so that evil cannot penetrate. By drawing the line an inner and an outer is created. This magic circle 

enables us to gain perspective. Our attention is directed onto other things and this influences our 

actions through conscious motivation.  

Concepts only exist in polarities. Evil only exists with good-both sides of a coin. Briggitte Egger says the 

answer to evil lies in our ethical behaviour. It is a failure to consider the whole picture. Ethics are only 

possible in relationship with ourselves, the other and the cosmos. 

And finally I conclude with a quote from Jung: 

 “The task of humanity is to endure the conflict of good and evil until the time or turning-point 

is reached where good and evil relativize themselves, doubt themselves, and the cry is raised for 

a morality ‘beyond good and evil’.” 


