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Donna, vou have made an exci ing entry into the subject of evil,

raised very orovecative lesues, caused a whole fliood of responses
in me. The subject of human evii is precisely fascinating be-

tavne we do not really deal with it explicitiy in our world any~
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mort ang yet L permeaten our werld . tha viglenee, the racism

Ana mexism, oprressions, abuse, war. ]
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efhes your point that we have "separated curseives {rom evil"

when whe parrator savs, afoer bhe horror, tha nightmare that was

ke

the subiect of the Film, that Y"the res] enemv we fought was with- }

ir us™ {not an exact quotel. it is the way of iife in our cul-
ture o toss those parts of curseives we fear And can't bear to
face off anto some Tother", then to diff rtiate surselves from,
distance ourselves from, and, finally, make war on,those others,
all the vhile being completeir unconscious of what we are doing.
IF Oldver Shone was saying we will never live in peare until we
confront that enemy within, trat is, vntil we accomplish a spirit

vai transfermation, I compietely agree, Sam Keern, in his book

Fares of the Enemy, makes the same point. He details the process

N enemv-making, from parsnoia (or basic mistrust of the world)
through nrojection to propaganda, the means hy wrich we concret-
ize the dehumanized image of the enemy . OSam savs the heroes of
the new arpe will be those men and women willing to enter the
darkness of their own interiors, to meet what they most fear.
This enemy-making process was beautifully exemplified in my
area last fall by the huge furor over the local showing of the
film "Hail, Mary", a film vonsmaered blasphemous by the pope and
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by many catholics in the Utiecs area. T was 1nterested in the
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editorials in our local "news'"paper - they continued for weeks

and one day a whole page was devoted to them, letters for and
agains®. Here are statements frém 2 of them. (Read 2 brief
statements).  On one side, the cool, rational voice of the ed-
ucated, liberal, middie class man. On the other, the devout
outrage of the nun for whom the bother of us 211 had bheen in-
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suited. Was themno healing possible hers? No common ground mﬁx“v {
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whatsoever? What good was it doing anyhody to be ‘right’? 7T
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came 0 see this Pight as the fight of all the wounded brothers
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and sisters, sons and dauphters, taking a pitiful satisfaction 3 cdt Y77
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in the other parson’s hadness - ienorance or blasoremy' - not
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sven testing the WAuwr Lo see if reconeiliation is possible

You are so right, Donna, about tolerance - thal. it reguires an
oreaness and a willinpness Lo live with ampiguily that are very
pard for us to ranspe - in fact they go apainst Lhe whole way

of life of control and denisl and deception that characterize

the system we live in, our rational enlightened system that re-

pisced, (to bur betterment?) that more imapinative world of e {d§
bell processions, saints and d i hol rail I d 1?% fﬁf
SEaS RUOLESSIONS, salnts and drapons, holy grails, heaven sn Cﬂgv W
hell, angels and devils, when evil was at least real for people. 00{ »
Hobert Hly‘the poetipmjnts out that just a few years ago we 447 Oh l' /
eiected a president we knew wouid lie to us, snd no one is out- ™ &“”ﬁ
raped, no massive protests as one lie after *”“ﬁ?ffﬂiﬁc?fw%ﬁﬁgA;&S%Zf<;,
no pointipeg out. that the €wporer has no clo&he%;‘ Qvfy i%ﬁg%;K”ﬂ ‘w“’" i
stitutionalized, it is banal, as Hannah Arendt ohs erved; while «.H,\e @,ef
we repress  it, or knowledre of it, in ourselves, it wmore and )ﬂ‘*ﬁe
more iq embodied in our society -~ in the homeliessness, jobless- [iviﬁﬁkﬁ\
Ness, Lesn-age pregnancy and crime, homophobia, dvsfunctional ‘A
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In the movie "Broadcast News" the character Aaron, in love
with Jane who in turn has fallen for the William Hurt character,

tries to get her to see that Hurt is a dec
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iver, a rotten apple.
He savs to her, {approximat@iy) "Do vou think the devil is going
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to have horns and a pointed taili?® ONo,ils the implication, he
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will be as charming snd winshme as William Hurt!)

Which goes for evil within, too. The evil within is not easily
recognizable, either, especially if we refuse to see it. T read-
A wonderful Jungian ansdysis of the dracula lﬂpwnd recently - avMy&Li
legend that's a product of a similar mind a%}g;m hell procession
Spring; from --but Dracula, who lives off of human vitality or
blocd, exists because no one believes he can he real - denial is
the very source of bhis power. Qracula, toe,is a potent. image of
evii for our time,

There is one point on which 1] would disagrees with vou, Donna,
however. Carl Jung, you mention, worked to reintegrate the fem-
inine, the earth' and evil into human conscicusners.  Tou suggeit
that we have made soms proFress with reinteprating the feminine
and with becoming more ecarth-centerved, leaving us with the "hard-
ar to tackle™ probler of evii. But, in fact, the monstrous evils
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we so deplore, of war and viclence and oppression, and our own

shortcomines as lovers, are dus to our fear of the feminine and
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af mature,  Evil is the SPpara;fmn‘nf ma“thsﬂﬁ,f?ﬁw feminine,
spirit from body, culture fror nature, the "aplit condition®
that June referred to. 1 we nad even begun Lo come to grips

with how greatly we fear the feminine ang nature, cluding our

own natural, instinctual, wanting, desiring selves we'd be
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making real progress against evil.
as T'm coming to understand it
The feminineAis that very opsnness and abiiity to live with
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ambiguity that you rightly sugeest is true tolerance. The feminine
is that balancing of life and deatn, cyclicalivy, changing, waxe-
ing and waniﬁg spirit of eros that teaches us to let go of our
obsession with achievement and certainty. Until we can reintegrate
the feminine, within ourselves and within our society, our values
and our institutions, we will never really "allow evil within our
own souls". Evil will ajwavs be out there, away from us, and we
will be having to make ourselvesimulnerable agsinst it.

I think your challenge to us to come to see evil as the "equal
and opposite partner of rood’ is nothing less than a call to do
some courageous loving, that is, ©to go within snd become acquaint-
ed with our own shadows - thatunruly chaos.

Your image of that solemn bell procession, undulating out of a
dim and ancient past is a wonderful image for descending into
our own darkness, like the descent of the goddess Ishtar, to
consider not how we grow, but "how we rot ", Because we're not
used to taking that darkness seriously, we like to live in the
daylight of the rational 20th century mind.

And so the last thing I have to say is really an emphasis
coming out of my own true response to your words. L sgree passion-
ately that we need to become acquainted with the evil within. It
is the only way to love and to wisdom and to peace. But are we
U-U's capable of such a solemn bell procession into our own exper-~
ience, our own interiors,~a far cry from a discussion or a work-
shop on dealing with evil, or from a GA "name" spesker on spirit-

( faine H,‘fmczd SN *Nuhmwﬁu\{ @ity i)

ua]ity.@ﬁbo we have a role as eclergy in getting it started and -

how do we do so?
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It seems to me such s process - in partial answer to my own
anestion ~ such a process would need three parts to it. One}is
individuals taking on a commitment to the psychotherapeuttic

process as spiritual discipline, whieh would initiate us into our

nether regions, our common pain, our oneness with the world. Two,
we wnuld need to heighten our swarecness of patrisrchy, how deeply
enmeshedin its addictive system we are. We would need to con-

sciously resist it in 211 its forms from the war machine, to our

hierarchical institutions, to our sado-masochiztic relationships,
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Lo the - voice of the self-hater firmiy ensconced; in our own
conscicusnesses. Three. would be to gather in groups exnplicitly
to build community, risking trust and Vulherahility together in

A way that. is discouraeged in the paranoid wider culiture. It would
e nice if such groups could be co~terminous with our churches

and s0 he places where*zould reflect on tradition in the light

ot our own experience, and to reclaim myth and ritusl collective-
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ly. (Somethirg like the base communities of latin amarLC@‘)

See? 1 told you your discourse caused a f1ood of TESLONSes

in me. Thaok vou for bringing these powerful and important, ideas

into our gommon conversation.



