


Theo 1%3; Jung Stuiy questiong
"The Stagcs of Life"

i.

. What are the specific problems of the stage of life called youth according to Jung?
Of that stage called middle 1ife? How docz Jung understand these stagos in terms
of the rolations between the ego and the unconscious?

“The Structure of the Psyche™ (begin p. 27, "There are, as we know , . . ")

1.

¥hat evidence does Jung present that we ought not restrict overything psychic to
to the ego?

What aro the two basic arcas which Jung differentintes in what he calls "the uncon-
sclous™?

How does Jung describs the languago or expression of the colloetive unconscious?
How docs this differ froa the oxpression of tho personal unconscious? Froo tha.t

of the ego?

What are archetypes?

What are the relations obtaining botween tho expressions of the collective uncon=
gscious anl tho environnental comditions of the subject?

WVhat is "participation nystique*?

What archotypas, according to Jung, constitute "the suprene rcgulating principles
of religious and even of political life"? BExplain.

As opposed to Freud, Jung says, "I have found that & rational undorstanding of these
things in no way detracts fron thoir valuz; on the contrary, it helps us not only
to feol but to gain insight 1nto thoir im-ense significance.” Explain. :
What inplications doos such a view have for Jung's evaluation of Catholicism?
What relation doos Jung posit between roligion and philosophy, on the one hand, and
the collective unconscious on the othex?

*Instinct and ;t.ho Unconscious” i

1.

2,
3-

Jung says, % “Tho question of instinct cannct be dealt with psycholozically without
considering the archetypes, because at bottom thoy deternine one another.” Explain
the relation betwcen instinet amd archetype according to Jung. (Re. camended supple~
nentary rcadinsz *On tho Nature of the Psyche™ in Vol. 8 of Jung's Collected Porks).
Vhat distinguishes an instinct fron a coapulsion?

¥Vhat 1o the connection of intuition with instinet ard archetype?

"The Concept of the Collectivo Unconscious®

i.
2.

mﬂmy\#u

What are complexcs? What is the :ssentiazl difference beticen a conplex and an
archotyps?

How many archetypec are there? Is there any way of deteraining an answer to this
gquestion?

How is an archetype activated? How can such activation spark a neurosls=-i.e.;
urdor what comditions?

How are archetypas a priori?

In what way does Jung's notion of the collective unconsclous differ fron ths posi-
tions of Freuwi and Adler on the psyche?

How does Jung countaer the objection that the concept of the collective unconsclous
is "nysticisn™?

Why is it dangerous to deny the significance of archetypal motifs?

How are drean elenentis determined to bs archetypal or not?




Theo 19683 Jung Study questions, 2

9.

Ybat is active inggination? How is it rolated to dreams?

"The Relations betuween th% Bgo ard the Unconscious™

i,
2.

3.
I‘}'

7.

8.

9.
10.
11.

12,

It is obvious thei Jung's notion of the persomal unconscious ig also different from
Freud®s. In what respects is this the case?
that is the transference? Yhat is its funection?
What does Jung nean by calling the drean a highly objective product of the payche?
In what way doss the exanple arguing for a “collective unconscious? given in section
1 point to mattors of concern for the psychologist of religion? (N.B. suggested
rezding on the implicit religious significance of the transference:s Ernest Becker,
The_Denin)_of Death, Ch. 7, “The Spell Cast by Persons~-tho Noxus of Unfreedon")
P, 783 "There is no a priori reason why it should not be just as possible that the
unconsclious tendencles have a goal beyond the human person, as that the unconscious
can'do nothing byt wish,® Exporicnce alone can decide which is the more suitable hypo-
thesis.” How does this seeningly sinply statement enbody the essonce of the departure
of Jung fron the Proudicn point of view?
P. 80. Comment: Reflected in Jung's description of the God-ipnge produced by the
dreans of his patient is his pre-1940 idea that archetypes are an inherited deposit
and thuas “archaic” or "primitive.” In the light of his later work, "basic” or
vglénental™ would be more accurade than “archale,” "primordial™ than "prinitive,”
Perhigps "abariginal™ would do. That this gal—iuage is "infinitely far from thé con-
scious idea of God” doos not maan that it correspomds to "the archalc conception of
a nqtmdgenon. - which, after all, was plso a conscious idea of God. It is also
quite in “coping with soze elenents of the Judaso-Christian ideca of Cod, It seems
to reflect, e.g., "Hide me in the shedow of your wings.” Inmciiately, then, Jung
goes to Hebrow and Christian notions to describe it furthers “God is spirit,” ruah,
wind, breixth, The problea may rather have been with the conscious idea of God;
The nssinllaiion of repressed contents of the porsonal unconeiious, pp. 80f. Jung
is hore dealing with the integratlion of tho personal shadow, and the description he
gives of it is well worth serious attention, It is probably one of the best
demcriptions-in~brief in all his work of this aspect of individuation, Necessarily
involved in c¢zo-development is the exclusion of certain aspects of the personality.
These aspects contribute to the formption of the personal shedow. The confusion
they cause by being neglected can make then threatening and can involve tho subject
in norally difficult situations. They are parts of the totnl persomality, amd
really ought not be nissing. Their lack causes what Jung calls “a feeling of moral
resontment,™ 1,0., a disparaging of such aspscts and a tendency to project this
disparagenent upon those in whoz these aspects are well deveoloped and differentiated,
thus regarding thesc people as norally inferior to oncself. The re-~integration
(nevor coaplete) of these aspecis of the personality deepens cne'’s self-knowledge
and one's hunanity. It huvnaniges one through modesty amd the correction of one's
hypocritical judgnents of those upon whom the shadow has been projscted.

Interoasting exercise: Conpars the attitude of Jesus with that of the Fharisees
toward the publicans and sinners, The Pharisecs had a shadow problen which they
rofuced to come to terms with., This refusal is at the basis of thelr hypoerisy.
¥hy doas Jung diedain the accusation of fanciful nysticisn levelled at his ideas
(footnote 5, p. 83)?

What are the two extreze dangers attendant upon the assinilation of the unconscious?
¥What do they have in coanon?

What does Jung mean by the distinctlion bstween irggo and object? Why is it so
inportant?

What is psychic inflation? What two forms can it take? What do these two forms
have in caznon?

How is the relation of conscious and personal psyche to collective unconsclous
similar to the relation of individual to soclety?
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13-

14,

15.
16.

17.
18,
19.

20.

25,

What is the key qualification accoxding to which the negotiation of the collective
peyche brings about a legitinate or illegitimate snlarging of the scops of one's
personality? why 1s it of such crucial importance to make and keep a clear dis-
tinction botween personal and collective contents?

In what way is the 11legifirate assimilation of the collactive psyche particularly
illusory with respect to the specifically naral pair of opposites, good and evil?
What does Jung nean by the statement, p. 100, that "the element of differentiation
is the individual?"

Why 48 it true that the norality of soclaty is in inverse ratio to its sise?

What iz the perscna? What is its relation to true individuality? What happens
to it in the course of negotiating the collective uncomscious?

Jung mentions four ways in which the imdividual con react to the collapse of one's
congscious attitule, only one of which is correct. Describe uhat he means by each
of these four attitules,

Vhat is Jung’s notion of the hero? How 1s haroisn distinguished from whtion?
(Interesting exercise: ccupare Jung's notion of heroisn with Ernest Becker's in
The Denial of

What is m1viduatlon? How does it diffor from individualisn? How is it the
central concept of Jungian paychology?

Vhat does. Jung nean by the compensatory relation of unconscious processes to the
the eomolaus nind?

Vhé.t is the Se1f? In what way does this notion exclude iientification with either
persona or collective psyche? Why is it a pernanently supraordinate quantity?
Tovard the emd of this paper, Jung suggests the implications of what he has baen
saying for the moral problen of good and evil. What does he say?

What is the driving force of the unconsclous? In what respocts is it true to say
that the unconscious is not working toward a deliberate and concerted plan?

What is pasychic objJectivity? What is its yelation to the phencmenon of projection?

*Alon: Phencmenclogy of the Self”

1.
2.

What is the differance between the ego and the self? How 1s it this distinction
escaped pre-late-19th century phlleosophical and psychological thought?

What is the shedow? What is its relatipn to the ego? +to the personal unconscious?
¥Vhat noral problen does it present to the ego-parsonnlity? Why it it so heavilly
leden with affect? ihat cre its two dimensions?

What are projections? Projoctions of the shadow? Projootions of the contrasexual
archetype?

¥hat is tho anima? What is her primnory symbolic manifestation? How is such a uanil-
festatlon changed?

What is the aninus? His prinsry synbolic manifestation?

How are anina and aninus respeotively cxpresgsed in the psychology of men and women?
1.8., how doea their "anincsity™ diffex?

What are the positive aspscts of anima and animus? What is thoir function in peychic

integration? Why do they renain autonomous despite this integration?
Why 18 it casler to gnin insight into the shadow than lnto the anima or animus?



Theo 196Bs Jung Study questiong
"The Stages of Life"

1.

that are the spocific problecas of the stage of life called youth according to Jung?
Of that stage called niddleo 1ife? How dozz Jung understand these stages in terno
of the rolations botweon the €zo and the unconscious?

"The Structurc of the Poycho® (begin p. 27, "There are, as wo know . « . ")

1.

¥hat ovidenco docs Jung presont that wo ought not restrict overything poychic to
to tho ezo?

What arc tha two basic arces wvhich Jung differontiatos in vhat he calls "the uncon-
scious”?

How does Jung describs the languago or oxpreasion of tho colleetive unconscious?
How docs this differ fron tho expzrossion of tho personal unconscious? Froa that

of the ego?

What are archotypoa?

¥hat arc tho relations obtaining botween the oxpresaions of the colleotive uncon-
scious aml tho onvironnentnl conditions of the subject?

What is "participation nystique"?

What archotypss, according to Jung, constitute “the supreme regsulating princlplcs
of religious and ovoa of political lifo"? Explain.

As opposcd to Freud, Junz says, "I have fourd that a rational undorstanding of these
things in no wmy detracts fron their value; on tho contrary, it helps us not only
to feel but to gain insight into thoir intense significance.” [xplain.

What inplications does such o view have for Jung's ovaluation of Catholicicm?

What relation docg Jung peslt between roligion and philosophy, on the one haml. and
tho collective unconsclous on the other?

»Instinct and .the, Unconsciowa” 4

1.

2,
3.

Jung n:xym *The qucstion of instinct cannot be dealt with psychologically without
conoidering the archetyr-3, bocause at bottoa they deternine one another.” Explain
the relaticn botwcen instinct and archetype according to Jung. (Re comended supple~-
nontary readinzs "On tho liaturc of the Psycho® in Vol. 8 of Jung's Collected Horks).
Whot distinguishes an instinet froa a conpulsion?

¥hat 1is tho connoction of intuition with instinet and archetype?

“The Concept Of the Collectivo Unconscious”

What are coaplexea? WHhat is the :osentisl difference botween a conplex and an
archetypa?

How pany archotypes arc thoro? 1Is thore any way of detcrnining an answer %o this
qucstion?

How is an archotypo activatcd? How can such activation sparic a neurcsis=-i.e.,
under what conditions?

How are archotypos a priorl?

In what way does Jung®s notion of the collective unconsciocus differ froa thie posi-
tions of Froud and Adler on the psycho?

How does Jung countor the objcction that the coancepy of the collective unconiciods
is "pysticisn"?

Why is it dangerous to deny the significance of archetypal notifs?

How are droan elencnts deternincd to bo axchetypal or not?
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9.

Yhat is aciive icgsinetion? How is it rslated to drecars?

"The Relations betireen the bgo and the Unconscious”

1.
2.

3.
l}'

7.

8.

9.
10.
11.

12.

It is obviocus that Junz's notion of tho porsonal unconscious ia also different from
Frouwd®s. In what respeets is this the case?
that is the transference? VYhat is its function?
that doas Jung mean by calling the dreanm a highly objective product of the psyche?
In vhat vay docs the exanple arguing for a "collective uncomscioun? given in section
1 point to mattexrs of concern for the psycholozist of religion? (N.B. suggested
reading on the inplicit religlous slgnificance of the transforenco: Ernest Becker,
The Denial of Donth, Ch. 7, "The Spell Cast by Persons——the Noxus of Unfreedom®)
P. 78: "There "is no a priori reason why it should not be just as possible that the
unconscious tendoncics have a goal beyond the hutan person, as that the unconscious .
can'do nothing byt wish.' Exporience alone can decide which is the nore sultable hypo-
theais.” How doss this seeningly sinply statcoent embody the esscence of the departure
of Jung fru:t tho Frovdion point of viou?
P, 80. Cmmant. Reflected in Junz's description of the God-inage produced by the
dreans of his patient is his pre-1940 iden that archetypcs arc an inhorited deposit
amd thus “archaic” or "prinitive.” In the light of his lator work, "basic" or
*elcaontal®” would bs morc accurate than "archalc,” "prinoxdial® than *prinitive.”
Pcrhidps “aboriginal® would do. That this god-immge is "infinitely far from théd con-
scicus idea of God” doos not moan that it cmcspoxﬂn to "tho archale coaception of
a n:;tm:o-da:aon. vhich, aftor all, was plgo a conscious iden of God, It is also
quito in Feeping uith some elezonts of the Judaco-Christion ideca of God, It seens
to rofloct, e.g., "Hide ne in the shcdow of your wings.” Inncdintoly, then, Jung
goes to Hehrow and Christion notions to deseribe it furthors "God is spirit,” ruah,
wind, trecath, The problem may rather have bsen with the conscious idex of God.:
The’ anoinllauon of reprcascd contente of the parsonal uncongcious, pp. 80f. Jung
is here do:xlinz with tho integration of tho porsonal chadow, and the description he
gives of it is well worth sorious attention. It 4o probably one of the best
denariptions-in~bricf in all his work of this aspcet of individuntion. Necessarily
involved in czo-development is the exclusion of csrtain aspicts of tho personality.
Thcse aspocts contribute to the formation of the personal shedow. The confusion
they causo by boing n-gleoted can rche then throatoning and can invelve the subject
in norally difficult situations. They are parts ¢f the total psrsonality, and
really ought not be nissinz., Thelr lack causes what Jung calls “a fesling of moral
resontcent,” 1.0., a dicparaging of such aspocts anmd a tendency to project this
disparagecaant upon thoose in whon thoso aspocts are woll doveloped and differentiated,
thus resnrding those people as norally inferiar to onesolf. The re-integration
(never coapleto) of theso nopects of the porconality deopons one's solf-knowledge
and one's humanity. It hunanices one throush modesty amd the correction of one's
hypoeritical Jjudgncnts o? those upon whoa tho shadow has boen projocted.

Intorosting oxorcicos Conpare the attitudo of Josus with that of the Pharisees
tomard the publicans aond sinners., The Pherisees had a shedow problen which they
raofeaed to coma to tercs with., This rofusal iz ot the bosis of tholr hypoerisy.

Why docs Jung disdein the accusation of fanciful nysticism levslled at his ideas
(footnote 5, p. 83)?

What are the two extrome dangers attendant upon the sssimilation of the unconscious?
What do they have in coonon?

¥hat does Jung mean by the distinctlon between imago and object? Why is it so
important?

What is psychic inflation? What two forms can it take? What do these two forms
have in coamon?

How is the relation of conscious and personal. psyche to collective unconscious
sinilar to the relation of indlvidual to soclety?
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13>

14.

15.

16.
17.

18.

19.

20,
21,
22.
23.
24,
25.

What is the key qualification according to which the negotiation of the collective
psyche btrings about a legltirate or 1llegitinmats enlarging of the ocops of one’s
personality? Why is it of such cruclal importance to cake and keep a clear dis-
tinction between personnl and collective contents?

In what way is the illcogitinate assinllation of tho collective payche particularly
illusory with respect to the spscifically noral palr of opposites, goadl and evil?
¥hat does Jung ncan by the statonsnt, p. 100, that "the elcaont of differentiantion
is the individual?”

Yhy is it truc that the norality of soclety is in invorse ratio to its size?

What is the parsona? What g its rolation to truc imdividuality? Hhat hoppons
to it in the course of negotiating the collectivo uncoracious?

Jung noations four ways in which tho irdividual cmn react to the collapse of one's
consciocus attitude, only oas of which ic correct. Describs what he neans by each
of these four attituies,

What is Jung's notion of the horo? How 1s horoisn distinguished froam inflation?
(Interesting exorcise: compare Jung'c notion of horoisn with Erncat Becker's in
Tho Denirl of Death).

What is individuntion? Howr does it differ fron individualisn? How is it the
central concopt of Jungian poychology?

What does: Jung nean by the eooponsatory relation of unconsclious processes to the
thé eonscions nind?

Hhgt is tho Scif? In what way does this notion excludo 1tentification with elther
persona or collective psyche? Uhy is it a perranently supraordinate quantity?
Toviard the end of this papor, Jung sugzests the icplications of what ho has been
oaying fcr tho noral problex of gool and evil. Hhat does he say?

¥hat is the driving force of the unconscious? In what rospects is it true to say
that the unconsclous is not working toward a delibsratc ard concerted plan?

What is psychic objectivity? vhat is its relation to the pheno—enon of projection?

"Aion: Phenomenology of the Self™

1.
2,

vhat is the differonce batwoon tho cgo and the self? Hor i1s 1t this distinction
eaciped pre-late-19th eontury philcsophical and psychological thoughti?

What 13 the chcdow? What is its relation to the cgzo? +to the parsonal unconscious?
What morol problenm docs it prosont to the ego-porsomality? Why is it 80 heavily
leden with affect? Vhat aro its two dicensions?

¥hat are projcotions? Projoetions of the shedow? Projoctions of the contresexual
archetypo?

¥hat is the anira? VWhat i8 hcr pricary symbolic manifestation? How is such a mani-
featation changed?

¥hat 1s tho aninuws? His prirsry synbolic manifestation?

How are anira amd anipus respectively expressed in the psychology of men and wozen?
1.0., how docs their "aninoeity" diffor?

What are the positive aspects of onirn and aninus? What is their function in psychic
integration? Hhy do thoy renain autoaocnous despite this integration?

why 1s it easier to goin insight intc the chadow than into the anima or aninus?




Theo 196B3 Jung Study questions
"The Stages of Life"

1-.

What are the specific problens: of the stage of life called youth according to Jung?
Of that stage called middle 1ife? How does Jung understand these stages in terzs
of the relations between the ego and the uncomscious?

"The Structure of the Psyche" (bogin p. 27, "There are, as we know . . . *)

i.

What evidence dces Jung prescnt that we ought not restrict everything paychic to
to the ego?

What arc the tiro basic areas which Jung difforontinstes in what he calls "tho uncon=
scioug"?

How doas " Jung deseribo the language or exprcicion of the collectivo unconscious?
Hor does this diffor from tho o:tproasion of the personal unconscious? Freca tha.t

of tho ezgo?

What aro a2rchetypca?

What are the rolations obtainirs botween tho cxpressions of the collective uncon-
scious and the envircazental conditions of the subject?

What is "participation nystiquen?

What, archbtypes. according to Jung, constitute "the suprcme rcgulating principles
of rcligiqus and even of politicnl 1lifo®? Explein.

As appose:l to Froud, Jung cays, "I have found that a rational undcrstanding of theso
thinzo in no way dotracts fron thoir values on tho contrary, it helps us not only
to fool but to gain in3ight into tholr imrense significance.” DIxplain, :
What inplications does such a view have for Jung's evalustion of Catholicism?
What rolation docs Jung posit betwsen roligion and philosophy, on tho one hand, and
the collective unconsclous on the other?

nInstinct and jthe’ Unconscioua” o ;

1.

2,
3.

Jung aoysi “Tho question of imstinct cammot be dealt with psychologically “rithout
conijidering the archetypas, because at botton they deternine one another.” Explain
the rolation betweon inatinct and archatype ceccording to Jung. (Re.ommonded supple~
nontary rosdings "On the Nature of the Psyche® in Vol. 8 of Jung's Collocted Horka).
What distinguishcs an instinct froa a conpulsion?

What 1s the conneetion of intuition vith inztinet amd archetype?

"The Concept of the Collectivo Unconocious®

i.
2.

What aro complexea? What is the rosentlal differencs batieen a coaplex and an
archotype?

How rany archotypes are thore? Is thore any wmy of dotcrnining an answer to thie
question?

How'is an archetype activatcd? Hoy can guch activaticn gpark a neurcslse=-i.e.;
urder what conditions?

How are archetypss a priori?

In what way dooz Jung’s notion of the collective unconscious diffcr fxrca the posi-
tions of Freud and Adloxr on the payche?

How does Jung counter the objcction that the concept of +he collective uncoucclowd
is "nysticicn"?

Why is it dongorous to deny the significance of archetypal motifs?

Hor aro dreon elenents dotorained to bs arcnetypal or not?
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to zoflect, 6.6., "Hid2 ne in the shcdoy of your wings.® Inczdiately, then, Jung
gow 4o Heohwor ond Chyrdstian notions to describs it further: “God is spirit,” ruah,
wirgr; tee ‘th. The problex cay rather have beon with the cansclous idea of Gody:

Tho .oeirilation of Teprensecd contentc of the porsonel uncopceious, pp. 80f. Jung

iz heyz denling with $ba imtegvetion of the porsomal chadow, and the description he

givea of it is oll vorth serious ationtion., It is prebably one of the bast

dercriptions=in-tricf in all his wore of this a.s;cc' of individuation, MNecesunrlly
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JIntoyesting crercice: Corpars the atiitude of Jears uyith that of zhe Phoxisces
“uard the publicans ard sinnces. The Fhoricscss had o shedos problc:n vhich they
zafuscd te cone to torcs with, This rofusal is gt the basic of thelx h\rponr S
Uihy dosp Jung disdaoin wihe accusation of Yenciful nysiticion levellcd av his 3dcoe
(fOO tnole 5o P 8))?

Yhat arc the t70 axivenc N:.ﬁf‘c: 3 avdeopdnat ugon the wosinilation of the unconjcioua?
Yhat do they hove in ca.mom?+
Uhat decs Junz coan by the distinctics tadicen in-ge acd object? Uhy is It so

imporiont?
What is psychic inflatiocn? Uhat two fermz con it whke? thoi 4o theso tro Torps
kave in cocaont !

How iz the welction of conscm us and personcl
giniler o the relatica of irlividual 40 soc! 3-?,“_7?
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Thoo 19683 Junz Sevdy punstiors, 3

i3.

ik,

is.

16.
i7.
18.

i9.

25.

Uhat is tho koy gqualificetion accordiry to whilen the vezotiation of th2 collective
payche brings abeout g legitimate oy 1.11 siticate eplarging of the scops of cae's
perocoaality? thy is it of such crucial inportance to malte and keep a clear dis-
tinction betroea personnl awd collecilve contcnts?

Ir vhat way is the illczificete sssinilation of the collective psyche poriicularly
illusery with rospect to the specifically moral palr of opposites, good ard ovil?
Vhat doss Junz ncam by the gtatcacnt, p. 100, that "the elcmont of differentinticn
iz tho Individual?®

¥hy is it {rue that tho norelity of gocicty is inm inverse Totio to its size?

¥hat is ihc porsoma? What is its welation to fxrvn individualiity? What happons
40 it in the cowrse of ncpotiating the collective unconscloun?

Jung rsntionz four meys in which the irdividral con xonci to tho collapse of one's
congciond attitvde, only oae of vhich is correct, Demeride what he noans by each
of - thooe four atbitvica.

Yhat is Jung’s notion ¢f ¢tho howo? Hou is hereoion distiuguishcd froa mflation?
(Intopcating exexcise: ceapere Juns's notion of‘horoism with Eracst 3ocker's in
Tas Denird of Deonth),

Hhat is dalividoation? How does it differ fron irdividualisn? How is it the
central conccpt of Juagian poychology?

tha v douq Jmn" near by iho coopondatory rolation of u¥nCeasCious I0CO38C3 o tha
the ‘congiions nind?
I'Ibzf io th-_ﬁalf'? In vhot vay does this notion excluds i'entification with eithen
parsona or collactive psyche? Why is it a poxcanently supracrdinate guantity?
Toinxd i,he ord of this raper, Jurr* sugsests the inplications of whot he has bsen
saying "oa the noral preblen of good and evil, Hhat dces he say? :
Whet i %he driving force of the uncomscicus? In what vespects is it true to'say
that the unccasclous is not workiag toward a deliborate ard comcurtel plan?

Hhat is ;::chhic objectivity? Wact is ils melation %o xhe pheno=onen of zxojcction?

rpions Fheno:enology of ‘the Seli”

1.
Z.

3.

&,

5.
6o

7:
84

What is the difforenmce botvezn the e300 oxd the self? Hou is iU this distincticn
cacgpod pre-late-19th century thilesorhical and psychelegical thoughi?

¥hat is the shcdow? Yhat 3s iis reintion to the cgo? 0 the rers O:LJ wmicouscious?
Yhat noral probien doss it pretoni o ihe ego-porsonndity? Uhy ic i1 g0 heovily
lzden wizth affect? Ubkat cre its fuoe dipensioas?

What are projosiions? Frojoctlens of the shodon? Projoctions of ths conirisonval
srcheiypa?

Hhat is e aning? Yhov i bor pric-ony syabolic rapifesvoiion? [lon Lo sveh & ranl-
footaticn cha ngc:d‘?

Hhat is the aninus? His priraxy ocirbolic rmanifosiaiticon?

How are anina and onduus meavectively enrmrassol dn the roycholoy of rou aad nosn
i.@.y now dees thaix “aninesity® didiex?

Hhat are the positive capocts of o TR Aaninus
:iz:toé:a,aion? My do thcy zenain auwtcnonoun 4o 9;»
Uhy is it ea:).tc:: Lo Eain ma;ﬂﬁt ared Whe chaicr o
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Theo 196B; Jung Study questions
*The Stages of Life"

1. . What are the specific problems; of the stage of life called youth according to Jung?
Of that stage called middle 11fe? How docs Jung uniersiand these stages in terms
of the relations between the ego and the unconscious?

“The Structure of the Psyche" (begin p. 27, "There are, as we know , . . )

1. VWhat evidence does Jung presont that wo cught not restrict everything psychic to
to the ego?
2. What are tho two bnsic arces which Jung differentintos in what he calls "the uncon-
sclous*?
3. How does 'Jung describs the language ar oxpreasion of the collective unconscious?
Hor does this differ froz tho exmssion of the personal unconscious? From that
of the ecgo?
4, what are archetypes?
5. ¥What are theo relations obtaining bdatween tho oxpressions of the collective uncon-
scious amd tho environnental conditions of the subjeet?
6. What is "participation nyntique"?
7. What archptypes. according to Jung, constitute "the suprcze regulating principles
of religious and oven of political lifo"? Ixplain.
8. As 0pposed to Freud, Jung says, "I have fourd that a rational understanding of these
things in no way detracts froa their valuos on tho contrary, it helps us not only
to feel but to gain insight into thoir irrense significance.” Explain. .
9. What inpl;lmtions does puch a viey have for Jung's evaluation of Catholicism?
10, What relation docs Jung posit between religion and philosophy., on tho one hand, and
the colleotive unconscious on the other?

»Instinct and the Unconscious” ;

1. Jung says® "The question of instinct cannot be dealt with psycholozically without
congidering the archetypes, because at botton they deternine one another.” Explain
the relation botween instinct anmd archetype according to Jung, (Re :osmended supple=
nentary roedings "On the Nature of the Psyche™ in Vol. 8 of Jung's Collected torks).

2. What distinguishes an instinct fron a compulaion?

3. VWhat is the connoction of intultion with instinet and archotype?

»The Concept Of tho Collective Unconscious™

1. What aro conplexes? What is tho rssential difference betsreen a couplex and an
axchetyps?

2. How pany archetypes are thors? Is thers any wmy of deternmining an answver to this
question?

3. How is an archetype activatcd? How can such activation spark a neurosis-=i.e,,
under what conditions?

L, How are archetypss a priori?

5. In what way doos Jung’s notion of the collsctive unconsclious diffor frc.: the posi-
tions of Freud and Adlor on the psyche?

6. How doca Jung countaer the objcction that the coucept of the collective unconsclous
is "aysticisn"?

7. Why is it dangorous to deny the significance of orchetypal nmotifs?

8. How aro drean elenents detormincd to be archetypal or not?




Theo 196B: Jung Study questions, 2

9.

Yhat is aciive lmagination? Hor is it rslated to drears?

"The Relations between th% Bgo and the Unconscious”

i.
2.

3.
l}.

7.

9.
10.
11.

12.

It is obvious that Jung's notion of the personal unconscious ia also differsnt from
Freudl®s. In what respects is this the case?
What is the transference? VWhat is its function?
Yhat does Jung nean by calling the drean a highly objective product of the psyche?
In vhat vay doss the exanple arguing for a “collective unconscious? given in section
1 polnt to matteros of concern for the peychologist of religion? (N,B. suggested
reading on the inplicit religlous slgnificance of the transfersnce: Ernest Becker,
The Denial of Doath, Ch. 7, "The Spcll Cast by Persons--the Nexus of Unfrecdon”)
P, 78s "There is no a priori reason why it should not be just as possible that the
unconscious tendeoncies have a goal boyond the hunman porson, as that the unconsclous
can*do nothing byt wish,' Expsricnce alone can decide which is the nore suitable hypo-
thesis.” How docs this seeningly sinply stateront enbody the essence of the departure
of Jung frcn the Froudinn point of view?
P. 80. Comment: Reflected in Jung's description of the Goi-imnge produccd by the
drears of his patient is his pre-1940 idea that archetypes are an inhorited deposit
and thus “prchaic” or "prinmitive.” In the light of his later work, "btacic” or
"glénental” would bs more accurate than "archaic,” "princordial” than "xn'initiv‘e.
Parhnps "aboriginal™ would do. That thio god-imoge is "infinitely for from thé con-
scious idea of God” doos not mpan that it corresponds to "the archalc conception of
a natmqlaonon. which, aftor all, was plso a conscious idea of God. It is also
quite in “ooping with sce elements of the Judaeo~Christian idea of God, It ses=a
to raflect, e.g., "Hide ne in the shcdow of your wings." Imnediately, then, Jung
goes to Hobrcw and Christian notions to describe it furthors "God is spirit,” puah,
wind, breath. The problex nay rather have beon with the conscious idca of God,,
Tho nssinilation of repressed contents of the parsonal unconecrious, pp. 80f. Jung
is here dealing with tho integration of the personal shadow, and the description he
givos of 1t is well worth serious attention, It is probably one of the besat
dezériptions-in-trief in all his work of this aspect of individuation. Neceasarily
involved in cgo-development is the exclusion of cortain aspects of the personality.
Those aspects contribute to the farmation of the percsonal shadow., The confusion
they cause by being neglected can nake them threatening and can involve the subject
in norally diffioult situations. They are parts of the total psrsonality, and
really ought not be nissing, Their lack causes what Jung calls “a feeling of moral
resentnent,” i.0., a disparoging of such aspects and a tondency to project this'
disparagenent upon those in whon these aspects are wall developed amd differentiated,
thus regording those poople as noarally inferior to oncaelf. The re-integration
(never conplete) of these aspects of the personality deepens cne’s self-knowledge
and one's humanity. It hunaniscs one through nodesty amd the correction of one's
hypoeritical judgnents of those upon whon tho shedow has beon projected.

Interosting oxercise: Compare the attitude of Jesus with that of the Pharisecs
tosard tho publicans and sinners. The Phavisees hed a shadow problem which they
refused to coms to terrs with. This refusal is at the bagis of thelr hypoerisy.
¥hy doss Jung dicdgin the accusation of fanciful mysticlasn levelled at his ideas
(footnote 5, p. 83)?

What are the two cxtrenc dangors sttemdant upon the assinilation of the unconscious?
What do they have in cc-non?

What does Jung nean by the distinction betwoen inago and object? Why is it so
inportant?

What is psychic inflatlon? What two forms can it take? What do these two forms
have in coamon?

How is the relation of consclous and personal psyche to collective unconsclous
sinilar to the relation of individual to sccliety?




Theo

13.

14,
15.

16.
17.

18.

19.

2"'
25,

6Bs J Study questions, 3

What is the key qualification according to which the negotiastion of the collective
psyche brings about a legitimate or illegitimate enlarging of the scope of one's
personality? Why 1s it of such crucial importance to make and keep a clear dis-
tinction between personal and collective contenta?

In what way 1s the 1llegifinate assinilation of the collactive psyche particularly
11lusory with respect to the specifically maral palr of opposites, good amdl evil?
What does Jung mean by the statement, p. 100, that "the element of differentiation
is the individual?”

Vhy is it true that the norality of society is in inverse ratio to its size?

What is the personna? What is its relation to true individuality? What happens
to it in the course of negotiating the collective unconscious?

Jung nentions four ways in which the imdividugl con react to the collapse of one's
conscious attitule, only one of which is correct. Describe vhat he neans by each
o? these four attitudes,

What is Jung's notion of the hero? How is heroism distinguished from inflation?
(Intoresting exercise: coupare Jung'e notion of 'heroisn with Ernest Becker's in
The Deninl af Denth). |

Vhat is individuation? How does it differ from individualisn? How is At the
central concept of Jungian psychology?

What does: Jung nean by the coaponsatory relation of unconccious procosscs to tho
the consplona nind?

What is the Seif? In what way does this notion exclude 1ientification with elther
persona or collective psyche? Why 1s it a permanently supracrdinate quantity?
Toward the end of this paper, Jung suggests the inplications of what he has been
saying for the mcral problen of good and evil, What does he say?

What is the driving farce of the uncoscious? In whot respects is it true to say
that the.unconscious is not working toward a delibercte and concerted plan?

What is poychic objectivity? What is its relation to the phenomenon of projection?

»Aions Phenononolegy of the Self"

1.
2.

3.
&,

5.

7.
8.

What 1s the difference betweon the ego and the s50lf? How is 1t this distinction
escaped pre-late-i9th century philasophical and psychological thought?

What is the ghedow? What i its relation to the ego? to the personal unconsecious?
Vhat noral problem does it prciont to the ego-psrsonality? Why it 1t so heavily
lsden with affect? What are its two dinensions?

¥hat are projeotions? Projections of the shadow? ProjJections of the contrasexual
archetype?

What is the anira? What is her prirary synbolic manifestation? How is such a manie-
festation changed?

¥hat is thoe aninus? His prinary synbolic manifestation?

Houw are anirs and aninus rcapectively expreessed in the psychology of men and wonen?
1.8,, how does their "aninoeity" diffex?

that are the positive aspscts of animp and animus? What is their function in peychic
integration? Why do they rerain autonc-ous despite this integration?

¥hy 1s it ecasler to gain insight into the shedow than into the anima or aninus?
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