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Clinical, legal, moral and epistemological neutrality

J. Douglas Cronder, Criminal Behavior Committee

In the wake of the 911
longstanding palicy of joumdlistic
neutrdity by taming the attackers
“hijackers’ rather then “tarorigs’. Part
of the resson was pragmétic; the
agency feared for the ety of its
personnd working in dangerous
drcumdances. However, Reuters dso
confirmed that its policy emanated from
adedreto avoid tems that are
“evdudtive’. This echoes the dtitude
S0me ditizens expressad about
Presdent Bush's use of the term
“evildoars’ to destribe Ossma Bin
Laden and his henchmen, presumed
repongble for the tragedy. The
Presdat tdd the nation we had ben
attacked because of our inherent
goodness and defense of fresdom.
CNN ared interviews with sdewak
passarshy who both agresd and
disgreed with this esssssmat. One
opined thet cdling tararids “evildoers’
inected an ingppropriate “rdigious’
dameant into our undargtanding of the
isue Another sated that the term
implied that “they’re bed and were
good” But Mayor Ruddph Guiliani
condemned the “mord rdaivisn” which
would obscure the dear mord culpahlity
of the perpetrators of the 911 ondaught.

As psychiarigs we are taught to
presarve a catain dinica neutrdity as
we sort through differentid diagnosesin
an dtempt to avaid premature dosure
Residency training directors treesure a
candidae s tderance of ambiguity,
which - it is bdieved - will ensure that

the future resdent will nat gpply messy
and impuldve judgmeants to patients and
will see the full range of fectors thet
convey complete underdanding. The
same can be sad for the legd stugtions
thet chdllenge us to find the truth amid
partisan rhetaric and sse more nuance in
aplantff or defendent then
comparatively crude legd fomulations
can evoke. W& presume the innocence
of the accused until proven guilty. In @l
this, we find satisfaction and, too often, a
sense of amug transcendence that we
done can sethe full richness of a
person's life and adgptive

mechaniams free of the prejudices thet
imprison the perogptions of our fdlow
humen beings  In the same way, the
presavaion of mord neutrdity in our
tresting and “being with” our petients is
sem as the only peth to the
unoonditiond postive regard and
empathic acogptance, which will dlow
our dientsto fed whole If we
beoome judgmentd, the petient will fed
rgected and the thergpautic endeavar
will fal. Worse, the psychiatric
pradtitionar will be indulging his
countertrandference, acting out private
apendss that are inharantly aubjective
and therefore insubdtantial.

True or nat, tdlerance is
frequently trested as the highest vaue of
aplurdidic sodety and psychiarists are
often its gredtest defenders e drive
to comprenend the “evildoars’ in the
context of thar dissdvantages and thar
own worldview, and thisis only right.
But, falowing this parspediive, it is dl too

essy to regard murder, rgpe and
burglay as undersandable soded
sudee to the economic and
exidentid plagues of modamity. Inthis
mindsst, ebsolutist views and judgment
aeto be excoriaed a evary
oppartunity, lest we retum to our
shameful pedt of ignorant
condemnation of those who are no
worse then oursdves, only different.
Fread from the fetters of foolish mord
preconoeptions, humankind can soer to
heghts limited only by the bounds of its
imegingtion.

91 atenuated these
perspectives, or, perhaps, dripped the
meek of idedism from the redlity thet
humen bangs will inevitebly atach a
mord vaence to events that touch
them deply.  The Chridian wiiter C.S
Lewis suggested that as much as we
might wart to live in amordly
rddivisic world thet places parsond
freedom above condrictive antiquated
virtues no vidim can fed moraly
neutrd. Nor can injustice be
pearsondly absarved without a sense of
righteous indignation. e need the
conoept of “evil” to sructure
expaiencss that pull & our innate
underdanding of judice
Undoubtedy, we have seen the
problems that accompany the
arogance of asauming the rale of
judging our fdlow humen beings  But
we have ds0 sen the danger of
regarding evary vienvpoirt as equaly
vaid out of amisguided sane of
talerance and humanidic fresdom. An
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aura of lioense and ruthless sHif-
advocacy has begun to hover about our
Lady, ebetted by the rdativiam thet
accompanies our love of tderance
Some bdiefs ads and dhoioes are evil,
regardess of our desire to empethize
with thar proprigtors

How should our professon
regpond to the horific events of 9117
Should we feer to atach our
gpprobation to those who planned and
effected the demise of thousands
because we bdieve they were
moativated by rdigious fervor or
because thar avowed enamies have
ben unud & timesaswdl? Mo

forengic psychiatrigs would not dand
for “blaming the vidin?” of argpe o
ather aime and we cannat dlow
oursdves to lose an gopreddion of right
and wrong because we are sendtive to
our own nationd and persond
responghilities Ve can and must
recognize it is possbe to guard againgt
the pails of prideful judgmentdity, the
sductive Smplicity of bias and the
cudty of thoughtless revenge while
exerddng our mord underdanding thet
evil inhabits the world. W\ may hate to
labd but, in the end, the essence of truth
auffers without some articulated
condusion about the beauty of particular

acts and the basness of athers
Without this perspective, nathing is right
or wrong, only feasble or unfeesble
humenity is reduced to perpetud
raiondized exations of power over ane
anathe. Clinicd, legd and - & least unil
redlity is explicated - epigemaogicd
neutrdity save uswdl. Mord
neutrdity is the luxury of prospaity; en
illuson thet can only live in the absance
of intentiondlly inflicted auffering, and an
unworkahdle propadtion in the fece of
barbarism.
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