Calling it ‘evil’ — the easy way out?
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Starting point

Evil does not just happen, it is done “All of these cases [...] appeal to a
kind of imaginative laziness in us. We
_ prefer to understand evil in terms of
) B — e CIF R AL EEpEL archetypical horrors, fictional villains,
The evil label removes our responsibility and deep viciousness, rather than to
strain our capacities for intuitive
understanding towards a grasp of the
difficult truth that people much like us
perform acts that we find
unimaginably awful” (Morton
2004:102).

Evil people / characters — rare

The label ‘evil’ is problematic



Evil labels hamper our comprehension
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Monster labels cloud the context
o Particularly when female offenders
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Evil labels make us miss the point

‘Paedophiles’ — characterised by a process of othering and penal populism

Stranger Danger
No room for rehabilitation or reintegration
Hide risks in the family and home

Evil labels remove community responsibility




Nils Christie — ideal victims

Roy Baumeister — the myth of pure evil
> Benefits the victims

In cases where victims are not ideal, the violence they suffer is minimised, the offender is

How could police and care staff tolerate
girls aged 12 having sex with abusers"

excused and the victim is blamed
o Confrontational violence
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Conclusions

Process of othering

Dramatisation of evil — personalisation SOCial workel’s :
Hampers comprehension Who ignore Séx |
Removes our responsibility abuse cases face . |
Stranger danger in focus — five years in iail I
—— —

Evil labels benefit victims and society P —

% kers and. |
councillors who turn a blind e "
mwgild sex abuse will face upe%g

Non-ideal victims — justice not done

Evil labels — appealing as ‘we’ benefit, but problematic as ‘our’ role is not in focus
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