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Over the years, I have been deeply influenced by the thought of the late Jungian psychotherapist and psychological theorist Robert Moore (1942-2016; Ph.D. in religion and psychology, University of Chicago, 1975) of the Chicago Theological Seminary about the eight archetypes of maturity in the human psyche.
Robert Moore and Douglas Gillette co-authored the following six books about the four masculine archetypes of maturity in the male psyche:
(1) King, Warrior, Magician, Lover: Rediscovering the Archetypes of the Mature Masculine (HarperSanFrancisco/ HarperCollins, 1990);
(2) The King Within: Accessing the King [Archetype] in the Male Psyche (William Morrow, 1992a);
(3) The Warrior Within: Accessing the Knight [Archetype] in the Male Psyche (William Morrow, 1992b);
(4) The Magician Within: Accessing the Shaman [Archetype] in the Male Psyche (William Morrow, 1993a);
(5) The Lover Within: Accessing the Lover [Archetype] in the Male Psyche (William Morrow, 1993b);
(6) The King Within: Accessing the King [Archetype] in the Male Psyche, revised and expanded second edition (Exploration Press, 2007).
In addition to reading Robert Moore and Douglas Gillette’s books about the masculine archetypes of maturity in the human psyche, I listened to hours and hours of audiotapes of Robert Moore speaking about the masculine archetypes of maturity at the C. G. Jung Institute of Chicago.
Yes, I am a big fan of Robert Moore!
Yes, I am indeed truly infatuated with Robert Moore’s thought about the eight archetypes of maturity in the human psyche!
No doubt, I have been infatuated with Father Walter Ong’s thought from the time I first took a course from him in the fall semester of 1964 at Saint Louis University onward in my adult life up to the present time.
My award-winning book Walter Ong’s Contributions to Cultural Studies: The Phenomenology of the Word and I-Thou Communication (Hampton Press, 2000) is an introductory-level survey of Ong’s life and eleven of his books and selected articles. It won the Marshall McLuhan Award for Outstanding Book in Media Ecology, conferred by the Media Ecology Association in June 2001.
In addition to publishing articles and book chapters about various aspects of Ong’s thought, I have co-edited (with Paul A. Soukup) five collections of Ong’s essays (1992a, 1992b, 1995, 1999, and 2002).
In any event, Ong experience a big breakthrough insight in the early 1950s that set the course for the rest of his long and productive life. He expressed this big breakthrough insight in his account of the aural-to-visual shift in our Western cultural history in his massively researched 1958 book Ramus, Method, and the Decay of dialogue: From the Art of Discourse to the Art of Reason (Harvard University Press; for specific page references to the aural-to-visual shift, see the “Index” [p. ]). Peter Ramus (1515-1572) is the French Renaissance logician and educational reformer and Protestant martyr. Ong massively researched 1958 book is a history of the formal study of logic in our Western cultural history from Aristotle down to Ramus and beyond.
Now, just to be clear here, the four masculine archetypes of maturity are in all human psyches, just as the four corresponding feminine archetypes of maturity are in all human psyches. According to Robert Moore’s theory of the archetypes of maturity, each of the eight archetypes of maturity has two “shadow” forms but only one optimal and positive form.
Now, as I write the present short essay, I am primarily accessing the optimal and positive form of the masculine Magician/Shaman archetype of maturity in my psyche. Because the masculine Magician/Shaman archetype of maturity is in all human psyches, I hope that both men and women may read the present short essay and draw fruit from the present essay.
No doubt, in my case, my infatuation with Father Walter Ong’s thought from the fall semester of 1964 onward in my adult life enabled me to learn from his excellent example how to access the optimal and positive form of the masculine Magician/Shaman archetype in my psyche.
Now, I have drawn of Robert Moore’s thought about the eight archetypes of maturity in the human psyche in the following five recent OEN articles:

(1) “Robert Moore and Douglas Gillette on Boy Psychology” (dated September 8, 2024):
https://www.opednews.com/articles/Robert-Moore-and-Douglas-G-Health-Psychology-Mental-Health_Jungian-Psychology_Psychology-240908-898.html

(2) “Robert Moore on Optimal Human Psychological Development” (dated September 17, 2024):
https://www.opednews.com/articles/Robert-Moore-on-Optimal-Hu-Catholic_Catholic-Church_Catholicism-Vatican-Pope_Christian-Religion-240917-255.html

(3) “Thomas J. Farrell’s Encore on Robert Moore” (dated October 10, 2024):
https://www.opednews.com/articles/Thomas-J-Farrell-s-Encore-Feminine-Archetypes_Jungian-Psychology-241010-128.html

(4) “Pope Francis’ New 2024 Encyclical” (dated November 1, 2024):
https://www.opednews.com/articles/Pope-Francis-New-2024-Enc-Catholic_Catholic-Church_Catholicism_Catholicism-Vatican-Pope-241101-561.html

(5) “Thomas J. Farrell’s Encore on Trump’s Male MAGA Supporters” (dated November 6, 2024):
https://www.opednews.com/articles/Thomas-J-Farrell-s-Encore-Donald-Trump_Donald-Trump_Maga_Maga-241106-610.html

Even though my 2,100-word OEN article “Thomas J. Farrell’s Encore on Trump’s Male MAGA Supporters” was published on November 6, 2024, I wrote it on November 5, 2024, the day of the election.
Now, after I wrote my 2,100-word OEN article “Thomas J. Farrell’s Encore on Trump’s Male MAGA Supporters,” I subsequently revised and expanded it into my 4,000-word essay titled “Probe: Trump’s Ardent Male MAGA Supporters, and Walter J. Ong’s Thought” in the Fall 2024 issue of the online journal New Explorations: Studies in Culture and Communication, volume 4, number 2.
The present essay is the expanded version of a short essay titled “Thomas J. Farrell’s Encore Jungian Profile of Trump” that I submitted for consideration for publication online at www.opednews.com. I wrote it after the election on November 5, 2024.
Since the election on November 5, 2024, I have read cogent analyses of Trump in the following three articles in The New York Times: 
(1) Maureen Dowd’s short article titled “Otis This Man’s, Man’s, Man’s World) (an allusion to James Brown’s song “It’s a Man’s, Man’s, Man’s World”; dated November 6, 2024):
https://www.nytimes.com/2024/11/06/opinion/donald-trump-world.html
(2) Ezra Klein’s exceedingly long article titled “The Book That Predicted the 2024 Election” (dated November 9, 2024):
https://www.nytimes.com/2024/11/09/opinion/ezra-klein-podcast-patrick-ruffini.html
(3) Roger Cohen’s long article with a long title titled “The Long Global Trail of Resentment Behind Trump’s Resurrection: Disillusionment with the world that emerged from the Cold War has fueled a long-gathering revolt against the established order” (dated November 8, 2024):
https://www.nytimes.com/2024/11/08/world/americas/trump-foreign-policy-assessment.html
Now, in Maureen Dowd’s article dated November 6, 2024, she gives Trump credit where she thinks credit is due. She says, “He [Trump] bonds with his supporters by talking to them in an intimate, spontaneous, confessional way, unlike typical politicians who offer speech chunks. Trump does not have many, if any, close friends. But he talks to rallygoers – many of whom rightly feel that Democratic elites have treated them with disdain – as though they were his friends.
“He is a billionaire whose life is gilded, yet he is able to make his supporters feel that he is their cheerleader in a world where they are having trouble affording food and housing. . . . 
“Thet think he is fun to be with and says things they have on their minds but don’t have the nerve to say.”
As a result, his supporters are infatuated with him!
Now, the book touted in the headline of Ezra Klein’s November 9, 2024, article is longtime Republican pollster’s Patrick Ruffini’s Party of the People: Inside the Multiracial Populist Coalition Remaking the GOP (Simon & Schuster, 2023). Yes, a multiracial coalition of voters voted President-elect Trump into office again in 2024.
Now, in the long subtitle Roger Cohen’s long article of November 8, 2024, he refers to the “long-gathering revolt against the established order” established post-1945 (that is, after the end of the Second World War). Wow! Roger Cohen is attributing a global perspective to Trump’s foreign policy populist grievances (rather than ascribing them to a conspiracy theory)! 
Now, in two of my recent OEN articles in which I discussed Robert Moore’s thought about the eight archetypes of maturity in the human psyche, I have mentioned the men and women who perform sex acts in porn videos. Both the men and the women who perform sex acts in porn videos are exhibitionistic – but most ordinary people are not exhibitionistic.
The exhibitionistic women who perform sex acts in porn videos are mainlining The Addicted Lover “shadow” form of the feminine lover archetype in their psyches – and the exhibitionistic men who perform sex acts in porn videos are mainlining The Addicted Lover “shadow” form of the masculine Lover archetype in their psyches.
Now, the millions of young boys and men of all ages, including me, who enjoy watching exhibitionistic women perform sex acts in porn videos are also mainlining The Addicted Lover “shadow” form of the feminine Lover archetype in their psyches.
But the feminists who decry porn videos featuring exhibitionistic women performing sex acts are mainlining The Impotent Lover “shadow” form of the feminine Lover archetype in their psyches.
Conversely, the sex-positive feminists who do not denounce porn videos featuring exhibitionistic women performing sex acts, such as Camille Paglia, are mainlining The Addicted Lover “shadow” form of the feminine Lover archetype in their psyches.
Camille Paglia is most widely known for her challenging book Sexual Personae: Art and Decadence from Nefertiti to Emily Dickinson – a kind of erotic history of Wester cultural history (Yale University Press, 1990).
Now, compared to the feminists in these two competing groups of feminists, I have no idea how many American women today are mainlining The Impotent Lover “shadow” form of the feminine Lover archetype in their psyches, just as I have no idea how many American women today are mainlining The Addicted Lover “shadow” form of the feminine Lover archetype in their psyches.
When Trump ran against Hillary Clinton in 2016, she was a celebrated feminist. In 2016, political correctness was a well-known expression that Trump used to signal his opposition to feminism. His opposition to feminism was consistent with his long history of misogyny. However, in 2024, the expression political correctness was no longer as popular as it had been by 2026, and so Trump signaled his misogyny is various other ways than simply invoking the expression political correctness. Trump’s most ardent male MAGA supporters in 2016 and in 2024 appear to have been comfortable with his long history of misogyny.
Now, see how the contra-sexual psychodynamic works? This example serves to illustrate the basic contra-sexual psychodynamic that I will discuss further below.
In my earlier short and widely read OEN article titled “A Jungian Profile of Trump” (dated August 26, 2017), I drew of Robert Moore and Douglas Gillette’s 1990 book, mentioned above, to profile Trump primarily as an immature trickster figure:
https://www.opednews.com/articles/A-Jungian-Profile-of-Trump-by-Thomas-Farrell-Jungian-Psychology_Psychology_Trump-Ego_Trump-Mental-State-170826-993.html
In my 2017 Jungian profile of then-President Trump, I say that he represents “the immature trickster “shadow” form” of the masculine Magician/Shaman archetype in his psyche (quoting from Robert Moore and Douglas Gillette’s 1990 book, esp. p. 17 and 28-33).
“I would say that the trickster is also the dominant immature masculine “shadow” form in the psyches of Trump’s most fervent supporters – men and women.” 
Now, according to Father Ong, Odysseus in the Homeric epic The Odyssey a trickster figure.
In other words, I profiled Trump in 2017 primarily in terms of The Detached Manipulator “shadow” form of the masculine Magician/Shaman archetype in the human psyche.
Now, because Trump was elected to be the new president of the United States starting in late January 2025, by such an enormous margin, I now want to work up a full profile of Trump in terms of all four masculine archetypes of maturity. Remember that all four masculine archetypes of maturity are not only in the psyches of all boys and men, but also in the psyches of all girls and women.
Regarding the King archetype of maturity, Trump is mainlining The Tyrant “shadow” form of the King archetype of maturity in all human psyches. The bipolar other “shadow” form of the King archetype of maturity is The Weakling “shadow” form. Now, in effect, Trump typically diminishes men that he does not like as weaklings – thereby calling to mind the very imagery that Robert Moore and Douglas Gillette use to characterize one of the two “shadow” forms of the King archetype of maturity in the human psyche.
According to Robert Moore’s theory of the eight archetypes of maturity in the human psyche, the Queen archetype of maturity in the human psyche is accompanied by two bipolar “shadow” forms: (1) The Tyrant “shadow” form, and (2) The Weakling “shadow” form. 
Now, even though Vice President Kamala Harris was effective in her one and only debate with Trump, her overall campaign strategy was to avoid projecting The Tyrant “shadow” form of the Queen archetype in the human psyche, because Trump was already projecting The Tyrant “shadow” form of the King archetype in the human psyche. As a result, Kamala Harris, in her overall campaign, came across as projecting The Weakling “shadow” form of the Queen archetype in the human psyche. But this did not make Kamala Harris an especially attractive and alluring candidate for president of the United States.
But having said this about Kamala Harris’ overall campaign, I now need to return to my observation about her impressive performance against Trump in their one and only debate. Kamala Harris is a trained lawyer and an experienced prosecutor. In her one and only debate with Trump, she was impressive because she was mainlining The Tyrant “shadow” form of the Queen archetype in her psyche.
In other words, Kamala Harris tends to switch, at time rapidly, from mainlining The Tyrant “shadow” form of the Queen archetype in her psyche to mainlining The Weakling “shadow form of the Queen archetype in her psyche.
It would be wonderful if Kamala Harris could now learn how to access the one optimal and positive form of the Queen archetype in her psyche.
Unfortunately, I cannot think of an example of a real-life woman or of a woman in literature who embodies the optimal and positive form of the Queen archetype in the human psyche.
In some of my recent OEN articles, I have written about the beautiful and busty (37”) young Lynda Carter’s portrayal of Wonder Woman in the 1970s Wonder Woman television series. However, in that television series, Wonder Woman is presented as a princess, not a queen. Her mother is the queen.
Regarding the Queen archetype in Wonder Woman’s psyche, she flashes all three forms in various television episodes:
(1) The Tyrant “shadow” form on the Queen archetype in her psyche;
(2) The Weakling “shadow” form of the Queen archetype in her psyche;
(3) the optimal and positive form of the Queen archetype in her psyche.
However, with respect to the other three feminine archetypes of maturity in Wonder Woman’s psyche, she, across all episodes of the 1970s television series, consistently manifests the optimal and positive forms of the feminine Warrior/Knight archetype in her psyche, the optimal and positive form of the feminine Magician/Shaman archetype in her psyche, and the optimal and positive form of the feminine Lover archetype in her psyche.
But I have to stress here that I am characterizing Wonder Woman in the 1970s Wonder Woman television series, not the original comic book character created in the early 1940s by the Harvard psychologist William Moulton Marston (1893-1947) and drawn by Harry G. Peter (1880-1958). Yes, that’s right, the busty and attractive female comic book superhero character was created by a man and drawn by another man in the 1940s. In this respect, we could say that Wonder Woman the comic-book superheroine is a male fantasy – that is, a project from the male psyche.
Ah, but the male psyche, like the female psyche, includes the four feminine archetypes of maturity, as well as the four masculine archetypes of maturity.
The classic study of the history of the original Wonder Woman comic-book superheroine is Jill Lepore’s book titled The Secret History of Wonder Woman (Alfred A. Knopf, 2014).
For further discussion of Wonder Woman in the 1970s television series, see my OEN article “Young Lynda Carter as Wonder Woman” (dated September 3, 2024):
https://www.opednews.com/articles/Young-Lynda-Carter-as-Wond-Sex_Sex_Sexuality-240903-503.html
But also see my other OEN article “Thomas J. Farrell’s Encore on Young Lynda Carter as Wonder Woman” (dated September 30, 2024):
https://www.opednews.com/articles/Thomas-J-Farrell-s-Encore-Jungian-Psychology-240930-995.html
For a perceptive and at time eloquent account of the 1970s Wonder Woman television series starring young Lynda Carter, see Ian Boucher’s article “Casting a Wider Lasso: An Analysis of the Cultural Dismissal of Wonder Woman Through Her 1975-1979 Television Series” in The Popular Culture Review, volume 29, number 2 (2018): pp. 151-191.
Now, regarding the masculine Warrior/Knight archetype of maturity in the human psyche, Trump is mainlining The Sadist “shadow” form of the masculine Warrior/Knight archetype of maturity. Trump’s longstanding misogyny has been noted frequently. Trump’s misogyny is a manifestation of his mainlining The Sadist “shadow” form of the masculine Warrior/Knight archetype in his psyche.
Regarding the masculine Magician/Shaman archetype in the human psyche, Trump is mainlining The Detached Manipulator “shadow” form of the masculine Magician/Shaman archetype of maturity.
Regarding the masculine Lover archetype in the human psyche, Trump is mainlining The Addicted Lover “shadow” form of the masculine Lover archetype. Trump’s longstanding misogyny is also a manifestation of his mainlining The Addicted Lover “shadow” form of the masculine Lover archetype in his psyche.
Now, Trump’s many male supporters were and are drawn to him because they are also mainlining the same four “shadow’ forms of the four masculine archetypes in their psyches.
 Trump’s numerous women supporters were and are drawn to him because they are mainlining the same four “shadow” forms of the four masculine archetypes of maturity in their psyches.
Now, so much for profile Trump and his many American supporters.
I would suggest that you might want to try profiling yourself. You see, you could have, for example, all four of the characteristics I have here described Trump as having – except in your case you are not a politician or a public figure, and you tend to support liberal/progressive policies and programs. C’est la vie.
However, by constructing a profile of yourself, you may also be able to identify areas of personal growth that you need to work on in the future.
From my brief discussion of the contra-sexual psychodynamic, you should be able to construct the profile of your contra-sexual archetypes of maturity in your psyche. For example, if you are a man who enjoys watching women perform sex acts in porn videos, you are mainlining feminine The Addicted Lover “shadow” form in your psyche.
From there, if you are a man, you should be able to use other women you admire to identify certain traits you like in them and then match up those traits with the thumbnail characterizations of the three other feminine archetypes of maturity in the human psyche and their respective “shadow” forms that I have highlighted above.
If you are a man, remember that profile of the “shadow” forms of the four feminine archetypes of maturity that you construct for your own psyche are most likely identical to the “shadow” forms of the four masculine archetypes of maturity for you and your own personal profile.
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