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Research article submissions: The IPB publishes peer-reviewed research articles that deal with issues related to international psychology. The 

review process takes approximately two months. The manuscripts can be up to 1,500 words and should be submitted to Dr. Grant J. Rich at 
optimalex@aol.com. The manuscript must be written in APA style described in the Publication Manual of the American Psychological         

Association.   

Specifically, please pay attention to the following: 
 

¶ Use Times New Roman font if possible. 

¶ Please do not use electronic style sheets, forced section breaks, or automatic footnotes. 

¶ On the first page of the manuscript, include the title of the manuscript and names and affiliation of the authors.  

¶ On this page, you should also indicate the contact person, their e-mail, and phone number. 

¶ Please make sure that authorsô names or any identifying information is not included in the manuscript, with the exception of the title page. 

¶ Avoid figures if possible. 

¶ Cite your sources within the manuscript based on the APA style. 

¶ List your references at the end of the paper based on the APA style. 

¶ Present tables at the end of the manuscript, after references, each on a separate page. 

 

To learn more about the APA style, refer to http://apastyle.apa.org. If you do not have access to the APA publication manual, you may want to 
get a recent journal article published by one of the APA journals and try to familiarize yourself with the APA style through this method. 

mailto:optimalex@aol.com
http://apastyle.apa.org.
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Presidential Column 

 
Danny Wedding, Ph.D., MPH 

President, Division 52 

 
Members of Division 52 

are busy preparing for the up-

coming APA Convention in 

San Diego.  Our annual busi-

ness meeting will be held Satur-

day, August 14, from 10:00 ï 

11:00 am in Room 33B of the 

Conference Center, and all of 

our members are encouraged to 

attend.   

Iôll be giving a Presidential 

Address (ñConfessions of a 

Peripatetic Psychologistò) immediately after the business 

meeting in the same room.  Other division presentations ad-

dress topics as diverse as human trafficking, global perspec-

tives on promoting social change, the psychology of religion 

in China, trauma, child sexual exploitation, working with 

global multicultural teams, the international psychology of 

men, terror, torture and war, antisocial behavior in Singapore, 

global mental health training in rural West Africa, the Si-

chuan earthquake, prevention education in Japan, and racism 

in Australia.  (If you Google ñAPA Conventionò youôll be 

able to pull up the online program for the convention, search 

by Division, and print out a list of all Division 52 presenta-

tions.) 

The Division Awards Ceremony and Social Hour will be 

held from 5:00 ï 6:00 pm in the Marriott Hotel and Marina.  

Please plan to attend ï ask at the reception desk for the room 

number.  Not all of our awardees have been selected yet, but I 

am pleased to announce that the 2010 Division 52 Interna-

tional Mentoring Award will be shared by three very distin-

guished psychologists:  Florence Denmark, Ray Fowler, and 

Tony Marsella.  I know all three well, and can understand the 

dilemma Mercedes McCormick and her Committee (Gloria 

Grenwald, Grant Rich, and Nancy Felipe Russo) faced in 

attempting to select a single winner from a large pool of very 

eminent psychologists.  Congratulations to Florence, Ray, and 

Tony.   

We will also be presenting two Outstanding Interna-

tional Psychologist Awards. One award is given to a psy-

chologist from the United States and the second award is for a 

psychologist outside the United States.  In addition, we will 

present the 2010 International Student Research Award to a 

doctoral student in psychology doing important work with 

international relevance. 

Division 52 officers and members have traditionally 

helped the Office of International Affairs host the reception 

for international visitors, and intend to do so again.  If you 

have a chance, drop by the reception and say hello to our 

international guests. 

We have elected our new officers for 2011, and Iôm 

pleased to announce that Neal Rubin has been selected as 

President Elect, Ayse Ciftci will be the new Secretary, and 

Joy Rice and Andres Consoli will serve as our new Members 

at Large.  Congratulations to our incoming officers. 

I am especially happy to report that the Division of Inter-

national Psychology will be sponsoring its own journal titled 

International Perspective in Psychology: Research, Practice, 

& Consultation.  Dr. Judith Gibbons will be the first editor of 

the journal.  Dr. Gibbons is currently on the faculty at St. 

Louis University.  She received her doctorate from Carnegie-

Mellon University and is an outstanding scholar and editor. 

Her research interests include cross-cultural and cross-

national studies of gender roles and adolescent development, 

acculturation processes in adolescents and their families, and 

the psychology of women.  We anticipate that many of our 

members will publish their research in this new journal. 

As always, drop me a line if there is anything the Divi-

sion of International Psychology can do to support your re-

search or teachingðand especially your work in the interna-

tional arena. 

 

Danny Wedding, Ph.D., MPH 

Associate Dean for Management and International Programs 

California School of Professional Psychology 

Alliant International University 

San Francisco, CA, USA 

 

 

  

 

 

 
 

Message From The President 
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APA International Division 52 Program, August 2010, San Diego Marriott 

Division 52 News and Updates 

 

Time Wednesday 

 8/11 

Thursday 

8/12 

Friday  

8/13 

Saturday 

8/14 

Sunday 

8/15 

8-8:50 

   

Cross-National 

Dissertations: 

Unique and 

Challenging 

Research 

Opportunities 

(SYM) 

 

 

Universal and 

Culturally 

Unique 

Manifestations 

of Adult 

Attachment 

(SYM) 

 

Ethics Vignettes: 

End of Life 

Decisions and 

Assisted Suicide 

(Discussion) 

9-9:50 

   

Views of 

terrorism, 

torture war: 

Challenges for 

peace building 

(SYM) 

 

 

Preventive 

Education in 

Japan: What We 

Incorporated or 

Changed (SYM) 

 

10-10:50 

  

International 

Mellowing with 

Age: MCMI III 

Data from Four 

Countries (SYM) 

  

Cultural 

Examinations of 

Relational 

Aggression and 

Social 

Relationships 

(SYM) 

 

 

11-11:50 

  

Finding Meaning 

and Forgiveness 

In Spite of 

Trauma (SYM) 

 

  

Presidential 

Address:  Danny 

Wedding 

 

12-12:50 

  

Preliminary 

Lessons from the 

Sichuan 

Earthquake:  

Clinical, Spiritual, 

and Ethical 

Dimensions 

(SYM) 

 

   

Racism in 

Australia:  

Exploring the 

progenitors of 

racial oppression 

Down Under 

(SYM) 



International Psychology Bulletin (Volume 14, No. 3) Summer 2010                                                                                                   Page 6 

 

 

 
 

 

 

APA International Division 52 Program, August 2010, San Diego Marriott  

 

(continued from previous page) 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Division 52 News and Updates 

 

Time Wednesday 

 8/11 

Thursday 

8/12 

Friday  

8/13 

Saturday 

8/14 

Sunday 

8/15 

1-1:50 

  

Psychology in a 

global context: 

Promoting 

culturally 

responsive 

transformative 

action (SYM) 

 

  

Research in 

International 

Psychology II: 

Poster 

Presentations 

 

2-2:50 

 

Executive 

Committee 

Meeting:   

2-5:50 

 

 

Bridging the 

Great Divide: 

Conducting 

Research in Asia 

(SYM) 

 

 

Research in 

International 

Psychology I: 

Poster Session 

  

3-3:50 
 

 

    

4-4:50 

   

Development of 

Global Mental 

Health Training 

in Rural West 

Africa (SYM) 

 

  

5-5:50 

   

Sexual 

Trafficking:   

Perspectives 

from the United 

Nations (SYM) 
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Division 52 ï International Psychology Hospitality Suite Program 

2010 APA Convention, San Diego, Marriott Hotel and Marina  

Division 52 News and Updates 

 Thursday 

August 12, 2010 

Friday  

August 13, 2010 

Saturday 

August 14, 2010 

Sunday 

August 15, 2010 

9 a.m. 

 
 

Early Career 

Professionals Meeting 

Chair: Ayse Ciftci 

 

Student Committee 

Meeting 

Co-chairs: Jenna Stowell 

and Erin Bullett 

 

Conversation Hour:  

New intervention based 

on old wisdom. 

Nontraditional 

community based 

interventions  

Tara Pir and Gari 

Senderoff  

Conversation Hour: 

International conference 

experiences and 

collaborations: A student 

panel (Albertina Aros, 

Yolanda Mora, Brenda 

Smith, Gloria de Mara) 

 

Starting a Div52 student 

group on your campus 

(Amy Paderta and Jenna 

Stowell) 

10 a.m. 

 

 Student Conversation 

Hour w/distinguished 

psychologists, past-

presidents of Division 1 

Division 1 

Conversation Hour: An 

intersubjective 

perspective on 

international internships 

partnerships  

Judith E. Fox 

Conversation Hour: 

Neurophenomenology: 

The mind and the brain 

Susan Gordon  

11 a.m. 

 

 Conversation Hour:  

Promoting student 

excellence in psychology 

Jennifer Doran, Giulia 

Landi, Lauren Levy, 

Rivka Meir, Harold 

Takooshian  

Presidential Address: 

Nothing is scheduled for 

the suite 

National Speaker 

Network Reception 

Chair: Harold Takooshian  

12 p.m. 

 

 Conversation Hour: 

How can Div52 help to 

internationalize 

psychology programs? 

Evaluations, connections, 

ideas 

Sherri Nevada McCarthy 

Book Presentation: 

ñChallenges to world 

peace: A global solutionò  

John LaMuth  

 

1 p.m. 

 

 Conversation Hour: 

Internationalizing the 

psychology curriculum. 

Updates from the Div52 

Curriculum and Training 

Committee 

Richard Velayo, Gloria 

Grenwald, and Mercedes 

McCormick 

Conversation Hour: 

From internationalizing 

the curriculum to the 

field. Florence Denmark, 

Jane Dewey, Amy 

Paderta, Neal Rubin, and 

Cidna Valentin 
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Division 52 ï International Psychology Hospitality Suite Program 

2010 APA Convention, San Diego, Marriott Hotel and Marina 

 

(continued from previous page) 

 

 

For questions, please email Senel Poyrazli, Ph.D. at poyrazli@psu.edu 

Division 52 News and Updates 

 Thursday 

August 12, 2010 

Friday  

August 13, 2010 

Saturday 

August 14, 2010 

Sunday 

August 15, 2010 

2 p.m. 

 

 Conversation Hour: 

Applying organizational 

psychology in the 

London Metropolitan 

Police, England 

Monica Mendiratta  

Student Poster Awards 

and Graduate Student 

Anastasi Award: 

Division 1 

 

3 p.m. 

 

Mentoring Committee 

Meeting 

Chair: Ani Kalayjian 

Conversation Hour: 

International crisis 

intervention. 

Humanitarian and green 

technology programs 

Steven Handwerker 

Conversation Hour: 

ñThe Work of Albert 

Ellisò 

Debbie Joffe Ellis 

(spouse of Albert Ellis) 

 

4 p.m. 

 

Disaster, Violence, and 

Mass Trauma Prevention 

Committee Meeting  

Chair: Ani Kalayjian 

Conversation Hour:  

Sexuality research in the 

Arab world. Difficulties 

and challenges  

Brigitte Khoury  

Conversation Hour: 

Therapeutic interview 

guide for changing 

beliefs and behavior 

Rivka Bertisch Meir & 

Stanley Krippner 

 

5 p.m. 

 

International Committee 

for Women Meeting 

Chair: Susan Nolan 

 Social Hour and 

Division 52 awards: 

International mentoring 

award 

 

6 p.m. 

 

 Human Trafficking Task 

Force Meeting 

Chair: Nancy Sidun 

  

 

mailto:poyrazli@psu.edu
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APA Division 52 óUrsula Gielen  

Book Awardô (2010) 

 
The mission of Division 52 is to advance psychology 

internationally as a science and profession, and through edu-

cation and advocacy. In support of this mission, the Ursula 

Gielen Global Psychology Book Award is presented to the 

author(s) or editor(s) of a recent book that makes the greatest 

contribution to psychology as an international discipline and 

profession, or more specifically, the degree to which the book 

adds to our understanding of global phenomena and problems 

from a psychological point of view. Examples include psy-

chological interventions at the micro- and macro- levels, mul-

tinational organizations, questions of mental health, peda-

gogy, peace and war, gender roles, contributions of indige-

nous psychologies to global psychology, textbooks that inte-

grate theory, research and practice from around the globe, 

edited volumes integrating contributions from scholars 

around the world, and overviews of international and global 

psychology. 

  

Inclusions and Exclusions 

Nominations may include authored or edited volumes in any 

language. All submissions must be accompanied by a 2-page 

letter in English making a case for the bookôs potential contri-

bution to global psychology. Copyright must be 2009. Nomi-

nations may not include fiction and biographies. 

 

Specifics of the Award  
Winners will be announced in early 2011, presented with a 

certificate, and invited to give an address at the August APA 

2011 Convention in Washington, DC. They will receive full 

payment of the convention fee and a stipend of $500 to help 

fund their attendance at the convention. 

 

Procedures 
All nominations, accompanied by the 2-page letter, and three 

copies of the book, must be made by September 1, 2010, and 

sent to:  

Renée Goodstein, Ph.D. 

Chair, Ursula Gielen Global Psychology Book Award  

Psychology Department 

St. Francis College 

180 Remsen Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 

USA 

(718) 489-5437 

e-mail: rgoodstein@stfranciscollege.edu 

 

Criteria  
In judging the contribution of each book, the following set of 

guidelines may be considered:  

1. How creative and novel are the ideas expressed in the 

book? 

2. How large and significant a contribution does the book 

make to psychology as a global discipline and profession?  

3. Are the bookôs contents international or global in nature?  

4. Is the book scientifically rigorous and logically sound? Are 

its theoretical bases well supported and translatable into 

sound and ethical practice? 

5. What is the literary quality of the work? Is it interestingly 

and well written? Is the audience for whom it is written ex-

plicitly stated and does it reach that audience?  

6. Does the book maintain a clear focus on psychology as a 

science and practice?  

 

About Ursula Gielen: 

Ursula Gielen (1916-1997, Germany) was vitally interested 

in the well-being of indigenous, persecuted, and poor people 

around the world, with a special emphasis on women and 

children. Her legacy and commitment to international con-

cerns and human welfare continues through her children: Ute 

Seibold, a former foreign language secretary in Switzerland; 

Uwe Gielen, an international psychologist in the United 

States; Odina Diephaus, a 

former inter- preter with the 

European Par- liament in Bel-

gium and France; and 

Anka Gielen, a counseling psy-

chologist in Germany. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Committee Members: 

Renée Goodstein, Ph.D., Chair 

Florence L. Denmark, Ph.D. 

Juris G. Draguns, Ph.D. 

Michael J. Stevens, Ph.D. 

Harold Takooshian, Ph.D. 

Uwe P. Gielen, Ph.D. (ex officio) 

 

Ursula Gielen Book Award Winners 
2008: Families Across Cultures: A 30-Nation Psychological 

Study. Editors: James Georgas, PhD (University of Athens, 

Greece), John W. Berry, PhD (Queenôs University, Canada), 

Fons J. R. van de Vijver, PhD (Katholieke Universiteit Bra-

bant, The Netherlands), Cigdem Kagitcibasi (Koc University, 

Turkey), PhD, and Ype H. Poortinga, PhD (Katholieke Uni-

versiteit Brabant, The Netherlands) 

Division 52 News and Updates 

mailto:rgoodstein@stfranciscollege.edu
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Nominees needed for  

Outstanding International  

Psychologist Awards! 

 
Each year Division 52 presents two Outstanding Interna-

tional Psychologist Awards. One award is given to a psy-

chologist from the United States and the second award is for a 

psychologist outside the United States. Individuals who have 

made outstanding contributions to international psychology 

either through significant research, teaching, advocacy, and/or 

contributions to international organizations are eligible. 

Please nominate psychologists who you think meet these 

criteria by JULY 10, 2010.  

  

Send nominations and a brief supporting statement to: 

Dr. Lynn Collins at Collins@lasalle.edu or LynnHCol-

lins@gmail.com. 

 

Details of procedure: Each April the Secretary of the 

Division and the Division webmaster announce a call for 

nominations for both awards to our Division, CIRP, and the 

APA Office of International Affairs with a two months dead-

line. Nominators are asked to provide names and brief state-

ments concerning the nominees. The Nominating Committee 

makes award recommendations to the Executive Committee. 

The Executive Committee may suggest additional candidates 

and approves the final nominees. The nominees are presented 

to the Board for final approval. Nominees will then be con-

tacted to provide additional background and information as 

needed. In any given year the Board may decide not to give 

these awards. Recognition of the awardees will occur at the 

APA convention.  

 

 

 

 

Previous recipients: 

2009: Chris E. Stout (U.S.); Marilyn P. Safir (non-U.S.) 

2008: Ronald P. Rohner (U.S.); Ramadan A. Ahmed 

(non-U.S.)  

2007: Kathryn L. Norsworthy (U.S.), Ronald H. Rozen-

sky (U.S.), Sheung-Tak Cheng (non-U.S.), and Martha E. 

Givaudan Moreno (non-U.S.)  

2006: Gerard A. Jacobs, Ph.D. (U.S.) and Michel 

Sabourin, Ph.D. (non-U.S, Canada)  

2005: Uwe P. Gielen (U.S.) and Fanny Cheung (non-

U.S.)  

2004: Anthony J. Marsella (U.S.) and Ruben Ardilla 

(non-U.S.)  

2003: Nancy Felipe Russo (U.S.) and John G. Adair 

(non-U.S.)  

2002: Harry C. Triandis (U.S.) and Susan Pick (U.S.)  

2001: Robert F. Morgan (U.S.) and Elizabeth Nair (non-

U.S.)  

2000: Henry P. David (U.S.), Raymond D. Fowler 

(U.S.), Peter Merenda (U.S.), and Bernhard Wilpert (U.S.)  

1999: Frances M. Culbertson (U.S.), Florence L. Den-

mark (U.S.), Edwin A. Fleishman (U.S.), and Charles D. 

Spielberger (U.S.) 

 

 

 

Division 52 News and Updates 

 

LEAVING A LEGACY TO DIVISION 52  

A Call for a Charitable Bequest to APA Division 52 

 

If you are interested in making a charitable bequest or other planned gift to the Division of  Interna-

tional Psychology, contact Michael Stevens at (309) 438-5700 or at mjsteven@ilstu.edu or Lisa 

Straus at (202) 336-5843 or at estraus@apa.org. 

  

mailto:Collins@lasalle.edu
mailto:LynnHCollins@gmail.com
mailto:LynnHCollins@gmail.com
http://web.mac.com/rvelayo/Div52Announcements/Announcements_files/Bequest.doc
mailto:mjsteven@ilstu.edu
mailto:estraus@apa.org
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Division 52 News and Updates 

  

Investigating International Immersion Learning  

in Doctoral Psychology Training Programs 

  
If you are a faculty member or doctoral student who has interest, experiences, or special 

knowledge of international immersion learning in doctoral programs in Counseling and 

Clinical Psychology programs, you are invited take part in a qualitative research study in-

vestigating this phenomenon.  Specifically, we are interested in learning (a) how programs 

integrate international immersion learning experiences, (b) what faculty and students antici-

pate as intended outcomes of such experiences, (c) what successes and obstacles are being 

faced (and tackled), and (d) what are future possibilities for this element of globalization. 

  
Your participation would involve a 50 minute (or so) telephone or internet-based interview 

about the phenomenon. To learn more about participation, please contact Lynette H. Bikos, 

Associate Professor of Clinical Psychology, Seattle Pacific University,  lhbikos@spu.edu, 

206.281.2017. 
  
The project has been approved by SPUôs Institutional Review Board (IRB #091002014; 

valid through 1/10/2011). 
  
  

 
  

 

Are You a Psychologist who 

was a Peace Corps Volunteer? 

 
Merry Bullock at the APA International 

Directorate and several members of 

Div. 17 - Society of Counseling Psy-

chology are looking for psychologists 

who were Peace Corps Volunteers. If 

you are one, please contact Mary at 

mbullock@apa.org. 

  

 

Division 52 Membership Survey 
Click here to access survey 

(Web link)  

 

Dear 52 Member: 

We have developed a survey to measure your  

opinions of your membership in Division 52.  The 

purpose of the survey is to determine how we can 

improve the services that the Division provides to 

enhance your membership in the division.  Please 

send any comments or questions to 

Janet2822@aol.com and susan.nolan@shu.edu 

  

We welcome your input. 

  

We appreciate your participation in this survey. 

  

mailto:lhbikos@spu.edu
https://webmail.psu.edu/webmail/retrieve.cgi?mailbox=Summer%20IPB%202009&mid=0A44FB1B45A741A4AFE4704140A849F9%40opa%2elocal&cmd=view&start_num=0&limit=87&sort=0&display=1&headers=default&safe_view=1&tab=1&status=0&timestamp=20090920205019
http://www.surveymonkey.com/s.aspx?sm=ez_2fIwHnuC50c_2byTVCDmt8g_3d_3d
mailto:Janet2822@aol.com
mailto:susan.nolan@shu.edu
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Introduction  

On October 10th 2009, after months of Swiss mediation 

and U.S. encouragement, the Foreign Ministers of Armenia 

and Turkey met to sign Protocols aiming to establish diplo-

matic relations between the two nations. The signing of these 

accords has resulted in mixed emotions and various opinions 

within both Armenia and Turkey. Emotions are high on both 

sides, as the neighboring countries have a long history of 

strained relations. The issue surrounding recognition of the 

killings of Armenians by Ottoman Turks as Genocide has 

been at the core of the emotional strife between both nations.   

Within the Armenian community there were groups 

which supported the signing of the accords, in the hopes they 

would improve the economy of Armenia through the opening 

of borders with Turkey. However, a large number of Armeni-

ans within the Republic of Armenia as well as the Diaspora 

were not satisfied and protested unfair conditions set forth 

within the Protocols. The following items and clauses of the 

Protocols were disputed: 1. Armenia will no longer have the 

right to negotiate Karabagh as under international law the 

region is legally a part of Azerbaijan territory; 2. Armenia 

must no longer raise concerns about the possible abuse of 

Armenian cultural patrimony and provide unlimited recogni-

tion of Turkeyôs borders, which were drawn after the ethnic 

cleansing of Armenians by the Ottoman Empire in 1915 ; and 

3. The call for a historical commission to discuss the events 

of 1915, which implies a dialogue is necessary to determine 

historical facts surrounding the Armenian Genocide, thus 

angering Armenians as this questions the veracity of the 

event. 

The Turkish opinion regarding the signing of the Proto-

cols and its possible ratification has also been mixed. Turkish 

supporters of the Protocols believe the opening of borders 

will bring about good cultural relationships between the peo-

ple of both nations through opportunities to conduct business 

together. However, there are still reservations regarding the 

opening of borders as many Turkish citizens believe more 

time is needed before an agreement can be reached. With 

regard to the conflicted territory of Nagorno-Karabagh, Turks 

view the area to belong to Azerbaijan and believe the Proto-

cols cannot be followed through until Armenia gives up 

claims to this region. The issue surrounding recognition of the 

Armenian Genocide is also an emotional trigger for Turkey as 

Turkish authorities insist there were killings on both sides and 

that no genocide was committed. 

The next step following the signing of the Protocols is 

ratification of the documents by Parliaments in Yerevan and 

Ankara.  However, both nations are currently at a standstill 

and ratification does not seem possible in the near future.  

The Armenian court ruling on January 12th, 2010, which es-

tablished that the Protocols with Turkey must conform to 

Armeniaôs constitution and as such not contradict Paragraph 

11 of the Declaration of Independence, which states: ñThe 

Republic of Armenia stands in support of achieving interna-

tional recognition of the 1915 Genocide in Ottoman Turkey 

and Western Armeniaò, has angered Ankara, leading Turkey 

to accuse Armenia of delivering a ruling which contradicts 

the already agreed upon accords.  Armenian President Serge 

Sargsyan has stated he will formally submit the Protocols for 

ratification to Parliament despite Turkeyôs efforts to ñdistort 

the dealò (Phillips, 2010).  Mr. Sargsyan has also threatened 

to withdraw from the accords if Turkey continues to stall with 

regard to ratification.  These events suggest that despite ef-

forts for normalization through opening borders between the 

nations, reconciliation between nations is necessary first for 

diplomatic relations to be reached. 

Peer-Reviewed Research Article 

 

Armenian-Turkish Protocols: Psychological Reactions 

 
Ani Kalayjian, EdD. 

Fordham University 

 

Jennifer De Mucci, M.A. 

Association for Trauma Outreach and Prevention 

 

Loren ToussAInt, PhD. 

Luther College, Department of Psychology 

The signing of the Armenian-Turkish Protocols on October 10, 2009, has resulted in mixed emo-
tions within both Armenia and Turkey.  This brief report presents results of a questionnaire con-
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Independent of political dissonance between the govern-

ments, it is also important to consider the psychological effect 

of these Protocols on the both the people of Armenia and 

Turkey.  The current accords between Armenian and Turkish 

governments have resurfaced the many negative emotions 

both sides have when recalling the events of 1915. The psy-

chological impact of these Protocols is one that cannot be 

ignored.  While they aim at normalization through establish-

ment of diplomatic relations, the conditions set forth are a 

reminder of the painful history between the nations.   

The Association for Trauma Outreach and Prevention 

(ATOP) of Meaningfulworld.com, a charitable organization 

affiliated with the United Nations Department of Public Infor-

mation (DPI), organized a follow-up mission for Armenia in 

November, 2009 to conduct workshops on healing from 

trauma through empowerment and forgiveness.  Within these 

workshops, individuals learned conflict resolution skills as 

well as the value of the practice of forgiveness.  The work-

shops also included ancestral meditation followed by a heal-

ing circle in which participants were encouraged to share their 

feelings and experiences.  The 7-step Biopsychosocial and 

Eco-Spiritual Model were central to all workshops.  This 

model, devised by Dr. Kalayjian (1990; 2002), teaches indi-

viduals how to process and let go of their negative feelings, as 

well as how to transform trauma and suffering into positive 

lessons and post-traumatic growth.  Although difficult emo-

tions were often conjured within these workshops as a result 

of the generational impact resulting from the Genocide; par-

ticipants attested that the model helped them transform their 

anger and come into a peaceful place. 

 

Method 

The ATOP team was also interested in assessing Arme-

niansô emotional reactions and opinions regarding the Proto-

cols and their psychological impact.  Questionnaires were 

distributed to evaluate these factors.  The research was ex-

ploratory in design, and the sampling was mixed both con-

venient (those who attended reconciliation and emotional 

healing groups), and others that investigators randomly se-

lected from various public centers throughout the cities. 

 

Participants 

174 participants (98 male; 76 female), residing in Yere-

van and Vanatzor, Republic of Armenia, completed the ques-

tionnaires. Fifty percent (50%) of all respondents reported to 

have not read the entire Protocol and 32.2 percent had read 

some parts, 9.2 percent had read an analysis of it and only 8.6 

percent of respondents had read the entire document.  With 

regard to agreement with the Protocols, 39.7 percent agreed to 

only opening borders, disagreeing with conditions set forth 

regarding a committee to discuss historical accounts and re-

turning Karabagh.  About 17 percent reported to not agreeing 

with any of the documents and only 3.4 percent agreed with 

everything.  

 

Measures 

 Dr. Kalayjian devised the questionnaire following a 

public opinion poll conducted by the Armenian Sociological 

Association. This poll asked two questions:  ñDo you person-

ally agree for the signing of Armenian-Turkish Protocols?ò 

and ñWhat do you think about the opening of the Armenian-

Turkish border? On September 21-25, 2009, one month be-

fore signing of the Protocols, 1000 respondents in Yerevan 

completed the survey.  According to this survey by the Arme-

nian Sociological Association, majority of respondents (52.4 

%) were against the signing, 39.2 percent were in agreement, 

and 8.4 percent were undecided.  Results with regard to open-

ing the borders were almost equal, with 47.9 percent agreeing 

to an opening and 40.9 percent against opening of borders.  A 

smaller percentage (11.2%) reported to not care (Armenian 

Sociological Association, 2009).  

The questionnaire devised for the current study ex-

panded upon this poll in order to gain a deeper understanding 

of which parts of the Protocols were most troublesome, with 

emphasis on psychological reactions to the Protocols. The 

questionnaire contained the following six questions: 1. Have 

you read the Protocol? 2. What parts do you agree with? 3. 

What parts do you disagree with? 4. Why do you disagree 

with certain parts? 5. Please express your emotions and feel-

ings regarding these Protocols, and 6. What would you 

change to revise/improve the Protocols?  This paper discusses 

the results of this survey and implications for future work 

necessary for healing the psychological wounds and recon-

ciliation between both nations.   

 

Results 

The largest group of respondents (33.9 %) expressed 

disagreement because the Protocols did not make an acknowl-

edgement of the Genocide and had conditions of returning 

Karabagh.  Another group of respondents (23 %) also dis-

agreed, viewing the Protocols as a clear distraction from ac-

knowledgement of the Genocide and returning Armenian 

historical lands.  Additionally, respondents experienced the 

Protocols as a ñTurkish trapò (5.2 %), an outcome of genera-

tional transmission of trauma (Kalayjian, 2009) and evidence 

of deceit on part of the Turkish government (5.7%).  Another 

group of respondents (16.7%) disagreed with the entire Proto-

cols, 9.2% viewed it as unjust, and 3.4 % viewed it as only a 

means to economic prosperity. 

When asked what they wished to change or revise with 

regards to the Protocols, the majority of respondents (22.4 %) 

reported wanting to remove preconditions and return Western 

Armenian lands.  Acknowledgment of the Genocide was next 

in percentage (12.6 %).  The next group (13.8%) reported not 

wishing to change anything or had no knowledge of the Pro-

tocols and 9.2 percent expressed other desires (Restriction in 

Turkish expansion, i.e. Turkish citizens would not be allowed 

to buy land or own businesses within Armenia). 

With regard to the psychological and emotional impact 

of the Protocols on the Armenian people, there was a mix of 

both positive and negative emotions.  The majority of respon-

dents (51.7%) expressed strong negative emotions ranging 

from sadness to rage.  Twenty-two point four percent (22.4%) 

reported feeling a mixture of negative emotions, predomi-
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nantly a combination of fear for the future and rage over un-

just conditions, which do not favor Armenian interests.  Other 

negative emotions expressed were: sadness (4.6%), disap-

pointment (17.8%), anger (4.0%), and hopelessness (7.5%).  

A smaller percentage of Armenians (29.9%) reported having 

positive feelings of happiness (4.0 %) and hope (25.9%) that 

a prosperous future and good relations are possible between 

the two countries.  However, those who agreed for opening 

the borders were clear that they wanted preconditions re-

moved, Genocide acknowledged, and trust built between 

nations before fair diplomatic relations could be possible.   

Additional analysis was conducted to determine differ-

ences between males and females in the survey responses.  

Differences between genders were examined since all other 

demographic data were equal (i.e. all respondents were Arme-

nian, Christian, and university educated).  A chi-square test of 

goodness-of-fit was performed to determine whether differ-

ences existed between gender and survey responses.  Statisti-

cally significant differences were found between men and 

women on questions 1, 3, and 5. (óHave you read the Proto-

col?ô óWhich parts do you disagree with?ô and óDescribe your 

emotions and feelings?ô).  

There were statistically significant differences in the 

percentages of females (F) and males (M) who had read the 

Protocol c2(3, N = 170) = 7.65, p = .05. Noticeably fewer 

females than males had read the entire document (F = 2.7% 

vs. M = 12.6%) or parts of it (F = 29.3% vs. M = 35.8%).  

Slightly more females (8.0%) than males (7.4%) had read an 

analysis of the Protocol, while quite a few more females 

(60%) as compared to males (44.2%) had not read the docu-

ment.  There were statistically significant differences in the 

percentages of females and males who disagreed with parts of 

the Protocol c2(4, N = 122) = 10.67, p < .05.  More females 

(25%) than males (22.9%) disagreed with the entire docu-

ment, but far fewer females (38.5%) as compared to males 

(55.7%) disagreed with conditions on Genocide and Kara-

bagh. Fewer females (1.9 %) than males (7.1%) did not dis-

agree with any of it.  Almost twice as many females (23%) 

than males (12.9 %) reported not being knowledgeable of the 

Protocols.  Significant differences were also found between 

females and males in what changes/revisions were wished for 

to make the protocols acceptable c2(4, N = 100) = 12.70, p 

<  .05.  More males than females wished to change nothing at 

all (F = 4.9% vs. M = 16.9%) or no conditions/returning lands 

(F = 29.3% vs. M = 45.8%).  More females than males 

wanted to change the first acknowledgement of genocide (F = 

22% vs. M = 20.3%) and mentioned something other that 

they wanted to change (F = 29.3% vs. M = 6.8%).   

 

Discussion 

Results suggest that the majority of Armenians are 

against any preconditions within the Protocols, and while 

agreeing to the opening of borders as a positive change, this 

should not happen until Genocide is acknowledged. For Ar-

menians, acknowledgement is necessary before an agreement 

with Turkey can be reached.  This is consistent with Harry S. 

Sullivan's assertion that after a mass trauma in order to 

achieve closure, there needs to be a sincere validation, ac-

knowledgment, and reparation (Sullivan, 1953).    

In addition to distrust of Turkish government, a high 

percentage of Armenians also expressed distrust and rage 

with their own government, whom they believe has also be-

trayed them through signing the accords despite unjust condi-

tions.  Dissatisfaction with the Armenian government has 

been present within Armenians in the Republic of Armenia 

for some time.  A small minority of leaders displaying a great 

deal of wealth do not exhibit concern or awareness for the 

countryôs citizens, resulting in many Armenians to report 

feelings that the government is not concerned with their opin-

ion in regards to matters such as the Protocols.  Perhaps the 

most illustrative example of corruption within the Armenian 

government can be seen in the events of the 2008 presidential 

elections.  Thousands of citizens believed the election results 

had been rigged.  On March 1st, 2008, police alleging that 

protesters were armed and prepared to cause a riot, opened 

fire and killed at least ten innocent peaceful protesters.  The 

elections of May 31st, 2009 were marred by fraud such as 

ballot stuffing, multiple votes and other undemocratic deal-

ings.  It is clear more work is necessary in improving the 

democratic infrastructure within Armenia in order to restore 

the peopleôs faith in their government (Policy Forum Arme-

nia, 2008) 

Overall, ratification of the Protocols does not appear 

likely as both countries accuse each other of attempting to 

alter the deal.  The Armenian court ruling which upheld the 

legality of the Protocols but underlined that they could not 

contradict Armeniaôs official position that the Armenian 

Genocide must be internationally recognized has angered 

Turkey leading to accusations that Armenia is trying to set 

new conditions.  In response, Armeniaôs President Sargsyan 

has stated that Turkey has made efforts to ñdistort the es-

senceò and has suggested that Ankara is simply looking for an 

excuse to avoid normalizing relations with Yerevan (Capital 

of The Republic of Armenia) before a resolution of the Na-

gorno-Karabakh conflict (Grigorian & Hovanissian, 2010).  

As of February 25th, 2010, Armeniaôs Parliament has voted to 

suspend ratification of the accords.  Undoubtedly the frustra-

tions which still exist between both countries have led to this 

event.  

Further healing work is necessary in order for progress 

to be made amongst both nations.  The psychological impact 

of the Protocols upon the Armenians has magnified due to the 

generationally transmitted pain, grief, and anger stemming 

from Turkish governmentôs refusal to define the events of 

1915 as Genocide.  For the Armenians empowerment train-

ings focusing on healing the trauma, and helping with the 

practice of forgiveness are necessary to nurture trust and col-

laboration. For Turkey, empowerment and healing is also 

necessary. Future research should conduct a survey assessing 

the psychological and emotional reactions these accords have 

upon the Turkish citizens and compare these to the emotions 

felt by Armenians. An understanding of the emotional reac-

tions felt on both sides will allow for the dialogue which is 

necessary before diplomatic relations can be established.   
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