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The articles in this issue of are in four ma; -
psychological. processes and conflict, (br) r;?;;]gg‘;‘;%‘; which de;_u with (a) basic
ogy and conflict resolution, and (d) the relationship be and conflict, (c) psychol-
military. P between psychology and the

The articles in the first group explore bas; :
with forgiveness and collectivep guil;t (Legizlriip?;: 0];?'5&1! plogesscsmasociied
threat (Billies, 2015), stereotypes (Mozumder & Hi’ ue %Tg 2015), perceived
(Sammut, Bezzina, & Sartawi, 2015). Leonard et acl1 (‘20 15) )1; and attributions
context of Northern Ireland, those who experienced collecti ound that in the
i i s : collective guilt were more
likely to be positively disposed toward outgroups. This relationshi
across religious groups, although the study also replicated the ex ccted tend of

Lo e . : _ pected trend of
Catholics identifying more strongly with their religious ingroup than did P
estants. Billies (2015) used qualitative narrative analysis to explore surveilla;?:t-
threat, in the context of heightened national security concerns in the Uniteg
States. This study illuminated the very subtle changes experienced by minorities
who are the targets of widespread “stop and frisk” policies, as security concerns
become an increasingly salient national priority. The study by Billies makes clear
that sgr-veillance t.hreats have costs and consequences, particularly for targeted
minorities. The brief research report by Mozumder and Haque (2015) illuminates
the important role of stereotypes in intergroup relations, with a focus on two
groups living in southeastern Bangladesh. With a similar focus on basic cognitive
processes, the brief research report by Sammut et al. (2015) explores intergroup
attributions in the context of Malta.

The second group of articles, which deal with mental health and conflict,
begins with the timely examination by Suleiman and Agat-Galili (2015) of
relationships between Israeli therapists and Arab patients. At the center of this
relationship are issues of identity and identification, with macro intergroup
conflicts and status inequalities seeping into interpersonal relationships in the
therapy sessions. Individual therapists and mental health patients are not able to
escape the larger conflicts pervading their societies, even when at the individual
level they have the best of intentions to collaborate with one another. The second
article in this group (Montiel, 2015) describes a personal 40-year journey by a
highly insightful psychologist and prodemocracy activist living in the Philip-
pines. Using the method of analytic autoethnography, the author examines the
different layers of her experiences during the slow and painful transition out of
dictatorship, moving toward a more open Philippine society. Like the discussion
by Suleiman and Agat-Galili, Montiel’s article highlights the complex relation-
ship between macro and micro level psychological processes, and the challenges
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World societies. )
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X : : . However
e interpreted as involving p.u.rely intergroup processes ever,
:)i:]ee; :r(;illg t[t:at a f(;l:)us on individuasl decision-making 1n Cross-nation noninter-
vention also has l;elslff}glilf (\’;:t):s [_:,owers in Third World societies, which has
Oﬂ::eb]el::rxgt;ry ra)gher than for the purposes of aid or naztbolnsal dlevelopme_m,
seems “intractable.” Kudish, Cohen-Chen, an d Halperin (X fi ) ua SO eaaning
behavioral style that has proven very dlfﬁcu]t_to change, specifically ff] relatlonf
between Israel and Palestine. Again and again we have heard that “on paper
agreement can be reached, but in practice the conﬁlf:t continues across genera-
tions. Kudish et al. report the results of three studl‘es, demonstrating that .the
perception “our conflict is unique” contribut.es. toa fa}lure to resplve the conﬂl_ct.
Their research suggests that helping participants In a conf_iict to recognize
commonalities across conflicts and that in fact their conflict is not necessarily
unique, could facilitate conflict resolution. The study by David and Maoz (2015)
also explores the Isracl-Palestine conflict, with a focus on factors that prevent
Jewish-Israeli adults from supporting compromises to make peace with Pales-
tinians. As expected, the perceptions that Palestinians pose a threat reduced
support for compromise. It is interesting to note that when Palestinians were
perceived as having stereotypic feminine traits, support for compromise in-
creased.

The extremely important but highly controversial relationship between psy-
chology and the military is the focus of debate in articles by Staal and Greene
(2015a) and Arrigo, Eidelson, and Rockwood (2015a). The publication of “back-
and-forth™ articles by these authors in the same issue requires some explanation.
Soon after becoming editor, I received a well-written manuscript, submitted by
Staal and Green, critically addressing issues raised by Arrigo, Eidelson, and
Bennet (2012) in an earlier article published in this Journal. The issues raised in
these articles seemed to me to be highly important for both research and
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practicing psychologists. After some delibcr;n?on. it was decided that those
involved n the debate should have an opportunity to publish their views in the
same issue of the journal so that readers would be better able to critically assess
the pros and cons of the different positions (Arrigo, Eidelson. & Rockwood
2015b; Staal & Greene 2()_15h). [ want to thank _lhe authors for their well-
reasoned cuntribution:.s to [hIS' debate and for accepting the strict space and time
limitations set for their contr_lbl.mons_.

The final contribution to th|§ issue is by Kashtan (2015). who presents a review
of a highly timely and ambitious edited book, Toward a Socially Responsipie
psvchology for a Global Era ( Mustakova-Possardt, Lyubansky, Basseches. &
Oxenberg, 2014). This collection urges psychologists to rethink theijr traditional
research methods and practices and to develo;_) new ones that help achieve a more
just and sustainable world. Of course, traditional psy(':}.m.logy has often been
! ticized from within. with several major waves of criticism since the 1960)s.

aditional psychological research has given us a vast amount

Critics contend that tr !
of information about how middle-class students from Western societies Sahae

as isolated individuals in laboratory condi_tions. What this new edited collection
suggests is that more psychologists are going down altematwe.paths of research
and practice, exploring nontraditional approaches to psychological science. Such
developments can only benefit the discipline of psychology and the larger world

we Serve.
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