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The relationship of challenge to core beliefs, rumination, disclosure, and some sociocultural elements to
posttraumatic growth (PTG) were explored. Participants were college students enrolled in psychology
classes who reported having experienced a stressful event within the past 2 years and who completed
measures in groups. Findings suggested that challenge to core beliefs was the main predictor of PTG, and
that a very large proportion of the sample had encountered themes of PTG in their sociocultural contexts.
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Traumatic events are rather common (Norris & Slone, 2007),
and most research on their impact has focused on the development
of posttraumatic problems (Joseph, Linley, & Harris, 2005). How-
ever, over the past 30 years, there has been growing interest in the
experience of positive change in the aftermath of trauma. The idea
that positive change can be found after a traumatic event is
age-old, but the systematic study of these changes is more recent
(Joseph, Yule, & Williams, 1993; Park, Cohen, & Murch, 1996;
Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1995).

Posttraumatic growth (PTG), the experience of positive change
as a result of the struggle with a major life crisis (Calhoun &
Tedeschi, 1999), has been reported by people who have experi-
enced a wide range of events, including cancer (e.g., Cordova,
Cunningham, Carlson, & Andrykowski, 2001; Weiss, 2004; Cor-
dova et al., 2007), sexual assault (e.g., Grubaugh & Resick, 2007),
combat (e.g., Maguen, King, King, & Litz, 2006), natural disasters
(e.g., Cryder, Kilmer, Tedeschi, & Calhoun, 2006), and HIV/AIDS
(e.g., Milam, 2004). PTG has been reported on at least five
dimensions: Relating to Others, New Possibilities, Personal
Strength, Spiritual Change, and Appreciation of Life (Morris,
Shakespeare-Finch, Rieck, & Newbery, 2005; Tedeschi & Cal-
houn, 1995, 1996). Relating to Others includes the realization of
how good and supportive people are as well as a sense of increased
closeness in relationships. New Possibilities is the experience of
new options that had previously not been considered, and it can
include the discovery of a new life path. Personal Strength is the
realization of oneself as being stronger than was previously
thought. Spiritual Change is illustrated by a greater understanding
of spirituality and increased faith in a higher power. Appreciation
of Life can entail a revision of life priorities and a new appreciation
for how precious life is. Earlier research focused on the occurrence

and prevalence of PTG. More recently, the focus has shifted to
seeking to assess what contributes to the process of growth and why
the experience of growth varies across individuals.

One of the factors hypothesized to be important for setting the
stage for subsequent PTG is the occurrence of events that present
a challenge, that shake, or that shatter the core beliefs that com-
prise the person’s assumptive world (Janoff-Bulman, 1992; Linley
& Joseph, 2004; Parkes, 1971; Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1995, 2004).
The assumptive world is a “general set of beliefs and assumptions
about the world, that guide actions [and] help understand the causes
and reasons for what happens” (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 2004). Previous
research has indicated that the amount of PTG reported is correlated
with the degree of challenge to one’s core beliefs about the world and
one’s place in it (Cann et al., 2010). The challenge to the assumptive
world is assumed to lead to cognitive processing of the event in the
form of repeated thought about what happened.

The term rumination has been used, by some but not all schol-
ars, to denote exclusively negative and intrusive thinking (e.g.,
Lyubomirsky & Nolen-Hoeksema, 1995; Nolen-Hoeksema &
Morrow, 1993). However, rumination, as the word is used here,
follows the original meaning of the term, to mean repetitive
thinking (Watkins, 2008). Rumination can be intrusive, when
unwanted thoughts invade the person’s cognitive world. Rumina-
tion can also be a thoughtfully reflective (Nolen-Hoeksema &
Davis, 2004), deliberate, and purposeful reexamining of the event
and related issues (Calhoun, Cann, Tedeschi, & McMillan, 2000).
As Martin and Tesser (1996) have suggested, rumination can
include reflecting on events, trying to understand them, reminisc-
ing, and trying to find solutions to life problems. Although intru-
sive rumination tends to occur for most, if not all, trauma survi-
vors, deliberate rumination, where the person decides, consciously
and explicitly, to think about something, can also occur. This
deliberate kind of rumination may be more conducive to PTG than
is the kind of intrusive thinking that is typical after a highly
stressful event, because the presence of more deliberate and of
less-intrusive rumination tends to be related to PTG (Affleck &
Tennen, 1996; Calhoun et al., 2000). Deliberate rumination, in this
context, can involve thinking about possible positive repercussions
of the event, for example, “I think this event helped me realize I
am much stronger than I had thought’” and it may also involve

This article was published Online First March 28, 2011.
Cassie M. Lindstrom, Arnie Cann, Lawrence G. Calhoun, and Richard

G. Tedeschi, Department of Psychology, University of North Carolina-
Charlotte.

Correspondence concerning this article should be addressed to Cassie
Lindstrom, 6301 Lakefill Road, Charlotte, NC 28212. E-mail:
CmLinds1@email.uncc.edu

Psychological Trauma: Theory, Research, Practice, and Policy © 2011 American Psychological Association
2013, Vol. 5, No. 1, 50–55 1942-9681/13/$12.00 DOI: 10.1037/a0022030

50



deliberate and conscious attempts to remind oneself of benefits
experienced as a result of being forced to face a very difficult
situation (Affleck & Tennen, 1996; Folkman, 2008).

In contrast, intrusive rumination is unwanted thinking that hap-
pens without the person wanting it and it is likely to be distressing.
The thought may be experienced as an annoyance or worse.
Although intrusive rumination is likely for most trauma survivors
soon after the event, PTG is theorized to occur for individuals who
move away from intrusive rumination and enter into more delib-
erate ruminative processing as time since the event increases
(Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1995, 2004).

Another factor that may affect the process of PTG is self-
disclosure about one’s reactions to the highly stressful event. The
general psychological benefits of disclosure are well-documented
(Lepore & Smyth, 2002; Niederhoffer & Pennebaker, 2009; Pen-
nebaker, 2003). There is also some indication that disclosure may
be related to the amount of growth reported. For example, a study
with cancer patients found that disclosure about their illness was
positively associated with stress-related growth (Henderson, Da-
vison, Pennebaker, Gatchel, & Baum, 2001). A study with Japa-
nese university students found that those who had told others about
their experience with a highly stressful event and who experienced
mutual disclosure reported more PTG than those who did not
(Taku, Tedeschi, Cann, & Calhoun, 2009). These previous find-
ings suggest that disclosure may be related to growth, but previous
studies have not examined the specific content of disclosure and its
relationship to growth. It seems likely that disclosure of growth
themes will be more likely to be related to PTG than disclosure of
negative posttraumatic experiences. However, little is known
about this aspect of the process of development of growth.

Sociocultural influences have also been proposed as an impor-
tant component to the development of PTG (Weiss & Berger,
2010). One of the influences proposed as an important covariate of
PTG is the degree to which themes of growth are culturally
available to the individual who has experienced a traumatic event.
The degree to which people are exposed to cultural themes that
growth can come from the struggle with a traumatic event has been
hypothesized to impact the degree to which they will report PTG
(Calhoun & Tedeschi, 2006; Calhoun, Cann, & Tedeschi, 2010).
Exposure to growth themes, both through the broader culture (e.g.,
TV, Internet, and newspapers) and through one’s more proximate
social network (e.g., friends or family reporting positive changes
resulting from difficult experiences), may contribute to the expe-
rience of PTG. If themes of PTG are available to persons who are
coping with a major stressor, they may be more likely to report
growth.

The current study was designed to examine the relationship of
threat to core beliefs, rumination, disclosure experiences, and
exposure to cultural themes of growth to posttraumatic growth.

Method

Participants

Participants were recruited via an online system at a large public
university in the Southeastern United States. They were under-
graduate college students enrolled in introductory psychology
courses who participated for course credit. Originally, 213 students
participated in this study, which was identified as requiring per-

sonal reactions to a highly stressful event experienced in the past
2 years. However, 84 participants were excluded from the analy-
ses. Exclusion criteria were as follows: if event occurred more than
2 years before, if event did not meet criteria for a traumatic event
as defined by the DSM-IV-TR (American Psychiatric Association,
2000), and if the event was rated as less than 4 on a 7-point scale
of stressfulness. The final sample of 129 participants included 87
(67.4%) women and 42 (32.6%) men. Participants ranged in age
from 18 to 47 years (M � 20.29, SD � 3.73) and included 87
(67.4%) Caucasians, 23 (17.8%) African Americans, 9 (7%)
Asians, 5 (3.9%) Native Americans, 4 (3.1%) Latinos, and 1
person did not list their ethnic identification. Almost all partici-
pants (N � 127) were single. The most commonly reported trau-
matic events were death of a family member (43 participants,
33.3%), death of a close friend (26 participants, 20.2%), serious
accident (16 participants, 12.4%), sexual assault (8 participants,
6.2%), and other (16 participants, 12.4%), which included, for
example, life-threatening illness of a family member, suicide of a
loved one, and unplanned pregnancy.

Procedure

Measures were administered to participants in groups of up to
10; they were asked to read the informed consent form and were
given an opportunity to ask questions. Participants were asked to
focus on a highly stressful event they had experienced in the past
2 years. Completion of measures took approximately 10–15 min.
Order of presentation of measures was counterbalanced to control
for order effects.

Measures

Stressfulness of the event. Stressfulness of the event was
assessed with two separate items. One asked for a rating of
stressfulness at the time of the event (How stressful was the event
for you at the time it happened?) and the other for a rating of
current stressfulness (How stressful is the event for you now?).
Responses were made on 7-point Likert scales ranging from 1(not
at all stressful) to 7 (extremely stressful).

Core Beliefs Inventory (CBI). The CBI (Cann et al., 2010)
is a nine-item measure that assesses the degree to which a trau-
matic/stressful event causes people to reevaluate their assumptive
worlds, including beliefs about themselves, other people, the fu-
ture, and the world. Items were rated on a 6-point scale ranging
from 0 (not at all) to 5 (to a very great degree). Scores can range
from 0 to 45 (M � 28.06, SD � 9.19). The CBI has been shown
to have good internal reliability (� � .82) (Cann et al., 2010) and
acceptable test-retest reliability (.69). In the current study, the
reliability for the CBI was � � .84.

Rumination scale. The Rumination Scale is a 24-item mea-
sure assessing intrusive and deliberate rumination both “two weeks
after” the event and in the past 2 weeks (� � .93 for intrusive
items, � � .80 for deliberate items); the present scale is based on
items used in a previous study (Calhoun et al., 2000). There are 12
distinct items, with six assessing intrusive rumination (e.g.,
Thoughts about the event came to mind and I could not get rid of
them, I could not keep images or thoughts about the event from
entering my thoughts) and six assessing deliberate rumination
(e.g., I thought about the event and tried to figure out how I could
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make sense out of what happened, I deliberately thought about
how the event had affected me). Participants respond to the same
six deliberate and intrusive rumination items separately for each of
the two time points.

Self-disclosure about the event. Two items were used to
assess disclosure of consequences of the event: “Sometimes, did
you actually discuss negative consequences of this event with your
friends or family?”, and “Sometimes, did you actually discuss with
your friends or family, positive things that came from your struggle
with this event?” (Yes � 1, No � 2).

Sociocultural context. The sociocultural context was as-
sessed using a 7-item measure developed for this study. The items
assessed the availability of PTG themes in both the proximate
(e.g., I have known several people who experienced really tough
situations and saw benefits in their experience) and distal culture
(e.g., I have seen TV shows or movies where people who faced
really tough losses changed for the better because of that). Items
are rated from 0 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). Re-
sponses to the items were summed to obtain a total score to
indicate overall exposure to growth themes (possible range of
scores is 7–35; M � 27.56, SD � 3.40). Internal consistency was
only marginally acceptable (� � .65).

Posttraumatic Growth Inventory (PTGI). The PTGI (Te-
deschi & Calhoun, 1996) is a 21-item inventory that assesses five
domains of growth. Items are rated on a 0 (I did not experience this
change) to 5 (I experienced this change to a great degree) scale,
and scores can range from 0 to 105 (M � 60.07, SD � 19.27). The
scale has acceptable test-retest reliability, scores are not correlated
with social desirability, and responses on the scale tend to be
corroborated by others (Shakespeare-Finch & Enders, 2008; Te-
deschi & Calhoun, 1996; Weinrib, Rothrock, Johnsen, & Lutgen-
dorf, 2006; Wild & Paivio, 2003).

Results

Correlations between the major variables were conducted, and
there were significant correlations between challenge to core be-
liefs (M � 28.06, SD � 9.19) and stressfulness of event at the time
it happened (M � 6.43, SD � .72) (r � .22, p � .05); soon after
event intrusive rumination (M � 13.56, SD � 4.04) (r � .24, p �
.01); deliberate rumination soon after event (M � 10.46, SD �
3.35) (r � .37, p � .01); recent intrusive rumination (M � .6.70,
SD � 5.39) (r � .38, p � .01); recent deliberate rumination (M �

6.86, SD � 4.29) (r � .44, p � .01); and PTG (M � 60.07, SD
19.27) (r � .58, p � 01). See Table 1.

The mean sociocultural context scores were quite high, with
very limited variability (M � 27.56, SD � 3.40; minimum � 15,
maximum � 35). Sociocultural context scores were not signifi-
cantly correlated with any of the other variables of interest. Items
assessing exposure to growth themes were generally rated highly,
suggesting that growth is a common theme in the sociocultural
contexts of the present participants. Total scores ranged from 15 to
35, and means on individual items (rated on 1–5 scales) were
generally high, ranging from 3.69 to 4.29, indicating that respon-
dents generally saw themes of growth as quite common in their
sociocultural contexts.

To examine the effect of disclosure about the event, participants
were divided into two groups, based on whether they had, or had
not, discussed with others consequences of their struggle with the
trauma; disclosure of positive consequences from the struggle
were considered separately from negative consequences of the
event. Participants who had discussed positive consequences of
their traumatic experience reported more deliberate rumination
soon after the event (M � 11.10, SD � 3.05) than those that had
not discussed positive consequences of the trauma (M � 9.40,
SD � 3.58, t(126) � 2.86, p � .01), and less current stress
associated with the event (M � 3.51, SD � 1.61), than those who
did not discuss positive consequences of the event (M � 4.23,
SD � 1.49, t(127) � 2.53, p � .05). There were no differences
between the two groups on total scores on the PTGI.

Those who discussed negative consequences of the trauma
differed from those who did not only on deliberate rumination
soon after the event; those who reported having discussed
negative consequences scored higher on deliberate rumination
soon after the event (M � 10.97, SD � 3.11) than those that did
not (M � 8.64, SD � 3.61, t(126) � 3.38, p � .01). There were
no differences between the two groups on total scores on the
PTGI.

A stepwise regression analysis was conducted to assess the
impact of several variables of interest on total PTG. Based on
theoretical models of growth (Calhoun et al., 2010; Janoff-
Bulman, 1992) and on previous findings (Cann et al., 2010),
degree of challenge to core beliefs was entered first and predicted
34% of the variance in PTGI score (R2 � .34, F(1, 125) � 63.31,
p � .001). In the next step, intrusive and deliberate rumination

Table 1
Descriptive Statistics and Zero-Order Correlations Among Focal Variables

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1. Stress at time of event 6.43 .72
2. Core beliefs challenge 28.06 9.19 .22��

3. SA intrusive rumination 13.56 4.04 .44� .24�

4. SA deliberate rumination 10.46 3.35 .03 .37� .18�

5. Recent intrusive rumination 6.70 5.39 .37� .38� .54� .26�

6. Recent deliberate rumination 6.86 4.29 .25� .44� .48� .52� .70�

7. Stress now 3.78 1.60 .45� .16 .39� �.01 .63� .37�

8. Socio-cultural context 27.56 3.40 �.01 .11 �.10 .05 �.04 .02 �.04
9. Total PTGI score 60.07 19.27 .12 .58� .25� .44� .27� .46� .06 .07

Note. N � 129.
�p � .01. ��p � .05.

52 LINDSTROM, CANN, CALHOUN, AND TEDESCHI



soon after the event were entered separately and, together, pre-
dicted an additional 6% of variance (R2 � .40, F(3, 123) � 27.53,
p � .01), a significant change (change in R2 � .07, F change �
6.73, p � .01). In the third step, discussing negative and positive
consequences of the trauma were entered separately and, while not
significant, predicted an additional 2% of variance (R2 � 42%,
F(5, 121) � 17.48, p � .001). Finally, recent intrusive and delib-
erate rumination were entered separately and, together, predicted
an additional 2% of variance (nonsignificant change), resulting in
an overall 44% of variance being predicted by the model [R2 �
.44, F(7, 119) � 13.23, p � .001]. See Table 2.

Discussion

The current study was perhaps the first to directly assess the
relationship of specific proximate and distal sociocultural factors
to self-reported PTG. Although no relationship was found between
self-reported exposure to cultural themes and growth, the very
limited range of scores, with the possibility of ceiling effects, may
have influenced this finding. What was surprising was the very
large proportion of participants who reported at least some cultural
exposure to themes of growth. Ninety-eight percent, for example,
reported having heard or read stories of people who had experi-
enced positive changes as a result of their struggle with very
difficult events, and the mean score on the sum of items assessing
exposure to growth themes was approximately 28 of a total pos-
sible score of 35. These findings may be the most interesting of
this cross-sectional study, because they indicate that themes of
PTG are readily available to almost all people in the present

sample. A needed next step is an assessment of the degree to which
these findings are representative of other places in North America
in particular, and the world more generally.

The current study provides additional support for the important
relationship between challenges to core beliefs and PTG. Present
findings are congruent with both theoretical predictions (Calhoun
& Tedeschi, 2006; Janoff-Bulman, 1989, 1992, 2006) and with
recent empirical findings (Cann et al., 2010). Significant challenge
to the assumptive world appears to be an important correlate of,
and perhaps causal antecedent to, PTG. If a traumatic event does
not present a challenge to previously held beliefs, the processes
necessary to produce growth (e.g., rumination, self-disclosure,
etc.) are unlikely to occur. The discomfort caused by the discrep-
ancy between previously held core beliefs and new, contradictory
information is purported to prompt the need to engage in these
processes. However, longitudinal studies are needed to confirm
that core beliefs challenge precedes growth.

The present study also provides some additional information on
the possible impact of disclosure about a traumatic event. Disclo-
sure about negative consequences was associated only with delib-
erate rumination recalled as having occurred soon after the event.
However, participants who reported having disclosed about the
positive impact of the struggle with the traumatic event reported
more deliberate rumination soon after the event, and less current
stress related to the event, than those who reported no such
disclosure. One possible reason for these relationships is that
higher levels of deliberate rumination may not only increase the
likelihood of disclosure, but disclosure, especially disclosure that
is socially accepted or reinforced, may, in turn, increase the like-
lihood of deliberate positive rumination about the stressful event.
The finding that disclosure about positive consequences of the
trauma is associated with less current stress is congruent with other
findings on the effects of disclosure about traumatic experiences
(Taku et al., 2009). Present findings suggest that it may be useful
to further investigate the relationships between disclosure, espe-
cially disclosure about positive consequences of having to deal
with a very difficult situation, the social and cultural responses to
such disclosure, and PTG.

Unlike a previous study done on disclosure in Japan, there was
no clear relationship between PTG and disclosure in the present
findings; there are at least two possible reasons for this. One
possible explanation is that disclosure may somehow be a more
salient, impactful social action in Japan than it is in the United
States. In addition, the present study assessed disclosure dichoto-
mously and did not include any measure of the perceived re-
sponses to the disclosure, factors which may have moderated the
effect of self-disclosure. Future studies should assess not only
whether disclosure occurred, but also what the responses to dis-
closure were.

The findings from the regression predicting PTG indicate that
the process by which growth occurs is complex and involves the
interplay of many factors. Challenge to core beliefs, deliberate and
intrusive rumination, both soon after the event and recently, and
disclosure about positive and negative consequences of the trauma
together predicted 44% of the variance in growth. A considerable
amount of the variance of PTG is accounted for by the challenge
to core beliefs, additional evidence that such threat to the assump-
tive world is an important element for understanding the process of
PTG (Cann et al., 2010). The threat to the assumptive world likely

Table 2
Hierarchical Multiple Regression Predicting
Posttraumatic Growth

Model b SE � R2 �R2

Step 1 .34�� .34��

(Intercept) 25.62 4.55
CBI 1.23 .15 .58

Step 2 .40�� .07�

(Intercept) 11.20 6.23
CBI .98�� .16 .46
Soon after intrusive .47 .35 .10
Soon after deliberate 1.44� .44 .25

Step 3 .42�� .02
(Intercept) 21.92 8.37
CBI 1.03�� .16 .46
Soon after intrusive .55 .35 .11
Soon after deliberate 1.09��� .47 .19
Negative disclosure �3.82 3.58 �.08
Positive disclosure �3.71 3.12 �.09

Step 4 .44�� .02
(Intercept) 23.58 8.86
CBI .99�� .17 .47
Soon after intrusive .43 .40 .09
Soon after deliberate .72 .51 .12
Negative disclosure �2.93 3.60 �.06
Positive disclosure �3.61 3.10 �.09
Recent intrusive �.43 .38 �.12
Recent deliberate 1.00 .51 .22

Note. N � 129. b � unstandardized beta weight; � � standardized beta
weight.
� p � .01. �� p � .001. ��� p � .05.
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sets in motion other processes, such as intrusive rumination and
deliberate rumination, which may, in turn, have an impact on the
degree of growth experienced and reported, as proposed models of
PTG suggest (Calhoun & Tedeschi, 2006; Janoff-Bulman, 1992;
Linley & Joseph, 2004).

This study has several limitations. One major limitation is its
cross-sectional design, so the findings do not offer indication either
of causality or of temporal sequence. A second limitation is that it
was conducted with a sample of undergraduates from one region of
the United States, and generalizations to other people, in other
places, must be done with caution. A third limitation is that the
assessment of self-disclosure and sociocultural context, although
having face validity and at least minimally acceptable internal
consistency, are not established measures and have not been used
in other contexts.

In spite of its limitations, the present findings suggest that threat
to the assumptive world and repetitive thought about the event are
variables that need to be continued to be included in studies of the
antecedents and causes of PTG. Perhaps, more importantly, how-
ever, these findings suggest it may be important to include an
assessment of sociocultural variables in future studies of PTG. At
least in this group of participants, themes of PTG were common
components of their sociocultural contexts, a finding that suggests
the importance of assessing such cultural elements in the study of
both PTG and posttraumatic distress.

References

Affleck, G., & Tennen, H. (1996). Construing benefits from adversity:
Adaptational significance and dispositional underpinning. Journal of
Personality, 64, 899–922.

American Psychiatric Association. (2000). Diagnostic and Statistical Man-
ual of Mental Disorders, Fourth Edition, Text Revision. Washington,
DC: Author.

Calhoun, L. G., Cann, A., Tedeschi, R., & McMillan, J. (2000). A corre-
lational test of the relationship between posttraumatic growth, religion,
and cognitive processing. Journal of Traumatic Stress, 13, 521–527.

Calhoun, L. G., Cann, A., & Tedeschi, R. G. (2010). The posttraumatic
growth model: Sociocultural considerations. In T. Weiss & R. Berger
(Eds.), Posttraumatic growth and culturally competent practice (pp.
1–14). Hoboken, NJ: Wiley.

Calhoun, L. G., & Tedeschi, R. G. (1999). Facilitating posttraumatic
growth: A clinician’s guide. Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Calhoun. L. G., & Tedeschi, R. G. (2006). Handbook of posttraumatic
growth: Research and practice. Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Cann, A., Calhoun, L. G., Tedeschi, R. G., Kilmer, R. P., Gil-Rivas, V.,
Vishnevsky, T., & Danhauer, S. C. (2010). The core beliefs inventory:
A brief measure of disruption in the assumptive world. Anxiety, Stress &
Coping, 23, 19–34.

Cordova, M. J., Cunningham, L. L. C., Carlson, C. R., & Andrykowski,
M. A. (2001). Posttraumatic growth following breast cancer: A con-
trolled comparison study. Health Psychology, 20, 176–185.

Cordova, M. J., Giese-Davis, J., Gronen, M., Kronenwetter, C., Chang, V.,
& Spiegel, D. (2007). Breast cancer as trauma: Posttraumatic stress and
posttraumatic growth. Journal of Clinical Psychology in Medical Set-
tings, 14, 308–319.

Cryder, C., Kilmer, R., Tedeschi, R., & Calhoun, L. (2006). An exploratory
study of posttraumatic growth in children following a natural disaster.
American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 76, 65–69.

Folkman, S. (2008). The case for positive emotions in the stress process.
Anxiety, Stress & Coping, 21, 3–14.

Grubaugh, A. L., & Resick, P. A. (2007). Posttraumatic growth in
treatment-seeking assault victims. Psychiatric Quarterly, 78, 145–155.

Henderson, B. N., Davison, K. P., Pennebaker, J. W., Gatchel, R. J., &
Baum, A. (2001). Disease disclosure patterns among breast cancer
patients. Psychology and Health, 17, 51–62.

Janoff-Bulman, R. (1989). Assumptive worlds and the stress of traumatic
events: Applications of the schema construct. Social Cognition, 7, 113–
136.

Janoff-Bulman, R. (1992). Shattered assumptions: Towards a new psychol-
ogy of trauma. New York: Free Press.

Janoff-Bulman, R. (2006). Schema-change perspectives on posttraumatic
growth. In L. G. Calhoun & R. G. Tedeschi (Eds.), Handbook of
posttraumatic growth: Research & practice (pp. 81–99). Mahwah, NJ:
Erlbaum.

Joseph, S., Linley, A., & Harris, G. (2005). Understanding positive change
following trauma and adversity: Structural clarification. Journal of Loss
and Trauma, 10, 83–96.

Joseph, S., Yule, W., & Williams, R. (1993). Post-traumatic stress: Attri-
butional aspects. Journal of Traumatic Stress, 6, 501–513.

Lepore, S. J., & Smyth, J. M. (2002). The writing cure: How expressive
writing promotes health and emotional well-being. Washington, DC:
American Psychological Association.

Linley, P. A., & Joseph, S. (2004). Positive change following trauma and
adversity: A review. Journal of Traumatic Stress, 17, 11–21.

Lyubomirsky, S., & Nolen-Hoeksema, S. (1995). Effects of self-focused
rumination on negative thinking and interpersonal problem solving.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 69, 176–190.

Maguen, S., King, L. A., King, D. W., & Litz, B. T. (2006). Posttraumatic
growth among Gulf War I veterans: The predictive role of deployment-
related experiences and background characteristics. Journal of Loss &
Trauma, 11, 373–388.

Martin, L. L., & Tesser. A. (1996). Some ruminative thoughts. In R. S.
Wyer (Ed.), Advances in social cognition (pp. 1–48). Hillsdale, NJ:
Erlbaum.

Milam, J. (2004). Posttraumatic growth among HIV/AIDS patients. Jour-
nal of Applied Social Psychology, 34, 2353–2376.

Morris, B., Shakespeare-Finch, J., Rieck, M., & Newbery, J. (2005).
Multidimentional nature of posttraumatic growth in an Australian pop-
ulation. Journal of Traumatic Stress, 18, 575–585.

Niederhoffer, K. G., & Pennebaker, J. W. (2009). Sharing one’s story: On
the benefits of writing or talking about emotional experience. In S. J.
Lopez & C. R. Snyder (Eds.), Oxford handbook of positive psychology
(2nd ed.) (pp. 631–632). New York: Oxford University Press.

Nolen-Hoeksema, S., & Davis, C. D. (2004). Theoretical and methodolog-
ical issues in the assessment and interpretation of posttraumatic growth.
Psychological Inquiry, 15, 60–64.

Nolen-Hoeksema, S., & Morrow, J. (1993). Effects of rumination and
distraction on naturally occurring mood. Cognition and Emotion, 7,
561–570.

Norris, F. H., & Slone, L. B. (2007). The epidemiology of trauma and
PTSD. In M. J. Friedman, T. M. Keane, & P. A. Resick (Eds.), Hand-
book of PTSD: Science and practice (pp. 78–98). New York: The
Guilford Press.

Park, C. L., Cohen, L. H., & Murch, R. L. (1996). Assessment and
prediction of stress-related growth. Journal of Personality, 64, 71–105.

Parkes, C. M. (1971). Psycho-social transitions: A field for study: Preview.
Social Science and Medicine, 5, 101–115.

Pennebaker, J. W. (2003). Writing about emotional experiences as a
therapeutic process. In P. Salovey & A. J. Rothman (Eds.), Social
psychology of health (pp. 362–368). New York: Psychology Press.

Shakespeare-Finch, J. E., & Enders, T. (2008). Corroborating evidence of
posttraumatic growth. Journal of Traumatic Stress, 21, 421–424.

Taku, K., Tedeschi, R. G., Cann, A., & Calhoun, L. G. (2009). The culture
of disclosure: Effects of perceived reactions to disclosure on posttrau-

54 LINDSTROM, CANN, CALHOUN, AND TEDESCHI



matic growth and distress in Japan. Journal of Social and Clinical
Psychology, 28, 1226–1243.

Tedeschi, R. G., & Calhoun, L. G. (1995). Trauma and transformation:
Growing in the aftermath of suffering. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Tedeschi, R. G., & Calhoun, L. G. (1996). The posttraumatic growth
inventory: Measuring the positive legacy of trauma. Journal of Trau-
matic Stress, 9, 455–472.

Tedeschi, R. G., & Calhoun, L. G. (2004). The foundations of posttrau-
matic growth: New considerations. Psychological Inquiry, 15, 1–18.

Watkins, E. R. (2008). Constructive and unconstructive repetitive thought.
Psychological Bulletin, 134, 163–206.

Weinrib, A. Z., Rothrock, N. E., Johnsen, E. L., & Lutgendorf, S. K.
(2006). The assessment and validity of stress-related growth in a com-
munity based sample. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology,
74, 851–858.

Weiss, T. (2004). Correlates of posttraumatic growth in married breast
cancer survivors. Journal of Social and Clinical Psychology, 23, 733–
746.

Weiss, T., & Berger, R. (Eds.) (2010). Posttraumatic growth and culturally
competent practice. Hoboken, NJ: Wiley.

Wild, N., & Paivio, S. (2003). Psychological adjustment, coping, and
emotion regulation as predictors of posttraumatic growth. Journal of
Aggression, Maltreatment, and Trauma, 8, 97–122.

Received May 12, 2010
Revision received September 28, 2010

Accepted October 11, 2010 �

Members of Underrepresented Groups:
Reviewers for Journal Manuscripts Wanted

If you are interested in reviewing manuscripts for APA journals, the APA Publications and
Communications Board would like to invite your participation. Manuscript reviewers are vital to the
publications process. As a reviewer, you would gain valuable experience in publishing. The P&C
Board is particularly interested in encouraging members of underrepresented groups to participate
more in this process.

If you are interested in reviewing manuscripts, please write APA Journals at Reviewers@apa.org.
Please note the following important points:

• To be selected as a reviewer, you must have published articles in peer-reviewed journals. The
experience of publishing provides a reviewer with the basis for preparing a thorough, objective
review.

• To be selected, it is critical to be a regular reader of the five to six empirical journals that are most
central to the area or journal for which you would like to review. Current knowledge of recently
published research provides a reviewer with the knowledge base to evaluate a new submission
within the context of existing research.

• To select the appropriate reviewers for each manuscript, the editor needs detailed information.
Please include with your letter your vita. In the letter, please identify which APA journal(s) you
are interested in, and describe your area of expertise. Be as specific as possible. For example,
“social psychology” is not sufficient—you would need to specify “social cognition” or “attitude
change” as well.

• Reviewing a manuscript takes time (1–4 hours per manuscript reviewed). If you are selected to
review a manuscript, be prepared to invest the necessary time to evaluate the manuscript
thoroughly.

55RELATIONSHIP OF CORE BELIEF CHALLENGE


