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Abstract
This article explores the intricate relationship between trauma and Dark Psychology, specifically examining 
how traumatic experiences can foster manipulative, controlling, and power-abusive behaviors. Drawing on 
interdisciplinary research from psychology, neuroscience, and trauma studies, the article investigates the 
psychological mechanisms underlying these maladaptive behaviors, emphasizing their roots in survival strategies 
and learned helplessness. Through a review of theoretical frameworks and empirical evidence, the study highlights 
the critical role of trauma-informed care in addressing these complex psychological phenomena. The article presents 
an in-depth analysis of therapeutic interventions, including Cognitive-Behavioral Therapy (CBT), Dialectical 
Behavior Therapy (DBT), psychodynamic approaches, and group therapy, showcasing their efficacy in breaking 
cycles of manipulation and control. Case studies illustrate practical applications and outcomes, while ethical 
considerations and challenges in treatment are critically discussed. By bridging the gap between trauma research 
and Dark Psychology, this paper contributes to a deeper understanding of the psychological underpinnings of 
manipulative behaviors and offers evidence-based recommendations for mental health professionals. The findings 
underscore the importance of integrating trauma-informed practices into therapeutic settings to promote healing 
and prevent the perpetuation of harmful behaviors. This research has significant implications for clinical practice, 
policy development, and future studies aimed at addressing the intersection of trauma and Dark Psychology. 

Introduction
The intricate interplay between trauma and dark psychology 
encompasses a spectrum of behaviors such as manipulation, 
control, and power abuse that pose challenges to societal norms 
and individual well-being. These behaviors, often viewed as 
inherently harmful, can frequently be traced to underlying 
psychological mechanisms shaped by trauma. This exploration 
of the intersection between trauma and dark psychology 
seeks to unveil how past suffering can influence destructive 
behaviors, both toward oneself and others, by examining the 
psychological processes at play and evaluating therapeutic 
approaches grounded in empathy and ethical responsibility.

Trauma, understood as an emotional response to profoundly 
distressing events, has far-reaching effects on mental health, 
cognitive functioning, and interpersonal relationships. 
Meanwhile, dark psychology includes a range of behaviors 
and tactics that exploit psychological vulnerabilities, such 
as manipulation, coercion, and abuse of power. Recognizing 
trauma as both a precursor and a perpetuating factor for 
these behaviors is essential for addressing the vulnerabilities 
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that can drive harmful dynamics. The prevalence of trauma-
related disorders and manipulative tendencies in settings like 
close relationships, organizational structures, and institutional 
systems highlights the urgent need to understand this 
intersection to mitigate harm effectively.

This article aims to analyze how trauma contributes to 
behaviors aligned with dark psychology and identify 
therapeutic interventions that address these behaviors through 
evidence-based and compassionate methods. Key questions 
explored are: How does trauma serve as a foundation for 
manipulative behaviors, and what therapeutic frameworks are 
effective in mitigating their impact? To answer these, the paper 
examines the central psychological mechanisms—such as 
attachment styles, emotional dysregulation, and dissociation—
that link trauma with manipulative behaviors. Furthermore, it 
assesses how tactics like control and power abuse can emerge 
as maladaptive coping strategies for underlying trauma, 
supported by illustrative examples and case studies.
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The methodology combines an extensive review of literature 
with critical evaluations of trauma-informed care, cognitive-
behavioral therapy (CBT), dialectical behavior therapy (DBT), 
and other therapeutic models. The analysis considers practical 
challenges, such as treatment resistance, ethical complexities, 
and comorbid conditions, ensuring a nuanced perspective 
on therapy. Additionally, case studies are incorporated to 
contextualize theoretical concepts, demonstrating their real-
world applications and therapeutic outcomes.

Although progress has been made in understanding both 
trauma and manipulative behaviors, gaps in the integration of 
these domains within therapeutic contexts persist. Research on 
trauma-specific interventions often overlooks the nuanced ways 
trauma can lead to manipulative tendencies, while studies on 
such behaviors frequently disregard their origin in unresolved 
trauma. This paper bridges these gaps by synthesizing current 
findings and proposing future research directions, including 
integrative therapeutic models that simultaneously address 
trauma and dark psychology.

The paper is organized as follows: Chapter 2 explores the 
foundational concepts of trauma and dark psychology, 
examining their definitions and psychological impacts. Chapter 
3 provides an in-depth analysis of therapeutic approaches, 
evaluating their effectiveness in addressing the link between 
trauma and manipulative behaviors. Chapter 4 addresses 
treatment challenges, including ethical dilemmas and the 
importance of building strong therapeutic alliances. Chapter 
5 identifies gaps in existing research and proposes areas for 
future exploration, emphasizing the need for therapeutic 
advancements. Through this structure, the paper seeks to 
contribute to a deeper understanding of trauma and dark 
psychology, ultimately promoting effective and compassionate 
care.

Understanding Trauma and Dark Psychology
Trauma and dark psychology intersect in complex ways, 
revealing how adverse experiences shape psychological 
responses and manipulative behaviors. The examination of 
trauma’s profound psychological impact highlights its influence 
on mental health and brain function, while delving into dark 
psychology reveals the tactics employed to exploit these 
vulnerabilities. Understanding the ramifications of childhood 
trauma and the mechanisms of manipulation provides essential 
insights for developing effective therapeutic approaches. This 
exploration sets the stage for discussing nuanced interventions 
and challenges in addressing the multifaceted nature of trauma 
and manipulation in subsequent sections.

Psychological Impact of Trauma
Trauma exerts profound psychological effects, manifesting 
in disorders such as post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD), 
depression, anxiety, and dissociative disorders. These 
conditions severely disrupt an individual’s mental health 
and daily functioning. PTSD symptoms, such as intrusive 
memories or nightmares, can incapacitate individuals, 
preventing them from engaging in social or professional 

activities (Elbert & Schauer, 2002). This disruption can be 
traced to the dysregulation of survival systems, such as the 
hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal (HPA) axis, which leads 
to chronic hyperarousal and heightened stress responses 
(Baldwin, 2013). Such dysregulation underscores the 
complexity of trauma’s psychological impact, particularly how 
survival mechanisms, initially designed for acute protection, 
may become maladaptive when persistently activated.

From an evolutionary perspective, trauma responses such as 
“freeze” or “collapse” states ensured survival during immediate 
threats. However, chronic activation of these mechanisms 
contributes to the variability and unpredictability of trauma-
related disorders. For example, the “freeze” response can 
evolve into dissociative tendencies, while prolonged states of 
hyperarousal may increase susceptibility to anxiety disorders or 
paranoia (Baldwin, 2013). These evolutionary insights deepen 
our understanding of trauma’s role in shaping psychological 
adaptations, though further research is needed to elucidate 
how these mechanisms intersect with individual variability in 
trauma outcomes.

Trauma profoundly affects brain structure and function, 
particularly in areas such as the amygdala, hippocampus, and 
prefrontal cortex, which are integral to emotional regulation 
and memory processing. Overactivation of the amygdala 
fosters hypervigilance and an exaggerated fear response, 
while hippocampal dysfunction impairs the integration of 
traumatic memories, resulting in fragmentary recollections 
that exacerbate PTSD symptoms (Elbert & Schauer, 2002). 
Such neurobiological disruptions explain difficulties in 
emotional processing and interpersonal relationships often 
observed in trauma survivors (Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). 
These findings highlight the need for interventions that target 
not only psychological symptoms but also the underlying 
neurobiological dysregulation to support long-term recovery.

Childhood trauma, particularly adverse childhood experiences 
(ACEs), is strongly linked to severe mental health outcomes 
in adulthood, including somatization, dissociation, and 
suicidality. Survivors of childhood abuse often present 
with physical symptoms lacking organic causes, reflecting 
unresolved emotional distress (Herman, 1992). Abuse 
histories also correlate with higher rates of depression and 
substance use, as exemplified by individuals who struggle 
with chronic insomnia, anger, and substance dependence 
as maladaptive coping mechanisms (Briere, 1988). Early 
intervention is particularly critical in preventing these long-
term consequences, as the cumulative impact of ACEs tends 
to exacerbate the severity of adult psychopathology (Kimberg 
& Wheeler, 2019).

Dissociation frequently emerges as a coping mechanism 
in response to severe trauma, allowing individuals to create 
psychological distance from distressing experiences. 
Dissociative tendencies, while adaptive in the short term, often 
interfere with emotional processing and conflict resolution, 
leaving underlying trauma unresolved. Memory-related 
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dissociation complicates treatment efforts, as survivors may 
experience amnesia for traumatic events. Studies show that 
59% of adults reporting childhood sexual abuse experienced 
amnesia at some point, presenting significant challenges 
for therapeutic interventions that aim to process repressed 
memories (Freyd, 1994). This phenomenon underscores the 
necessity for specialized therapeutic approaches prioritizing 
safety and gradual integration of traumatic experiences to 
facilitate healing.

Trauma can also significantly disrupt developmental 
trajectories, particularly in children, impacting cognitive, 
emotional, and social domains. These disruptions manifest as 
deficits in executive functioning, emotional regulation, and 
age-appropriate social skills, which often delay developmental 
milestones (Gindis, 2019). The conceptual framework of 
Developmental Trauma Disorder (DTD) illustrates how 
cumulative adverse experiences impair emotional and 
cognitive growth, fostering emotional vulnerability and 
mixed maturity. For instance, children exposed to neglect may 
exhibit immature social behaviors alongside advanced coping 
mechanisms in specific contexts (Gindis, 2019). This mixed 
presentation complicates therapeutic efforts and highlights 
the importance of early, tailored interventions to address 
developmental delays.

Institutional neglect, such as that experienced in orphanages, 
further underscores trauma’s pervasive impact on attachment 
and trust. Post-orphanage behavior patterns often reveal 
profound emotional and interpersonal challenges, making 
it difficult for affected children to form secure relationships 
(Gindis, 2019). These findings emphasize the urgent need 
for timely interventions to support adaptive functioning in 
children exposed to such environments and prevent long-term 
developmental disruptions.

The broader societal context also plays a critical role in shaping 
trauma responses. Sociocultural factors, such as systemic 
inequities and resource access, profoundly influence the 
prevalence and impact of trauma. Communities facing poverty, 
insufficient housing, and limited educational opportunities 
experience disproportionately high rates of ACEs, perpetuating 
cycles of disadvantage and trauma (Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). 
Trauma-informed care frameworks advocate for systemic 
approaches that address these societal factors, including 
community support programs and educational initiatives that 
promote equity and resilience.

Cultural competence is crucial in trauma interventions, as 
sociopolitical contexts shape how trauma is experienced 
and coped with. Integrating traditional practices, such as 
storytelling in Indigenous communities, aligns with cultural 
values and collective resilience, fostering healing through 
culturally relevant methods (Afuape & Castro, 2011). The 
“4Cs” framework—Calm, Contain, Care, and Cope—provides 
structured and empathetic therapeutic responses that reduce 
retraumatization while accommodating the diverse needs 
of trauma survivors (Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). Such 

frameworks highlight the importance of tailoring interventions 
to align with individual and cultural contexts.

In conclusion, trauma induces intricate psychological, 
neurobiological, and sociocultural effects that necessitate 
multidimensional responses. Interventions must address 
both individual symptoms and systemic factors, laying the 
groundwork for holistic and culturally informed trauma care.

Dark Psychology and Manipulative Behaviors
Dark psychology, a field encompassing manipulation, 
coercion, and exploitation, is characterized by tactics designed 
to exploit psychological vulnerabilities, often leading to severe 
emotional and mental harm for victims. Techniques such as 
gaslighting, guilt-tripping, and love-bombing are instrumental 
in this domain, systematically eroding victims’ self-esteem and 
fostering dependence on their perpetrators (Freyd, 1997; Mento 
et al., 2023, p. 1). These manipulative strategies are commonly 
observed in intimate relationships, where one partner seeks 
dominance, but their usage extends to organizational and 
institutional settings, highlighting the ubiquity and danger of 
such behaviors. Gaslighting, for instance, involves deliberate 
misinformation or denial of reality, destabilizing victims’ 
perceptions of truth and increasing their reliance on the 
manipulator (Freyd, 1997). This tactic is particularly dangerous 
as it creates persistent doubt and self-questioning, which can 
leave victims incapable of recognizing abuse or seeking help. 
Similarly, guilt-tripping manipulates individuals’ emotional 
responsibilities, often by creating false narratives that force 
victims to comply with demands to alleviate feelings of 
guilt. Love-bombing, on the other hand, overwhelms victims 
with excessive attention and affection to establish emotional 
dependency, which manipulators later exploit as a control 
mechanism. These manipulative behaviors create a cycle of 
dependency and eroded autonomy, leaving victims susceptible 
to further harm. The prevalence of these tactics across social 
and professional contexts necessitates further exploration 
to uncover their psychological underpinnings and develop 
interventions to counteract their harmful effects.

The role of personality traits like Machiavellianism, 
narcissism, and psychopathy, collectively referred to as the 
Dark Triad, is central to understanding dark psychology 
behaviors. These traits show an inverse correlation with 
empathy, enabling individuals to engage in manipulation 
and exploitation with little regard for the harm inflicted 
on others (Mento et al., 2023, p. 4). Individuals with high 
levels of Machiavellianism exhibit calculated and strategic 
manipulation, which allows them to exploit interpersonal 
relationships for personal or organizational gain. This lack 
of emotional involvement is often exhibited in professional 
environments, where Machiavellian individuals may prioritize 
success over ethical considerations. Narcissistic traits, which 
are frequently rooted in early experiences of emotional neglect 
or excessive criticism, drive manipulative behaviors centered 
on reinforcing a grandiose self-image (Tadayonnejad, 2024, p. 
2). Such individuals display heightened sensitivity to criticism, 
leading to excessive validation-seeking and interpersonal 
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conflict. Psychopathy, characterized by impulsivity, 
guiltlessness, and emotional shallowness, is distinct for its 
contribution to aggressive or overtly harmful behaviors. This 
trait disproportionately increases the severity of manipulative 
actions and poses significant risks to victims. A shared lack 
of empathy across these traits underpins the ability to sustain 
manipulative actions without emotional or ethical constraints, 
which further highlights the moral detachment associated with 
Dark Triad personalities. Understanding these traits within 
the broader framework of dark psychology provides valuable 
insights into their role in exploitation, but more research is 
essential to delineate their interaction with contextual and 
situational factors.

Childhood trauma is a critical factor in the development of 
manipulative behaviors and dark psychology traits. Evidence 
suggests significant positive associations between childhood 
trauma and the Dark Triad, with psychopathic traits serving as 
a mediating factor in the relationship between neglect or abuse 
and obsessive control tendencies (Çakmak Tolan, 2023, p. 427). 
Experiences of physical and emotional neglect disrupt normal 
psychological development, instilling a sense of vulnerability 
and environmental danger. These early adversities significantly 
affect emotional regulation, leading individuals to adopt 
manipulative tendencies as maladaptive coping mechanisms in 
adulthood. Psychopathic traits, such as emotional detachment 
and impulsivity, often develop as defensive responses to 
repeated emotional harm, providing a sense of control in an 
unpredictable environment (Çakmak Tolan, 2023, p. 427). 
Furthermore, early neglect and abandonment contribute to 
challenges in forming healthy interpersonal relationships, 
fostering a reliance on controlling others to achieve a sense 
of stability. These manipulative behaviors echo the power 
imbalances experienced during childhood, demonstrating a 
cyclical nature where unaddressed trauma perpetuates dark 
psychological tendencies. These findings underscore the 
importance of early psychological interventions to prevent 
the long-term effects of childhood trauma on emotional and 
interpersonal functioning.

Power abuse and exploitation within hierarchical settings 
provide an additional lens through which dark psychology 
manifests, particularly in organizations with centralized 
authority. Leaders in such environments exploit members 
through manipulative tactics like indoctrination and 
psychological conditioning, fostering dependency and 
suppressing dissent (Anders, 2019, p. 1). For example, certain 
religious organizations have utilized repetitive conditioning to 
weaken autonomy, creating an environment where members 
blindly follow authority figures, even in the face of abuse. 
This manipulation is further reinforced by physical and 
emotional coercion, such as public humiliation or physical 
punishment, which solidify power dynamics and deepen 
victims’ subjugation (Anders, 2019, pp. 6-7). Isolation from 
external support systems amplifies the effects of these tactics, 
as victims are unable to recognize alternative perspectives or 
seek assistance, leaving them trapped within the manipulative 
framework. These hierarchical and institutional abuses 

mirror trauma symptoms, such as dissociation, depression, 
and anxiety, highlighting the psychological toll of such 
environments. This overlap emphasizes the need for trauma-
informed approaches to address the aftermath of such abuse, 
yet existing interventions often fail to account for the systemic 
factors sustaining these dynamics. Future research should aim 
to develop more comprehensive frameworks that address the 
interpersonal and systemic aspects of power abuse.

The psychological impact of manipulative and abusive 
behaviors is profound, with victims often exhibiting 
symptoms that parallel trauma, such as anxiety, depression, 
and dissociation. Victims of manipulation frequently report 
hypervigilance, diminished self-worth, and social withdrawal, 
reflecting the neuropsychological overlap between trauma and 
dark psychology (Felipe, 2023, p. 10). This hypervigilance, a 
survival mechanism, often leads to chronic anxiety as victims 
remain alert to perceived threats, while tactics like gaslighting 
or guilt-tripping systematically destroy self-esteem. The 
resulting feelings of worthlessness create a dependency on 
the manipulator, complicating efforts toward autonomy and 
emotional recovery. Moreover, social withdrawal isolates 
victims from external support networks, perpetuating the cycle 
of manipulation. Survivors of intimate partner violence, for 
instance, show symptoms associated with complex trauma, 
including emotional dysregulation and mistrust in forming new 
relationships (Felipe, 2023, p. 5). These findings highlight the 
destructive influence manipulative behaviors exert on mental 
health, necessitating specialized therapeutic approaches to 
address the deep-rooted psychological scars left by such 
experiences. While current interventions provide some relief, 
more evidence-based strategies are required to rebuild victims’ 
autonomy and emotional resilience.

Betrayal Trauma Theory offers a unique framework for 
understanding the relationship between manipulative 
behaviors and victims’ psychological responses. This theory 
posits that individuals subjected to betrayal by trusted figures 
often develop adaptive blindness to maintain their dependence 
on the abuser (Freyd, 1997). This phenomenon explains why 
victims may struggle to recognize or escape manipulative 
relationships despite the evident harm. Cognitive dissociation, 
a central mechanism in this theory, enables victims to ignore 
ongoing abuse, thus reducing psychological distress from 
confronting betrayal by a trusted figure. Consequently, this 
dynamic reinforces cycles of dependency and vulnerability, 
further entrenching abusive patterns. Victims’ resistance to 
acknowledging the abuse in therapeutic settings, as highlighted 
by the theory, presents significant challenges in constructing 
effective interventions. Addressing the psychological 
mechanisms underpinning this adaptive blindness requires a 
careful, gradual approach that prioritizes safety and autonomy. 
By integrating insights from Betrayal Trauma Theory, 
therapists can better understand resistance patterns and develop 
strategies that empower victims to regain control of their lives.

In conclusion, manipulative behaviors and dark psychological 
tactics exploit vulnerabilities, leaving victims with profound 
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psychological scars that often resemble trauma. The interplay 
of personality traits, childhood trauma, and systemic power 
abuse perpetuates these harmful dynamics, requiring nuanced 
approaches to address their multifaceted nature. Further 
research and culturally sensitive interventions are crucial to 
break these cycles and support long-term recovery for those 
affected.

Therapeutic Approaches
Therapeutic approaches play a pivotal role in addressing the 
complexities of trauma and manipulative behaviors, aiming to 
facilitate healing and recovery for individuals affected by these 
profound experiences. The subsequent sections explore a range 
of interventions, from trauma-informed care and cognitive-
behavioral techniques to the integration of resilience-building 
strategies, each tailored to meet the unique needs of survivors. 
By examining these diverse methodologies, the focus remains 
on not only alleviating symptoms but also fostering resilience 
and empowering individuals to reclaim their autonomy in 
the aftermath of trauma. This exploration is essential to 
understanding how these therapeutic practices can effectively 
counter the intricate challenges posed by both trauma and dark 
psychology.

Trauma-Informed Interventions
Trauma-informed interventions represent a critical paradigm 
shift in how trauma survivors are supported, emphasizing a 
comprehensive understanding of trauma’s extensive impact 
across emotional, physical, and social domains. Central to 
this approach is the prioritization of safety, empathy, and 
collaboration to ensure that survivors feel acknowledged 
and respected within the therapeutic process. Recognizing 
that trauma alters not only behavior but also brain function, 
this method acknowledges the ways in which prolonged 
stress responses disrupt survivors’ interactions within their 
communities (Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). By placing equal 
importance on psychological and neurobiological dimensions, 
trauma-informed care creates an integrated framework for 
understanding and addressing the complexities of trauma.

A foundational principle of trauma-informed interventions is 
the “4Cs” model: Calm, Contain, Care, and Cope, which offers a 
structured approach to trauma recovery. Within this framework, 
“Calm” involves reducing hyperarousal and restoring a sense 
of security, an essential step given the heightened stress 
responses seen in trauma survivors. “Contain” addresses 
the immediate needs of survivors, establishing a stable and 
predictable environment that mitigates feelings of chaos. 
“Care” emphasizes empathy and validation, ensuring survivors 
feel valued and supported throughout their recovery journey. 
Finally, “Cope” focuses on equipping survivors with practical 
skills to manage trauma symptoms and build resilience. This 
model serves as an evidence-based roadmap to recovery, 
though its application requires further empirical validation to 
address potential gaps, such as its adaptability across diverse 
cultural and individual contexts (Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019).

The systemic nature of trauma-informed care extends beyond 
addressing individual needs, aiming to confront societal factors 
that exacerbate trauma. Socioeconomic inequities, systemic 
discrimination, and limited access to resources profoundly 
influence the trauma experiences of marginalized populations. 
Trauma-informed care recognizes these dynamics, integrating 
cultural competence and societal awareness into its framework 
to ensure interventions are not only effective but also equitable 
(Herrenkohl et al., 2019). Nonetheless, challenges arise 
in implementing these systemic changes, as institutional 
resistance and resource shortages can hinder progress. Future 
research should explore scalable models for integrating 
trauma-informed principles at policy levels.

Research supports the efficacy of trauma-informed care in 
reducing symptoms associated with PTSD, anxiety, and 
emotional dysregulation, particularly by creating therapeutic 
environments that mitigate risks of retraumatization 
(Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). By fostering trust and safety, 
these interventions provide a critical counterbalance to the 
experiences of power abuse and manipulation that trauma 
survivors frequently encounter. However, existing studies 
often focus on short-term outcomes, leaving significant gaps 
in understanding the long-term impact of trauma-informed 
approaches. Longitudinal research is essential to assess 
the sustainability of these outcomes and identify areas for 
improvement.

School-based trauma-informed programs have demonstrated 
significant potential in fostering resilience, problem-solving, 
and empathy among children with trauma histories. Initiatives 
such as the Cognitive Behavioral Intervention for Trauma in 
Schools (CBITS) and Trauma-Focused Cognitive Behavioral 
Therapy (TF-CBT) offer specialized frameworks tailored 
to the unique challenges faced by trauma-exposed students 
(Herrenkohl et al., 2019). CBITS, by integrating group and 
individual sessions, not only allows students to process trauma 
but also strengthens emotional regulation and peer support. 
This dual focus on individual and social dimensions enhances 
its applicability in educational settings. TF-CBT, meanwhile, 
reduces symptoms such as hyperarousal and emotional 
avoidance through gradual exposure to traumatic memories 
in a controlled setting. By incorporating parent-child sessions, 
TF-CBT reinforces familial bonds, a vital protective factor 
against trauma’s enduring effects (Herrenkohl et al., 2019). 
Despite their promise, these programs are often hindered 
by inadequate teacher training and insufficient resources, 
underscoring the need for systemic investments to maximize 
their reach and effectiveness.

Trauma-informed interventions also emphasize the integration 
of cultural competence, acknowledging the substantial influence 
of sociopolitical and historical contexts on trauma experiences. 
Studies from Cambodia illustrate how traditional practices, 
such as communal rituals and familial support, played a pivotal 
role in fostering resilience and restoring identity among war 
survivors (Wyatt & Nowlin, 2019). By aligning interventions 
with cultural values, trauma-informed care not only enhances 
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engagement but also ensures that therapeutic methods resonate 
with survivors’ lived experiences. Nonetheless, incorporating 
cultural practices necessitates careful navigation to avoid 
reinforcing harmful norms or excluding marginalized voices 
within cultural frameworks. Future research should aim to 
identify best practices for balancing cultural relevance with 
individual empowerment.

Systemic issues such as poverty and discrimination exacerbate 
the psychological and social impacts of trauma, creating cycles 
of adversity that trauma-informed approaches strive to break. 
Addressing these systemic issues through policy changes 
and community-based initiatives enhances trauma recovery 
by mitigating repeated exposure to adverse conditions and 
fostering resilience (Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). However, 
translating these principles into actionable systemic changes 
remains a challenge, often requiring multidisciplinary 
collaboration and significant institutional commitment. 
Exploring successful case studies could provide valuable 
insights into effective implementation strategies.

Mindfulness and resilience-building techniques, adapted from 
sports psychology, have emerged as powerful tools in trauma-
informed care. These techniques focus on emotional regulation 
and cognitive flexibility, equipping trauma survivors with 
the skills to manage symptoms adaptively (Pelz, 2024). 
Mindfulness, by encouraging nonjudgmental awareness of 
emotions and thoughts, helps survivors create distance from 
their trauma, fostering self-regulation and holistic recovery. 
Resilience-building strategies, such as cultivating optimism 
and personal strength, further empower individuals to navigate 
stress without resorting to maladaptive coping mechanisms. 
While these techniques show substantial promise, their 
effectiveness may vary based on individual differences, 
emphasizing the need for personalized approaches in their 
application.

Humanistic-centered approaches,particularly during crises like 
the COVID-19 pandemic, have underscored the importance of 
fostering meaning, collective solidarity, and self-efficacy among 
trauma survivors. Interventions promoting empowerment, 
such as those developed for frontline healthcare workers, 
encouraged participants to realign their sense of purpose, 
build hope, and develop resilience (Rana et al., 2022). These 
approaches demonstrate that trauma recovery extends beyond 
symptom reduction, encompassing broader dimensions of 
growth and meaning-making. The emphasis on collective 
solidarity aligns with studies in Cambodia, where community-
based support systems mitigated feelings of isolation and 
strengthened networks of care (Wyatt & Nowlin, 2019). 
However, more extensive research is required to explore the 
applicability of humanistic approaches in diverse contexts and 
their long-term impact on trauma survivors.

Trauma-informed care benefits from a phased therapeutic 
model that aligns with survivors’ stages of recovery, ensuring 
that interventions are timely and contextually appropriate. The 
initial focus on safety and stabilization employs techniques 

such as CBT to reduce hyperarousal and establish emotional 
regulation, creating a stable platform for deeper therapeutic 
work (Spermon et al., 2010). The subsequent phase addresses 
trauma memory processing, with psychodynamic therapies 
targeting dissociative and attachment-related challenges 
that often complicate recovery. Finally, social reconnection 
emphasizes restoring interpersonal trust and reintegrating 
survivors into their communities, addressing the isolation 
that frequently accompanies trauma. While this phased 
approach demonstrates significant efficacy, high dropout rates 
in trauma therapy remain a pressing concern. Adapting the 
model to include resilience-building and emotional regulation 
strategies may enhance treatment adherence and outcomes, 
though further research is needed to validate these adaptations 
(Spermon et al., 2010).

In summary, trauma-informed interventions provide a 
multidimensional framework for addressing trauma’s complex 
effects, integrating principles of safety, empathy, cultural 
competence, and resilience. While evidence supports their 
efficacy, challenges related to systemic implementation, cultural 
relevance, and long-term outcomes persist, necessitating 
ongoing research and innovation.

Cognitive and Behavioral Techniques
Cognitive and behavioral techniques provide robust frameworks 
for addressing trauma-related symptoms, offering practical 
tools for symptom management and recovery. Cognitive 
Behavioral Therapy (CBT) has been proven effective, 
particularly in mitigating PTSD symptoms through its focus 
on addressing cognitive distortions and maladaptive patterns. 
CBT techniques, such as cognitive restructuring, guide clients 
in identifying and challenging irrational beliefs that reinforce 
emotional distress. For example, a trauma survivor may hold 
beliefs such as “I am to blame for what happened,” exacerbating 
guilt and avoidance behaviors. Cognitive restructuring allows 
individuals to reframe these thoughts, shifting their perspective 
and alleviating the emotional burden. Moreover, this process 
not only reduces hyperarousal and avoidance behaviors but 
also builds healthier coping mechanisms for trauma triggers. 
Nevertheless, critics argue that the cognitive restructuring 
process may not fully address the somatic dimensions of 
trauma, requiring further integration with body-oriented 
interventions to achieve a comprehensive recovery.

CBT’s structured programs tailored toward emotional 
dysregulation, such as anger management modules, offer 
additional value. These modules target maladaptive behaviors 
by teaching participants to reframe anger-inducing stimuli. 
For instance, structured exercises that reinterpret threatening 
interactions as opportunities for assertive communication can 
transform aggressive responses into constructive patterns. 
Neurologically, these exercises activate the prefrontal cortex, 
fostering greater cognitive control, while diminishing the 
amygdala’s hyperactivity, which is characteristic of trauma 
responses (Pelz, 2025). This rewiring strengthens the ability to 
regulate emotions effectively. However, there remain concerns 
regarding the accessibility of such modules, especially in 
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underserved populations where limited resources prevent the 
widespread application of these interventions. Future research 
could explore the scalability of anger-management programs 
while adapting techniques for online platforms to increase 
accessibility.

Systematic desensitization, an exposure therapy within the 
CBT framework, has emerged as a cornerstone for confronting 
trauma-related fears. By introducing feared stimuli in a gradual 
and controlled manner, survivors are encouraged to confront 
their trauma without becoming overwhelmed. Over time, 
such repeated exposures reduce hypervigilance and avoidance 
behaviors. Combining systematic desensitization with 
cognitive restructuring further amplifies its efficacy, as clients 
concurrently reevaluate their responses while addressing the 
underlying cognitive distortions. However, high dropout rates 
remain a significant challenge for exposure therapies, often 
stemming from the inherent discomfort of revisiting traumatic 
events. Critics note that insufficient emphasis on emotional 
regulation throughout exposure sessions could exacerbate 
symptoms rather than reduce them. Therefore, integrating 
additional techniques, such as DBT’s distress tolerance 
strategies, may enhance engagement and treatment adherence 
in these interventions.

Dialectical Behavior Therapy (DBT) builds upon CBT 
principles, targeting destructive behaviors like impulsivity and 
suicidality that are often observed among trauma survivors. 
Central to DBT is the emphasis on emotional regulation 
through actionable techniques, equipping clients with 
strategies like distress tolerance skills to navigate periods of 
emotional overwhelm. These skills are invaluable in reducing 
tendencies such as self-harm or substance abuse, offering 
survivors practical tools for managing their recovery journey. 
A particularly unique element of DBT is its use of mindfulness, 
which fosters present-moment awareness and allows clients to 
detach from past traumatic events. Through mindfulness and 
radical acceptance, individuals begin to reconcile unresolved 
emotional conflicts and diminish internalized shame. 
Nonetheless, while mindfulness techniques show strong 
efficacy, their success depends heavily on the client’s readiness 
for introspection, and some individuals may initially resist 
engaging in these exercises. Further study is needed to address 
how therapists can bridge such resistance and enable wider 
adoption of mindfulness practices.

DBT’s collaborative therapist-client framework offers 
additional advantages, particularly when combined with 
exposure-based therapies. By fostering a supportive therapeutic 
environment, DBT reduces dropout rates and enhances client 
engagement in confronting their trauma memories (Becker & 
Zayfert, 2001). This supportive element is particularly critical 
given the challenges many survivors face when recalling 
distressing past events. Furthermore, advanced DBT-PTSD 
models specifically address the needs of individuals with 
co-occurring PTSD and borderline personality traits, which 
often include a complex interplay of emotional dysregulation, 
intrusive memories, and difficulties in relationships. Clinical 

trials substantiate the significant reductions in PTSD 
symptoms and improvements in interpersonal functioning 
achieved through such tailored DBT models (Michałowska & 
Cheć, 2024). However, these models require intensive training 
for therapists, which constitutes a potential barrier to broader 
implementation.

Trauma-focused Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (TF-CBT) 
serves as an essential adaptation of CBT tailored for children 
and adolescents. This approach addresses trauma’s unique 
manifestations in younger populations, such as developmental 
delays or difficulties in emotional expression. A central feature 
of TF-CBT is its use of narrative exposure therapy, which 
helps children process their trauma stories in structured and 
emotionally secure ways. By facilitating emotional resilience 
through storytelling, TF-CBT empowers young survivors 
to reduce fear associations tied to their past experiences. 
Additionally, TF-CBT incorporates family members in the 
therapeutic process, offering caregivers strategies to create 
stable and supportive environments. This family integration is 
particularly effective in addressing cases involving childhood 
abuse or neglect, as it mitigates relapse risks and strengthens 
the child’s primary support systems. However, implementing 
TF-CBT in resource-poor settings remains challenging, as a 
lack of trained professionals and funding limits its accessibility. 
Interventions targeting underserved children, particularly 
those affected by systemic disadvantages, would benefit from 
additional investment and policy reforms.

Similarly, Cognitive Behavioral Interventions for Trauma 
in Schools (CBITS) extend CBT principles to educational 
contexts, equipping students with practical tools to manage 
trauma symptoms. CBITS fosters resilience and emotional 
regulation by combining individual therapy with group-based 
support, creating opportunities for peer empathy and shared 
recovery experiences (Herrenkohl et al., 2019). Its emphasis 
on problem-solving skills further supports students’ ability to 
navigate daily challenges. However, CBITS faces comparable 
obstacles in implementation, particularly in schools within 
underserved communities. Limited teacher training and 
insufficient funding impede its scalability, underscoring 
the need for systemic efforts to expand these programs. 
Incorporating teletherapy into CBITS frameworks could prove 
beneficial, as digital solutions may enhance program reach 
while maintaining therapeutic efficacy.

A growing body of evidence suggests that integrating multiple 
therapeutic approaches, such as combining CBT with DBT 
and mindfulness-based strategies, yields higher efficacy in 
trauma treatment. For instance, DBT-EMDR (Eye Movement 
Desensitization and Reprocessing) therapy offers a holistic 
intervention by addressing both emotional dysregulation 
and fragmented trauma memory processing. This integrated 
approach is particularly advantageous for individuals with co-
occurring PTSD and borderline personality traits, as it targets 
multiple dimensions of trauma symptoms simultaneously 
(Michałowska & Cheć, 2024). Mindfulness plays a critical 
role in such multimodal frameworks, bridging the gap between 
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cognitive restructuring and somatic awareness. Techniques 
like body scanning and mindful breathing enhance survivors’ 
interoceptive awareness, enabling them to recognize and de-
escalate physiological stress responses. Nonetheless, research 
into individual differences is key to tailoring these combinations 
effectively, as not all clients respond equally to all modalities.

Resilience-building techniques drawn from sports psychology 
provide additional benefits for trauma survivors. Practices like 
cultivating cognitive flexibility and optimism help individuals 
establish adaptive belief systems and emotional stability. These 
strategies show particular promise in high-stress scenarios by 
empowering survivors to navigate adverse conditions without 
resorting to maladaptive coping mechanisms (Pelz, 2024). 
Furthermore, mindfulness components address the somatic 
dimensions of trauma by promoting alignment between the 
mind and body. Despite these promising outcomes, the adoption 
of resilience-building tools in traditional trauma therapy has 
been limited, reflecting a need for continued research and 
integration into standard clinical practice.

Exposure therapies, while foundational to PTSD treatment, 
also present significant challenges. High dropout rates often 
hinder their effectiveness, as many clients find the process of 
confronting traumatic memories overwhelming. Incorporating 
distress tolerance skills from DBT into these therapies may 
alleviate these issues by equipping clients with tools to 
manage emotional distress during exposure sessions (Becker 
& Zayfert, 2001). Further exploration into hybrid approaches 
combining exposure techniques with emotional regulation 
strategies could address the limitations of traditional exposure 
therapies and increase their applicability.

CBT and related techniques, though highly effective, face 
certain limitations, particularly for individuals with dissociative 
tendencies or language barriers. To overcome these challenges, 
therapists have begun implementing visual and somatic 
practices within CBT frameworks. Techniques such as creating 
trauma narratives through drawing or engaging in body-
oriented exercises allow clients to process emotions when 
verbal communication proves insufficient. Proprioceptive and 
mobilization therapies, targeting the physical dimensions of 
trauma, hold potential as complementary methods. However, 
these innovative approaches require rigorous empirical 
validation before they can be widely adopted in clinical 
settings.

Economic considerations further underscore the importance 
of sustaining investments in cognitive and behavioral 
interventions. Research demonstrates that these therapies 
reduce long-term healthcare costs by fostering recovery and 
enabling trauma survivors to reclaim functional roles in society 
(Herrenkohl et al., 2019). Similarly, the rise of teletherapy 
platforms offers an opportunity to expand access to CBT-
based techniques, particularly in underserved regions. Online 
interventions have shown promise in maintaining therapeutic 
efficacy while bridging accessibility gaps. However, ethical 
issues surrounding privacy and the adaptation of techniques 

for severe trauma cases warrant further investigation to ensure 
the responsible use of digital platforms in trauma therapy.

In summary, cognitive and behavioral techniques represent 
essential tools for addressing trauma’s multifaceted effects, 
offering evidence-based solutions for emotional dysregulation, 
maladaptive patterns, and hyperarousal. While their efficacy 
is well-supported, ongoing challenges related to accessibility, 
integration, and long-term sustainability necessitate further 
research and innovation to maximize their impact.

Treatment Challenges and Considerations
The complexities inherent in trauma therapy necessitate 
a careful examination of the various challenges and 
considerations that clinicians face in practice. Addressing 
ethical dilemmas, managing resistance, and fostering a 
strong therapeutic alliance are critical for effective treatment 
outcomes. These interconnected themes highlight the need for 
culturally competent approaches and a nuanced understanding 
of client behaviors, ultimately aiming to enhance therapeutic 
engagement and efficacy in healing practices. As the exploration 
of these challenges unfolds, it reveals the intricacies of 
navigating the delicate balance between therapeutic goals and 
the unique needs of trauma survivors.

Ethical Issues
Ethical challenges in trauma-based psychotherapy necessitate 
the integration of cultural competence to effectively address 
the sociocultural, historical, and systemic factors that shape 
an individual’s experiences with trauma. Marginalized 
populations, including those facing systemic discrimination or 
socioeconomic disadvantages, often encounter compounded 
trauma due to inequitable access to mental healthcare 
services (Sweeney et al., 2018). A culturally responsive 
approach involves recognizing and incorporating traditional 
healing practices or rituals that align with the client’s cultural 
background. For instance, studies on Cambodian trauma 
survivors highlight the essential role of communal rituals 
and familial support in promoting recovery and fostering 
resilience (Wyatt & Nowlin, 2019). Such strategies ensure 
that interventions resonate with the client’s lived experiences, 
thus enhancing therapeutic effectiveness. However, it is 
crucial for therapists to avoid reinforcing harmful cultural 
norms or excluding marginalized perspectives within cultural 
frameworks. Continuous training on cultural competence, 
paired with collaborative approaches involving clients, remains 
essential to create inclusive therapeutic spaces. 

Therapists working with clients from diverse cultural 
contexts must also remain critically aware of their implicit 
biases and avoid the imposition of dominant cultural values 
during interventions. Western therapeutic paradigms often 
emphasize individualism, which may conflict with collectivist 
worldviews found in many non-Western cultures. For 
example, clients from collectivist backgrounds may prioritize 
community and familial connections over personal autonomy, 
necessitating adjustments to therapeutic models to align with 
these values (Dang et al., 2021). The failure to incorporate 
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culturally specific perspectives risks invalidating the client’s 
identity, potentially causing harm and undermining therapeutic 
progress. This is especially critical when working with Black 
individuals, as they are disproportionately subjected to 
adversarial responses within the mental health system and are 
often stigmatized (Sweeney et al., 2018). Adopting culturally 
competent practices, including partnerships with bilingual 
therapists or the use of interpreters trained in trauma-sensitive 
communication, can mitigate such systemic barriers and foster 
trust. Furthermore, ongoing ethical training programs should 
be mandatory for therapists to navigate the complexities of 
cultural competence effectively.

The principles of nonmaleficence, beneficence, justice, and 
autonomy are foundational to ethical trauma therapy, requiring 
careful application to uphold client welfare. Nonmaleficence, 
which emphasizes preventing harm, is particularly vital 
when utilizing high-intensity interventions such as exposure 
therapy. Missteps in designing these interventions for clients 
with severe dissociation or avoidance behaviors can lead 
to retraumatization, underscoring the necessity of trauma-
informed adaptations (Becker & Zayfert, 2001). Meanwhile, 
beneficence calls for the promotion of client well-being through 
the establishment of safe and collaborative therapeutic spaces, 
enabling clients to gradually process traumatic experiences 
without feeling overwhelmed. This principle aligns with 
trauma-informed frameworks such as the “4Cs” model—
Calm, Contain, Care, and Cope—which offers a structured 
and empathetic approach to addressing psychological 
impacts (Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). Justice, a principle 
that advocates for equitable treatment, obligates therapists to 
ensure that trauma care is accessible to all clients, particularly 
those from underprivileged or marginalized backgrounds. 
Inequitable access can be addressed through systemic reforms, 
including advocacy for better healthcare infrastructure and 
reduced financial barriers. Autonomy remains equally critical, 
requiring therapists to respect clients’ rights to informed 
decision-making. Transparent communication about the risks 
and benefits of interventions, such as EMDR, enhances clients’ 
abilities to make empowered therapeutic choices. Balancing 
these principles often involves navigating complex ethical 
dilemmas, such as prioritizing client safety while respecting 
their independence.

Ethical dilemmas frequently arise in trauma therapy, 
challenging therapists to balance legal obligations with 
fostering therapeutic trust. The need for mandatory reporting—
particularly in cases involving child abuse or threats of 
self-harm—can conflict with the client’s expectation of 
confidentiality, potentially eroding trust (Newman et al., 2006). 
Therapists must navigate these situations with transparency, 
explaining their legal and ethical responsibilities to the client 
while maintaining an empathetic stance. Managing resistance 
in therapy also raises ethical concerns, particularly when clients 
present with manipulative behaviors as a defense mechanism 
linked to past abuse or control. Rather than labeling such 
behaviors as inherently problematic, therapists must approach 
them with a compassionate understanding of their origins 

while encouraging adaptive coping mechanisms. Ignorance 
or uncertainty surrounding ethical issues further exacerbates 
the risks associated with trauma therapy, especially in cases 
involving comorbid personality disorders or dissociation. 
Ongoing ethical training, peer consultation, and the 
development of robust informed consent processes are crucial 
in mitigating these risks (Dang et al., 2021). For example, 
outlining potential discomfort associated with exposure-based 
therapies allows clients to make well-informed decisions 
about their treatment pathways while fostering a collaborative 
therapeutic relationship.

Another crucial consideration involves addressing power 
dynamics within the therapeutic relationship to avoid 
replicating patterns of control or manipulation that clients 
may have experienced in traumatic contexts. Collaborative 
approaches that prioritize client autonomy and empower 
individuals to take an active role in their recovery can prevent 
retraumatization (Sweeney et al., 2018). Transparently 
discussing boundaries, expectations, and the therapeutic 
process helps establish trust, a necessary foundation for clients 
with past experiences of manipulation or abuse (Lee-Chai & 
Bargh, 2001). Tailoring therapeutic interventions to address 
the specifics of the client’s trauma is also critical. For instance, 
individuals from hierarchical or authoritative settings where 
power abuse was prevalent may benefit from strategies aimed 
at rebuilding autonomy and a sense of agency. Therapists must 
remain mindful of their own positionality and the inherent 
power asymmetry in therapeutic relationships. Encouraging 
collaborative goal-setting and emphasizing the client’s role 
in decision-making can reduce these asymmetries, aligning 
with ethical principles of justice and autonomy (Sweeney et 
al., 2018). Trauma-informed principles such as safety and 
empowerment are essential for rebuilding a survivor’s capacity 
for trust and engaging in healthy interpersonal relationships.

Ethical decision-making in trauma therapy is further 
complicated by the presence of comorbid conditions, including 
borderline personality disorder or dissociation. These conditions 
often influence client behavior, introducing challenges such as 
managing self-destructive tendencies while respecting client 
autonomy (Tadayonnejad, 2024). Therapists must approach 
such situations with nonjudgmental understanding, recognizing 
behaviors like manipulation as survival mechanisms developed 
in response to trauma. Structured, phased interventions, which 
focus on stabilization before delving into trauma processing, 
allow therapists to navigate these complexities ethically while 
minimizing potential harm. Systemic barriers, including 
limited access to specialized trauma care for economically 
disadvantaged individuals, exacerbate ethical challenges. 
Advocacy for healthcare reforms and investments in 
specialized training programs is essential to ensure equitable 
access to effective treatment (Sweeney et al., 2018). Therapists 
must work within and beyond these systemic constraints to 
provide ethical, client-centered care. Access to clear ethical 
guidelines and multidisciplinary support further aids therapists 
in navigating complex cases responsibly (Dang et al., 2021).
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Practical barriers also impede the ethical implementation 
of trauma therapy. Underprepared therapists, particularly 
those lacking training in trauma-specific techniques, risk 
causing harm by misinterpreting trauma-related behaviors 
or symptoms. Comprehensive training programs focused on 
trauma-sensitive approaches are therefore necessary to build 
competence and minimize risks. Similarly, systemic racism and 
bias within mental health institutions disproportionately harm 
Black trauma survivors, who are often stigmatized or subjected 
to negative responses. Addressing these inequities requires 
systemic changes, including integrating cultural competence 
into institutional policies and enhancing therapeutic inclusivity 
(Sweeney et al., 2018). Digital platforms and teletherapy 
have emerged as potential solutions for overcoming access 
disparities, particularly in underserved regions. Nevertheless, 
ethical concerns surrounding confidentiality, accessibility, and 
the adaptation of techniques for severe trauma cases necessitate 
careful oversight to align these tools with trauma-informed 
care principles.

In conclusion, addressing ethical issues in trauma therapy 
necessitates a multidimensional approach encompassing 
cultural competence, equitable access, and rigorous adherence 
to ethical principles. Navigating these complexities requires 
systemic reforms, extensive training, and continuous peer 
consultation to uphold client welfare.

Resistance and Therapeutic Alliance
Resistance in therapy plays a crucial role in the therapeutic 
process, particularly when engaging with trauma survivors, 
and should not exclusively be viewed as a barrier to progress. 
While traditionally perceived as a negative factor, resistance 
can serve as a creative and empowering force, allowing 
clients to assert their autonomy and challenge therapeutic 
methods that may not align with their values or needs. This 
form of resistance reflects self-advocacy, where clients take 
control over therapeutic interactions, opening the door to co-
developing tailored interventions that resonate more fully with 
their experiences (Afuape & Castro, 2011). Rather than viewing 
resistance as a sign of defiance or noncompliance, therapists 
can reframe this behavior as a collaborative opportunity to 
address misalignments and refine approaches that better meet 
the client’s individual needs and recovery goals.

Therapists who interpret resistance as a diagnostic tool can 
uncover unresolved internal conflicts or past betrayals of trust 
that stem from traumatic experiences. Resistance signals areas 
of mistrust, relational fears, or defense mechanisms linked to 
abusive dynamics and power imbalances in the client’s history. 
This understanding helps therapists address these wider issues 
and supports clients in exploring the origins of their discomfort 
in a safe and nonjudgmental space. By working collaboratively 
to explore the underlying fears or relational dynamics that 
inform resistance, therapists can ultimately create space for 
increased trust, engagement, and growth (Afuape & Castro, 
2011). Resistance, therefore, becomes a medium through 
which therapists can adapt their methods strategically, 
fostering empowerment and improving therapeutic outcomes 
by prioritizing the client’s sense of control.

Trauma survivors’ attachment histories often influence the 
manifestation of resistance in therapy, especially when early 
relational experiences have fostered mistrust or avoidance. 
Clients with avoidant or disorganized attachment styles may 
resist therapeutic engagement as a means to protect themselves 
from perceived vulnerability or dependency, echoing relational 
patterns learned during formative years (Freeman, 2024). 
Traumatic bonding, a phenomenon where affection and 
harm coexist sporadically in abusive relationships, further 
complicates these dynamics, as survivors may struggle to 
distinguish between support and manipulation. This dynamic 
can manifest as resistance to forming connections with 
therapists, even in safe and supportive environments. To 
mitigate resistance stemming from disrupted attachment 
patterns, therapists can foster secure relational dynamics 
by consistently demonstrating empathy, reliability, and 
nonjudgmental support. Attachment-informed therapeutic 
models, such as Emotionally Focused Therapy, can provide 
reparative relational experiences that challenge and reframe 
maladaptive schemas, offering clients new opportunities to 
rebuild trust and connection (Freeman, 2024).

Dissociation, a defense mechanism commonly observed in 
trauma survivors, poses significant challenges to engagement 
in therapy and the development of a strong therapeutic alliance. 
As a protective response to overwhelming trauma, dissociation 
often fragments an individual’s emotional experience and 
cognitive awareness, creating barriers to therapeutic progress 
(Kalsched, 2017). This fragmentation makes it difficult for 
clients to remain present during therapy sessions, complicating 
efforts to address traumatic memories or emotional distress. 
Strategies such as grounding techniques and mindfulness 
exercises can help clients regulate their focus and maintain 
a connection to the present moment, laying the groundwork 
for deeper therapeutic work. Therapists can also validate the 
origins of dissociative behavior, fostering an environment 
where clients feel safe integrating dissociated aspects of their 
psyche. Confronting dissociation requires a nuanced approach 
that balances the gradual exploration of fragmented memories 
with the reassurance of safety and support (Kalsched, 2017). 
This process facilitates the reconnection with the “wounded 
self,” enabling clients to experience healing without being 
overwhelmed. Furthermore, combining dissociation-focused 
strategies with distress tolerance skills drawn from Dialectical 
Behavior Therapy can improve adherence to trauma-focused 
therapies such as exposure-based interventions.

Resistance among trauma survivors can also stem from their 
protective responses to previous experiences of power abuse 
or manipulation, conditioning them to distrust authority 
figures, including therapists. Survivors often associate 
authoritative power with harm, leading to guarded behaviors 
and skepticism toward therapeutic engagement, particularly in 
cases where the therapist assumes an overly directive stance 
(Sweeney et al., 2018). Trauma-informed care principles, 
which emphasize safety, collaboration, and empowerment, can 
help reduce these barriers by creating a dynamic that fosters 
trust and minimizes perceived power imbalances. Therapists 
must remain transparent about their methods and intentions, 
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ensuring that clients feel respected and aware of the therapeutic 
process. This transparency helps negate retraumatization risks 
and encourages survivors to view therapy as a collaborative 
endeavor rather than a hierarchical relationship. Integrating 
an understanding of the sociocultural and systemic factors 
influencing a client’s trauma—such as experiences of 
oppression or marginalization—further enriches the therapeutic 
process. Acknowledging these contexts enables therapists to 
better address the unique challenges their clients face, fostering 
an inclusive and trusting therapeutic relationship (Sweeney et 
al., 2018).

The complexity of unresolved trauma and its comorbidity 
with other conditions, such as borderline personality disorder, 
can amplify resistance in therapy by exacerbating emotional 
instability and hindering trust-building. Clients presenting 
with borderline symptoms often struggle with impulsivity and 
self-protective behaviors, which serve as survival mechanisms 
developed in response to past trauma (Herman, 1992). These 
maladaptive behaviors manifest as resistance, complicating 
the therapeutic process and undermining progress. Structured 
interventions, such as Dialectical Behavior Therapy, offer 
evidence-based tools to address emotional dysregulation 
and impulsivity, gradually reducing resistance by promoting 
healthier coping strategies. Techniques like distress tolerance 
exercises and guided mindfulness can further help clients 
manage heightened emotional reactivity, enabling them to 
participate more fully in trauma-focused therapies. Nonetheless, 
addressing this resistance requires a compassionate and 
incremental approach, allowing clients to rebuild trust and 
explore adaptive patterns over time.

In summary, resistance within trauma therapy is a multifaceted 
phenomenon that serves as both a challenge and an opportunity 
for growth. By reframing resistance as a protective or diagnostic 
mechanism, therapists can uncover deeper insights into the 
client’s relational fears and past experiences while fostering 
empowerment and collaboration. Tailored approaches that 
integrate attachment-informed strategies, trauma-informed 
care, and structured interventions can mitigate resistance 
effectively, enabling survivors to re-engage with the therapeutic 
process. Recognizing resistance as an integral aspect of 
recovery, rather than a hindrance, encourages a more nuanced 
and compassionate approach to trauma therapy.

Research and Future Directions
Research in the intersection of trauma and dark psychology 
behaviors, such as manipulation and control, reveals a notable 
gap in addressing these issues through integrated therapeutic 
frameworks. Current trauma-specific therapy models like 
Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT), Dialectical Behavior 
Therapy (DBT), and Trauma-Focused CBT (TF-CBT) have 
shown considerable success in alleviating symptoms of 
trauma. However, these interventions lack tailored strategies 
for addressing manipulative and controlling behaviors that 
often emerge as maladaptive coping mechanisms influenced 
by unresolved trauma histories (Herrenkohl et al., 2019). 
Incorporating elements of dark psychology behaviors into 

existing therapeutic frameworks remains an area that requires 
innovative approaches. For example, addressing behaviors such 
as deceit, coercion, or strategic emotional manipulation may 
benefit from integrating advanced psychodynamic elements 
that analyze the origins of these behaviors within the context 
of unresolved trauma. This approach could provide a more 
comprehensive intervention strategy that identifies the root 
causes rather than merely addressing the surface behaviors. 
Future research needs to prioritize these integrative methods 
to enhance the efficacy of treatment for individuals grappling 
with co-occurring trauma and manipulative tendencies.

Manipulative behaviors are frequently conceptualized 
as survival strategies developed in response to early 
trauma or abuse, emphasizing the need to understand their 
psychobiological underpinnings in therapeutic contexts. 
Studies indicate that such behaviors often function as a form 
of emotional regulation when individuals lack healthier coping 
mechanisms (Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). For instance, trauma 
survivors may resort to manipulation as a means of establishing 
control in interpersonal relationships, particularly when their 
early experiences were marked by powerlessness or instability. 
Recognizing manipulative behaviors as trauma responses 
rather than inherently pathological traits can help destigmatize 
individuals and foster more empathetic therapeutic approaches. 
Developing integrated strategies that simultaneously address 
trauma symptoms and manipulative tendencies is critical 
for achieving sustainable behavioral change. Moreover, 
longitudinal case studies that examine the evolution of 
manipulative behaviors in individuals with complex trauma 
histories would provide clinicians with practical insights for 
designing interventions tailored to these behaviors.

Although significant advancements have been made in trauma-
focused therapies, research lacks a robust understanding of how 
trauma contributes directly to manipulative and controlling 
behaviors. Current studies often isolate manipulation 
and control as discrete behavioral phenomena without 
exploring their links to trauma histories, perpetuating gaps 
in comprehending their psychodynamic and neurobiological 
foundations (Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). For example, 
adverse childhood experiences (ACEs), such as emotional 
neglect or betrayal, can shape attachment patterns that 
influence later behaviors. Disrupted attachment may foster 
a reliance on manipulative tactics as a means of navigating 
interpersonal dynamics, particularly in individuals who 
associate vulnerability with danger. Expanding the scope of 
research to include the influence of trauma on the development 
of these behaviors can illuminate critical connections, thereby 
informing therapeutic practices. Furthermore, exploring 
how dissociation or emotional dysregulation mediates these 
behaviors could refine therapeutic interventions. For example, 
if dissociation suppresses emotional recognition in others, it 
may facilitate calculated manipulation as a detached survival 
strategy. Addressing these underlying dynamics would allow 
for more precise and effective treatment modalities.



J Psychol Neurosci; 2025 www.unisciencepub.com Volume 7 | Issue 2 | 12 of 15

Attachment disruptions caused by trauma, such as disorganized 
attachment styles, are particularly relevant to the development 
of manipulative tendencies, demanding in-depth exploration 
to inform interventions. Research shows that such attachment 
styles are often characterized by conflicting approaches to 
intimacy and autonomy, which may manifest as manipulative 
behaviors in relationships (Sweeney et al., 2018). Approaching 
these behaviors through an attachment-focused lens could 
enhance therapeutic outcomes. Therapists employing models 
like Emotionally Focused Therapy may help clients reinterpret 
their attachment dynamics and replace manipulative patterns 
with healthier relational strategies. Including a focus on 
attachment in wider studies of trauma and manipulation would 
benefit not only individual-level therapies but also systemic 
approaches that target the ripple effects of such behaviors in 
families and communities.

Dissociation and emotional dysregulation, frequently observed 
in trauma survivors, likely serve as mediators between trauma 
and manipulative behaviors, yet little research examines this 
relationship comprehensively. Dissociation, as a defense 
mechanism, not only allows individuals to cope with adversity 
but may contribute to difficulties in emotional recognition or 
interpersonal empathy. Similarly, emotional dysregulation can 
lead to heightened impulsivity and reactive use of manipulative 
tactics. Investigating these pathways could yield strategies 
to address the root causes of manipulation. For instance, 
incorporating emotion-focused techniques into existing trauma 
therapies, such as helping clients develop emotional literacy, 
could mitigate manipulative tendencies. Further studies should 
explore how these mechanisms might differ across varying 
trauma types, such as prolonged childhood abuse versus acute 
trauma, to tailor intervention strategies effectively.

Case studies tracking individuals with significant trauma 
histories over time could offer valuable insights into how 
manipulative behaviors evolve, guiding future intervention 
designs. For instance, longitudinal analysis may reveal 
patterns of behavioral escalation or stabilization, highlighting 
periods of susceptibility to change. Using case studies to map 
the trajectories of manipulative behaviors can help clinicians 
identify critical intervention windows and better understand the 
interplay of risk and protective factors. This approach would 
also allow researchers to test various therapeutic modalities in 
real-world settings, assessing long-term outcomes and refining 
methodologies to achieve lasting behavioral change.

Although trauma-informed care emphasizes holistic and 
empathetic approaches, systemic and cultural barriers often 
undermine its effectiveness. Marginalized populations, such 
as Black communities, endure compounded adversities, 
including higher exposure to trauma and systemic biases in 
mental health systems (Sweeney et al., 2018). These barriers 
necessitate culturally competent therapeutic approaches that 
acknowledge the intersectional realities of clients’ experiences. 
For instance, therapists working with Black trauma survivors 
must recognize the cumulative effects of both individual and 
systemic trauma, integrating culturally relevant practices that 

align with the client’s lived experiences. Enhanced focus on 
cultural competence in mental health training programs is 
essential to ensure that trauma-informed care translates into 
equitable and effective interventions for diverse populations 
(Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). Without such measures, systemic 
disparities will continue to perpetuate unequal access to care.

Incorporating traditional healing practices rooted in clients’ 
cultural contexts could further alleviate systemic inequities in 
trauma-informed care frameworks. For example, Indigenous 
healing practices that emphasize communal support and spiritual 
connection may complement conventional psychological 
interventions. Research examining the outcomes of culturally 
integrated care models would provide actionable insights for 
creating inclusive therapeutic environments. Additionally, 
examining trauma-informed systems in underserved settings 
could highlight transferable strategies for addressing resource 
limitations, such as task shifting or community-based support 
programs (Herrenkohl et al., 2019). These lessons could 
benefit broader efforts to ensure that trauma-informed care is 
accessible on a global scale.

Mobilization therapies, as described by Swezey (1983), hold 
potential for addressing the physical dimensions of trauma, 
such as chronic tension or hyperarousal, and may contribute 
to broader trauma care frameworks. By activating neural 
pathways and addressing somatic disruptions, mobilization 
therapies could complement treatments like CBT by reducing 
physiological barriers to emotional regulation. For example, 
combining proprioceptive exercises with mindfulness 
techniques may enhance clients’ abilities to process emotions 
both physically and cognitively. However, rigorous empirical 
validation is needed to establish the efficacy of these therapies 
in alleviating trauma-related symptoms and maladaptive 
behaviors like manipulation. Future research should focus on 
controlled studies that evaluate their cost-effectiveness and 
accessibility to ensure scalability across various healthcare 
systems.

Bridging the gap between theoretical models of trauma and 
dark psychology and their practical application is a critical 
area for future inquiry. Researchers must explore innovative 
methodologies that integrate CBT or DBT with strategies 
targeting manipulative behaviors. For example, emotional 
regulation techniques adapted specifically for clients exhibiting 
controlling tendencies could improve engagement and reduce 
dropout rates. Advanced neuroimaging techniques could also 
play a role in refining interventions by monitoring the neural 
impact of integrated therapies, offering data to optimize their 
effectiveness. Social interventions, particularly in schools 
or high-risk communities, could focus on early prevention 
by targeting populations with elevated ACE prevalence 
(Kimberg & Wheeler, 2019). Prevention strategies, coupled 
with evidence-based therapeutic approaches, may mitigate the 
development of maladaptive behaviors.

The economic and societal costs of untreated trauma 
underscore the need for systemic public health approaches 
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that emphasize early identification and intervention. Universal 
trauma-screening initiatives in schools and healthcare settings 
could prevent the progression of maladaptive behaviors into 
pervasive societal issues such as power abuse or workplace 
dysfunction. Investing in these early interventions has the 
potential to reduce long-term healthcare expenses and improve 
societal well-being. Research must also focus on integrating 
resilience-building strategies into community-based programs, 
helping individuals establish adaptive coping mechanisms 
and enhancing collective resilience (Herrenkohl et al., 2019). 
Expanding trauma-informed care into diverse societal contexts, 
including legal and corporate environments, could foster 
systemic changes that address the broader repercussions of 
trauma-related behaviors and reduce societal costs (Sweeney 
et al., 2018).

In conclusion, addressing the complex interplay between 
trauma and dark psychology behaviors requires a 
multidimensional approach integrating clinical, systemic, 
and cultural perspectives. Future research must prioritize 
innovative intervention designs, systemic reforms, and 
culturally competent practices to bridge existing gaps and 
improve therapeutic outcomes.

Conclusion
The research undertaken in this paper set out to investigate the 
intricate relationship between trauma and dark psychology, 
particularly focusing on the ways in which trauma influences 
behaviors such as manipulation, control, and power abuse. 
The primary objective was to bridge the gap between trauma-
informed care and the understanding of dark psychology while 
emphasizing the need for integrated therapeutic frameworks 
that address both trauma and manipulative tendencies. Through 
a comprehensive exploration of psychological mechanisms, 
therapeutic approaches, and ethical considerations, the findings 
of this study successfully met this objective, providing a robust 
foundation for advancing treatment strategies and systemic 
reforms.

This paper established that trauma exerts far-reaching 
impacts on psychological, cognitive, and social functioning, 
with adverse experiences significantly influencing behaviors 
associated with dark psychology. The analysis revealed that 
trauma-related mechanisms, such as attachment disruptions, 
emotional dysregulation, and dissociation, frequently serve as 
precursors to manipulative tendencies. For instance, disrupted 
attachment patterns stemming from childhood neglect or 
abuse often foster a mistrust of relationships and a reliance on 
manipulative behaviors as maladaptive coping mechanisms. 
Similarly, emotional dysregulation and dissociation were 
identified as critical mediators that exacerbate these 
tendencies, with survivors employing such behaviors in 
response to feelings of powerlessness or danger. The study 
highlighted the cyclical nature of these dynamics, where 
unresolved trauma perpetuates manipulative actions, which 
in turn reinforce trauma symptoms in both individuals and 
their environments. These insights underscore the necessity of 
therapeutic approaches that address trauma’s root causes rather 
than focusing solely on presenting behaviors.

The analysis of therapeutic interventions demonstrated that 
existing modalities, such as Cognitive Behavioral Therapy 
(CBT), Dialectical Behavior Therapy (DBT), and Trauma-
Focused CBT (TF-CBT), offer significant tools for addressing 
trauma-related symptoms. However, the findings also 
indicated that these approaches often lack tailored strategies 
for addressing manipulative behaviors specifically. Trauma-
informed care emerged as a critical framework for bridging this 
gap, given its emphasis on safety, empathy, and collaboration. 
Culturally competent adaptations, such as integrating traditional 
healing practices and acknowledging sociopolitical contexts, 
were identified as essential for enhancing the accessibility and 
relevance of these interventions. For example, mindfulness 
techniques and resilience-building strategies adapted to 
marginalized communities demonstrated their potential to 
strengthen emotional regulation and reduce harmful behaviors. 
Despite these advancements, challenges such as systemic 
inequities, high dropout rates, and organizational resistance 
to trauma-informed systems continue to hinder the efficacy 
and scalability of these approaches. These barriers highlight 
the urgency of systemic investments and multidisciplinary 
collaboration to ensure equitable care.

A critical aspect of this research involved addressing the 
ethical considerations and treatment challenges that impact 
therapeutic outcomes. The study underscored the importance 
of navigating ethical dilemmas, such as balancing mandatory 
reporting obligations with the client’s need for confidentiality, 
as well as managing resistance in therapy. Resistance, often 
misunderstood as a barrier, was reframed as an adaptive 
response rooted in trauma survivors’ past experiences of 
betrayal or manipulation. By interpreting resistance as 
a diagnostic tool, therapists were encouraged to view it 
as an opportunity to build trust and refine interventions 
collaboratively. Furthermore, systemic barriers, such as limited 
access to mental health care for marginalized populations, were 
identified as significant obstacles that exacerbate trauma’s 
long-term effects. Addressing these systemic factors requires 
a concerted effort to advocate for policy changes, expand 
training in trauma-specific techniques, and dismantle biases 
within mental health systems.

The findings align with existing research on trauma’s 
neurobiological and psychological effects, offering new 
perspectives on their connection to manipulative behaviors. 
By synthesizing insights from neuroscience, psychology, 
and ethical frameworks, this paper contributes to the broader 
research landscape by highlighting the interconnectedness of 
trauma and dark psychology. The analysis extended current 
knowledge by emphasizing that manipulative behaviors are not 
solely rooted in pathological traits but often emerge from trauma-
related vulnerabilities. This understanding destigmatizes 
individuals while fostering therapeutic approaches grounded 
in compassion and efficacy. Additionally, the study’s emphasis 
on integrating trauma-informed principles into diverse settings, 
such as schools and organizations, underscores its practical 
relevance in addressing the broader societal impacts of trauma 
and manipulation.
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Despite its contributions, this research also faced limitations, 
primarily stemming from its reliance on existing literature 
and theoretical synthesis rather than empirical data. While the 
paper offered a comprehensive analysis of current therapeutic 
models, it lacked longitudinal studies or clinical trials to validate 
the proposed connections between trauma and manipulative 
behaviors. Furthermore, the scope was confined to available 
studies, which may not fully capture emerging techniques 
or cultural variations in trauma experiences and recovery 
processes. These methodological constraints highlight the need 
for further research that empirically investigates the long-term 
efficacy of trauma-informed care in addressing manipulative 
behaviors, as well as the role of sociocultural factors in shaping 
these dynamics.

Future research should prioritize exploring the psychobiological 
and attachment-based mechanisms that mediate the 
relationship between trauma and dark psychology behaviors. 
Longitudinal studies tracking the evolution of manipulative 
tendencies in trauma survivors could offer valuable insights 
into intervention windows and risk factors. Additionally, 
the development of integrative therapeutic models that 
combine trauma-focused modalities with strategies targeting 
manipulation and control is essential for achieving holistic 
care. For example, incorporating psychodynamic elements 
that address the underlying origins of manipulative behaviors 
within existing CBT or DBT frameworks could enhance their 
efficacy. Expanding trauma-informed care into underserved 
regions through innovative methods such as teletherapy and 
community-based interventions would further ensure equitable 
access to effective treatment.

Cultural competence remains a critical area for future 
exploration. Research must investigate how systemic inequities, 
traditional practices, and sociopolitical contexts influence 
trauma experiences and recovery trajectories. Integrating 
culturally relevant interventions into trauma-informed care 
can promote engagement and inclusivity, particularly for 
marginalized populations that face compounded adversities. 
Furthermore, systemic public health initiatives, such as 
universal trauma screening in schools and workplaces, could 
mitigate the societal costs of untreated trauma by preventing 
the progression of maladaptive behaviors. The potential of 
emerging technologies, such as AI-driven therapy tools, to 
enhance accessibility and scalability should also be explored, 
ensuring that advancements in trauma care reach diverse 
populations effectively.

Reflecting on the significance of this work, it is evident 
that understanding the interplay between trauma and dark 
psychology has transformative potential for therapeutic 
practices and societal well-being. By identifying trauma as 
a driving force behind manipulative behaviors, this research 
not only reduces stigma but also underscores the importance 
of addressing underlying vulnerabilities in treatment. The 
interdisciplinary approach adopted in this paper enriched the 
analysis, fostering a holistic understanding of the nuanced 
relationship between trauma and manipulation. This work 

serves as a call to action for continued research and systemic 
reforms that prioritize empathy, inclusivity, and innovation in 
addressing these complex dynamics.

In conclusion, the findings of this research underscore the 
critical need for therapeutic models that integrate trauma-
informed care with strategies targeting dark psychology 
behaviors. By addressing both the symptoms and root causes 
of manipulation, practitioners can promote sustainable 
recovery and resilience among survivors. The paper highlights 
the importance of systemic reforms, cultural competence, and 
early interventions to break cycles of trauma and manipulation, 
ultimately fostering healthier individuals and communities. 
Ongoing exploration and collaboration across disciplines 
remain essential to advancing understanding and practical 
applications in this pressing field.

Bibliography
1.	 Afuape, T., & Castro, M. (2011). Power Resistence and 

Liberation in Therapy with Survivors of Trauma: To 
Have our Hearts Broken. https://libpsy.org/wp-content/
uploads/2012/07/Book-review_-Power-Resistence-and-
Liberation-in-Therapy-with-Survivors-of-Trauma-by-
Taiwo-Afuape.pdf

2.	 Anders, A. I. M. (2019). Psychological impact of 
power abuse in Buddhist groups and essential aspects 
of psychotherapeutic interventions for the affected 
individuals. SFU Forschungsbulletin SFU Research 
Bulletin, 7(1), 32–50. 					  
https://www.en.transtibmed.ethnologie.uni-muenchen.de/
publications/abuse-and-psychotherapy.pdf

3.	 Baldwin, D. V. (2013). Primitive mechanisms of trauma 
response: An evolutionary perspective on trauma-related 
disorders. Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews, 37(8), 
1549–1566. 						    
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2013.06.004

4.	 Becker, C. B., & Zayfert, C. (2001). Integrating DBT-based 
techniques and concepts to facilitate exposure treatment 
for PTSD. Cognitive and Behavioral Practice, 8(2), 107-
122. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1077-7229(01)80017-1

5.	 Çakmak Tolan, Ö. (2023). The mediating role of dark triad 
personality traits in the relationship between childhood 
traumas and obsessive beliefs. International Journal of 
Contemporary Educational Research, 10(2), 424–441. 
https://doi.org/10.52380/ijcer.2023.10.2.356

6.	 Dang, S., De Sousa, A., & D’Souza, R. (2021). Ethical 
issues in trauma based psychotherapy. Global Bioethics 
Enquiry, 9(3), 138-141. https://globalbioethicsenquiry.
com/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/EDITORIAL-
RUSSELL-1.pdf

7.	 Elbert, T., & Schauer, M. (2002). Burnt into memory. 
Nature, 419, 883. 					   
https://www.nature.com/articles/419883a.pdf

8.	 Felipe, L. (2023). Power and control dynamics. The Kempe 
Center. https://ce.childrenscolorado.org/sites/default/files/
Power%20and%20Control%20Dynamics.pdf



Volume 7 | Issue 2 | 15 of 15J Psychol Neurosci; 2025 www.unisciencepub.com

Copyright: ©2025 Benjamin Pelz. This is an open-access article distributed 
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits 
unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the 
original author and source are credited.

9.	 Freeman, A. (2024). Psychological perspectives on the 
dynamics of abuse. https://gcfv.georgia.gov/document/
document/psychological-perspectives-dynamics-abuse-
anjana-freemanpdf/download

10.	 Freyd, J. (1994). Betrayal trauma: Traumatic amnesia 
as an adaptive response to childhood abuse. Ethics & 
Behavior, 4(4), 307–329. 				  
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327019eb0404_1

11.	 Freyd, J. J. (1997). Violations of power, adaptive blindness 
and betrayal trauma theory. Feminism & Psychology, 7(1), 
22-32. https://doi.org/10.1177/0959353597071004

12.	 Gindis, B. (2019). Child development mediated by trauma 
(1st ed.). Routledge. 					   
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203702383

13.	 Herman, J. L. (1992). Complex PTSD: A syndrome in 
survivors of prolonged and repeated trauma. Journal of 
Traumatic Stress, 5(3), 377–391. https://robertduworsphd.
com/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/Complex-PTSD-A-
Syndrome-in-Survivors-of-Prolonged-and-Repeated-
Trauma.pdf

14.	 Herrenkohl, T. I., Hong, S., & Verbrugge, B. (2019). 
Trauma-informed programs based in schools: Linking 
concepts to practices and assessing the evidence. 
*American Journal of Community Psychology, 64*(3-4), 
373–388. https://doi.org/10.1002/ajcp.12362

15.	 Kalsched, D. E. (2017). Trauma, innocence and the core 
complex of dissociation. Journal of Analytical Psychology, 
62(4), 474–500. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-5922.12333

16.	 Kimberg, L., & Wheeler, M. (2019). Trauma and trauma-
informed care. In Trauma-informed healthcare approaches 
(pp. 25–56). Springer Nature Switzerland AG. 		
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-04342-1_2

17.	 Lee-Chai, A. Y., & Bargh, J. A. (Eds.). (2001). The use and 
abuse of power. Psychology Press.

18.	 Mento, C., Lombardo, C., Whithorn, N., Muscatello, 
M. R. A., Bruno, A., Casablanca, M., & Silvestri, M. C. 
(2023). Psychological violence and manipulative behavior 
in couple: A focus on personality traits. Journal of Mind 
and Medical Sciences, 10(2), 172-177. 			 
https://doi.org/10.22543/2392-7674.1399

19.	 Michałowska, S., & Cheć, M. (2024). Dialectical behavior 
therapy in the treatment of trauma. Archives of Psychiatry 
and Psychotherapy, 1, 26–32. 				  
https://doi.org/10.12740/APP/169191

20.	 Newman, E., Risch, E., & Kassam-Adams, N. (2006). 
Ethical issues in trauma-related research: A review. Journal 
of Empirical Research on Human Research Ethics, 1(3), 
29–46. https://doi.org/10.1525/jer.2006.1.3.29

21.	 Pelz, B. (2024). Neuropsychological and psychiatric 
determinants of peak performance in high-stress 
professions. International Journal of Psychiatry Research, 
7(6), 1-10.

22.	 Pelz, B. (2024). The neuropsychological effects of posture: 
An analysis of the influence on human biochemistry in the 
context of sports psychology. Journal of Psychology and 
Neuroscience, 6(3), 1–7. 				  
https://doi.org/10.47485/2693-2490.1093

23.	 Pelz, B. (2024). The science of accepting yourself and 
implementing sports and positive psychology in the 
clinical setting. Journal of Psychology and Neuroscience, 
6(3), 1-9. https://doi.org/10.47485/2693-2490.1091

24.	 Pelz, B. (2025). The neuropsychological consequences of 
anger suppression: A review of sex differences and clinical 
implications. American Journal of Medical and Clinical 
Research & Reviews, 4(1), 1–33.

25.	 Rana, W., Mukhtar, S., & Mukhtar, S. (2022). Countering 
emotional and psychological manipulation abuse by 
cultivating resilience, meaning, and well-being among 
victims of male intimate partner violence-working 
frontline health care workers during COVID-19 lockdown: 
A qualitative study. Asia Pacific Journal of Public Health, 
34(6-7), 671–674. 					   
https://doi.org/10.1177/10105395221107139

26.	 Spermon, D., Darlington, Y., & Gibney, P. (2010). 
Psychodynamic psychotherapy for complex trauma: 
targets, focus, applications, and outcomes. Psychology 
Research and Behavior Management, 3, 119–127. 	
https://www.dovepress.com/article/download/5871

27.	 Sweeney, A., Filson, B., Kennedy, A., Collinson, L., 
& Gillard, S. (2018). A paradigm shift: Relationships 
in trauma-informed mental health services. BJPsych 
Advances, 24, 319-333. 				  
https://doi.org/10.1192/bja.2018.29

28.	 Swezey, R. L. (1983). The modern thrust of manipulation 
and traction therapy. Seminars in Arthritis and 
Rheumatism, 12(3), 322-331. 				  
https://doi.org/10.1016/0049-0172(83)90013-6

29.	 Tadayonnejad, R. (2024). Exploring the connection 
between trauma and personality disorders. Neurosci. 
Psych. Open Access, 7(6), 281-283. 			 
https://doi.org/10.47532/npoa.2024.7(6).281-283

30.	 Wyatt, Z., & Nowlin, M. (2019). Trauma, resilience and 
the power of human connection: Reflections from the field 
of Cambodia. American Journal of Applied Psychology, 
8(2), 50-56. https://doi.org/10.11648/j.ajap.20190802.14.


