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A comprehensive and behaviorally formulated theory for psychopathology disorders termed as behavioral-cog-
nitive inhibition theory is presented. It constitutes an integration and re-formulation of several influential psy-
chological theories of psychopathology and empirical findings in imagery research. According to the behavior-
al-cognitive inhibition theory the development of PTSD and other psychopathology disorders are due to the de-
velopment of dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories. The maintenance of psychopathology
disorders is due to a continuous retrieval of dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories, to inhibit-
tion of incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories, and to current dysfunctional appraisals and be-
haviors. Dysfunctional and incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories consist of respondent, dis-
criminative, behavioral response, appraisal and consequence memory elements. It is proposed that the recovery
from PTSD and other psychopathology disorders is accomplished when (a) strong enough matching incompati-
ble respondent-functional-appraisal memories are retrieved in the same circumstances as dysfunctional respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories, (b) dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories become inhi-
bited by incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories, and (c) new incompatible or functional con-
tingencies are encoded, stored and become effective incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories.
Concrete examples of respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements in emotional and personality disorders
are presented. In addition, incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements are presented. Fur-
thermore, central hypotheses of the behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory are formulated and important issues
are discussed.

Keywords: Behavioral-Cognitive Inhibition Theory, Comorbidity, Respondent, Functional, Appraisal, Memories,

J Scientific

43 Research

DOI:10.4236/psych.2010.15044

Posttraumatic Stress Disorder, Emotional and Personality Disorders

Introduction

There are several influential theories for PTSD that have in-
fluenced the development of effective treatments for PTSD
(e.g., Brewin, Dalgleish, & Joseph, 1996; Ehlers & Clark, 2000;
Foa et al., 1986; Foa et al., 1989, Keane et al., 1995). However,
no theory has provided a comprehensive behaviorally formu-
lated conceptualization of PTSD and comorbid emotional and
personality disorders. It is proposed that the behavioral-cogni-
tive inhibition theory may be able to do so. The idea of multiple
respondent-functional-appraisal memories conceptualized as a
network that is used to explain comorbidity comes from multi-
ple representational theories (Brewin et al., 1996; Power &
Dalgleish, 1997). Multiple psychopathology-related respondent-
functional-appraisal memories are conceptualized on the basis
of identical terminology and theoretical mechanisms which
solves (a) the interaction between multiple components problem
(Dalgleish, 2004), and (b) the overdetermination problem that
occurs when identical symptoms are explained by two different
theories within one overarching model (e.g., when re-experi-
encing symptoms are due to activated fear structures and sche-
ma conflicts, Foa & Rothbaum, 1998).

In addition to comorbidity, it is proposed that the behavioral-
cognitive inhibition theory improves upon influential PTSD

theories and other psychopathology-specific CBT theories on
other important issues. The behavioral-cognitive inhibition
theory improves upon the emotional processing theory in sev-
eral ways. First, the components are formulated in behavioral
terms. This is in contrast to the hypothetical schema concepts
(Foa & Rothbaum, 1998). Second, the conceptualization of
“incorporation of corrective/new information” as a therapeutic
goal is not in itself an optimal formulation. It is important to
broaden such a conceptualization by also including the incor-
poration of the following memory elements: respondent, dis-
criminative, functional and consequence memory elements.
Third, the numbing symptoms are more comprehensively ex-
plained (e.g., Follette & Naugle, 2006; Litz, Orsillo, Kaloupek,
& Weathers, 2000). According to Taylor (2006) numbing
symptoms are suboptimally explained by influential PTSD
theories. Fourth, the behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory
separates between primary and secondary respondent-function-
al-appraisal memories that aids in the selection of treatment
priorities.

The behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory behaviorally for-
mulates vital components of the cognitive theory for PTSD
developed by Ehlers and Clark (2000). Peri-traumatic apprais-
als are conceptualized as trauma-related primary appraisal me-
mories, disjointed fragmentary memories as respondent and/or
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discriminative trauma-related memories, and ‘“hotspots” as
primary respondent memories. Peri-traumatic appraisals may
include correct appraisal memories of threat or any other aspect
that occurred during a traumatic event or faulty appraisal mem-
ories encoded and stored during and/or after the event. Trau-
ma-related primary behavioral response memories of being e.g.
passive or assertive during the trauma (behaviorally and/or
cognitively) may influence current behaviors. Consequence
memories of what happened immediately after the trauma may
be correct or incorrect. It is important to correct faulty primary
memories, to learn to discriminate between correct primary
memories and current contingencies and to drop safety and
avoidance behaviors in current contingencies that hinder the
development of functional discriminations and appraisals. Such
a behaviorally formulated conceptualization may be relevant to
other emotional and personality disorders in addition to PTSD.

The behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory provides a com-
prehensive behaviorally formulated conceptualization of PTSD
and/or other psychopathology symptoms as a result of both type
1 and type 2 traumatic events (Terr, 1991). Type 1 traumatic
events include unanticipated single traumatic events. Type 2
traumatic events consist of long-standing or repeated exposure
to traumatic events. The behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory
may be able to explain dissociative symptoms and traumatic
amnesia more often seen in victims of type 2 traumatic events
(Terr, 1991), and more extreme flashbacks. Type 2 traumatic
events may be encoded and stored as extremely dysfunctional
respondent-functional-appraisal memories that include (a) ex-
treme dissociative response and avoidance behavior memories
leading to an automatic shutdown when such a memory is re-
trieved, and (b) extreme respondent memories that result in
severe flashbacks when retrieved. Furthermore, the behav-
ioral-cognitive inhibition theory may provide a plausible con-
ceptualization of PTSD-related psychological disturbances seen
in particularly vulnerable PTSD populations such as individuals
with PTSD and comorbid substance abuse (Najavits, 2001),
adult child sexual and physical abuse survivors (Cloitre, Cohen,
& Koenen, 2006), personality disorders (Young, Klosko, &
Weishaar, 2003), various types of vulnerable PTSD client pop-
ulations (Mueser, Rosenberg, & Rosenberg, 2009), and trauma-
tized children (e.g. Cohen, Deblinger, & Mannarino, 2006;
Smith, Perrin, Yule, & Clark, 2009). Examples of distur-
bances may include, but are not limited to, poor emotion regu-
lation, excessively dysfunctional interpersonal cognitions and
arrested cognitive and social development.

In addition to traumatic events, it ought to be possible to use
typologies in order to describe variations of other types of dis-
tressing life events, for example distressing social experiences.
A hypothetical example is described next. Type 1 distressing
social events may include occasional or few social events that
are quite distressing (e.g. experiencing occasional social harsh-
ness, criticism etc.). Type 2 distressing social events may en-
compass extremely distressing social events that have occurred
repeatedly and/or for a long duration. One type of such event
may be repeated bullying in school that many children may
have experienced. Such experiences have been found in the
majority of sexual offenders at the author’s work place at the
Karolinska university hospital in Stockholm specialized in the
treatment of sexual disorders.

Other types of events that may be categorized according to

typologies in order to illustrate variations are those that are
incompatible to distressing life events. For example, life events
that are pleasurable, nurturing and that boost self-efficacy. A
fine-grained analysis of the interaction between the current
situation and personally meaningful encoded and stored res-
pondent-functional-appraisal memories may be important in
order to more fully understand the development and mainte-
nance of psychopathology disorders.

The behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory is influenced by
the learning theory (Baldwin & Baldwin, 2001; Keane, Zimer-
ing, & Cadell, 1985; Martin & Pear, 2007), emotional process-
ing theory (Foa & Kozak, 1986; Foa & Rothbaum, 1998; Foa,
Steketee & Rothbaum, 1989), cognitive theory (Beck, Emery &
Greenberg, 1985; Beck, Rush, Shaw, & Emery, 1979; Clark,
1999; Ehlers & Clark, 2000), schema theory of personality
disorders (Young et al., 2003), imagery research in emotional
disorders (Hackman & Holmes, 2004; Holmes, Arntz, &
Smucker, 2007), multi-representational theories (Brewin et al.,
1996; Power & Dalgleish, 1997), retrieval competition theory
(Brewin, 2006), behavioral-cognitive vulnerability models
(Barlow, 2002), stress appraisal theory (Lazarus & Folkman,
1984), reciprocal inhibition theory (Wolpe, 1995), conceptuali-
zations of numbing symptoms in PTSD (Follette & Naugle,
2006; Litz, 1992), and the prolonged exposure countercondi-
tioning method (Paunovic, 1999; 2002; 2003).

Central hypotheses that can be deduced from the behavioral-
cognitive inhibition theory are the following. First, that re-
spondent-functional-appraisal memories can be functional and
dysfunctional. In PTSD and other psychopathology disorders
such memories are excessively dysfunctional when their re-
trieval leads to/influences: (i) excessively distressing respon-
dent responses, (ii) dysfunctional predictions and appraisals, (iii)
dysfunctional behavioral responses, (iv) dysfunctional conse-
quences such as the continuation of psychopathology symptoms
and negative consequences at work, during leisure time and
impoverished relationships, (v) a lack of/the inhibition of func-
tional respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements.
Second, dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memo-
ries can be optimally inhibited by incompatible respondent-
functional-appraisal memories under the following conditions
(a) when strong or compelling enough incompatible respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories are retrieved, (b) when
incompatible current contingencies are encoded and stored, (c)
when one or both of the first two conditions occur in the same
circumstances as when psychopathology-related respondent-
functional-appraisal memories are retrieved, (d) when incom-
patible respondent-functional-appraisal memories match central
characteristics of dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal
memories, and (¢) when all dysfunctional respondent-function-
al-appraisal memories have been retrieved and inhibited. Third,
current behaviors and appraisals are influenced by original
encoding and storing, subsequent instances of retrieval, and
current contingencies. When dysfunctional respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories are retrieved they may elicit exces-
sive negative emotions, aversive physiological reactions, faulty
appraisals and predictions and dysfunctional behavioral im-
pulses. This may motivate an initiation of dysfunctional res-
ponses such as avoidance, safety behaviors and/or escape that
shuts down the dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal
memories. Fourth, it is proposed that dysfunctional primary
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memories should be the prioritized treatment target when dys-
functional respondent-functional-appraisal memories are the
result of type 1 traumas that has led to the development of cir-
cumscribed PTSD psychopathology or any other type of cir-
cumscribed psychopathology. When dysfunctional respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories are associated with a broad
range of psychopathology symptoms as a result of type 2 trau-
mas primary and secondary respondent-functional-appraisal
memories as well as training in necessary skills may be essen-
tial. Fifth, there ought to be an interaction effect between de-
grees of distressing/functional life events a person has encoded
and stored permanently in memory vs. the degree of successful
behavioral coping and functional appraisals that may be
achieved in response to such events and memories.

Behavioral-Cognitive Inhibition Theory

The behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory consists of two
main parts. First, it proposes that there exists dysfunctional vs.
functional respondent-functional-appraisal memories that in-
fluence each other bi-directionally, and that current symptoms,
appraisals and behaviors vs. respondent-functional-appraisal
memories influence each other bi-directionally (see Figure 1).
Second, current contingencies consist of retrieval triggers of
respondent-functional-appraisal memories, current behaviors,
appraisals and consequences. Such contingencies influence
respondent-functional-appraisal memories both directly and
indirectly through the encoding and storing of current contin-
gencies that may develop into respondent-functional-appraisal
memory elements.

Dysfunctional RFAM

W—oBl}M @ m_.@ | |

[om | [av] o | (o

Incompatible RFAM

(b)

Current respondent-functional-appraisal contingencies

Note. Upper figures: RM = respondent memories, DM = discriminative memories,
BRM = behavioral response memories, AM = appraisal memories, CM = conse-
quence memories. Lower figure: UCS = unconditioned stimulus; UCR = uncondi-
tioned response; CS = conditioned stimulus; CR = conditioned response; sP=
discriminative ess-dee stimulus; S® = discriminative ess-delta stimulus; BR =
behavioral response, A = appraisal, S* = reinforcement; S™= punishment.

Figure 1.

[llustration of (a) the interaction between dysfunctional vs. incompati-
ble respondent-functional-appraisal memories (RFAMs; see figures
above), and (b) the interaction between RFAMs vs. current respon-
dent-functional-appraisal contingencies.

Respondent-Functional-Appraisal Memories

It is proposed that respondent-functional-appraisal memories
can exert an influence on current symptoms, behaviors and
appraisals. Also, respondent-functional-appraisal memories can
be incompatible or functional vs. dysfunctional. Each respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memory consists of the following
elements: respondent, discriminative, appraisal, behavior and
consequence memory elements. Respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memory elements can be primary or secondary. The
behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory on a single respondent-
functional-appraisal memory level is presented in Figure 1.

Respondent Memories

Primary respondent memories consist of primary respondent
stimuli and primary respondent response memories. Dysfunc-
tional primary respondent memories in PTSD and other psy-
chopathology disorders are illustrated in table 1 and 2. Dys-
functional primary respondent memories are acquired as fol-
lows. During or in proximity to excessively negative life events
(unconditioned stimulus = UCS) individuals react with exces-
sive negative emotions, physiological responses and/or bodily
pain reactions (unconditioned responses = UCR). Both UCS
and UCR are encoded by the individual’s sensory apparatus and
stored as primary respondent stimuli memories and primary
respondent response memories respectively. In people who
inherit a biological predisposition to react very strongly emo-
tionally to negative environmental changes (Barlow, 2002)
primary respondent stimuli memories are more likely to be-
come associated with excessively distressing primary respon-
dent response memories.

In PTSD primary respondent stimuli memories consist of
central memories of the traumatic event (e.g., violent acts
committed by a perpetrator or a violent motor vehicle crash).
Primary respondent response memories include excessive un-
conditioned emotional responses of fear, horror, helplessness,
physiological responses and bodily pain. The retrieval of dys-
functional primary respondent memories of a traumatic event is
manifested as (a) vivid trauma-related intrusions of the gist of
the trauma (i.e., visual images, sounds, actions, smells, etc.),
and (b) excessively strong negative emotions, physiological
responses and bodily pain that are identical or very similar to
those experienced during the gist of the trauma.

Dysfunctional secondary respondent memories consist of (a)
encoded and stored peripheral respondent stimuli and responses
that occurred during and/or in close proximity to primary nega-
tive events, and (b) encoded and stored post-event stimuli and
responses that have become associated with dysfunctional pri-
mary respondent memories during the retrieval of the latter.
Secondary respondent memories may through their associations
with primary respondent memories start to function as retrieval
triggers of the latter. Secondary respondent memories associ-
ated with post-event respondent stimuli and responses are ac-
quired when neutral stimuli become encoded and stored during
the retrieval of primary respondent memories. Previously neu-
tral post-event stimuli acquire a function as retrieval triggers of
primary respondent memories. The development of an increas-
ing number of various types of secondary respondent memories
makes it increasingly difficult to avoid retrieval triggers and the
retrieval of primary respondent memories.
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Incompatible primary respondent memories are acquired by
the same mechanisms as dysfunctional primary respondent
memories (e.g., Paunovic, 1999, 2002, 2003). When life events
(UCS) elicit pleasurable or functional UCR (e.g. pleasurable
emotions of happiness, joy, competence etc.), these UCS and
UCR become encoded and stored as incompatible primary re-
spondent stimuli and primary respondent response memories.
Incompatible secondary respondent memories are acquired
during (a) the encoding and storing of peripheral stimuli and
responses during and/or in close proximity to primary incom-
patible/pleasurable events, and (b) the encoding and storing of
post-event neutral stimuli that become associated with retrieved
incompatible primary respondent memories. Such secondary
respondent memories acquire the function of retrieval triggers
of incompatible primary respondent memories. An increasing
number of neutral stimuli may acquire such retrieval properties.

When current contingencies and retrieved dysfunctional pri-
mary respondent memories don’t match each other they should
be discriminated from each other. On the other hand, in poten-
tially or realistically harmful situations dysfunctional primary
respondent memories may have a protective and/or preparatory
function that signal what may going to happen.

Stimuli and responses may be encoded through three learning
pathways: direct experience, observational learning and/or in-
formation/instruction (e.g., Rachman, 1976, 1977). Storing
(processing) may occur from (a) other people’s viewpoint
(Hackmann, Surawy, & Clark, 1998), (b) an observation per-
spective (e.g., peritraumatic dissociation), or (¢) an individual’s
own viewpoint (e.g. a traumatic event). The encoding may occur
through various sensory channels and become stored accord-
ingly. The most common memory quality in PTSD is visual
memories of the trauma (Ehlers, Hackman, Steil, Clohessy,
Wenninger, & Winter, 2002). Incompatible stimuli and respon-
ses may also be encoded through three different pathways and
various sensory channels, and stored from different viewpoints.

Discriminative Memories

Discriminative memories have predictive functions. When
discriminative memories are retrieved in current contingencies
predictions are made about the consequences of various courses
of actions and/or about what will happen in a given situation.

Dysfunctional primary discriminative memories consist of
encoded and stored peripheral stimuli and responses that oc-
curred in close proximity to negative life events that were in-
volved in the development of psychopathology symptoms. The
retrieval of dysfunctional primary discriminative memories in
innocuous current contingencies may lead to faulty predictions
since they don’t match the current situation. The retrieval of
primary discriminative memories is manifested by intrusions of
peripheral trauma-related memories (pre- and post-event). The
retrieval of PTSD-related primary discriminative memories
serves a function of faulty warning signals of serious threat
(Ehlers et al., 2002). It is proposed that the same mechanism
exists in other psychopathology disorders with psychopatholo-
gy-specific erroneous predictive functions (see Table 1 and 2).

Dysfunctional secondary discriminative memories consist of
encoded and stored neutral stimuli that have become associated
with retrieved primary discriminative memories. Retrieved
secondary discriminative memories may function as retrieval
triggers of primary discriminative memories and may acquire

similar predictive functions as the latter. The development of an
excessive number of various types of dysfunctional secondary
discriminative memories may lead to excessive amounts of
faulty predictions in various types of innocuous situations.

Functional primary and secondary discriminative memories
include correct predictions in line with what will most probably
happen in current contingencies, including if various courses of
actions are taken. Functional primary and secondary discrimi-
native memories are developed as a result of increasingly cor-
rect discrimination learning experiences of the predictive func-
tions that various types of stimuli and responses have. Func-
tional discrimination learning is dependent upon taking courses
of actions in innocuous situations that challenges dysfunctional
and incorrect predictions. Corrective experiences that discon-
firm faulty predictions when dysfunctional primary and second-
dary discriminative memories are retrieved will be encoded and
stored as functional discriminative memories. If such functional
discriminative memories become compelling or strong enough
they acquire the capacity to inhibit dysfunctional discriminative
memories. When functional primary and secondary discrimina-
tive memories are retrieved they will instigate correct predict-
tions regarding what will happen in the retrieval situation and
what consequences a given behavior will have. This increases
the probability that the individual will engage in functional
coping behaviors. The disconfirmation of predicted negative
consequences during the retrieval of dysfunctional discrimina-
tive memories is not possible to acquire if dysfunctional be-
havioral responses are enacted. Such behavioral responses hin-
der corrective experiences from being acquired that may change
the predictive stimulus functions of retrieval triggers. Correct
predictions may in potentially dangerous or in other ways
harmful situations signal that escape, avoidance or appropriate
defensive behaviors are highly functional.

Behavioral Response Memories

There are three fundamental ways to cope with psychologi-
cally or physically potentially harmful situations or negative
events: (a) avoidance, escape and safety behaviors, (b) attack or
resistance, or (c) freezing which is an innate non-volitional
response that is elicited when escape or aggression is not possi-
ble during an attack (e.g., Barlow, 2002, pp. 219-220, 283).
Alternatively, the freezing response may be an unconditioned
respondent response. Such behavioral responses are encoded
and stored as primary behavioral response memories that may
become dysfunctional if their retrieval instigates inappropriate
responses in current contingencies. Dysfunctional primary be-
havioral response memories may function as predispositions to
respond dysfunctionally when current contingencies retrieve
such memories. The retrieval of dysfunctional primary behav-
ioral response memories may increase the risk of responding
similarly in current innocuous situations. This may lead to
short-term relief due to a temporary shut-down of retrieved
dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories.

Secondary dysfunctional behavioral response memories con-
sist of encoded and stored dysfunctional coping behaviors that
have been enacted during the retrieval of dysfunctional respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories in innocuous situations.
Such dysfunctional behavioral coping may constitute psycho-
pathology symptoms per see (e.g., avoidance in PTSD [APA,
1994]). The retrieval of dysfunctional secondary behavioral



353

*SOLIOWIAW 99UANDISTOI PaIo)s PUL POPOIUD AW0IG
OS[e SIOIABYDQ Surysiund/SuroIofulal-§[9s pue SIOIABYDI(Q JOUBPIOAE JOJE JUIWIOIOFUIAI dANESU ‘UOBIPPE U]  "I[qE} SIY) Ul PAJOIdOP SIe SOLIOWAW J0UINDISUOD [BJUSWUONAUS PUE [euosIddIu] , 270N

SIUQAD [RIO0S I2}j& pue
910J0q SUOTJBUTIINI ‘SINOTABYAq
Q0uBpIOAL puE A19Jes [B100S

SONIATIOR PAN[BA WOIJ SMEIPYIIM
£5103311) BUWINEI) SPIOAY

snnws d1qoyd Jo 9dUBPIOAY
DN SPIOAE ‘s101ABYAq A12]eS
juouysiund-jjos

{90UBINSSBAI SHIIS (SIOIABYIQ

QAIS[NdW09-0AISSASqO

syuared 0y urjo/paysawud <§HN
Jo syySnoyy/s10331 SO SPIOAY

N. PAUNOVIC

Anatssed <suoneurumnt
¢5108311) ‘soLIoWwoW dAESOU
JOLIS ‘SIOI[JUOD JO JOUBPIOAY

SOLIOAQI (SIOPUIIDI SPIOAY

QOUBPIOAE QAISSOIXD S[[IS
uone[nSaI UONOWa/[BI0S 100

adeys £poq noqe §H/N sproae
‘s101ABY0q A101esUadwos/aTurg

AAIS|NdWOD UONL[OSI ‘[eMBIPYIIM

J1os ur swoydwiks Kjorxue
995 SIOYIO {[BONLID SIAYIO (Fuls

-sserequid dour A[[eroos Jjos

Koeo1]Jo-J]0s MO] JOS ‘pajsniy
jou ‘snosoSuep priom/a1doad

Sno1o3uep SI snjnwns d1qoyJ

soydonsejeo [eyuow/[ed1SAYJ

Aiqisuodsar owonxa ssaupeq

umo pue A)1[eal ajesipur sofew

juapuadop ‘Quofe J9s ‘pIjsniun

‘QAISNOUIL ‘D[qR[[01U0OUN PLIOA\
ssajadoy st oy

S910BISqO JO [[NJ P[IOM Seam
‘SO0 Ul SSA[YMOM ST J]9S

Ppauenss ‘ssojSurueaw 9f1]

wreys 9[In3 ¢Koeo1jJo/A0[-J9S
9sna ‘K10Jes Jo yoe| {[ekenag

JyS1om /odeys
Apoq 1moqe sja1[aq panoIsi(l

Supystund ‘Surandop ‘snoro3uep

(800 °L00T) 10 12 PIIM
(0007) v 12 ubwyIvE {(9661) ‘[P 12 112440g /SSAUPES ‘SSAUAYS ‘18] ‘KI2IXUY
‘{(1oupred Aq “39) pauopueqe ‘sjudAd uonodfar ‘uonelruny ‘Surk[ng ‘wWSIONLID)

(S00T) 70 12 soujof “(8661) wnvqy10y ¥ vo. “(¥00T)
‘Ip 12 s42]y7 /1o8ue ‘Quieys N3 ‘ssaupes ‘1eaj ‘KIRIXUY S[IeIOp BWINEI) [BNUDD)

(9002) 11 2 yunpy/eay snjnuins o1qoyd jo sagewt [njieaj/dlydonsere)
(£661) $42[4/7/1ea] *KIIXUY *QWOY U SSAU[[] ATUOTYD

(¥861) 12SU[ % 42A00F]

“(6661) sysaoyIpg (L00T) 70 42 suoyoadSsn3sip duteys N3 ‘Ieaj “Karxuy

‘Kuoyine Aq pasodur wWSIONLIO/U0N031Iad SWANX QUOAd dAESoU/BWNEI],

(8661) Mopivg P pid.ioy)/ssaupes ‘Ied) ‘K1dIxXuy
‘paysowud AJe1oos ‘oantoddnsun ‘FuiuioaoT aArsnnur ‘uonos}oidiono [ejusred

(#661) 10 12 DUw2SY20H-U2ION (T661) Uima4g P Uy Ny (8661 ‘9661)
‘I 12 uima.ag ssaussaldiay Jous ‘ssaupes ‘1o3ue ‘1e9) ‘Kjarxuy Juik[ng ‘esnqe
[enxas ‘SIdYIO0 IO J[OS UI SSAUJ[T ‘SIAYI0 JUBIYIUSIS JO $SO] ‘s1a1[Ju0d diysuone[ay

(9007) yup.4f % 4pays /1ed) ‘Ko1Xue ‘SUISUO] ‘SSO] ‘JOLID) {PAsLIdIP SI JAYI0 SO[D)

(900 2007) ‘v 12 241010 /sSdUpES ‘1d3UL ‘[eSnoJe ‘Ied)
‘Kjarxuy fspaau s109[3au ‘ploo s1 ‘ewunen sopiy Jojenadiad ‘osnqe [eorsAyd/fenxog

(L00T) v 12 2110108 (TOOT) UPIUDY( /163 “KIDIXUE ‘SSIUPES *SPUALY
sastead ‘yySrom/adeys sozonLIO OANEIIUNWWIOdUN [BUOTIOWAUN ST IOYIOIA

(€007) 1v 12 Bunog /101101 ‘a8e1 ‘ssafdjoy

eiqoyd [e100g

dasid

se1qoyd

IOpIOSIp Olueq

ano

SIOPIOSIp [BUONOW

uorssaxdoq

Jous pajesrjdwo)

eumexn [eorsAyd

/[enxas Ajreq

BSOAIOU BIWINE

/1apiaosip Ayjeuosiod

‘oSe1 ‘[epromseied {S9Y)00S-J[9S SIp1oMm A1IIp “[1A9 ‘peq SI J[OS ‘quinu ‘peg ‘paauidap jrasauo ‘Funednlqns ‘Sunoafor ‘aniund Apueisuod siored) surpepIog

sired £poq s,au0 noqe yuiy) MIIA SWIES Y]} ALY SIOYIO ($002) 10 12 upuis/ssaupes “1eay ‘KaIxuy danoadsiod 1opI0sIp

PUE [&] 0} ‘SIOPUILIAI SPIOAY Jeu “A8n axe sixed £poq s, 0uQ) SIOAISSQO UB Yons Woly J[as $33s ‘doueieadde [eorsAyd noqe paseay/parng osydiowsAp pogy
s)ySnoyy/suonenyis Y/ PUB SO/ 19A910§ sKe1s YD/N (poene (¥861) 10 12 150 ($00T) ‘[P 12 Ab/1eay ‘KIOIXUY (UONDEAI TP

JO QOUBPIOA® {SINOIARYAQ K1JeS owed j1 djoy jou [[1m s19)0 ‘9BeLLIOSIU ‘SSA1)S ‘SSAU[[1 /A19BInS Jofew “1AY10 JO SSU[[L/[ILIP II[FU0D A[Iwe ] eiqoydelosy

sasuodsa. [eanoAeyag siesteaddy SIIUIRPAY/, sartowaw ddudnbasuod pue yuspuodsar Liewrig warqoad rapaosiq

‘suap.10s1p A3oj0y1pdoydAsd ui sasuodsa. [p.101avyaq puv sppsivLddp ‘sariowaw 20uanbasuod Lo/puv Judpuodsat Livuirid [puoyounfsAq

‘12198l



N. PAUNOVIC

anadojode AJoA1ssaoxa 9idoad [eonLIo SproAe 403
-1odwt/3ur[re; uoyMm SI9YI0/J[os 0} danund /ysreq

SOLLIOM/SoYRUTIINI ‘SIYSnoy)/syse) J0ay1ad
-UOU SPIOAE {SPIEPUR)S JOIUW 0) JIOM JAISSIOXF

Poo3 si [[e spuajaid ‘suonows sassarddns/sjeaouod
£SDN SunIoNo ‘Spasu/SUOIOWd JNOGE e} SPIOAY

(IDN) 2woNo AU SPIOAL DATETAU AU}
Jo surejdwoo ‘onstumdo A[19A0 dsnqe adue)Isqns

suonenyis o[qeysijdwoosse-uou/oaoidde 3 uop oym
91doad proae ajqeun J1 saxoA0ld ‘9AIIYIL 0} SALL],

WISIONLID ‘QWE[q SPAdU UMO SUI[[IJ[N] SPIOAE
Spasu SIYJ0 [13[NJ 0} uonednoooaid aAISSIOXT

ADN/SDN SPIOAE ‘S[agai ‘spsinqno Ia3ue ‘osnqe
J0urISqNS 193JJ8 SPIOYYIIM ‘DouBI[dWOD JAISSIOXT

paur[dIdsIp-19A0 (syse)} Ased
dn saA13 ‘uonoxaaao ‘Kyfiqisuodsal/SD SPIOAY

suonen)Is JoLajul sproAe ‘Ajdwos 03 s1ayjo AJnq
‘Spaau S[[IJ[NJ JONUO0D ‘deurwiop ‘Feiq Ajaarssaoxyg

QOUBINSSEAI SIS ‘S SPIOAR SIAJYOILIIAQ)

Surdoo juopuadopur ‘djoy 329s :sproayp ‘sienew
eard yonuw 00y ]9} S1oddns juesuod yoog

JueI31A1dAY ‘QAIS|ndwod ‘sySLI 9JeAId ‘S SPIOAY

suoneurwni ‘d[ay 10y se ‘S[[D[s Mau
ures] ‘ SIYSNoy) UonE,, “QUOE SSE) Op SPIoA}

s1a10 03 sydepe ‘ssaurjauof ‘9doad sproay

J19s 109312d 2qLI9Sap ‘[BINLIO-J[3s ‘sasuodsal fo yovT

SOTIIATIOR DAISSIOX ‘ASNQE dIUB)ISNS $SIDYIO
SPIOAE/SSUI] $S}IASSE ‘UONOJYJe ssaxdxo 7 uoq

S1BAYD ‘S| ‘SIOYIO SASNQe ‘dsNqe /JSNISIW JNOqe
Suryuryy/Sur[el sproAe ‘asnqge Judino s3doooy

Juoredwoour se s1aypo/usleduwod
se J[os ‘Ino1Aeyaq d[qeidosor 105 sprepuels YSIH

S9NI PISII ‘[NJSSA00NS UAYM AJUO
AyiIom ‘wsTuonodJIad WISTONIIO-J[S QAISSIOXT

snoxoguep aIe SUOIOWd
‘suorjowd d1e[ngar o Jusjedwoour se Jjo§

doue[11a10d Ay 9anisod ayy pressip suonejoadxad
QATIETAU ‘SUONBUILINT ‘A1I0M JAISSIIXT

PI[[YNJ JUSWIAIYOE J1 A[uo dao1dde s1aypo
cuon1ug09a1 SUIA193I J1 A[UO AU)IOM SE J[oS

310 03 juelrodwr jsow
SPOAU SISO ‘SISO UeY) JuelIodWI SSI] SE J[oS

Pajeajop AJ[ejuaur
‘uewny-uou ‘pajedn[qns ‘ssardjoy ‘padden s1 jjog

Surpuewdp A[I9AO SI plIoM

QU)/SIAYI0 ‘SSa[yIIom ‘denbapeur yeam sI 198
SI19Y)0 JOLIdJuI 0} JoLadns se J[os

SI9Y30 SUIpPaddXa jou J1 Ajenbapeuy

denbapeut si jjos
{Addey aq/uonouny o3 oddns jueisuod padu Jjo§

1daut si Jjes ‘snoraSuep are SO JO SIOPUILISY

judjadwoour ‘djenbapeur se jjog
pllom 03 uojaq 3, uop J[os ‘suostredwod dAnLIIN
‘a1qeaojauenodw/pajuem JON DANJIP JI9S

SS9[SuIUBAUI ST 9JI] JUDISIX-UOU ‘Fulreoun
QI8 SISO {SIAYIO ‘J[3S ‘suortuido umo suwapuo))

Juajadwoour ‘ssafypaom ‘Ang se Jjos gsnfun
“uaSi3au ‘sno1auep ‘Ayromisnnun e S1YIQ

Kyarxue ‘1eay ‘Kypiqeiu ‘rasuy ‘sadeysiw 10§ aantund A[ysiey s1oyo juesryusig

ssaussa[djoy ‘Kjorxue ‘red  3urrej 10§ yuswysiund
[e100s ‘sprepuejs ooueurioiad ySiy A10A Sunesw UAYM SIOIOJUIDI SIAYIO JuBdIUSIg

g ‘Qureys ‘IOFuE ‘SSAUPES (SIOIARYIQ JRUOIEL,, J0J JUSWIIOIOJUISI
suonowa passardxo 10y judwysiund S padu/SUOLIOW [BIIUOD SIOYIO JUBIIUTIS

ured ‘Kjarxue ‘1eay ‘ssaupes ‘ague 9o swo[qoid PaA[oSUN ‘SSO[ ‘SaeISIW OI[JU0D
9uaunuroddesip ‘eAenaq ‘yreap ‘ured ‘ssoj [eroueulj ‘uonerjiuny SurouaLdxy

aredsap 10 (uorjoejsnes ‘3'9) aInses[d JUIWAIYIE 10 Louow ‘doueidoooe
‘douereadde ‘snyeys aanisod SurureS udym SISYIO WOIJ UONUIE/UOHIUS003Y

1e9] ‘108U -J[9s ‘Oweys/[IND
£)0W JOU SPAJU 1Y) J1 SWIB[q SIAYIO SPISU UMO JO dsuadXa J& Spasu SIyI0 S[y[ng

108ue ‘ssoussa[d[oH ¢s1oj0
£q parednlqns/paysiund suonowa pue SUOISIIAP ‘Sa9UIJAId SUO pue PadIdod Surg

110JWODSIP
‘ured ‘1e9,] {SIOIABYAQ PAUILNSIIUN JIM 9OULID]O) UONENSNI] MO] §SaIdXD SIOYIO

1] Y} 1O SN [O1JUOD JOMO,, SIAYI0 0} PIeFal Inoylm ssau
-oAN1od W00 JAISSIOXD pUE [0NU0d /1omod ‘uoneurwop ‘Ajiioriadns 9010JUTdI SO

TedJ ‘ssaI)s ‘ssoupes ‘ssA[d[OH JUSWIDAIIYOR UO SIOYIO0 M paredwiod AJoAneSoN

ssoupes ‘ssaurjouo] ‘ssaundurg 9roddns oAIssaoxo pue jueISuU0d apiaoid s1YIO
K191XUE “189,] ($1UAD 21YdOIISEIED JNOQE UOJRULIOJUT SAIDIAI IO SSAU)IM ‘doudLIadXe

ssoussadjoy ‘djay noypm
SANIATIO® PUB S3[0I snoLIeA ‘sdiysuone|al ‘syse) qol A[puey 0} 2ouajaduiod o yov

SSaupes ‘ssourfouo] (AJouo| A[oAI1ssa0xd Sureg
I3 ‘oureys ‘red ] {A[oAnedau aredwod ‘Quielq 40d[a1 OZIONLID (Ajaa1ssadxa SIDYQ

ssaupes ‘uoneardop ‘ssourjouo Surdod 9A1109)59 opIS/moys ‘s3urfady /s1ysnoyy
[emnu ssa1dxa ‘ypim awn puads ‘uonodjye ssaidxs ‘o) Jurpusne /o yovy s1PYQ

K19IXUR “IB9J ‘UoljeI[IUUNY 4Ny ‘SSAUPES $J[9S JO dSLJUBAPE UINE)
‘parendruew ‘par| ‘pajeayd ‘pajerjruny ‘pasnge uny A[[earsAyd/A[[eqroa aaey s1yIQ

ssouaAnIUNJ
[eonoradAy/sprep
-ue)s SunuafaIu

uonIqIyuI [eUONOWI

wstwssad/KAnesaN
Supyoos
uoniugooas/fesorddy

Q01J1108S-J[OS

SSOUPRJIAP-1YIO

[onuod
-J19S JuRTOIINSUT

Ansorpuerd
UdWLNNUY

e

J19s padojoasprapun
/AUSWYSAWU

wiIey 0) 9[qeIdUINA

doudjadwoour
/oudpuadoq

UONJBUSI[E/UOTIR[OS]
QUIBYS/SSAUIATIOJ
uoneandap

[euonowy

asnqe /JSnISTA

Suroue)sIp ‘Osnqe 9UEISqNS ‘SSAUISO[I/SIAYIO 0} SJOI[9q-J]9s dANESOU K[9AISSa0Xd danIoddnsun 19 ‘U0110a[a1 ‘108U ‘SSAUPES ‘SSOUI[OUO T SJUATUUOPUEAER ‘YIBAP UIPPNS ‘JUSW Anpiqesur
SSUI[9/SPIOAR “YoB)IE [BQIdA ‘DAIsuodsaiun A[[eroos ‘Surresun ‘Guraoqun ‘grqerjoaun are 9jdoad -9o103u1a1/110ddns [e100s f0 yop; ‘syuawuysiund ‘s)sigino 1oFue [qeldipaidun sPYIO JuUaWuopueqy
sasuodsau [eIolARYdg spesteaddy a1 duanb pue judpuodsar Lrewrig BWAYIS

(€00C “Iv 12 BuUnog wo.if paipinuLiof-a.) siap.1osip Quouostad ui sasuodsa. [p.1o1avyaq pup sppsivLddp ‘sariowadus 2o0uanbasuod pup juapuodsaa Livuirid [puondoun(sdp Jo sajdunxsg
¢eIqel

354



N. PAUNOVIC 355

response memories increases the probability of engagement in
dysfunctional behavioral coping when intrusions and other
symptoms occur in innocuous situations. Behaviors such as
avoidance, escape or attack are associated with faulty predictive
functions. This includes the faulty prediction that negative con-
sequences will be neutralized or minimized if such behaviors
are pursued.

Some emotional behaviors have a communicative function
(Barlow, 2002) that can be concealed. Individuals with PTSD
deliberately conceal or withhold emotional expression (Roemer,
Litz, Orsillo, & Wagner, 2001). This withholds the necessary
emotional communication that is needed in order to receive
social support from others. The absence of social support may
be encoded and stored without an awareness that this is due to
the emotional concealment behavior. Alienation and emotional
distancing from others may in part be related to the retrieval of
such behavioral response (emotional concealment) and conse-
quence memories (lack of social support). Functional behaviors
such as telling about the trauma to others may lead to social
support. However, distress in significant others, beliefs that it is
harmful to talk about distressing events, and dysfunctional re-
sponses such as avoidance and escape by significant others may
lead to an absence of or inadequate social support.

Incompatible behavioral response memories may be acquired
during distressing, neutral and/or positive situations. Memories
of successful coping behaviors in distressing situations or par-
ticipation in appreciated activities promote successful coping
and participatory enjoyment in future similar situations. If
communicating negative events and emotions to others leads to
social support both the behavior, emotions, stimuli in the situa-
tion and related appraisals become encoded and stored as in-
compatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories. Engage-
ment in appreciated activities may include activities related to
valued relationships, activities, goals etc. The retrieval of such
behavioral response memories may lead to an increased prob-
ability that similar behaviors will be enacted in current circum-
stances.

Cognitive behavioral responses have identical functions as
their overt behavioral counterparts. Dysfunctional cognitive
primary behavioral response memories consist of encoded and
stored dysfunctional cognitive behavioral responses. These may
include peritraumatic dissociation, perceptual avoidance, dis-
traction and obsessive cognitive behaviors. Peritraumatic dis-
sociation (Ozer & Weiss, 2004) may have a protective function
against overwhelming emotions during a traumatic event. Dur-
ing post-event retrieval of peritraumatic dissociation memories
numbing responses may ensue. Perceptual avoidance is a sur-
vival mechanism that has been found in adult survivors of child
sexual and physical abuse with complex PTSD (Kohlenberg,
Tsai, & Kohlenberg, 2006). Its function seems to be an avoid-
ance of encoding retrieval triggers of the abuse, the abuser and
associated emotions, particularly if physical escape may not be
possible. Otherwise the effects of the trauma would be more
intrusive and preclude any caretaking. Downsides includes a
compromised ability to identify, experience and describe emo-
tions. Distraction consists of a purposeful attentional focus
away from distressing stimuli and responses. Obsessive cogni-
tive behaviors are excessively repetitive cognitive responses
whose function is to decrease distressing events, images or
impulses.

Secondary dysfunctional cognitive responses include distrac-
tion, effortful suppression, obsessions, ruminations, worries,
cognitive safety behaviors, dissociation and trying not to think
about negative memories or events (e.g. Barlow, 2002; Ehlers
& Clark, 2000; Foa & Kozak, 1986; Kubany & Ralston, 2006;
Watkins, 2008). These cognitive responses are encoded and
stored as secondary cognitive behavioral response memories.
When dysfunctional cognitive behavioral response memories
are retrieved they may (a) block the retrieval of other dysfunc-
tional respondent-functional-appraisal memories, and (b) mo-
tivate similar responses to current distressing stimuli and emo-
tional responses.

Incompatible primary cognitive behavioral responses may be
encoded during primary distressing, neutral or positive events/
situations and stored as incompatible primary cognitive behav-
ioral response memories. An individual may cope cognitively
successfully in distressing situations. Cognitive mastery re-
sponses may consist of an ability to nurture/calm oneself, elicit
positive emotions or functional physiological states, approach
situations imaginally while maintaining a sense of control etc.
Mental planning is defined as thinking about or planning in
one’s mind about what one might be able to do to minimize
physical or psychological harm, to make the experience more
tolerable, or to influence the response of an assailant during a
traumatic event (Ehlers, Clark, Dunmore, Jaycox, Meadows, &
Foa, 1998).

Incompatible secondary cognitive behavioral responses are
encoded and stored during the retrieval of primary respondent-
functional-appraisal memories. There are at least three types of
secondary incompatible or functional cognitive behavioral re-
sponses that can be enacted. First, cognitive approach behaviors
during the retrieval of distressing respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memories such as in imaginal exposure to a traumatic
event (Foa & Rothbaum, 1998). Second, effortful retrieval of
incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories of e.g.
valued events with significant others, appreciated activities,
competency situations etc (e.g., Paunovic, 1999; 2002; 2003).
Third, imagery rescripting of dysfunctional respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories by imaginally changing negative
courses of events into mastery and nurturing experiences (e.g.,
Holmes et al., 2007).

A lack of incompatible behavioral response memories may
be due to skills deficits. Important skills include social, motoric
and intellectual skills. Skills deficits may likely lead to failed
coping attempts that become encoded and stored as dysfunc-
tional behavioral response memories. If relevant skills are de-
veloped it increases the probability of successful coping and
adaptive behaviors in appropriate situations. Such successful
coping is encoded and stored as an incompatible behavioral
response memory. The retrieval of such memories constitutes
indications that one has the capability to successfully cope with
the relevant situations.

Appraisal Memories

Dysfunctional primary appraisal memories are acquired as
follows. During primary negative events, innate and automatic
appraisals may be elicited and/or conscious appraisals deliber-
ately enacted. These appraisals are encoded and stored as pri-
mary appraisal memories. In PTSD primary appraisals include,
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but are not limited to, serious life threat or threat of harm and/or
helplessness. If distressing emotions are not correctly associ-
ated with the eliciting negative life event within the next few
hours, the individual may be unable to specify an antecedent to
the distressing emotions (Barlow, 2002). In addition, an indi-
vidual may incorrectly appraise the situation in a dysfunctional
way. As a result, dysfunctional primary appraisal memories
may develop that contains faulty appraisals not associated with
the eliciting events and/or incorrect appraisals of the situation.
During the post-event sequel, retrieved primary appraisal
memories may be incorrectly attributed to current contingencies
rather than to the nature of retrieval triggers and dysfunctional
respondent-functional-appraisal memories.

Dysfunctional secondary appraisal memories may develop
during the retrieval of primary respondent-functional-appraisal
memories. Retrieval triggers may be incorrectly appraised dur-
ing intense negative emotions. Such appraisals are encoded and
stored as dysfunctional secondary appraisal memories. In PTSD
negative appraisals in the trauma aftermath predict the mainte-
nance of PTSD (e.g., Ehlers, Mayou, & Bryant, 1998; Engel-
hard, van den Hout, Arntz, & NcNally, 2002). The content of
PTSD-related appraisal memories include catastrophic and
dysfunctional appraisals of trauma intrusions and trauma trig-
gers as extremely dangerous, that PTSD symptoms are indica-
tions of self and the future in negative ways, and that other
people’s behaviors are indications that they are not trustworthy
and understanding (Ehlers & Clark, 2000; Foa & Rothbaum,
1998).

Dysfunctional appraisal memories are logically associated
with other respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements.
In addition, repetitive appraisals associated with e.g. guilt, an-
ger or shame may become habitually conditioned with images
or thoughts of the trauma (i.e., primary respondent memories).
Such appraisals may repeatedly recondition the traumatic me-
mory or other dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal
memory elements through higher-order language conditioning
(e.g., Kubany & Manke, 1995). Conversely, if respondent
memories or other respondent-functional-appraisal memory
elements are reevaluated (e.g., Davey, 1992), the dysfunctional
language and primary conditioning may be given an opportu-
nity to become inhibited.

Incompatible primary appraisal memories may be developed
during successful coping in response to primary negative events
or during participatory enjoyment in primary meaningful or
“positive” events. Incompatible secondary appraisal memories
are acquired during the retrieval of primary respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories. Stimuli and responses that are en-
coded and appraised during the retrieval of primary respondent-
functional-appraisal memories become stored as secondary
appraisal memories. The encoding and storing of coping self-
efficacy appraisals includes appraisals of one’s perceived capa-
bility to manage one’s personal functioning and environmental
demands during the aftermath of traumatic events (Benight &
Bandura, 2004) and other types of distressing situations. Other
types of incompatible appraisal memories include appraisals of
lovability (that one deserves affection and caring), appraisals of
quality of life-ability (the ability to enjoy present situations, be
close to others etc.) and appraisals of achievement (achieving
important goals).

Consequence Memories

Dysfunctional primary consequence memories are encoded
and stored dysfunctional consequences that occurred during
primary events, behaviors and appraisals. Dysfunctional in-
trapersonal primary consequence memories consist of encoded
and stored dysfunctional consequences of behaviors and ap-
praisals enacted by the individual in primary events. Dysfunc-
tional intrapersonal secondary consequence memories are en-
coded and stored dysfunctional consequences of behaviors and
appraisals enacted by the individual during dysfunctional re-
spondent-functional-appraisal memory retrieval. Examples in-
clude dysfunctional negative reinforcement, higher-order lan-
guage conditioning of distressing emotions and intrusions and
self-initiated positive reinforcement of dysfunctional behaviors.

Dysfunctional interpersonal primary consequence memories
consist of encoded and stored dysfunctional responses of others
to an individual’s behaviors or appraisals (or lack thereof) dur-
ing or in close proximity to primary events. Encoded and stored
responses of others may include (a) reinforcements of dysfunc-
tional behaviors and appraisals, (b) punishments (e.g. being
harsh, critical and negligent) of functional behaviors and ap-
praisals, (c) non-contingent punishments, and (d) a lack of help
and support to the individual. The retrieval of dysfunctional
interpersonal consequence memories may be related to the
numbing symptoms alienation/distancing from others, less
enjoyment in appreciated activities (e.g. socially-related activ-
ties), and diminished ability to feel positive emotions (particu-
larly in relation to other people). Dysfunctional interpersonal
secondary consequence memories consist of encoded and
stored experiences of other people’s dysfunctional responses to
behaviors and appraisals enacted during dysfunctional respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memory retrieval. Other people’s
responses may include (a) reinforcements for dysfunctional
behaviors and appraisals (e.g., avoidance and faulty appraisals),
and (b) punishments for incompatible/functional behaviors and
realistic appraisals during dysfunctional respondent-functional-
appraisal memory retrieval. Such learning increases the like-
lihood of dysfunctional coping and decreases the likelihood of
engagement in functional behaviors and appraisals during dys-
functional respondent-functional-appraisal memory retrieval.
For example, if talking about a trauma, crying and displaying
tears or revealing negative thoughts and emotions leads to re-
peated negative reactions from others (Follette & Naugle, 2006),
such negative responses will be encoded and stored as dysfunc-
tional interpersonal consequence memories. Such consequence
memories may perpetuate PTSD and other psychopathology
symptoms and inhibit incompatible respondent-functional-
appraisal memories.

Incompatible primary consequence memories are developed
during the encoding and storing of reinforcing or absence-of-
punishing consequences to incompatible/functional behaviors
and appraisals during or in close proximity to primary events.
Incompatible intrapersonal primary consequence memories
include memories of self-enacted consequences whereas in-
compatible interpersonal primary consequence memories con-
sist of memories of consequences enacted by others. Incom-
patible secondary consequence memories constitute encoded
and stored experiences of intrapersonal and interpersonal rein-
forcements or absence-of-punishing consequences during in-
compatible and/or dysfunctional respondent-functional-ap-
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praisal memory retrieval. The retrieval of incompatible conse-
quence memories may increase the probability that the individ-
ual may engage in the reinforced or absence-of-punished be-
haviors.

Current Contingencies

Current behaviors and appraisals are influenced by currently
retrieved respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements as
well as current contingencies. Table 1 and 2 illustrate respon-
dent and consequence memory elements that influence current
behaviors and appraisals in emotional and personality disorders.
It is hypothesized that currently enacted psychopathology-re-
lated appraisals and behaviors closely match retrieved psycho-
pathology-related primary and secondary appraisal and behav-
ioral memories.

Retrieval Triggers

Psychopathology-related retrieval triggers constitute encoded
stimuli and responses in current contingencies that match char-
acteristics of stored dysfunctional respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memory elements. Both the degree of similarity between
current encoding and stored respondent-functional-appraisal
memory elements, and the quality of encoding and storing may
determine the effectiveness of memory retrieval. Primary re-
trieval triggers closely match dysfunctional primary respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memory elements. In chronic PTSD
as a result of interpersonal violence a primary retrieval trigger
would constitute the encoding of a person or behavior in a cur-
rent situation that resembles a perpetrator on key physical cha-
racteristics or a violent behavior committed by a perpetrator.
The encoding and storing of such primary retrieval triggers may
through such a memory process start to function as a faulty
secondary discriminative memory of danger. Such memory
processes may through time more or less permanently modify
the original memory of the event and the perpetrator since the
encoded and stored retrieval triggers usually may have some
new characteristics that are dissimilar to the original stimuli
(Loftus, 2003). Secondary retrieval triggers match characteris-
tics of secondary respondent functional-appraisal memory ele-
ments and may become encoded and stored as additional sec-
ondary respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements. Again,
the respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements may
become modified due to some dissimilarity between currently
encoded and stored secondary retrieval triggers and existing
primary/secondary respondent-functional-appraisal memory
elements. Retrieved secondary respondent-functional-appraisal
memory elements may effectively retrieve primary respondent-
functional-appraisal memories if there are strong associations
between primary and secondary memory elements. Neutral
stimuli and responses that are encoded during respondent-
functional-appraisal memory retrieval may become associated
with the latter and start to function as secondary respondent-
functional- appraisal memory elements.

Incompatible primary retrieval triggers consist of encoded
stimuli and responses in current contingencies that match in-
compatible primary respondent-functional-appraisal memory
elements. Incompatible secondary retrieval triggers consist of
currently encoded stimuli and responses that match incompati-
ble secondary respondent-functional-appraisal memory ele-

ments. It is hypothesized that the same principles that may ap-
ply for psychopathology-related primary and secondary retriev-
al triggers are also generalizable to incompatible primary and
secondary retrieval triggers.

Behavioral Strategies

Primary behavioral and cognitive strategies are enacted in
response to primary events. Coping strategies during negative
events include being passive, avoid or escape the situation or
trying to deal with/confront it (e.g., attack). Secondary behav-
ioral and cognitive strategies occur in response to dysfunctional
retrieval triggers and retrieved respondent-functional-appraisal
memory elements. Avoiding/escaping innocuous retrieval trig-
gers is dysfunctional whereas doing the same in response to
potentially harmful situations is functional. During the retrieval
of dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memory ele-
ments dysfunctional behavioral strategies (overt and covert)
may be utilized in order to inhibit the retrieved memory.
Avoidance of retrieval triggers prevents a retrieval of dysfunc-
tional respondent-functional-appraisal memories. Behavioral
avoidance/escape may include excessive behavioral activation,
compulsive behaviors, planning ahead of how to avoid triggers,
escaping when confronted with triggers or during intrusions,
the use of alcohol/substances and safety behaviors. Cognitive
avoidance may include distraction, thought suppression, obses-
sive thinking, dissociation, actively trying not to think about
distressing memories, rumination and worrying.

Exposure to innocuous situations and conversations about
past negative events is objectively safe. The absence of nega-
tive consequences (e.g., decline in negative emotions, non-
occurrence of negative events) during functional coping (e.g.,
approaching innocuous stimuli) is encoded and stored as in-
compatible respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements
and may gain a function as inhibitors to dysfunctional respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memory elements. Behavioral and
cognitive avoidance, escape and safety behaviors prevent the
encoding of such incompatible experiences.

Behavioral activation in meaningful activities and behaviors
(e.g., Martell, Addis, & Jacobson, 2001) that elicit pleasurable
emotions and functional consequences are all encoded and
stored as incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memory
elements. The retrieval of such memory elements may be util-
ized as inhibitors to dysfunctional respondent-functional-app-
raisal memory elements. Functional behavioral activation and
incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memory retrieval
should map onto relevant problem areas or themes to the dys-
functional respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements in
order to function as effective inhibitors.

Current Appraisals

Current appraisals are influenced by (a) what is encoded and
is occurring in current contingencies (e.g., present reinforce-
ments and punishments), (b) presently retrieved respondent-
functional-appraisal memory elements, (c) current behavioral
and cognitive coping/engagement, (d) consequences of the
former, and (e) cognitive elaboration and storing of the former.
Present encoding may be influenced by the nature of currently
retrieved respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements.
Faulty attributions of retrieved dysfunctional primary appraisal
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memories as due to currently encoded stimuli and responses is
encoded and stored as dysfunctional secondary appraisal mem-
ories. It is important to discriminate between current retrieval
triggers from retrieved dysfunctional respondent-function-al-
appraisal memory elements. Falsely predicting that current
retrieval triggers of retrieved incompatible/functional respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories are indications that some-
thing similar is going to occur in the present situation will lead
to non-fulfilled expectations. Lack of such discrimination skills
may lead to disappointment or other negative responses.

Functional, incompatible or realistic appraisals may be de-
veloped or strengthened by (a) consciously encoding and stor-
ing aspects of current contingencies that are incompatible to
dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories, (b)
consciously retrieving incompatible respondent-functional-
appraisal memories, and (c) engaging in functional behavior-
al/cognitive responses (e.g., approaching innocuous stimuli,
engaging in meaningful activities, coping effectively with situ-
ations). Such behavioral engagements may contribute to the
development of incompatible/functional respondent-functional-
appraisal memories.

Current appraisals that are compatible with present realistic
circumstances are termed as realistic appraisals. Current ap-
praisals of correctly attributing symptoms to retrieved respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memory elements that have been
triggered by retrieval triggers may lead to a decrease in dys-
functional appraisals and increased functioning. New functional
appraisals may be developed, encoded and stored as secondary
appraisal memories that have the potential to inhibit dysfunc-
tional respondent-functional-appraisal memories.

The retrieval of dysfunctional respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memory elements may influence appraisals of current
retrieval triggers and coping responses. Dysfunctional beha-
vioral responses may be appraised as functional due to ap-
praised short-term advantages. Learning the realistic short- and
long- term implications of such coping responses may lead to
the development of functional appraisals of engaging in such
behaviors. The encoding and storing of functional appraisal
memories may guide the enactment of functional behaviors.

Reinforcement and Punishment

Reinforcement and punishment constitute primarily intra-
and interpersonal stimuli and environmental events that func-
tion as consequences to behavioral responses and appraisals.
Reinforcement and punishment can be conscious or non-delib-
erate. Functional vs. dysfunctional behaviors and appraisals can
be reinforced or punished. For example, a child may subtly
support a mother’s avoidance behavior and a spouse “invalid-
date” emotional disclosure (Follette & Naugle, 2006). A critical,
harsh and hostile environment is related to a poorer outcome in
empirically supported treatments for PTSD (Tarrier, Sommer-
field, & Pilgrim, 1999). A social harshness respondent-func-
tional-app-raisal memory may thus develop. Social support may
function as reinforcement of functional or dysfunctional res-
ponses and appraisals. If the function of social support is to
shut down the retrieval of dysfunctional respondent-functional-
appraisal memories it may be dysfunctional since it prohibits
the possibility of inhibiting dysfunctional respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories. Social support-seeking behaviors
may be punished or reinforced. Punishments for social-support

seeking behaviors may be due to discrimination deficits of from
who to seek social support (Follette & Naugle, 2006). Social
support may be sought in order to suppress or avoid the re-
trieval of dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memo-
ries (i.e., safety behaviors). Reinforcing and punishing stimuli
are encoded and stored as reinforcing vs. punishing conse-
quence memories.

Discriminative Stimuli

Discriminative stimuli consist of external or internal stimuli
whose function is to signal (a) the consequences to responses
and/or appraisals, and (b) what will happen next in specific
situations. Stimuli that function as faulty discriminative stimuli
for the occurrence of negative events (e.g., punishments) do so
due to the retrieval of dysfunctional respondent-functional-
appraisal memories. Realistic predictive functions of discrimin-
ative stimuli for negative occurrences increases the chances of
functional coping since it may provide an increased possibility
for preparation and prevention. The encoding of stimuli or res-
ponses that signal the occurrence of meaningful or pleasurable
events due to respondent-functional-appraisal memory retrieval
may constitute realistic or unrealistic predictions. Faulty pre-
dictions of pleasurable/meaningful events may lead to positive
punishment (e.g., non-fulfilled positive predictions). Correct
predictions of pleasurable/meaningful events lead to positive
reinforcement. Discriminative stimuli, enacted behaviors (or a
lack thereof) and its consequences are encoded and stored as
respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements.

PTSD Symptoms, Associated Features and
Mechanisms

Intrusions in chronic PTSD are conceptualized as follows.
The encoding of current retrieval triggers leads to the retrieval
of trauma-related respondent-functional-appraisal memories.
Primary respondent-functional-appraisal memories of a trau-
matic event are hypothesized to generate the most distressing
intrusions (flashbacks, severe nightmares, severe physiological,
emotional and pain responses) and consist of the following
encoded and stored elements (see also Figure 1):

e Central details of the event (primary respondent stimuli
memories)

e Emotional, physiological and pain responses experienced
during the gist of the trauma (primary respondent response
memories)

e Appraisals during the gist of the trauma (primary appraisal
memories)

e Behavioral responses enacted during the gist of the trauma
(primary behavioral response memories)

e Consequences during and/or soon after the trauma (pri-
mary consequence memories)

The possibly more common intrusions in PTSD may consti-
tute secondary respondent-functional-appraisal memories (e.g.,
Ehlers et al., 2002). These memories are associated with imme-
diate pre-trauma situations and peripheral stimuli that were
encoded in close proximity to or during the trauma. The re-
trieval of such memories function as faulty warning signals of
threat. The continuous on-going threat experience in chronic
PTSD is due to an on-going partial-full retrieval of trau-
ma-related respondent- functional-appraisal memories. Re-
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trieved trauma-related respondent-functional-appraisal memo-
ries lead to/influence:

e Painful emotional, physiological and bodily respondent
responses

e Spontaneous sensory-based intrusions of the trauma and
peripheral stimuli

e Faulty current appraisals of (a) the dangerousness of pres-
ently encoded stimuli and responses, (b) other people as non-
trustworthy, non-understanding, non-safe, (c) self as lacking in
self-efficacy and other negative appraisals (e.g., crazy, irre-
mediably wounded, non-functional), and (d) avoidance and
escape from retrieval triggers as functional

e Dysfunctional avoidance of retrieval triggers that prevents
the retrieval of trauma-related respondent-functional-appraisal
memories

e Dysfunctional escape from trauma-related retrieval triggers
or safety behaviors whose function is to shut down retrieved
trauma-related respondent-functional-appraisal memories

e Inhibition of (a) incompatible currently encoded stimuli
and responses, and (b) retrieved incompatible respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories.

The fragmentation of traumatic memories in PTSD may be
explained by the initial retrieval and an immediate shutdown of
excessively distressing respondent-functional-appraisal memo-
ries due to automated or conscious avoidance behaviors. Com-
plementarily, it may be due to an automatic biological process
that protects against overwhelming emotional and other types
of pain.

Psychogenic amnesia may constitute a temporary inaccessi-
bility or shutdown of trauma-related respondent-functional-
appraisal memories. This may be a result of initially successful
conscious avoidances of dysfunctional respondent-functional-
appraisal memory retrieval that has become automatic, to en-
coded and stored peritraumatic dissociation, and or current
dysfunctional coping that blocks the access to trauma-related
respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements.

The “here and now” quality of intrusions may be explained
by the retrieval of primary respondent memories (e.g., flash-
backs). When primary respondent memories are retrieved the
currently encoded stimuli and responses may be appraised as a
current threat and be preferentially attended to (i.e., attentional
bias).

Numbing symptoms in chronic PTSD may be conceptualized
as: (a) dysfunctional behavioral response memories of re-
stricted emotional expression in interpersonal situations (Miller
& Litz, 2004; Roemer et al., 2001), (b) a lack of reinforcing
activities as proposed in behavioral theories of depression (e.g.,
Lewinsohn, Hoberman, Teri, & Hautzinger, 1985) that is the
long-term consequence of the avoidance of retrieval triggers, (c)
inhibition of incompatible memories by trauma intrusions
(Amdur, Larsen, & Liberzon, 2000; Litz et al., 2000; Miller &
Litz, 2004; Spahic-Mihajlovic, Crayton, & Neafsey, 2005), and
(d) dysfunctional consequence memories of social punishment
for expressing negative emotions or the trauma (Follette &
Naugle, 20006).

Hyperarousal symptoms are due to a continuous partial re-
trieval of trauma-related respondent-functional-appraisal me-
mories that emotionally drains the individual of cognitive re-
sources and leads to a heightened physiological baseline (e.g.,
Foa, Riggs, & Gershuny, 1995).

Dysfunctional pretrauma, trauma and posttrauma respondent-
functional-appraisal memories may retrieve and potentiate each
other in each direction and lead to comorbid psychopathology
symptoms (see Table 1 and 2). Dysfunctional respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories that developed in early life may be-
come more or less strongly interconnected with dysfunctional
respondent-functional-appraisal memories formed in adoles-
cence and/or adulthood and generate PTSD symptoms and co-
morbid psychopathology.

Peritraumatic dissociation may be conceptualized as an au-
tomatic cognitive distancing response during the trauma whose
function is to limit the pain and distress during the event. En-
coded and stored peritraumatic dissociation may be retrieved
during the trauma sequel and generate automatic dissociative
responses.

Ruminations and worrisome thinking are characterized by a
negative repetitive verbal/semantic thinking that includes both
avoidant functions (e.g., Barlow, 2002; Watkins, 2008) and
dysfunctional meanings. One faulty predictive function is the
prevention of imagined catastrophes. Ruminative and worri-
some thinking can be modeled by others and stored as dysfunc-
tional behavioral response and/or appraisal memories.

Unorganized trauma memories may be due to (a) fragmen-
tary retrieval of trauma-related respondent-functional-appraisal
memories, (b) the retrieval of dysfunctional behavioral response
memories that blocks the access to most other respondent-
functional-appraisal memory elements, and (c) a lack of inhi-
bition of trauma-related respondent-functional-appraisal memo-
ries by functional/ incompatible respondent-functional-apprais-
al memories.

Since the retrieval of dysfunctional appraisal memories may
be accompanied by the retrieval of respondent-functional
memory elements, negative thoughts may be experienced as
“emotional” and “real”. This may explain the automaticity and
strong emotions associated with some negative thoughts.

The inhibition of incompatible respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memories by trauma-related respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memories enables retrieval triggers to automatically
retrieve dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memory
elements. Thus, retrieved trauma-related respondent-functional-
appraisal memories may be experienced as occurring in the
present rather than as a past event since there is no temporary
access to incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal me-
mories.

Anniversary reactions can be explained as anniversary dates,
occasions and events that function as unique retrieval triggers
of dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories.

Other psychopathology disorders may be conceptualized in
the same manner as PTSD in terms of the behavioral-cognitive
inhibition theory (e.g., see Tables 1 and 2).

Respondent-Functional-Appraisal Memory
Associative Networks

Respondent-functional-appraisal memory associative net-
works consist of multiple respondent-functional- appraisal me-
mories that are associated with each other and that may more or
less mutually inhibit or reinforce each other (see Figure 2). A
dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memory associa-
tive network is characterized by the following:

e Associations between different dysfunctional respondent-
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® rorm
Each rectangle = a dysfunctional RFAM
Each circle = an incompatible RFAM

Size

Small rectangle/circle = weak RFAM
Medium rectangle/circle = moderate RFAM
Large rectangle/circle = strong RFAM

Color

White rectangle/circle = pretrauma REAM
Black rectangle/circle = trauma RFAM
Grey rectangle/circle = posttrauma RFAM
© Lines

Thin = weak associations

Moderately thick = moderate associations
Very thick = strong associations

Figure 2.

Mllustration of (a) a very dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal
memory associative network (RFAM-AN) in which extremely strong
dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories (RFAMs) have
inhibited incompatible RFAMs so that the latter have become very
weak, (b) a moderately dysfunctional RFAM-AN in which moderately
dysfunctional RFAMs have inhibited incompatible RFAMs so that the
latter have become moderately weak (and/or vice versa), and (c) a very
strong incompatible RFAM-AN consisting of very strong incompatible
RFAMSs that have inhibited dysfunctional RFAMs so that the latter have
become very weak.

functional-appraisal memories are more or less strong.

e Associations between dysfunctional respondent-functional-
appraisal memories may be stronger than associations between
incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories

e Dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memory
associative networks contain excessively inhibited incompatible
respondent-functional-appraisal memories.

If dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories
are strongly interconnected, the retrieval of one type of dys-
functional memory should lead to the retrieval of other dys-
functional memories. If correct, such associations may explain
why a successful treatment of one axis-1 disorder may lead to
an automatic improvement in comorbid axis-1 disorders. If
associations between different dysfunctional respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories are weak, retrieval of one memory
will less likely lead to the retrieval of other memories, or to an
automatic improvement of disorders that have not been targeted
in treatment. Strong associations between dysfunctional re-
spondent-functional-appraisal memories should lead to an easy
and automatic retrieval of multiple memories, especially if
associations between incompatible respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memories are weak.

Dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories may
inhibit or reinforce each other. Depressive-related respondent-
functional-appraisal memories may reinforce other depressive-
related respondent-functional-appraisal memories. Fear-related
respondent-functional-appraisal memories may reinforce other
fear-related respondent-functional-appraisal memories. It may
be an interesting question whether depressive-related respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories may temporarily inhibit
anxiety-related respondent-functional-appraisal memories (e.g.,
Mogg, Bradley, Williams, & Mathews, 1993). If so, when de-
pressive-related respondent-functional-appraisal memories be-
come inhibited anxiety-related respondent-functional-appraisal
memories may become more easily accessible for retrieval.

Dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories may
overlap in certain characteristics with incompatible/functional
respondent-functional-appraisal memories. For example, en-
coded and stored salient physical characteristics of a perpetrator
may be similar to physical characteristics of a significant per-

son. Memories or currently encoded aspects of such a signifi-
cant other may be a retrieval trigger for memories of a perpe-
trator and a traumatic event. Another example is that for rape
victims with chronic PTSD sexual activities with a partner may
function as a retrieval trigger of distressing rape trauma memo-
ries.

Dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories in
complex PTSD may contain complex memories of (a) sexual
and physical abuse committed by a parent or caretaker, (b) the
need for love and dependence from the same person, and (c) an
excessive deprivation in essential emotional, social and other
important human needs (Kohlenberg et al., 2006).

Respondent-functional-appraisal memories in PTSD as a re-
sult of type 1 vs. type 2 traumatic events (Terr, 1991) may dif-
fer considerably. In PTSD as a result of type 1 traumas dys-
functional respondent-functional-appraisal memory associative
networks may more likely be characterized by moderately dys-
functional and moderately inhibited incompatible/ functional
respondent-functional-appraisal memories (see upper right part
of figure 2). In PTSD as a result of type 2 traumas dysfunc-
tional respondent-functional-appraisal memory associative
networks may more likely to be characterized by extremely
dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories and
excessively inhibited incompatible respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memories (see upper left part of Figure 2).

Retrieved dysfunctional respondent-functional- appraisal me-
mories vary in the amount of distress they elicit. Primary me-
mories ought most usually to elicit the most distressing symp-
toms, be more non-conscious and be more difficult to deliber-
ately retrieve than secondary respondent-functional-appraisal
memories. Secondary memories ought to be more verbally
accessible and easy to deliberately retrieve.

Therapeutic Inhibition

Various types of incompatible respondent-functional- ap-
praisal memories, behaviors and appraisals are illustrated in
table 3. A more extensive focus is made on imagery-related
incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories that
constitute (1) encoded and stored life events incompatible to the
trauma in several problem areas and/or central themes, and (2)
modified trauma-related imagery by rescripting techniques on
the basis of increased self-efficacy and nurturing. Other types
of incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories are
more summarily presented in table 3. Incompatible respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memory elements may be retrieved in
order to (a) inhibit dysfunctional respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memories, (b) motivate functional behavioral coping,
and/or (c) instigate more functional appraisals. Functional be-
havioral coping and functional re-appraisals in response to re-
trieval triggers of dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal
memories may lead to the development of incompatible re-
spondent-functional- appraisal memories.

A distinction is made between within respondent-functional-
appraisal memory inhibition and between respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memory inhibition. In within respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memory inhibition incompatible memory ele-
ments within respondent-functional-appraisal memories are
developed through the encoding and storing of: (a) incompati-
ble/functional behaviors and consequences in relation to the
negative predictions that are made during dysfunctional
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respondent-functional-appraisal memory retrieval, (b) the ab-
sence of excessively distressing emotional, physiological and
pain responses during the retrieval of dysfunctional respon-
dent-functional- appraisal memory elements, and (c) realistic
re-appraisals of current contingencies and retrieved psychopa-
thology-related respondent-functional-appraisal memories.

In between respondent-functional-appraisal memory inhibit-
tion incompatible respondent-functional- appraisal memories
that map onto central problem areas of dysfunctional respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories are utilized as inhibitors to
the latter. In PTSD respondent-functional-appraisal memories
that are associated with a high degree of safety, trust, intimacy,
control and self-worth are incompatible to the high degree of
danger, lack of trust and intimacy, low control and low self-
worth that are found in this disorder (see Resick & Schnicke,
1993 for these problem areas). Between respondent-functional-
appraisal memory inhibition can be accomplished by retrieving
primary respondent-functional-appraisal memories of safety,
trust, intimacy, control and self-worth in the same circum-
stances as dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal me-
mories are retrieved. In addition, behavioral activation in rele-
vant problem areas may lead to the encoding and storing of new
relevant respondent-functional-appraisal memories. Another
conceptualization of relevant problem areas includes respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories of activities and/or events
associated with pleasure, nurturing and mastery. Pleasure and
nurturing are incompatible to numbing, depressive symptoms
and a lack of self-worth. Mastery (e.g., Benight & Bandura,
2004) is incompatible to a lack of control and helplessness of-
ten found in traumatized individuals and other psychopathology
disorders. Paunovi¢ (1999, 2002, 2003) illustrates in several
case studies how incompatible respondent and consequence
memories can be utilized in order to counter numbing symp-
toms in PTSD and inhibit primary trauma-related respondent
memories. Furthermore, behavioral activation in life areas that
may provide pleasure, nurturing and self-efficacy can be en-
coded and stored as incompatible respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memories. Such memories may in turn be utilized or
function as effective inhibitors to dysfunctional respondent-
functional-appraisal memories.

Recovery from psychopathology symptoms may require the
fulfillment of the following conditions: (a) the retrieval of dys-
functional respondent-functional-appraisal memories, (b) the
retrieval of incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal me-
mories and/or (c) the encoding and storing of incompatible
current stimuli, responses and appraisals in the same circum-
stances as retrieved dysfunctional respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memories. The encoded and stored incompatible stimuli,
responses and appraisals become incorporated into the dysfunc-
tional respondent-functional-appraisal memory. If the incom-
patible memory elements are strong enough they may be able to
inhibit the dysfunctional memory elements. Optimal inhibition
may not be achieved if (a) dysfunctional respondent-functional-
appraisal memories are incompletely retrieved, (b) incompati-
ble respondent-functional-appraisal memories are not strong
enough, (¢) incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal mem-
ories don’t map onto all relevant problem areas, and/or (d) in-
compatible current contingencies and associated behaviors and
appraisals are not properly encoded and stored.

Recovery from comorbid psychopathology may occur under

the following conditions: (a) retrieval of the dysfunctional re-
spondent-functional-appraisal memory network, (b) retrieval of
the dysfunctional network in the same circumstances as when
incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal memory net-
works are retrieved, or current incompatible contingencies (e.g.,
functional behaviors, appraisals etc.) that map onto dysfunc-
tional respondent-functional-appraisal memory networks are
encoded, stored and incorporated into the dysfunctional mem-
ory network.

One may hypothesize at least four possible end-point out-
comes of attempted therapeutic inhibition. First, complete inhi-
bition which constitutes an optimal and generalized inhibition
to all primary dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal
memories. Second, chronic dysfunctional respondent-functional-
appraisal memory retrieval where therapeutic inhibition has not
been accomplished, dysfunctional respondent-functional-ap-
praisal memories are constantly retrieved and generate severe
psychopathology symptoms. Third, an excessive avoidance of
dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memory retrie-
val. Here the encoding of retrieval triggers is excessively
avoided, and a retrieval of dysfunctional respondent-functional-
appraisal memories leads to an immediate and automatic shut-
down of dysfunctional memory elements. Fourth, excessively
negative current appraisals may continuously reinforce dys-
functional respondent-functional-appraisal memories.

Discussion

Examples of testable hypotheses that can be deduced from
the model are the following. First, dysfunctional respondent-
functional-appraisal memory elements may be measured by
instruments that tap onto faulty/functional appraisals and pre-
dictions, distressing vs. incompatible respondent and operant
responses, reinforcing and punishing consequences and dys-
functional vs. functional contingencies. Groups that fulfill cri-
teria for various types of disorders should be compared to
groups without the respective disorder on corresponding meas-
ures. In PTSD a group that have been traumatized but don’t
fulfill the criteria for PTSD should also be included in order to
determine the impact of the event per see. Second, the inhibit-
tion of dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memories
can be accomplished through various routes of inhibition: (a)
the inhibition of dysfunctional respondent memories by in-
compatible respondent memories, (b) the inhibition of faulty
appraisal memories by realistic appraisal memories, (c) the
inhibition of dysfunctional behavioral response memories by
functional behavioral response memories (d) the inhibition of
faulty discriminative memories by realistic discriminative me-
mories, (e) the inhibition of dysfunctional punishing/reinforcing
consequence memories by functional/incompatible consequence
memories, (f) the inhibition of dysfunctional respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories through the route of currently en-
coded and stored incompatible current contingencies, and (g)
the inhibition of one type of dysfunctional respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memory element by another type of incompati-
ble respondent-functional-appraisal memory element. Measures
that tap various types of respondent-functional-appraisal mem-
ory elements should be administered before and after a treat-
ment and at follow-up in order to assess the degree of inhibition.
In addition, it may be important to administer key measures
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during a treatment at various points in time in order to deter-
mine when the inhibition takes place and how the improvement
curve looks like through time. In a treatment group measures
that tap onto dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal me-
mory elements should diminish significantly from pre to post-
treatment as well as measures that tap onto psychopathology
symptoms. In a randomly assigned wait control condition such
improvements should not occur. Third, the more dysfunctional
respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements are, the more
likely they are to influence current psychopathology symptoms,
appraisals and behaviors. A psychopathology group with sig-
nificantly more dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal
memory elements should display significantly more psychopa-
thology symptoms and ought to be more difficult to treat. The
latter may be indexed by the need for more sessions in order to
achieve a successful treatment outcome and less improvement
in therapy. In addition, there might be a need for a broader
treatment strategy that focus on all the treatment needs (e.g., on
all dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memory ele-
ments). Fourth, the more distressing and serious life events an
individual has experienced, the more likely it may be that dys-
functional respondent-functional-appraisal memories may de-
veloped. The seriousness of distressing life events may be
measured by developing measures that tap onto the degree of
exposure to various types of distressing life events. In PTSD
such measures have been developed. However, to the best of
the author’s knowledge such measures don’t exist in other psy-
chopathology disorders. In addition, measures that tap onto
psychological vulnerabilities may be utilized. Corresponding
measures can be developed in order to tap various degrees and
amounts of incompatible or functional life events, as well as
degrees of emotional engagement into such encoded and stored
experiences. Such experiences in interaction with an individ-
ual’s responses to such events may function as protective fac-
tors if highly functional or incompatible respondent-function-
al-appraisal memories have been developed.

Evidence-based cognitive-behavioral therapies may primarily
exert their efficacy through different routes of inhibition. In in
vivo, imaginal and interoceptive exposure incompatible re-
spondent-functional-appraisal memories may mainly develop
through (a) the encoding and storing of diminished physiologi-
cal/emotional reactions during exposure, (b) the encoding and
storing of the absence of imagined negative consequences dur-
ing exposure, and (c) the retrieval of functional/incompatible
respondent-functional-appraisal memory elements. In cogni-
tive therapy the primary aim may be to inhibit faulty appraisal
memories by developing new functional/incompatible respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories. When faulty primary ap-
praisal memories and other dysfunctional respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories are retrieved central re-appraisals may
occur due to (a) the encoding and storing of incompatible cur-
rent contingencies, and (b) the retrieval of incompatible re-
spondent-functional-appraisal memory elements. Current real-
istic current contingencies and functional appraisals become
encoded and stored in memory, and these memories may start
to function as incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal
memory elements. In imagery rescripting a primary aim is to
rescript two types of outcomes in memories of primary negative
events: (a) from non-controllable distressing events to a mas-
tery of the negative situations, and (b) from post-event sequels

during which there was a lack of social support or nurturing to
the nurturing of the self.

Young’s schema therapy model for personality disorders
(Young et al., 2003) is re-conceptualized in accordance with the
behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory. Primarily, schemas from
Youngs model are behaviorally formulated (see Table 2). One
important question might be how to categorize the various
types of encoded and stored events, related emotional responses
and other memory elements in terms of various degrees of in-
tensity, frequency and durability. Young’s maladaptive coping
responses are conceptualized as dysfunctional behavioral re-
sponses to retrieval triggers and retrieved respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memories.

Brewin (2006) contrasts the accommodation model to the ac-
tivation-deactivation model. According to the accommodation
model therapy modifies structures in memory that give rise to
negative beliefs (e.g., Beck et al., 1985; Foa et al., 1989). On
the contrary, the activation-deactivation model (Brewin, 2006)
assumes that effective therapy is due to the deactivation or
blocking of negative memories and the activation and creation
of positive memories. The key element of effective CBT is that
positive memories should win the retrieval competition over
negative memories. The behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory
is compatible with both of these models. First, dysfunctional
respondent-functional-appraisal memories must be retrieved.
Second, dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal memo-
ries must be inhibited by incompatible or functional respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memories or encoded and stored cur-
rent contingencies. Functional inhibition is accomplished when
the retrieval of incompatible respondent-functional-appraisal
memories take precedence over psychopathology-related re-
trieved respondent-functional-appraisal memories. Ideally, in-
compatible respondent-functional-appraisal memories should
dominate over dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal
memories. This is in line with the activation-deactivation model.
This in turn must be associated with a change of the respon-
dent-functional-appraisal memory network structure that is in
accordance with the accommodation model.

In the behavioral-cognitive inhibition theory appraisals are
conceptualized both in terms of (a) appraisal memories some-
what similar to the “meaning representations” in the emotional
processing theory (e.g. Foa & Kozak, 1986; Foa & Rothbaum,
1998; Foa, Steketee, & Rothbaum, 1989), and (b) as current
appraisals as in Ehlers and Clarks cognitive theory of PTSD
(Ehlers & Clark, 2000). In addition, the behavioral-cognitive
inhibition theory conceptualizes respondent and operant me-
chanisms both in terms of dysfunctional memories and current
contingencies that bi-directionally influence each other.

The “nature of” dysfunctional vs. incompatible respondent-
functional-appraisal memories and memory networks presented
in Figure 2 have been made primarily for illustrational purposes.
The “exact nature of” respondent-functional-appraisal memo-
ries and memory networks in various types of psychopathology
disorders is an empirical question. In addition, the two-dimen-
sionality of the presented figure may not optimally illustrate the
interdependence between various types of respondent-func-
tional-appraisal memory elements and memories.

Primary dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal mem-
ory elements may become more or less permanently modified
due to the encoding and storing of similar postevent stimuli and
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responses that to a certain degree don’t match the originally
encoded and stored features. Original memories of real life
events can be distorted by post-event stimuli such as faulty
police investigatory procedures that may create new features
into the original memories (Loftus, 2003). Distorted memories
may still elicit the same or similar psychopathology symptoms
that may need to be treated.

Some emotions presented in Table 2 (e.g., emotions labeled
as “loneliness” and “abandonment”) may constitute question-
able concepts of emotions. They may not match conceptualiza-
tions of primary (innate) or common secondary emotions (ap-
praisal-driven). However, such concepts may be adequate in
order to tap some emotional responses to certain types of dis-
tressing life events.

Some individuals may have few existing incompatible or
functional respondent-functional-appraisal memories due to
long-lasting life experiences of deprivation and punishments.
Such individuals may be particularly prone to develop person-
ality disorders. In such cases longer-term therapy is needed that
focuses on providing incompatible experiences that at least
partially fulfils arrested needs and counters the effects of pun-
ishments. Over time, strong enough incompatible respondent-
functional-appraisal memories may be developed that are capa-
ble to inhibit dysfunctional respondent-functional-appraisal
memories.

One potentially interesting question is whether different
types of respondent-functional-appraisal memories can be ca-
tegorized into various types of psychological vulnerabilities.
Not necessarily in accordance with a dichotomous categoriza-
tion of generalized vs specific psychological vulnerabilities
(e.g., Barlow, 2002). Another important question is what types
of psychological vulnerabilities, and/or constellations of such
vulnerabilities, may lead to the development of specific types of
or combinations of psychopathology disorders. A third poten-
tially important question is how to conceptualize biological
vulnerability.

To summarize, the main strengths of the behavioral-cognitive
inhibition theory is that (a) it comprehensively accounts for
comorbidity, numbing symptoms and other PTSD-related
symptomatology, (b) it may be able to explain the development
and maintenance of both single psychopathology disorders as
well as a broad range of psychopathology disorders, (c) it is
parsimonious in relation to its broad applicability, and (d) it
solves the overdetermination problem.
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